
 

www.southlakeland.gov.uk 

Planning Application no. SL/2021/0883 

Addendum Report 
 

  

http://www.southlakeland.gov.uk/


 

2 

1.0 Minor error in report  

1.1 In paragraph 1.1 of the committee report 61 Sedbergh Drive should be corrected to 

read 61 Scafell Drive.  

2.0 Late Representations 

2.1. Response from Kendal Town Council: 

2.2. We object to the extension on the front of the property and raise significant 

concerns how the building can be practically constructed at the side of the property 

given the closeness to the neighbouring property. The front extension is not in 

keeping with the character and appearance of this row of dwellings and has 

potential detrimental effects on the privacy of neighbouring properties. In addition, 

there is insufficient net biodiversity gain in this application. 

2.3. Response from Planning Officer: 

2.4. No. 61 Scafell Drive is a link detached property, but the proposed extension falls 

within the land ownership of the applicant. Whilst there may be party wall issues or 

construction access requirements that the applicant may need to address, these 

are civil legal matters rather than a material planning consideration. It is noted that 

there are a number of similar side extensions on adjacent properties, namely No. 

51 (SL/2013/0008) and No. 59 (SL/2020/0693 – under construction) which may 

have raised similar civil legal matters. In this case the scale of development is such 

that a condition to mitigate construction impacts such as noise/dust would not be 

considered necessary.   

2.5. Front extensions have been successfully constructed on No. 53 (SL/2013/0155) 

and No. 57 (5881439) without detriment to the appearance of the dwellings or the 

street scene. They have also resulted in change to the original consistent character 

of these dwellings, such that the introduction of more variety can been seen as an 

acceptable feature of this part of Scafell Drive.  

2.6. There is a step in the building line between dwellings in the row and the separation 

created by the single attached garages means that there is no impact on privacy for 

neighbouring properties as a result of the extension. The separation distances 

between properties over the road are such that this would not result in any material 

change to existing privacy levels.  

2.7. The provision of a bird box and its location in the eaves is considered acceptable 

and in accordance with policy.  

2.8. In summary, the comments of the Town Council are noted, but it is considered that 

as similar schemes have been approved and constructed in the locality and the 

current scheme has been designed to minimize residential and visual impacts then 
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this proposal is acceptable. Whilst the provision of a bird box is a small biodiversity 

gain, it can in the context of this small scale of development, be considered 

acceptable.  

 


