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This planning statement has been prepared in support of a retrospective planning application at 11 Hardwick Grove, Dodworth, Barnsley, S75 3SS, for the erection of a front and side boundary wall. The wall has already been constructed in part without the benefit of planning permission, and this submission has been made to regularise the development and provide a full planning justification. The wall height varies from approximately 980mm to 1650mm at its highest point when measured from the road side.
Site and Surroundings
The application site is 11 Hardwick Grove, Dodworth, Barnsley, S75 3SS, an existing residential property with its associated domestic curtilage. The wall is positioned along the front and side boundaries and forms part of the overall enclosure of the site. Boundary treatments of varying forms and materials are commonly found within residential areas, including walls, fences, hedging and other means of enclosure, which contribute to the character and appearance of the street scene.
Planning History
A previous retrospective application relating to the wall was submitted by the client under reference 2026/0102. That application was refused by the local planning authority due to insufficient information being provided and inconsistencies within the submitted drawings. During the course of the works, planning enforcement visited the site on 17 November 2025 while the wall was being built and advised the applicant that construction could continue at the same level all the way round. The current submission seeks to address the earlier shortcomings by presenting the development more clearly and supporting the proposal with an updated planning statement.
Design and Materials
The boundary wall has been designed as a traditional domestic enclosure that reflects the character of the host dwelling. It is to be constructed in brickwork to match the existing house and comprises 215mm thick walls with 330mm square piers at approximately 1.8 metre centres. The wall height varies from around 980mm to 1650mm at its highest point when measured from the road side. Part of the wall remains intentionally incomplete and is currently only approximately 950mm high pending the outcome of the current planning application.
Security and Site Management
The wall was erected in response to ongoing practical concerns experienced at the property. The client has reported numerous break-ins and wider security issues affecting the site, together with problems relating to litter and dog waste entering the garden area. In that context, the boundary wall has been provided not only as a means of enclosure, but also as a measure intended to improve security, create a clearer separation from the surrounding public realm, and assist in protecting the residential amenity of the occupants.
Planning Assessment
The development comprises a minor domestic boundary treatment associated with the lawful use of the property as a dwellinghouse. The current application is retrospective and has been prepared following the refusal of the earlier application, with the intention of providing clearer supporting information and a consistent description of the works carried out. The wall also serves a clear practical purpose, having been erected in response to repeated security concerns, break-ins, and ongoing issues relating to litter and dog waste affecting the property. National guidance indicates that walls and other means of enclosure may be erected without planning permission in certain circumstances, but permission is required where height and location exceed the relevant permitted development limits, including where a wall adjacent to a highway used by vehicles exceeds 1 metre in height. In this case, the wall has therefore been presented for full consideration by the local planning authority.
In visual terms, the wall is domestic in scale and appearance and has been designed to complement the existing dwelling. The use of brickwork to match the house, together with regularly spaced 330mm square piers at approximately 1.8 metre centres, gives the structure a traditional and coherent appearance appropriate to a residential setting. Although the wall reaches a maximum height of approximately 1650mm from the road side, the overall height varies across the site and remains proportionate to its boundary function. It is acknowledged, however, that concerns have been raised by the local planning authority regarding the height of the wall where it fronts onto Hardwick Grove and Strafford Walk, and that third-party complaints have referred to the wall as dominant and overbearing. In response, the applicant is willing to work positively with the planning authority to address these concerns. Importantly, part of the wall has not been fully completed and currently remains at approximately 950mm high until the planning position has been resolved.

The wall does not give rise to material overlooking, overshadowing or loss of privacy. However, it is recognised that concerns have been expressed in relation to the perceived dominance of the wall along the boundaries facing Hardwick Grove and Strafford Walk. While the structure serves the practical purpose of defining the site boundary, the applicant remains open to reasonable amendments if considered necessary.
With regard to highway safety, the wall should be assessed in the context of its exact siting, adjoining highway arrangement and available visibility. The proposed wall would not interfere with visibility sight lines at the junction of Hardwick Grove and Strafford Walk, and the required 2.4 metre by 43 metre visibility splay would not be affected. At the drive entrance, the wall is approximately 980mm high and, on that basis, it is not considered that a 2 metre by 2 metre pedestrian visibility splay would be necessary. Nevertheless, it is acknowledged that the highway authority has requested such a splay, and if this requirement is maintained, it could be provided relatively easily by way of a localised amendment to the wall at the access point. This demonstrates that any concern in relation to pedestrian visibility can be addressed without undermining the overall acceptability of the development.
Conclusion
Overall, the retrospective erection of the front and side boundary wall is considered to represent a modest form of domestic development that is capable of being made acceptable in planning terms. The wall is functional in purpose, designed to complement the dwelling, and responds to genuine concerns relating to security, repeated break-ins, litter and dog waste. It does not give rise to unacceptable highway safety impacts. It is nevertheless recognised that concerns have been raised regarding the wall’s height and visual impact along Hardwick Grove and Strafford Walk. The applicant is keen to work constructively with the local planning authority to resolve these matters and the provision of a visibility splay if required, could readily be incorporated. On that basis, it is respectfully requested that the application be considered positively.

