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decking at the neighbouring property, Rosecroft (ref. DC/26/0873). Taken together with 
our own approved decking, in my opinion, it would be inconsistent and frankly unfair to 
treat the present proposal at Pengarth, which reduces the height of decking nearest the 
shared boundary below the permitted development threshold any less favourably. 
On the question of privacy specifically between our two properties, Cerne Cottage and 
Pengarth have long been separated by mature hedging along our shared boundary, which 
is maintained at a height of around 3 metres.  
In our particular case, it is the hedge that maintains privacy on both sides, not the fence 
beneath it, as without the hedge, due to the sloping nature of both properties the fence 
would be insufficient to maintain privacy on both sides. The hedge softens the boundary 
rather than creating a harsh, boxed-in effect. Without it, there would likely be a real loss of 
privacy in both properties, between Pengarth's sitting room, lounge and garden and our 
own kitchen and garden. This has worked well for both households for a long time. 
For all these reasons, I have no concerns about this application and give it my full support. 

Where did you 
hear about this 
application? 
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