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2.   MINUTES - 15 NOVEMBER 2018  (Pages 1 - 10) 
 

 To take as read and approve as a true record the minutes of the meeting of 
this Committee held on the 15 November 2018. 
 
These minutes will be dispatched on Friday 7 December 2018. 
 

9.   18/02299/FP  THE GABLES, HIGH STREET, BARLEY, ROYSTON, 
HERTFORDSHIRE, SG8 8HY  (Pages 11 - 18) 
 

 REPORT OF THE DEVELOPMENT AND CONSERVATION MANAGER 
 
Erection of 10no. residential dwellings and provision of car parking area with 
all associated landscaping and ancillary works (as a revision to application 
17/02316/1 approved on 30/05/18) (as amended by drawings received 8th 
November 2018). 
 
Appendix A is attached 
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NORTH HERTFORDSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING CONTROL COMMITTEE 
 

MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, COUNCIL OFFICES. GERNON ROAD, 
LETCHWORTH GARDEN CITY ON THURSDAY, 15TH NOVEMBER, 2018 AT 7.30 PM 

 

MINUTES 
 
Present:  Councillors Mike Rice (Chairman), Michael Muir (Vice-Chairman), 

Daniel Allen, Ruth Brown, Paul Clark, Bill Davidson, Sarah Dingley, 
Cathryn Henry, Tony Hunter, Ian Mantle, Sue Ngwala, Harry Spencer-
Smith, Michael Weeks and Val Bryant (In place of Mike Hughson) 

 
In Attendance: Richard Tiffin (Area Planning Officer), Tom Allington (Strategic Sites 

Planning Officer), Melissa Tyler (Planning Officer), Andrew Hunter 
(Senior Planning Officer), Rory Cosgrove (Senior Environmental Health 
Officer) and Nurainatta Katevu (Planning Lawyer) 

 
Also Present: At the commencement of the meeting approximately 98 members of the 

public, including 7 registered speakers and 1 Member Advocate 
(Councillor Steve Jarvis). 
 

 
56 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 
Audio Recording – Start of item - 16 seconds 
 
Apologies for absence had been received from Councillor Mike Hughson. 
 
Having given prior notice, Council Val Bryant advised that she would be substituting for 
Councillor Hughson. 
 

57 MINUTES - 18 OCTOBER 2018  
 
Audio Recording – Start of item - 30 seconds 
 
RESOLVED: That the Minutes of the Meeting of the Committee held on 18 October 2018 be 
approved as a true record of the proceedings and be signed by the Chairman. 
 

58 NOTIFICATION OF OTHER BUSINESS  
 
Audio Recording – Start of item - 52 seconds 
 
There was no other business. 
 

59 CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Audio Recording – Start of item - 58 seconds 
 
(1) The Chairman welcomed the officers, general public and speakers to this Planning 

Control Committee Meeting; 
 
(2) The Chairman advised that two items had been withdrawn from the agenda as follows: 

(i) Item 8 - Land to the East of Bedford Road and West of Old Ramerick Manor; 
(ii) Item 10 - Heath Farm, Pottersheath Road, Pottersheath, Herts. 
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Thursday, 15th November, 2018  

 
(3) The Chairman announced that Members of the public and the press may use their 

devices to film/photograph, or make a sound recording of the meeting, but he asked 
them to not use flash and to disable any beeps or other sound notifications that emitted 
from their devices; 

 
(4) The Chairman reminded Members and speakers that in line with Council policy, this 

meeting would be audio recorded; 
 
(5) The Chairman requested that all Members, officers and speakers announce their 

names before speaking; 
 
(6) The Chairman clarified that each group of speakers would have a maximum of 5 

minutes. The bell would sound after 4 1/2 minutes as a warning, and then again at 5 
minutes to signal that the presentation must cease; and 

 
(7) Members were reminded that any declarations of interest in respect of any business set 

out in the agenda, should be declared as either a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest or 
Declarable Interest and are required to notify the Chairman of the nature of any interest 
declared at the commencement of the relevant item on the agenda.  Members declaring 
a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest must withdraw from the meeting for the duration of the 
item. Members declaring a Declarable Interest and wishing to exercise a ‘Councillor 
Speaking Right’, must declare this at the same time as the interest, move to the public 
area before speaking to the item and then must leave the room before the debate and 
vote. 

 
60 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION  

 
Audio Recording – Start of item - 3 minutes 19 seconds 
 
The Chairman confirmed that 7 registered speakers and Member Advocate (Councillors 
Jarvis) were present. 
 

61 18/00584/FP - SANDON BURY FARM, SANDON, HERTS, SG9 0QY  
 
Audio Recording of Meeting – Start of item - 3 minutes 19 seconds 
 
Diversification of Sandon Bury Farm to provide an events venue and guest accommodation, 
comprising demolition of existing modern buildings within the Sandon Bury Farm complex, 
change of use of existing buildings from agricultural uses to an events venue, guest 
accommodation and alterations to listed and non-listed buildings (Black Barn, grain store and 
hay barn). 
 
The Senior Planning Officer provided updates to the report regarding the following: 
 
Representations 
Further representation has been received both in support and objection to the application. 
 
Amendments to Recommended Conditions 

 
Condition 8 to read: 
“Prior to the installation of any fixed plant, a noise survey following the guidelines set out by 
BS4142:2014 shall be undertaken. This survey shall take into account all proposed fixed plant 
as part of the development and shall include noise control measures which should be 
submitted for written approval by the Local Planning Authority (LPA). No fixed plant shall be 
installed and operated at the site until the noise survey has been approved by the LPA. Noise 
mitigation measures shall be such as to achieve 5dB below existing background noise levels.  
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The fixed plant as approved shall thereafter be maintained in accordance with the approved 
noise control measures." 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
Condition 9 to read: 
“Goods vehicle deliveries and refuse vehicles shall only be permitted between 08.00hrs and 
20.00hrs Monday to Friday, 08.00hrs and 18.00hrs Saturdays and no deliveries or collections 
shall take place at all on Sundays and Bank Holidays.” 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
Condition 11 to read: 
“A maximum of seventy-five (75) event days shall take place per calendar year with no more 
than three (3) event days taking place per calendar week.” 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
Condition 12 to read: 
“Live and recorded music shall not be permitted to take place in the outside areas of the 
venue at any time except for music accompanying a ceremony and shall last for no longer 
than one (1) hour between 10.00hrs and 20.00hrs on any event day. “ 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
An additional condition to read: 
“1      (a) A suitable environmental noise control device of the ‘cut-off limiter’ type shall be 

installed in the Black Barn, calibrated and set to the satisfaction of the Local Planning 
Authority (LPA). The device must be set at an appropriate time in the presence of an 
officer of the LPA. No amplified live or recorded music shall take place in the Black Barn 
until this device has been installed and set in accordance with this condition. (b) Once 
the environmental noise control device has been installed, calibrated and set to the 
satisfaction of the LPA it must not be removed, adjusted or replaced: 
(i)  without twenty-eight (28) days prior notification to the LPA and; 
(ii)  without the written consent that the removal, adjustment or replacement of the 

device is permitted and that documentation stating this is received from the LPA.  
(c) Following receipt of the documentation stated in (b)(ii), all the requirements of the 
LPA must be carried out. Use of all noise equipment for amplified live or recorded music 
taking place in the Black Barn is not permitted until such a time that confirmation from 
the LPA that it is permitted has been received. 
(d) In the event of a malfunction of the environmental noise control device, the LPA shall 
be notified within two (2) working days of the problem and the remedial action proposed. 
No amplified live or recorded music shall take place in the Black Barn until the 
environmental noise control device is properly functioning and, if appropriate, has been 
reset, calibrated and set to the satisfaction of the LPA and/or the LPA has received and 
approved the necessary documentation confirming this. 
(e) The environmental noise control device shall be secured in a manner approved by 
the LPA so as to prevent unauthorised access to and tampering with the controls.  
(f) All noise equipment used for amplified live and recorded music in the Black Barn 
must be routed through the environmental noise control device and this device must be 
operational during such activities. 
(g) If requested by the LPA, the environmental noise control device shall be recalibrated 
and reset to their satisfaction and in the presence of an officer of the LPA.” 

 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
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The Senior Planning Officer presented the report of the Development and Conservation 
Manager in respect of planning application 18/00584/FP supported by a visual presentation 
consisting of plans, drawings and photographs of the site as presented to the Committee on 
20 September 2018 when the application was deferred. 
 
The following Members asked questions or sought clarification regarding the presentation of 
the report: 
 

 Councillor Michael Weeks: 

 Councillor Daniel Allen; 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith; 

 Councillor Paul Clark; 

 Councillor Tony Hunter. 
 
Ms Kate Wood, Sandon Action Group made a presentation in objection to application 
18/00584/FP. 
 
The following Members asked questions of clarification of Ms Wood’s presentation: 
 

 Councillor Michael Weeks: 

 Councillor Ruth Brown; 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith. 
 

Councillor Steve Jarvis, Member Advocate, made a presentation in objection to application 
18/00584/FP. 
 
The following Member asked questions of clarification of Councillor Jarvis’ presentation: 
 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith. 
 
Mrs Kate Redmond, Mr Mark Faure-Walker, Ms Michelle Dawson and Mr Alan Hatton, 
Applicant and Applicant’s Agents, made a presentation in support of application 18/00584/FP. 
 
The following Members asked questions of clarification of Mrs Kate Redmond Mr Mark Faure-
Walker, Ms Michelle Dawson and Mr Alan Hatton’s presentation: 
 

 Councillor Sue Ngwala; 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer responded to the matters raised by the speakers. 
 
The Committee debated the application. The following Members contributed to the debate: 
 

 Councillor Tony Hunter; 

 Councillor Paul Clark 

 Councillor Michael Muir; 

 Councillor Michael Weeks; 

 Councillor Daniel Allen; 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith; 

 Councillor Sarah Dingley. 
 

The Senior Planning Officer, Area Planning Officer and Senior Environmental Health Officer 
answered questions as they arose. 
 
Upon being moved by Councillor Weeks, seconded by Councillor Dingley and put to the vote, 
it was 
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RESOLVED: That, application 18/00584/FP be GRANTED planning permission subject to the 
conditions and reasons set out in the report of the Development and Conservation Manager 
and the amended and additional conditions, reasons and informatives below. 
 
Condition 8 to read: 
 
“Prior to the installation of any fixed plant, a noise survey following the guidelines set out by 
BS4142:2014 shall be undertaken. This survey shall take into account all proposed fixed plant 
as part of the development and shall include noise control measures which should be 
submitted for written approval by the Local Planning Authority (LPA). No fixed plant shall be 
installed and operated at the site until the noise survey has been approved by the LPA. Noise 
mitigation measures shall be such as to achieve 5dB below existing background noise levels. 
The fixed plant as approved shall thereafter be maintained in accordance with the approved 
noise control measures." 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 

 
Condition 9 to read: 
 
“Goods vehicle deliveries and refuse vehicles shall only be permitted between 08.00hrs and 
20.00hrs Monday to Friday, 08.00hrs and 18.00hrs Saturdays and no deliveries or collections 
shall take place at all on Sundays and Bank Holidays.” 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
Condition 11 to read: 
 
“A maximum of seventy-five (75) event days shall take place per calendar year with no more 
than three (3) event days taking place per calendar week.” 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
Condition 12 to read: 
 
“Live and recorded music shall not be permitted to take place in the outside areas of the 
venue at any time except for music accompanying a ceremony and shall last for no longer 
than one (1) hour between 10.00hrs and 20.00hrs on any event day. “ 
 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 
An additional condition to read: 
 
1      (a) A suitable environmental noise control device of the ‘cut-off limiter’ type shall be 

installed in the Black Barn, calibrated and set to the satisfaction of the Local Planning 
Authority (LPA). The device must be set at an appropriate time in the presence of an 
officer of the LPA. No amplified live or recorded music shall take place in the Black Barn 
until this device has been installed and set in accordance with this condition. (b) Once 
the environmental noise control device has been installed, calibrated and set to the 
satisfaction of the LPA it must not be removed, adjusted or replaced: 
(i)  without twenty-eight (28) days prior notification to the LPA and; 
(ii)  without the written consent that the removal, adjustment or replacement of the 

device is permitted and that documentation stating this is received from the LPA.  
(c) Following receipt of the documentation stated in (b)(ii), all the requirements of the 
LPA must be carried out. Use of all noise equipment for amplified live or recorded music 
taking place in the Black Barn is not permitted until such a time that confirmation from 
the LPA that it is permitted has been received. 
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(d) In the event of a malfunction of the environmental noise control device, the LPA shall 
be notified within two (2) working days of the problem and the remedial action proposed. 
No amplified live or recorded music shall take place in the Black Barn until the 
environmental noise control device is properly functioning and, if appropriate, has been 
reset, calibrated and set to the satisfaction of the LPA and/or the LPA has received and 
approved the necessary documentation confirming this. 
(e) The environmental noise control device shall be secured in a manner approved by 
the LPA so as to prevent unauthorised access to and tampering with the controls.  
(f) All noise equipment used for amplified live and recorded music in the Black Barn 
must be routed through the environmental noise control device and this device must be 
operational during such activities. 
(g) If requested by the LPA, the environmental noise control device shall be recalibrated 
and reset to their satisfaction and in the presence of an officer of the LPA.” 

 
Reason: to protect the amenities of existing residents. 
 

62 18/00585/LBC  - SANDON BURY FARM, SANDON, HERTS, SG9 0QY  
 
Audio Recording of Meeting – 1 hour 7 minutes 22 seconds 
 
Internal Alterations to Sandon Bury Farmhouse (grade II* listed). Refurbishment of the Black 
Barn (grade II* listed) to include overcladding, acoustic insulation work and alterations to 
existing openings. New building (Grainstore Barn) abutting northeast gable end of Black Barn. 
Link extension between Black Barn and Centre Barn. Alterations to Hay Barn and extension 
thereof to form covered entrance loggia. Internal and external alterations to the Dovecote 
(grade II listed) including the provision of a new roof. Internal and external alterations to the 
Couch House/garage Barn (grade II listed) 
 
The Senior Planning Officer presented the report in respect of planning application 
18/00585/LBC supported by a visual presentation consisting of plans, drawings and 
photographs of the site as presented to the Committee on 20 September 2018 when the 
application was deferred. 
 
Ms Kate Wood, Sandon Action Group made a presentation in objection to application 
18/00585/LBC. 
 
The Committee debated the application. The following Members contributed to the debate: 
 

 Councillor Tony Hunter. 
 

The Area Planning Officer answered questions as they arose. 
 
Upon being moved by Councillor Muir, seconded by Councillor Michael Weeks and put to the 
vote, it was 
  
RESOLVED: That application 18/00585/LBC be GRANTED listed building consent subject to 
the conditions and reasons set out in the report of the Development and Conservation 
Manager. 
 
The Chairman announced that there would be a short break to allow members of the public to 
leave the meeting. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 6



Thursday, 15th November, 2018  

 
63 18/01622/FP - LAND TO THE EAST OF BEDFORD ROAD AND WEST OF OLD RAMERICK 

MANOR, BEDFORD ROAD, ICKLEFORD, HERTFORDSHIRE  
 
Audio Recording – 1 hour 22 minutes 25 seconds 
 
Erection of 144 no. dwellings, new vehicular access onto Bedford Road, associated garages 
and car parking spaces, public open space, landscaping and attenuation areas. 
 
The Chairman reminded Members that application 18/01622/FP had been withdrawn from the 
agenda. 
 

64 18/02404/FP - 5 GREEN DRIFT, ROYSTON, HERTFORDSHIRE,SG8 5DB  
 
Audio Recording – 1 hour 22 minutes 34 seconds 
 
Erection of 4no. four bedroom townhouses with private amenity space, car parking, and 
associated infrastructure and ancillary works, following demolition of existing bungalow and 
outbuildings. 
 
Councillor Ruth Brown advised that she had called in the application because of the objection 
of the Town Council, however she had come to the meeting with an open mind. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer presented the report of the Development and Conservation 
Manager in respect of planning application 18/02404/FP supported by a visual presentation 
consisting of plans, drawings and photographs of the site. 
 
The following Members asked questions or sought clarification regarding the presentation of 
the report: 
 

 Councillor Mike Rice; 

 Councillor Paul Clark; 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith; 

 Councillor Ian Mantle; 

 Councillor Michael Muir. 
 
Mrs Elizabeth Hale made a presentation in objection to application 18/02404/FP. 
 
The following Members asked questions of clarification of Mrs Hales’ presentation: 
 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith; 

 Councillor Michael Weeks; 

 Councillor Ruth Brown. 
 
Mr Ryan Golding, Applicant made a presentation in support of application 18/02404/FP. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer responded to the matters raised by the speakers. 
 
The Committee debated the application. The following Members contributed to the debate: 
 

 Councillor Harry Spencer-Smith; 

 Councillor Paul Clark; 

 Councillor Sarah Dingley; 

 Councillor Ruth Brown; 

 Councillor Michael Weeks; 

 Councillor Daniel Allen; 

 Councillor Ian Mantle; 
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The Senior Planning Officer answered questions as they arose. 
 
It was moved by Councillor Clark and seconded by Councillor Weeks that application 
18/02404/FP be refused for the following reason: 
 
The proposed development, by reason of its width, parking, general design and 
servicing arrangements, would fail to take the opportunity to improve the character of the area 
and the way it functions contrary to Policy 57 of the North Hertfordshire District Local Plan No. 
2 with Alterations and section 12 (Achieving well-designed places) of the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 
 
Upon put to the vote, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That, application 18/02404/FP be REFUSED planning permission for the 
following reason: 
 
The proposed development, by reason of its width, parking, general design and 
servicing arrangements, would fail to take the opportunity to improve the character of the area 
and the way it functions contrary to Policy 57 of the North Hertfordshire District Local Plan No. 
2 with Alterations and section 12 (Achieving well-designed places) of the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 
 

65 18/02194/OP  - HEATH FARM, POTTERSHEATH ROAD, POTTERSHEATH, HERTS, AL6 
9ST  
 
Audio Recording – 2 hours 4 minutes 13 seconds 
 
Outline Planning permission (all matters reserved except access, layout and scale) for one 4-
bed detached dwelling following demolition of existing buildings (Class B2, B8), stable blocks 
and portakabins. 
 
The Chairman reminded Members that application 18/02194/OP had been withdrawn from the 
agenda. 
 

66 18/02224/FP - BENCHMARK, JUBILEE HOUSE, JUBILEE ROAD, LETCHWORTH 
GARDEN CITY. HERTS, SG6 1WU  
 
Audio Recording – 2 hours 4 minutes 23 seconds 
 
Increase in height of the portal frame unit (as approved by application 15/00119/1). Addition 
of a second storey to the office block (adjacent to Jubilee Road). Improve (by over-cladding), 
the elevation of the office block that borders Jubilee Road. 
 
The Area Planning Officer provided updates to the report regarding the following: 
 
Representations 
Representations had been received from the Local Lead Flood Authority. 
 
Additional Condition 
Anglian Water recommended the following additional condition: 
 
No hard standing areas to be constructed until the works have been carried out in accordance 
with the surface water strategy so approved unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To prevent environmental and amenity problems arising from flooding. 
 

Page 8



Thursday, 15th November, 2018  

 
The Area Planning Officer presented the report in respect of planning application 18/02224/FP 
supported by a visual presentation consisting of plans, drawings and photographs of the site. 
 
The following Members asked questions or sought clarification regarding the presentation of 
the report: 
 

 Councillor Mike Rice; 

 Councillor Ian Mantle. 
 
Upon being moved by Councillor Clark, seconded by Ian Mantle and put to the vote, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That application 18/02224/FP be GRANTED planning permission, subject to the 
conditions and reasons set out in the report of the Development and Conservation Manager 
and the additional Condition set out below. 
 
Additional Condition to read: 
 
No hard standing areas to be constructed until the works have been carried out in accordance 
with the surface water strategy so approved unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To prevent environmental and amenity problems arising from flooding. 
 

67 PLANNING APPEALS  
 
Audio Recording – 2 hours 10 minutes 59 seconds 
 
The Area Planning Officer presented the report entitled Planning Appeals and drew attention 
to the following decisions; 
 

 Land Development Off Station Road, Ashwell; 

 Land North of Millcroft, Barkway (this decision was received after the agenda was 
published). 

 
RESOLVED: That the report entitled Planning Appeals be noted. 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 9.43 pm 

 
Chairman 
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North Hertfordshire District Council 
Building Conservation comments 

 
File Ref: 18/02299/FP  
Date:  26/11/2018 
Planning Officer: TA  
Address: The Gables, High Street, Barley   
Subject: Erection of 10no. residential dwellings and provision of car parking area 
with all associated landscaping and ancillary works (as a revision to application 
17/02316/1 approved on 30/05/18) (as amended by drawings received 8th November 
2018). 
 
I previously commented under ref: 17/00638/1PRE for 9 dwellings (top left image 
below) followed by two iterations under ref: 17/02316/1 for the following: Residential 
development of eight dwellings, garages, parking and landscaping. New access road, 
car park for existing surgery, relocation of existing electricity substation and double 
garage and store attached to existing garage for 'Chadwick'.  
 

          
   
 

                   
 
The top right image was superseded by the bottom left image under ref: 17/02316/1 
whilst bottom right is the current proposal.  Whilst my responses to all four iterations 
has been consistent and I believe - justified, the same could not be said of the 
applicant, who has flipped from one scheme to another, persistently ‘testing’ the 
Authority on what it considers to be an appropriate level of development on this site 
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and with no convincing and consistent justification given, in particular, for the latest 
iteration.    
 
My first reaction is that it is very disappointing having to respond to the latest scheme 
which is not only a 25% increase in the number of units when compared with the 
recent approval but in the case of Plot 4, reintroduces a house type in position which 
was resisted and re-negotiated as part of the approved scheme.  
 
This site lies wholly within the Barley Conservation Area (a Designated Heritage 
Asset for the purpose of applying the aims of Section 16 of the NPPF). To the east of 
the application are two listed buildings (White Post & 1-3 Sells Close Cottages). The 
Gables is a modern dwelling set back some distance from the High Street but not as 
far back as other properties such as Sells Close House, Foxacre and two properties 
(Wreay and Hanaper) both accessed off Hanaper Drive.  My comments take into 
account Sections 66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas) Act 1990. Policies SP13 and HE1 of the North Hertfordshire Local Plan 
2011 - 2031 (Proposed Submission, October 2016) are relevant in terms of my 
consideration of the above scheme.  
 
I have also taken into account Section 16 of the NPPF, in particular the following: 
 
192.  In determining applications, local planning authorities should take account of: 
 

a) the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets 
and putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation; 

b) the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to 
      sustainable communities including their economic vitality; and 
c)  the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local 
    character and distinctiveness. 

 
193.  When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a 

designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 
conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be). 
This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts to substantial harm, total 
loss or less than substantial harm to its significance. 

 
194. Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from its 

alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), should require clear 
and convincing justification…..: 

 
196. Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the 

significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against 
the public benefits of the proposal including, where appropriate, securing its 
optimum viable use. 

 
200. Local planning authorities should look for opportunities for new development within 

Conservation Areas and World Heritage Sites, and within the setting of heritage 
assets, to enhance or better reveal their significance. Proposals that preserve 
those elements of the setting that make a positive contribution to the asset (or which 
better reveal its significance) should be treated favourably. 

 
I have also considered the Council's Design Supplementary Planning Document 
(SPD) adopted July 2011 providing selective extracts thereof. 
 
253. The village has developed either side of several roads and lanes, meaning that the 

pattern of development is sporadic with areas of open space in between clusters of 
houses. 
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Sense of Place 
 
258. Barley has a unique sense of identity as development has occurred sporadically on 

the edges of the village over time, creating an open feel. Infill has largely been 
resisted, meaning that areas such as Smith’s End Lane and Pudding Lane have 
retained a rural feeling even though they are part of the village. It is the sense of 
intimacy associated with these area which, when linked together form the character of 
Barley. 

 
Design Principles 
 
261. The design principles for Barley are: 

 Infill that detracts from the open nature of the village should be resisted 

 Views and gateways in and out of the village are an important feature and should 
be maintained and enhanced. 

 
As stated previously there is very limited development in-depth on the west side of 
the High Street and the application site is primarily based upon an amalgamation of 
garden land at The Gables and an adjacent paddock which, together, represent a 
clear transitional area from village fringe to rural countryside. The perception of 
entering or moving towards the countryside is heightened when walking 
west along the sunken lane on the north side of the site and Plots 1-4 (incl) will 
certainly have an impact upon this perception. It is acknowledged, however, that the 
topography is such that there would be no clear views across the site from the 
sunken lane unless one climbs the steep bank on either side. 
 
The village has a strong rural character and that the landscape setting is more 
influential at the fringes. I previously stated that the characteristics of this village are 
that i) development is principally that of tight to the pavement and that ii) 
development on rear plots is not only a C20 phenomena but also a relatively 
infrequent feature of the settlement.  
 
The importance of open land to the north and west of White Posts which lies 
within the conservation area and contributes to its character and appearance, 
should not be understated.  Whilst it may be argued that the paddock and similar 
land at the rear of High Street properties has limited historic significance, even if the 
conservation area boundary had been drawn tighter to the High Street properties, 
this land would still command an important role in terms of the conservation area's 
setting. I have previously stated that whilst the density of development would be 
broadly similar to that of the surrounding area, this low density development would 
not echo the settlement pattern in the area, which at this point is very much frontage 
development or, in the case of The Gables and Sells Close House are set further 
back from the road but these are individual properties and not a cul-de-sac as 
proposed.  
 
I appreciate that this Authority has now granted planning permission for 8 dwellings, 
however, I repeat my in-principle objection and I set out below what I consider to be 
significant differences between the current proposal and that previously approved, for 
instance: 
 

 Essentially, plots 1, 2, 3, 4, 9 and 10 are the same dwelling types as intended 
in the pre-application scheme last year.  Plot 5 in the current scheme is 
essentially the relocated dwelling type for Plot 7 in the approved scheme, 
whilst Plots 6, 7 and 8 are mentioned below.  
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 I have consistently raised an objection to the house type on Plot 4, being a 
substantial 5-bedroom house, which together with the associated garage 
would introduce a built form close up the sunken path to the north. 
 

 The approved scheme included a well-designed terrace of three and an open 
space right at the heart of the scheme which is now replaced by Plots 4, 5 
and 9. I appreciated the design merits of what is generally considered to be a 
well-designed terrace seen in the context  of the open space. In my opinion, 
the combination of i) Plot 9 severely impacting upon this green space, ii) Plots 
4 and 5 having a less positive impact when compared with approved Plots 4, 
5 and 6 and iii) the open space being reduced in area and dominated by a 
pond and sandwiched between The Gables and Plots 9 & 10 with 
approximately 1m clearance either side of the pond, means that the scheme’s 
layout has been eroded and the green space would no longer play such a 
positive role in place shaping. Furthermore, introducing a second property on 
this side of the access road (Plot 9) reinforces the streetscene reducing rather 
than reinforcing the applicant’s suggestion that this is a loose-knit 
development.  Whilst the substitution of approved Plots 4, 5 and 6 with Plots 4 
and 5 could be said to be more ‘loose-knit’, the combination of house types 
for Plots 4, 5 and 6 in the current proposal would lead to a les coherent form 
of development in comparison.  

           

                                  
 

 The previously approved Plot 7 is the same build type as the now proposed 
Plot 5 and was approved as a barn-like building on this corner plot and to the 
west of The Gables.  However, the new building on approved Plot 7 would be 
a two-storey flint building with facing brick details and slate roof and is 
described in the supporting documentation as a ‘granary’.  In my experience, I 
have never seen a three-dwelling conversion scheme masquerading as a 
‘granary’ of the size and form suggested. The combination of house types 
would harm the character and appearance of the conservation area. 
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The applicant states at 1.3 of the DAS that  
 
“Following the grant of permission the scheme has been revisited and the proposal would 
make more efficient and effective use of the site without undermining its character and 
appearance. The development seeks to create a more cohesive ‘historic farmstead’ 
arrangement, with a mix of dwelling sizes and designs. The provision of two additional 
dwellings would increase the social benefit to be delivered by this development.” 

 
At 3.1 of the DAS it states that 
 
“The proposal is to create a development of ten houses, the design and layout of which 
recognises the edge-of-village location, and therefore proposes a low-density scheme with 
generous spacing between buildings and green space within the site. The development 
would be loose-knit, ensuring that countryside views would be retained through gaps 
across the land.” 

 
At 3.4 of the DAS it states  
 
“The design and layout follows the pattern of an historic farmstead, and is of a style typically 
found on the edges of rural villages. In this context, the dwellings on approach into the 
development would have the appearance of a group of ‘farm workers’ cottages leading up 
to the ‘farmhouse’ and its associated ‘barn’ and ‘granary’. Although the approved 
dwellings are well-designed in themselves, this grouping would appear more cohesive as a 
result of the identifiable design concept.” 

 
At 5.21 of the DAS it states the following  
 
Guideline 2 (Design and Layout) – the scheme has been designed as a loose-knit group to 
replicate a traditional farmstead, typical of a rural area and avoiding “urban fringe 
problems”. The main ‘farmhouse’ would be located at the rear of the site, with its functional 
‘granary’ and ‘barn’ appearing as conversions into dwellings. Although the granary would 
contain 3 units, it has been designed as a single unit to reflect the typical scale of a working 
historic farm building. The dwellings either side of the driveway have been designed as 
traditional cottages, on approach to the ‘associated’ farm. The high quality attractive designs 
would be acceptable in visual, functional and social terms. In accordance with the guideline, 
the dwellings would be grouped in an informal and smallscale cluster. The arrangement, with 
a central shared access and turning area, would allow for passive surveillance and would 
reduce the potential for crime. 

 
This is anything but a traditional farmstead group. Firstly, Plots 1, 2, 3, 9 and 10 
create a streetscene when entering the site from the east, whilst Plots 4, 5, 6, 7 & 8 
are set in line and use a full range of wall and roof materials (Plot 4 – rendered with 
tile roof, Plot 5 – weatherboarded and tiled, Plots 6, 7 and 8 – flint and yellow stock 
brick with facing brickwork details and slate roof). This is an amalgam of forms and 
appearance that is anything but representative of a traditional farmstead grouping 
and would have an erosive quality resulting in harm to character and appearance of 
the conservation area (just need to look down the road at Lower Farm Cottages and 
Lower Farm Barns in terms of a more traditional farmstead group). 
 
Recommendation 
Policy SP13 the North Hertfordshire Local Plan 2011 - 2031 (Proposed Submission, 
October 2016) states that the Council will balance the need for growth with the 
proper protection and enhancement of the historic environment and that a positive 
strategy will be pursued for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic 
environment through: a. Maintaining a strong presumption in favour of the retention, 
preservation and enhancement of heritage assets and their setting. 
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I raise an OBJECTION on the basis that the proposal will harm the special character 
of the Barley Conservation Area and to a lesser extent, the setting of 'White Posts' a 
grade II listed building, therefore, will fail to satisfy the provisions of Sections 72 and 
66 respectively of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. I 
conclude that the scheme falls short of meeting the aims of Policy SP13 or indeed 
the aims of Paragraphs 192, 193, 194, 196 and 200 of the NPPF. Although the 
degree of harm is considered to be less than substantial, the harm to the Barley 
Conservation Area must, however, be considered in light of the Framework which is 
a material consideration.  My reasons are as follows: 
 
Reason 1 
By reason of the number of dwellings (10no.) together with a combination of their 
size, siting and appearance, the proposal would not result in a ‘more cohesive’ and  
‘loose-knit group’ that would ‘replicate a traditional farmstead’ as suggested in the 
supporting documentation. Rather, the number of dwellings, the eclectic assemblage 
of house types, the streetscene created by Plots 1, 2, 3, 9 and 10 and the linear 
arrangement of Plots 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 would create anything but a traditional 
farmstead grouping.  Even though a farmstead group is not essential, the proposal 
would give rise to an incoherent and 'engineered' arrangement that would not be a 
naturally amorphous development at this end of the High Street and would not make 
a positive contribution to local character and would actually harm the character and 
appearance of the Barley Conservation Area.  The development will have a 
deleterious impact upon the 'open' verdant character of this part of the Barley 
Conservation Area. Whilst the development will occasion limited harm to the setting 
of 'White Posts', it will harm the perception that this is an edge-of-village transitional 
area particularly when walking away from the village and into open countryside from 
the sunken 'green lane' permissive path. It is considered that the principle of 
residential development on this site would harm the character and appearance of the 
Barley Conservation Area where development in depth behind frontage properties 
(such as that of Greenbury Close off London Road) is the exception rather than the 
norm and where the existing paddock in particularly provides a distinctive transitional 
edge-of-settlement role. 
 
Reason 2 
Under application ref: 17/02316/1, it was accepted that 8 units were necessary to 
deliver sufficient benefits to tilt the planning balance in favour of development.  No 
convincing justification has been provided for the 25% uplift in development, thereby, 
falling short of meeting the aims of paragraph 194 of the NPPF, therefore, the 
scheme fails to satisfy the aims of paragraph 196 also. 
 
Reason 3 
Plot 9 would encroach upon an area that was defined as ‘open space’ under 
application ref: 17/02316/1 and which is located at towards the centre of the 
development.  This space is considered to be an attribute in place shaping and 
ensures that to an extent, the verdant transitional character of this site, is retained.  
Plot 9 would not only serve to diminish the role of the open space but would also 
reinforce a streetscene when seen in the context of Plots 1, 2, 3 and 10 when 
entering the site. Both the diminished role of the open space and the increase in 
density will erode the ‘loose-knit’ character of the development which the applicant is 
keen to promote and would harm the character and appearance of the Barley 
Conservation Area. 
 
The Framework clearly sets out the need to address ‘less than substantial harm’ in a 
balanced manner against benefits associated with such schemes and I reiterate that 
it would be for the case officer to assess this harm against any perceived public 
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benefits derived from this development. Paragraph 193 of the Framework sets out 
that when considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a 
designated heritage asset 'great weight' should be given to the asset’s conservation. 
The harm to the significance of Barley Conservation Area can be considered ‘less 
than substantial’ for the purposes of paragraph 196 of the Framework. Nevertheless, 
even harm that is ‘less than substantial’ still represents a harmful impact to the 
conservation of this heritage asset. 
 
 
 
Mark Simmons 
Senior Conservation Officer 
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