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20303 - 45 STEGGAL CLOSE, NEEDHAM MARKET: 
PLANNING STATEMENT STATEMENT 

 
 
 

Introduction: 
This Planning Statement (accompanying a d Design and Access Statement) has been produced 
to support an application for a single storey rear extension to 45 Steggal Close, Needham Market. 
It should be read in conjunction with the application forms, the application drawings, and all other 
supporting information. 
 
 
The Site: 
The existing dwelling is a semi-detached property and is surrounded by properties of similar 
design, along Steggal Close in Needham Market. Steggal Close forms part of a larger housing 
development to the Northern side of Needham Market. 
 
 
Application Proposal: 
This application seeks approval to demolish the existing conservatory and WC facility and enlarge 
the existing semi-detached dwelling by forming a new Kitchen/Dining room to the rear of the 
property, along with a new ground floor Bathroom facility within the existing dwelling to suit the 
current owner’s lifestyle. 
 
The property is a semi-detached dwelling with red brick finish to all elevations. The existing main 
dwelling roof is a dual pitch side gabled construction with brown profile tiles on the roof. The front 
elevation has a single storey porch extension. 
 
 
Planning History: 
No reference of previous applications can be found via the Local Authorities website. 
 
No Pre-Application submission was made for this application. 
 
 
National & Local Planning Policy 
National Policy 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, Feb 2019) sets out the presumption in favor 
of sustainable development. Paragraph 11c & 11d states that: 
 
“For decision-taking this means: 

 

• approving development proposals that accord with an up-to-date development plan without delay; 
or 

 

• Where there are no relevant development plan policies, or the policies which are most important 
for determining the application are out-of-date, granting permission unless: 



 

 

i) The application of the policies in the framework that protect areas or assets of particular 
importance provides clear reason for refusing the development proposed, or 

ii) Any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, 
when assessed against the policies in this framework taken as a whole.” 

 
The NPPF goes further in describing that a sustainable development means that the planning 
system has 3 objectives: 
 

• an economic objective – by ensuring that sufficient land in the right place supports 
growth, innovation, and improved productivity. 

• a social objective – by ensuring that a sufficient number and range of homes can be 
provided to meet the needs of the present and future generations. 

• an environmental objective – to protect and enhance our built environment by making 
effective use of land and adapting to climate change. 

 
As explained below, the principle behind the application proposal is in accordance with relevant 
national policy; it will also deliver a sustainable development with no significant adverse impacts. 
 
 
Local Policy 
The Council are in the process of drafting/consulting the New Joint Local Plan and that new 
policies are not sufficiently advanced/approved as to be given weight at this time; therefore, the 
following existing policies have been taken into account: 
 

• H16 – Protecting existing residential amenity. 

• H18 – extensions to existing dwellings 

• T09 – parking Standards 

• T10 – Highway consideration in development 

• FC01 – Presumption in favor of sustainable development 

• FC01_1 – Mid Suffolk Approach to delivering sustainable development. 
 
The most directly relevant policies taken from then Local Plan relate to H16 & H18 and are as 
follows: 
 
Policy H16 
“To protect the existing amenity and character of primary residential areas, the district planning authority 

will refuse: 

• Change to non-residential use where such change would materially and detrimentally affect the 
character and amenity of the area by means of appearance, traffic generation, nuisance of safety. 

• The loss of open spaces which contribute to the character or appearance of an area and which 
are important for recreation or amenity purposes. 

• Development that materially reduces the amenity and privacy of adjacent dwellings or erodes the 
character of the surrounding area. The cumulative effect of a series of proposals will be taken into 
account” 

 
 
Policy H18 
“applications for extensions to existing dwellings will be approved, provided that they:- 

• are in keeping with the size, design and materials of the existing dwelling; 

• will not materially or detrimentally affect the amenities of neighbours or the character and 
appearance of the area; 

• will not result in over-development within the curtilage. 

• the cumulative effect of a number of extensions to the existing dwelling will be regarded as a 
material consideration” 

 

 



 

 

The Applicants Case: 
The main issues arising from the proposal relate to: 

• the proposal being in keeping with size, design and materials 

• the proposal reducing the privacy of adjacent dwellings 

• the proposal will not result in overdevelopment within the curtilage  
 
As the proposed application is located to the rear of the dwelling and is to be of a single storey 
in height. There is no change to the character of the residential area, and the materials to be 
used are to match the existing dwelling. 
 
As the proposal is single storey, there would be no reduction of privacy of the adjacent dwellings. 
 
The area of land within the curtilage excluding existing dwellings and outbuildings is currently 
146.95m². The proposed extension looks to change this to 136.65m². This proposal equates to 
a 7% proposal to plot area, which will not result in overdevelopment within the curtilage 
 
 
Summary & Conclusion: 
The proposal is acceptable in the context of both National & Local Planning Policies. 
 
We believe the above clarifies that the proposed scheme falls within the confines of both 
National and Local Policy, and that measures have been made to the submitted application in 
respect to scale, materials and parking to address these points. 
 
The nature of the neighboring dwellings regarding the similar Architectural Style and that these 
have also been extended to the rear feels that the proposed would not sit out of character with 
its surroundings. 
 
We feel the proposal gives no rise to material considerations which are sufficient to justify a 
refusal, and that planning permission should therefore be granted. 


