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Application Number 22/00896/FUL 

Location Homelands, Southminster Road, Asheldham, CM0 7DZ 

Proposal 
Erection of 4 bedroom bungalow, detached garage and new 
vehicular access 

Applicant Mary Anderson 

Agent Raymond Stemp Associates 

Target Decision Date 30.11.2022 

Case Officer Kathryn Mathews 

Parish ASHELDHAM 

Reason for Referral to the 
Committee / Council 

Call-in by Councillor M W Helm for the following reason: Policy 
D1 

1. BACKGROUND 

 
1.1 This application was presented at the meeting of the South Eastern Area Planning 

Committee held on 9 November 2022.  The Committee determined to defer the item 
for further information to be provided regarding the previous appeal relating to the 
site.  This information is included below.  The original Officer report and associated 
Members’ Update are appended to this report (as APPENDIX 1 and APPENDIX 2) 
respectively.  Otherwise, the assessment and recommendation made remain 
unchanged. 
 

1.2 The previous appeal related to a proposal for two, chalet style dwellings within the 
wider Homelands site within which the currently proposed dwelling would be located. 
With respect to the previous appeal relating to Homelands (reference 
16/00331/OUT), as part of the appeal decision, the Inspector commented that the 
predominant building form in this area is detached dwellings, and the rural character 
of the area is emphasised by the irregular and informal positions of these dwellings 
within spacious plots.  The current application, whilst only being for a single dwelling, 
would result in two dwellings within the wider Homelands site due to the single 
dwelling granted after the last appeal.  Therefore, the proposed development would 
result in a total form of development comparable to the scheme dismissed at appeal. 
Therefore, the conclusions of the Inspector are a material consideration in the 
assessment of the current application with specific reference to the following extracts 
from the appeal decision: 

 
8. The proposal would involve the erection of two detached dwellings and a car port. 
The two dwellings would be approximately 10 metres from each other…. The 
positioning of the dwellings in relation to The Bungalow would provide for a more 
suburban character that exists at present and would erode the rural character of the 
surrounding area. This would be exacerbated by the prominence of the appeal site 
close to a sharp bend in the road, and the associated hard landscaping that would be 
required for site access, parking and turning areas. 
 



 
9. Whilst planning permission has been granted for the erection of a single dwelling 
on the site, this would be located centrally with in the plot, leaving considerable 
space on either side of the dwelling. …. 
 
10. I have also had regard to the existing buildings on the site but these are much 
further back from the site frontage than the proposed dwellings would be an smaller 
in scale and thus are not as prominent in the street scene. 
 
16. The harm to the character and appearance of the surrounding area is decisive. 
 

1.3 Importantly, the current application would add a second dwelling to the wider 
Homelands site in a more visually prominent location than the dwellings dismissed at 
appeal, as the additional dwelling would be closer to the sharp bend referred to by 
the Inspector, than the dwellings previously proposed.  The currently proposed 
dwelling would also create a similarly narrow gap between dwellings, again, as 
referred as a negative aspect of the proposal, by the Inspector.  

2. RECOMMENDATION 

 
REFUSE for the following reasons: 
 
1. The site is located in an 'other village' where occupiers of the dwelling would 

be reliant on the use of private vehicles to gain access to everyday services 
and facilities. The future occupiers would therefore be dependent on the use 
of unsustainable modes of transport as a result of the development being in 
an unsustainable location, contrary to Policies T1, T2, S1 and D1 of the 
approved Maldon District Local Development Plan and the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 

2. The proposed development would cause harm to the character and 
appearance of the site and the surrounding area though the urbanisation of 
the site, contrary to Policies S8, D1 and H4 of the approved Maldon District 
Local Development Plan and the NPPF. 

3. In the absence of a completed legal agreement pursuant to Section 106 of the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990, the necessary financial contribution 
towards Essex Coast Recreational disturbance Avoidance and Mitigation 
Strategy has not been secured. As a result, the development would have an 
adverse impact on the European designated nature conservation sites, 
contrary to Policies S1, I1, D1, N1 and N2 of the Maldon District Local 
Development Plan and the NPPF. 

 


