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Appeal Decision  
Site visit made on 6 January 2026  
by Thomas Courtney BA(Hons) MA MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State  

Decision date: 5th March 2026 

 
Appeal Ref: 6000845 
9 Wheatcroft, South Hill Road, Gravesend, Kent DA12 1LA  
• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended) 

against a grant subject to conditions of consent, agreement or approval to details required by a 
condition of a planning permission. 

• The appeal is made by Miss Olivia Young against the decision of Gravesham Borough Council. 

• The application Ref 20250575 sought approval of details pursuant to condition No 2 of a planning 
permission Ref APP/K2230/D/25/3360101 granted on 25 April 2025. 

• The development proposed is the creation of vehicular access and hard standing. 

• The details for which approval is sought are: Condition 2 - No development shall take place until 
details of the materials to be used in the construction of the hardstanding and the boundary wall of 
the development hereby permitted have been submitted to and approved in writing by the local 
planning authority. The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details. 

• The reason given for the condition is: to ensure a satisfactory appearance to the development.  

Decision 

1. The appeal is allowed and the details submitted pursuant to conditions No 2 
attached to planning permission Ref APP/K2230/D/25/3360101 granted on 25 
April 2025 in accordance with the application Ref 20250575 dated 9 June 2025 
and the plans submitted with it, as amended by the appellant’s Statement of Case, 
are approved. For the avoidance of doubt, the approved details are contained in 
the appellant’s Statement of Case and are as follows: 

- the use of block paving (50mm Mellifont Paver 3 size Natural) to the full extent 
of the driveway hardstanding, with no loose gravel or pea shingle; and  

- the use of reclaimed bricks from the existing boundary wall and the use of 
Forterra LBC Heather 65mm Pressed Facing Brick for the construction of the 
new boundary wall.   

Procedural Matter  

2. During the course of the appeal, the appellant submitted revised details of the 
proposed materials. These were shared with the Council. Therefore, I have taken 
these revised details into account in determining the appeal.   

Main Issue 

3. The main issue is the effect of the proposed materials on highway safety.  

Reasons 

4. The application to discharge condition 2 was refused because the submitted 
details lacked clarity and relied on the use of loose pea shingle for the driveway, 
which could deposit onto the highway and pose a danger to other road users. 

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate


Appeal Decision 6000845

 

 
https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate                          2 

5. The submitted revised details confirm that the hardstanding would be formed 
entirely of block paving, with no loose gravel or pea shingle. The use of block 
paving would not result in debris on the highway and would therefore not obstruct 
other road users such as pushchairs, wheelchairs or pedestrians. In my view, the 
proposed materials would be appropriate for their intended use.   

6. The Council had concerns regarding the clarity of the plans and how the shingle 
and pavers would be laid out. Given it is now proposed to pave the entire 
driveway, it is considered that the plans are sufficiently clear and adequate.  

7. The local planning authority has confirmed that it raises no objection to the revised 
materials. On this basis, I am satisfied that the proposal would not give rise to 
harm to highway safety and that the requirements of condition 2 are met. 

Conclusion 

8. For the reasons given above, the appeal is allowed in relation to the details 
submitted pursuant to condition 2.  

 

Thomas Courtney  

INSPECTOR 
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