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Final comments
The Council's statement confirms that the bulk and massing of the proposed extension would not be at odds with development within the area. The Appellant respectfully submits that this concession further undermines the first reason for refusal, which is expressly founded on size, scale and bulk as the basis for harm.
The Council's case, as clarified at paragraph 2.2 of their statement, is that the harm arises from the subdivision of the plot and the introduction of a separate dwelling rather than from the physical form of the extension itself. The Appellant notes that this is a use and tenure argument, not a design argument. The policies cited in Reason 1 — BE1, DMHB 11, DMHB 12, D1 and D4 — assess the physical impact of development on the character and appearance of the area.
Parking — Entrance Obstruction Point
The Council places weight on the positioning of a parking space shown on das being directly in front of the studio entrance. The Appellant respectfully submits that this point does not justify dismissal of the appeal.
The block plan was submitted to demonstrate that a parking space can physically be accommodated within the driveway curtilage. It was not intended to fix the precise and permanent position of that space. The driveway is of sufficient width and depth to accommodate vehicles in a variety of positions that do not obstruct the studio entrance. No vehicle would in practice be required to park immediately in front of the door given the available space on the driveway.
The Appellant notes that the Council has itself included a condition at Appendix 2 of their statement requiring the parking layout to be constructed and laid out prior to occupation. The inclusion of this condition is significant — it demonstrates that the Council considers the parking concern capable of resolution by condition rather than requiring outright refusal. The Appellant is agreeable to such a condition and will ensure no car is blocking the entrance

The Inspector is respectfully requested to allow this appeal and grant planning permission for the proposed development, subject to any conditions considered appropriate. 
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