
Reasons for Appeal 

Application 6/2018/2851/EM 

The current conservatory was approved planning permission in 2005 (Photo Attached) 

Mr & Mrs Edmonds wants to update this conservatory. We originally applied for planning permission 
ref 6/2018/0110/EM, the application refused and the appeal dismissed. 

The current application we are appealing ref 6/2018/2851/EM is a re-design of the conservatory that 
was dismissed under the previous appeal. 

We have attached our original ‘reasons for appeal’ for the previous application along with 
supporting photos, as we feel these are relevant to this appeal. 

The original application ref 6/2018/0110 main reason for refusal of planning permission was the 
pitched roof design. As the case officer suggested this was an extension as opposed to a 
conservatory. Our argument within the previous appeal was that this design is still a conservatory 
but a more modern design. (Original reasons for appeal and photos attached) 

Mrs Edmonds attended the appeal and it was discussed with the committee that the local planning 
authority had not come across this type of conservatory design before but are likely to come across 
more in the future, Mrs Edmonds was advised by the committee to increase the glass area and re-
submit the application. Mrs Edmonds was given the opinion that doing this the application would 
then be approved. Among members of the committee were Chris Garth and Sarah Smith. 

A ratio of 60% solid and 40% glass was disused at the meeting as an acceptable design target. 

After the meeting Mrs Edmonds along with the conservatory company meet Sarah Madyausiku who 
agreed the position of the glazed units. 

Attached to this appeal are pictures of the glass area of the first application dismissed, the current 
application with the increased glass area and the case officer Kerrie Charles recommendations to 
the position of the glazed units. 

Mrs Edmonds increased the glass area form the previous application and re-submitted the 
application, based on the comments made under the last appeal Mrs Edmonds was confident this 
would be approved. 

The case officer contacted us towards the end of the application process and mentioned that she 
had discussed this with her line manager and if we could agree to re-position the glazed area this 
would be recommended for approval. 

The case officer would prefer glass along the valley gutter and hipped end facing the road, so visually 
from the road this would look all glass. (Case officers recommended design attached) 

Unfortunately it is not possible to manufacture a roof with glazed units all along the valley gutter, we 
informed the case officer and asked the question as under the previous appeal the advice was to 
increase the glass area, there were no discussions on the position of the glass. 

We asked the case officer Kerrie Charles if there were any other solutions we could come up with to 
seek a more positive outcome with this application, Mrs Charles informed us she would discuss this 
with her line manager. 



Unfortunately the case officer then sent the email to ourselves instead of her line manager ‘Hi 
Sarah, Can we discuss this one again please.  He cannot reduce any further than submitted.  What do 
you think?  Shall I just refuse? 

We emailed back to reminded the case officer the problem was the position of the glazed units 
along the valley gutter and not Mr & Mrs Edmonds willingness to reduce the panels further, this has 
never been discussed by case officer. In fact the case officer’s recommendation has a lower glass 
area than Mr & Mrs Edmonds application submitted. 

We did not receive any other response, other than a refusal decision notice. 

With the discussions now over the position of the glazed units we seem to have moved away from 
this being a pitched roof extension and the only objection to the design is the glazed area. Mr & Mrs 
Edmonds thought he had followed the appeal committee’s advice and increased the glass area. 

The question is now, should this appeal be allowed as we have increased the glass area? 

 

 

 

 


