
APPEALS 
 

The following appeals have been received since my last report to Committee: 
 

CODE NO.   A/15/3006376 (1752) 
 
APP. NO.   P/14/828/FUL 
  
APPELLANT   MR G LEWIS 
               
SUBJECT OF APPEAL DORMERS TO FRONT: 148 NEW ROAD PORTHCAWL 
 
PROCEDURE    HOUSEHOLDER PILOT 
 
DECISION LEVEL  DELEGATED OFFICER 
 
The application was refused for the following reason: 
 

1. The proposed dormer extension, which would be in full view of users of the adjoining highway, would represent 
a prominent and incongruous element in the street scene, to the detriment of local visual amenities, contrary to 
Policy SP2 of the Bridgend Local Development Plan and Note 14 of Supplementary Planning Guidance 2: 
Householder Development. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

CODE NO.   A/15/3009476 (1753) 
 
APP. NO.   P/14/754/FUL 
  
APPELLANT   MR A WILLIAMS 
               
SUBJECT OF APPEAL PROPOSED ROOF EXTENSION TO PROVIDE 3RD STOREY: 
 48 BEACH ROAD PORTHCAWL 
 
PROCEDURE    HOUSEHOLDER PILOT 
 
DECISION LEVEL  DELEGATED OFFICER 
 
The application was refused for the following reason: 
 

1. The proposed development, by introducing a further floor to this detached dwelling, would 
unbalance the symmetry with the dwellings within Beach Road which would represent an 
incongruous element in the street scene to the detriment of local visual amenities, contrary to Policy 
SP2 of the Bridgend Local Development Plan and Supplementary Planning Guidance 02: 
Householder Development. 

 
 

CODE NO.   A/15/3012436 (1754) 
 
APP. NO.   P/14/410/FUL 
  
APPELLANT   MR J CROCKER 
               
SUBJECT OF APPEAL BUILD DETACHED FAMILY HOUSE OF SIMILAR SIZE TO EXISTING 

'WINDRUSH' TON KENFIG  
 
PROCEDURE    HEARING 
 
DECISION LEVEL  DELEGATED OFFICER 
 



The application was refused for the following reasons: 
 

1. The proposal constitutes an over development of the site as there would be insufficient amenity 
space available for future use of occupiers of this development contrary to Policy SP2 of the 
Bridgend Local Development Plan and Supplementary Planning Guidance 02: Householder 
Development. 
 

2. The proposed development by virtue of its scale and design would dominate adjoining property to 
an unacceptable degree thereby resulting in a significant loss of residential amenity contrary to 
policy SP2 of the Bridgend Local Development Plan. 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

The following appeals have been decided since my last report to Committee: 
 
CODE NO.   C/15/2227670 (1748) 
 
APP. NO.   ENF/55/14/C 
  
APPELLANT   MR R DAVIES 
               
SUBJECT OF APPEAL         ENFORCEMENT  NOTICE  WHICH REQUIRED THE REINSTATEMENT OF 

THE FRONT DORMERS IN ACCORDANCE WITH DETAILED PLANS AS 
PER APPLICATION P/13/495/FUL : 16 SHELLEY DRIVE, CEFN GLAS 

 
PROCEDURE    ENFORCEMENT  
 
DECISION LEVEL  DELEGATED OFFICER 
 
DECISION                          THE INSPECTOR APPOINTED BY THE WELSH MINISTERS   

 TO DETERMINE THIS APPEAL DIRECTED THAT THE APPEAL  
 BE ALLOWED, THE ENFORCEMENT NOTICE IS QUASHED AND  
 SUBJECT TO A CONDITION. 

 
A copy of this appeal decision is attached as APPENDIX A 
 
 
CODE NO.   A/14/2227669 (1749) 
 
APP. NO.   P/14/229/FUL 
  
APPELLANT   MR R DAVIES 
               
SUBJECT OF APPEAL         RE-POSITION DORMERS TO FRONT ELEVATION AND CONSTRUCT 

SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION TO REAR : 16 SHELLEY DRIVE, CEFN 
GLAS 

 
PROCEDURE    WRITTEN REPS 
 
DECISION LEVEL  DELEGATED OFFICER 
 
DECISION                         THE INSPECTOR APPOINTED BY THE WELSH MINISTERS   

TO DETERMINE THIS APPEAL DIRECTED THAT THE APPEAL  
BE ALLOWED SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS. 

 
A copy of this appeal decision is attached as APPENDIX A 
 



 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That the report of the Corporate Director Communities be noted. 
 

MARK SHEPHARD 
CORPORATE DIRECTOR COMMUNITIES 
 

Background Papers 
See relevant application reference number. 
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