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1 The garage would by virtue of its design, materials and location would be detrimental to the 
character of the surrounding area and dominant in the street scene. This would be 
detrimental to the objectives of policies designed to protect the countryside from 
unnecessary development. 

 
2 The proposal by virtue of its design and materials, would adversely affect the historic 

character of the Listed Building. 
 
3 The proposal by virtue of its height, bulk and proximity to the adjacent listed building would 

have a detrimental impact upon the character and setting of the listed building. 
 
4 The proposal by virtue of its siting, form and size is considered to be detrimental to the 

Character and appearance of the Conservation Area. 
 
5 It would represent an unduly prominent structure within the street scene. 
 
6 The proposed roof extension by virtue of its height, form and appearance would fail to 

respect and integrate with the overall scale and character of the dwelling. 
 

7 The extension, due to its bulk, scale, massing and design, fails to respect, compliment and 
integrate with the scale and appearance of the existing dwelling and is considered to be an 
incongruous and dominating structure in relation to the existing dwelling and the wider 
surroundings. 
 

8 The proposal would result in an additional dwelling in a countryside location outside any 
town or village planning boundary. 

 
9 The proposal, by virtue of its bulk, massing and location, would adversely affect the 

architectural character and historic fabric of the building. 
 
10 The extension proposed fails to respect the character of the adjacent properties and would 

through its bulk, scale and site coverage have a detrimental impact on the character and 
setting of the existing buildings and a detrimental impact on residential amenity through loss 
of light and overbearing nature. 
 

11 The site lies outside any planning boundary as defined by the Deposit Draft Lewes District 
Local Plan and is within the countryside and Sussex Downs Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty where development other than that related to agriculture, forestry or another rural 
enterprise would normally be resisted. 
 

12 The proposal would result in an unwarranted intensification of residential development to 
the detriment of the quiet rural character and landscape quality of the South Downs AONB 
 

13 The proposed development, due to its size and location, would have a detrimental impact on 
residential amenity through loss of daylight and its overbearing presence. 
 

14 The proposed development is unsuitable in terms of the materials used which would be out 
of keeping with the wider area, especially in this location adjacent to the Ditching 
Conservation Area. 
 

15 The proposed dwelling, by reason of the general activity associated with a residential 
property and its position at the rear of existing residential properties, would result in 
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increased noise and disturbance to neighboring occupiers to the detriment of their 
residential amenity. 
 

16 The proposal would result in a new replacement dwelling in the countryside, outside any 
town or village planning boundary. 
 

17 Such a proposal which fails to provide a similar floor space, volume, massing and location to 
the original dwelling would be detrimental to the surrounding countryside and policies 
designed to protect the countryside from unnecessary development. 
 

18 The development would by virtue of its layout result in unacceptable backland development 
resulting in disturbance and lack of privacy to the occupiers of the proposed dwellings. 
 

19 The proposed development fails to respect the character of the existing building, and the 
original pair of cottages, and would have a detrimental impact on the street scene and within 
the designated Conservation Area. 
 

20 The proposed development, due to its size and location, would have a detrimental impact on 
residential amenity through loss of daylight and its overbearing presence. 
 

21 The proposal would result in a new replacement dwelling in the countryside, outside any 
town or village planning boundary. Such a proposal which fails to provide a similar floor 
space, volume, massing and location to the original dwelling would be detrimental to the 
surrounding countryside and policies designed to protect the countryside from unnecessary 
development. 
 

22 The proposed two storey extension by reason of its location, scale and massing would be 
overtly intrusive to the residential amenities of the adjoining property  
 

23 The proposed extension, by reason of its design, scale and massing is considered to be 
overly dominant on the rear elevation of the property and not subsidiary in relation to the 
existing dwelling  
 

24 The proposed development, by reason of its size, scale, detailing, siting and density would 
constitute a cramped and unacceptable form of overdevelopment out of character with 
neighboring development and harmful to the character and appearance of this part of 
Ditchling Conservation Area. 
 

25 The proposal, by reason of the size, scale and position of the proposed dwellings within the 
site would result in an unneighbourly and overbearing form of development. 
 

26 The proposed two storey extension by reason of its location, scale and bulk would be 
overtly intrusive to the residential amenities of the adjoining property. 
 

27 The proposed two storey extension by reason of its design, scale and massing would 
detrimentally dominate the established character and form of the existing property and 
would represent an overdevelopment of the site. 
 

28 The proposed extension, by reason of its design, scale and massing is considered to be 
overly dominant on the rear elevation of the property and not subsidiary in relation to the 
existing dwelling.  

 


