
 

SLOUGH BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 
REPORT TO: PLANNING COMMITTEE                    DATE: July 2023 
 

PART 1 
 

FOR INFORMATION 
 
Planning Appeal Decisions 
 
Set out below are summaries of the appeal decisions received recently from the Planning 
Inspectorate on appeals against the Council’s decisions. Copies of the full decision letters are 
available from the Members Support Section on request. These decisions are also monitored in 
the Quarterly Performance Report and Annual Review. 
 
WARD(S)       ALL 

Ref Appeal Decision 
  

2020/00149/ENF 
  

5, Essex Avenue, Slough, SL2 1DP 
 
Additional single storey extension and self contained 
outbuilding 

Appeal 
Dismissed 

 
23rd June 

2023 

 2020/00245/ENF  118 Hawthorne Crescent 
 
Self contained outbuilding being rented 

Appeal 
Dismissed 

 
23rd June 

2023 
2020/00664/ENF 32, Knolton Way, Slough, SL2 5TB 

 
The erection of a self-contained outbuilding 

Appeal 
Dismissed 

 
23rd June 

2023 

P/19514/003 26, Farnburn Avenue, Slough, SL1 4XT 
 
Construction of a single storey front and side extension, 
part single, part two storey rear extension and loft 
conversion with 2no rear dormers and 2no front rooflights 
 
In relation to the above scheme, it was noted from the 

previously refused scheme P/19514/002 which was 

dismissed at appeal, The Inspector stated that: 

“I agree with the Appellant, Mr Mahmood, that the design 

and finishes of the resulting enlarged dwelling would be 

generally sympathetic to those of the existing house and 

its immediate neighbours. The side extension when seen 

from the road would also be acceptably subordinate to 

the main house and be built with matching brickwork, 

rendered finish and have matching roof tiles. The 

considerable increase in the size of the house caused in 

part by the expansion of the volume of the roof, resulting 

in a flat section on top, (described by the Council as a flat 

crown measuring 3.6 metres deep), would not easily be 

seen from directly in front of the house. However, this 

substantial increase in the bulk of the house could be 

seen from the sides.” 

It was officers interpretation from this that the first floor 

rear extension would result in a substantial increase in 

Appel 
Granted 

 

13th July 
2023 



 

the bulk of the house to the rear. It was also considered 

that the inspector had not commented on whether this 

element, the front extension and roof would be harmful. 

Officers had considered that a full width front extension 

would be in keeping with the character of the area, given 

the proximity to the neighbouring 24 Farnburn Avenue 

which included a bay window as per the existing designs. 

Furthermore, in design terms, the ground floor rear 

extensions did not comply with design guidelines or 

previous prior approvals. This is considered to also be the 

case with the first floor roof extension which width wise 

exceeded 50% of the width of the original dwelling, failing 

to comply with DP3 of the residential design guidelines. 

The proposed roof also was not of the typical roof 

typology in the area, and would be appear out of scale 

and detrimentally conflict with character and appearance 

immediately adjoining dwellings. Officers had reviewed 

the sites referred to within the submitted planning 

application, where it is asserted similar development 

within the street has been approved. However, while 

there may be some similarities in some aspects, the 

developments as a whole or the sites themselves are not 

directly comparable with the proposal, nor do they define 

the predominant character of the area. Furthermore, it 

was considered that the enlargements would have 

potentially harmful impacts to the residential amenity of 

the occupiers of No.24 Farnburn Avenue as a result of the 

added bulk and scale.  

With respect to the Inspectors decision, it was considered 

in their view that, whilst a full width front extension would 

be full width, it is reflective of similar styled single storey 

projections to the front elevations of other properties 

along the street, it would not appear odd or unusual in 

this context. Although it was agreed that the roof 

enlargements would be bulky, it would be reflective of 

No.32 Farnburn Avenue which was of a similar design. 

The appeal proposal would also retain physical gaps 

between the appeal property and the neighbouring 

buildings on either side, this would prevent the terracing 

effect that would have resulted from the proposal 

presented in the previous appeal. The proposed 

alterations to the rear of the building would be 

predominately out of view from public vantage points, and 

where visible, would be perceived in the context of similar 

alterations to the rear of other properties along Farnburn 

Avenue.  As a result, the Inspector did not feel these 

additions were incongruous. Following officers visit to the 

site, due to the single storey nature of the proposals, the 

recently removed outbuildings that existed upon the site 

boundary, alongside the retention of an open outlook over 

the rear garden of No. 24, it was felt by the inspector that 

that No.24 would retain a good standard of living 

environment both internally and externally for existing and 

future occupiers. 

 



 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 


