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7th August 2026 

 

 

DM/26/1165 - PART-RETROSPECTIVE APPLICATION FOR ALTERATIONS 

TO EXISTING WALL TO REDUCE HEIGHT TO 2 METRES – MALTINGS FARM, 

MALTHOUSE LANE, BN6 9JZ 

 

 

Dear Caroline, 

 

We write following your site visit of 23rd July 2026 and your request for 

further details around the works proposed for alterations to the existing wall 

under application DM/26/1165. 

 

You and your colleagues have asked us to explain fully “how the proposal 

would work and appear in practice”. This has been addressed within the 

submitted details but we are happy to provide additional information to 

ensure that this is clear to all parties. 

 

As discussed onsite, the annotations on the submitted elevations measure 

both the existing wall and proposed wall from two fixed points on the 

southern side of the wall. These are the paved space immediately to the south 

of the wall at its western end, and a single step - that provides the necessary 

transition to the adjoining garden space.  
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The alterations are designed to measure 2m from these two fixed points. 

Although the natural ground level within the garden space is higher than 

these two points, the ground level within the garden is inconsistent and would 

not result in a uniform appearance along the top of the wall. 

The photo below shows both these elements: 

 

 

 

The ground level elsewhere within the site is higher than these two points, 

and therefore the measurement of 2m shown on the drawings is therefore 

taken from the lowest points in the site. This is therefore the most 
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conservative interpretation of what could have been built onsite under 

permitted development rights. The natural ground level elsewhere within the 

garden is generally 25-30cm higher than the step shown above (and up to 

70cm higher at some points) and therefore arguably a taller structure could 

be built within the garden under permitted development.  

 

On the northern side of the wall, the ground level is similarly varied – as you 

saw on site. There is new tree planting along the northern side of the wall 

with a ground level similarly at a higher level than the two points referred to 

above. The resultant wall would therefore measure less than 2m from the 

immediate ground level on this side of the wall. 

 

The existing elevations show the existing heights of the wall – with an 80.8 

cm – 1m difference in the height of the top of the wall proposed compared to 

existing. In addition, the piers will also be reduced to match the height of the 

main wall in addition to this reduction in height, alongside the removal of the 

existing archway.  

 

The wall would therefore appear significantly reduced in height and would 

reflect exactly what could have been built under permitted development 

rights. 
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Method of Works 

 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Legal Position 
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Kind regards, 

 

 

Joseph Pearson MRTPI 

Lewis & Co Planning 
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