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Policy H3: Infill Developments and Extensions 

This draft policy seeks to ensure that development should be sensitively designed to reflect the 

character of the area. Relevant proposals should adhere to a number of criteria which relate to 

potential issues such as (for example) loss of residential amenity and the character of the area. 

Clinton Devon Estates are generally supportive of this draft policy and recognise the importance of 

new development paying proper regard to the character of the area in which it would be built. 

However, we suggest that some additional flexibility needs to be introduced to specific parts of the 

draft policy so that it is reasonable. As currently worded therefore, Clinton Devon OBJECT to this 

policy.  

Currently, the draft policy requires that proposals for infill development meet the requirements of 

each of the six criteria within the policy and does not offer any flexibility with these provisions. Of the 

six criteria: 

Criterion b) states that proposals “retain trees of local amenity or ecological value”. Clinton Devon 

have no issue with these general objectives. However, some recognition needs to be given to the 

possibility of circumstances arising where there is justification for some or all of the trees on the site 

to be removed as part of development proposals, for example for reasons of sound arboricultural 

management or where the removal of a select number of trees can be justified through the wider 

benefits of the development and/or where any loss can be addressed through compensatory planting.  

Criterion c) states that “development, including garden size, reflects the existing grain / density / 

pattern of surrounding development.”   The reference to garden size, whilst relevant in certain 

circumstances – for example in relation to proposals within a conservation area or affecting listed 

buildings – is not relevant in all instances. Furthermore, any assessment of the acceptability of the 

proposed development against the local grain and density will necessarily take account of garden size 

anyway. Although it is necessary for new dwellings to be provided with an adequate amount of 

amenity space, this is not in itself directly related to the urban grain of a particular area especially as 

home owners increasingly prefer to have smaller gardens than in the past.  

Taking into account, the above, we would therefore suggest that the relevant parts of draft Policy H3 

be reworded along the following lines: 

“…Development should be sensitively designed to reflect the character of the area and that of its 

neighbours. Proposals should normally meet the following criteria:” 

and 

“b) retain trees of local amenity or ecological value unless there is a clear justification which sets out 

why any trees should be removed and the benefits of doing this” 

and 

“c) the development reflects the existing grain / density / pattern of surrounding development…”  


