
 

SLOUGH BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 
REPORT TO: PLANNING COMMITTEE                    DATE: January 2024 
 

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 

APP/J0350/W/23/3322820 77, Harrow Road, Slough, SL3 8SH 
 
Retrospective construction of a front extension and part 
single, part double storey rear extension to no 77 
Harrow Road and retrospective construction of 1no 3 
bedroom house adjacent to no 77 Harrow Road and 
associated works. 
 
Officer Summary 
The main issue of the appeal is the effect of the full 
width single storey front extension on the character and 
appearance of the host property and surrounding area. 
The Inspector states that the front extension is of a 
significant scale, but the depth of the front elevation 
aligns with the front elevation of no. 75 and therefore 
visually blends in with the stepped pattern of the row of 
houses. Whilst there is a small degree of conflict with 
the RESPD, this does not result in any material harm in 
this context. Therefore, the Inspector concludes that the 
effect of the front extension on the character and 
appearance of the host property and surrounding area 
is acceptable. The proposal therefore accords with 
Policies H14, H15, EN1 and EN2 of the Local Plan 
(2004) and Core Policy 8 of the Core Strategy (2008). 

Appeal 
Granted 

 
6th 

December 
2023 

APP/J0350/D/23/3328818 35, Lansdowne Avenue, Slough, SL1 3SG 
 
Construction of a single storey rear extension, two and 
a half storey side infill extension with pitched roof, loft 
extension with side dormer, detached rear outbuilding 
and internal alterations. 
 
Officer Summary 
Within the refusal report, no objections were raised by 
officers in relation to the outbuilding element, and 
therefore, officers are comfortable with the Inspectors 
findings on the allowance of this element. Given the 
reasons for refusal however, the application was 
refused by officers, with these elements of the decision 
being upheld by the Inspector. 

Appeal 
Dismissed 
& Granted 

in Part 
 

12th 
December 

2023 



 

 

APP/J0350/X/23/3321780 64, Upton Court Road, Slough, SL3 7LZ 
 
Lawful development certificate for an existing side 
dormer 
 
The main issue is whether the side dormer is 
development permitted under Class B of Part 1 of 
Schedule 2 of the GPDO.  
 
The first reason for refusal was that building operations 
involved in the construction of the dwelling are unlawful, 
including the raised ridge height and eaves, first floor 
gable roof and erection of the dormer.” The Inspector 
stated that the LDC application was for a ‘side dormer’ 
and did not seek to establish the lawfulness of any 
other works. 
 
The operations were found by the Council to satisfy all 
criteria except for B.1(b), which requires the height of 
the dwelling, as a result of the works, not to exceed the 
height of the highest part of the existing roof. The 
inspector stated that this matter can be set aside 
because the application did not seek to establish the 
lawfulness of any increase in the height of the roof of 
the dwelling.  
 
The Council stated in the officer report that the total 
difference between the original roof and existing roof 
with all additions including the dormer window is 35.4 
cubic metres and did not raise this as an issue. 
Therefore the Inspector concluded the side dormer 
complies with B.1(d)(ii) - that the resulting roof space of 
the dwelling must not exceed the cubic content of the 
original roof space by more than 50 cubic metres.  
 
Regarding the costs decision, the Inspector stated that 
the application was sought for an LDC for a side dormer 
and no other works. The Inspector stated that the 
delegated report concludes that the side dormer 
complies with all other criteria and conditions of Class 
B. Notwithstanding this, the Inspector states that it was 
unreasonable for the Council to refuse an LDC for the 
side dormer, the appellant has incurred unnecessary 
and wasted expense in submitting an appeal, and the 
claim for full costs therefore succeeds.  
 

Appeal 
Granted 

 
18th 

December 
2023 

 
 
 
 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 



 

 


