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Appeal Decision 
Site visit made on 15 August 2013 

by Mr C J Tivey BSc (Hons) BPl MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government 

Decision date: 3 September 2013 

 

Appeal Ref: APP/C1950/D/13/2198975 

64 Penn Way, Welwyn Garden City, Hertfordshire, AL7 3EF 

• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 

against a refusal to grant planning permission. 
• The appeal is made by Mr Barnett against the decision of Welwyn Hatfield Borough 

Council. 
• The application Ref N6/2013/534/FP, dated 22 February 2013 was refused by notice 

dated 24 May 2013. 

• The development proposed is a grey conservatory. UPVC. 
 

 

Decision 

1. The appeal is dismissed 

Main issue 

2. The main issue in the appeal is the effect of the proposal upon the character 

and appearance of the host dwelling and the surrounding area. 

Reasons 

3. The appeal building is a three storey terraced house which has been recently 

constructed. It is situated within a residential development which has yet to be 

completed, to the west of which is a large, predominantly glass and steel 

industrial building.  The appeal building and the wider development have been 

designed in contemporary high density manner. 

4. The house has single pane, grey UPVC windows and doors. To its rear is a 

paved and gravelled courtyard area which includes raised beds, trellis fencing 

and a small shed to its western end. 

5. Whilst over time one may expect owners to want to alter and/or extend their 

dwellings, in a planned residential layout such as this it is important that any 

such changes are sympathetic to the original design concept.  

6. With a hipped double pitched roof and multiple glazed panes I consider the 

conservatory to be of a traditional design and form, at odds with the existing 

fenestration and the contemporary design of the host building.  Further, the 

ridge of the conservatory would run parallel to the rear elevation of the 

dwelling with part of the roof falling to the rear wall of the house, giving an 

awkward and disjointed relationship with the existing house. Further, the 

design would not be compatible with the overall contemporary design concept 

for the residential development as a whole. I therefore find that the proposal 
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conflicts with Policies GBSP2 and D2 of the Welwyn Hatfield District Plan 2005 

(WHDP) which require development to be compatible with the maintenance and 

enhancement of the character and context of the area.  The proposal also 

conflicts with WHDP Policy D1 which requires the standard of design in all new 

development to be of a high quality and to incorporate the guidance contained 

in the Council’s Supplementary Design Guidance 2005 (SPG) to which I can 

give some weight.  There is further conflict with one of the Core Planning 

Policies of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) within its paragraph 

17 which requires the planning system to always seek to secure high quality 

design.  

7. The appellant argues that conservatory would only be viewed from a private 

road but it would be visible to other residents of the estate and their visitors.  I 

note that the grey colour of the proposed conservatory would be in keeping 

with the existing windows but this does not outweigh the harm described 

above.  The modern glass and steel Bio Park building is visible from the site, 

but is clearly separate from the estate and cannot, in my view, justify taking an 

approach at odds with the principles underpinning the design of the estate. 

8. For the reasons given above and having regard to all matters raised, I conclude 

that the Appeal should be dismissed. 

 

C J Tivey 

INSPECTOR 

 


