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1.0  Responses to the HF Statement of Case 

1. This document seeks to respond to the 
Heritage Foundation Statement of Case which 
represents a refusal of this scheme. 
 

2. The points within the statement should seek to 
outline the Heritage Foundation’s reasons for 
refusal which have been upheld at each stage 
 

3. To make the responses easier to digest in 
relation to the Heritage Foundations Case, this 
statement provides the Statement to the right 
of this document, where applicable, and the 
Appellants comments within this space. 
 

4. Please see the original reasons for refusal 
which do not make any mention to any reason 
pertaining to the “rear extension”. In fact, it is 
clearly noted with the Heritage Foundations 
own Statement of Case (item 5.8) that “there 
are no overriding concerns with regards to the 
proposed single storey addition to the rear”  
 
It is therefore believed that this element is not 
contentious or included within the reasons for 
refusal.  
 
Indeed, as such, we can presume that the rear 
extension therefore “harmonises with the 
individual qualities of the host building and its 
setting.” as per the Design Principles own 
wording. 
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1.0  Responses to the HF Statement of Case 

5. (5.1) It has previously been demonstrated that 
it is possible to receive permission for a new 
form and for a new “material pallet”. This has 
been previously demonstrated with
Statement of Case, as prepared by  

 (July 2023) pages 1 17, 
18 and 19. 
 
It is also be noted that 34 Pasture Road is 
subject to having received a previous approval 
from the Heritage Foundation (application no. 
34364) which sought to modify the material 
pallet. 
 
The existing pallet is noted to be hung tiles on 
a buff colour facing brick, to a cedar board 
cladding, the colour of which was “to 
selection”. The drawings noted an ochre 
orange at the time of the approved application 
(see appendix G for previously approved 
scheme drawing) 
 
Seeking approval for a similar material, in a 
different colour, and one which can be found 
on the Pasture Road should not be considered 
an “issue” in the context of the street. 
 

6. (5.2) The location within the street is entirely 
the reason for enhancing the design and 
architectural quality of the dwelling. 
 
It is believed that the property is reasonably 
apologetic in its setting with little merit 
architecturally. It is contested that the 
proposals would “dominate” the setting, but 
we would suggest that increasing the 
prominence is, in part, the purpose of the 
scheme in increasing the “street appeal” of the 
property. 
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1.0  Responses to the HF Statement of Case 

7. (5.9) It has previously been discussed that the 
other colour combinations and indeed a black 
cladding can already be found on the Pasture 
road—See Statement of Case, as prepared by 

 (July 2023) page 13. 

While the colouration of the cladding has 
previously been discussed with the original 
case officer as perhaps one to change, it was 
felt that retaining the original design principles 
was the “better choice” given the nature of the 
design philosophy.  
 
The black and white tones can be found on 
Pasture Road, as previously mentioned. 
 

8. (6.1) The comments previously made aside, 
each property on Pasture Road has 
architectural merit in each of themselves. 
Again, while contesting the scale of 
“dominance” in this case, the proposals are in 
place to give the property better street appeal 
 

9. (6.2) Please see Appendix C and D of this 
document for reference to a property which 
increased its prominence on the street scene 
through the increase of it’s ridge-line. 

 Pasture Road increased the ridge height by 
proximately 21%. 

 
In direct comparison of what has been clearly 
found acceptable previously, 34 Pasture Road 
requests an increase of approximately 20%. 
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1.0  Responses to the HF Statement of Case 

10.(6.3) Save for the height, the footprint massing 
of the proposal has already received consent 
from the Heritage Foundation. 
 
Therefore the ‘flow of the road’ would not be 
compromised in anyway due to the minor 
increase in the height of the forward 
proposals. 
 

11.(7.2) it is submitted that there are multiple 
examples on the Pasture Road that have 
previously received permission for similar or 
identical modifications to such properties. 
 
No. Pasture Road was permitted to 
subs ntially increase the ridge height, bulk 
and mass of the property as well as bring 
forward the property line which is 
demonstrated under Appendix C and D. 
 

12.No.  Pasture Road was permitted to 
subs ntially infill it’s forward elevation with a 
forward facing gable and additional 
accommodation in what can only be described 
as a “highly visible and prom ent location” - 
We would suggest that No.  is, in actuality, 
more visible and prominent an this site 
which is subject to the appeal. 
 

13.Appendix A and B demonstrates approximate 
key dimensions to note for the appeal site 
 

14.Appendix C and D outlin  the previously 
approved scheme at no.  Pasture Road 

15.Appendix E and F provides dimensions and 
comparison diagr ms for the approved 
proposals for no.  Pasture Road 
 

16.With the previously submitted Statement of 
case in mind, as well as these substantiated 
responses following the Heritage Foundation 
Comments, it is hoped that it is clear that these 
proposals seek to do nothing more to this 
property than what has previously been 
granted permission under the same Design 
Principle Guidelines. 



 7 

Appendix A, Appeal Site Dimensions as Existing 



 8 

Appendix B, Appeal Site Dimensions as Proposed 
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Appendix C, No.  Pasture Road Site Dimensions as Comparisons 
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Appendix D, No.  Pasture Road, Dimensions 
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Appendix E, No.  Pasture Road, Existing Dimensions 



 12 

Appendix F, No.  Pasture Road, Proposed Dimensions 
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Appendix G, Previously Approved Scheme 




