
The former Roche Products Factory buildings,
Broadwater Road, Welwyn Garden City- 
N6/2010/1776/MA

The site is within the setting (& former curtilage) of the Grade II listed building- 1938- 40 
architect Otto R Salvisberg, in association with C Stanley Brown, Modern Movement cubic 
form, off-white smooth render, with an austere, minimalist simplicity.

Please refer to earlier advice (to Anita) relating to application N6/2009/1053/MA- dated 14 
July, 7 November & 3 December 2009, following the meeting with Steve Walker (Urban 
Practioners) etc. As discussed, many of the points are still relevant to the current application, 
& taking account of the points raised in the Appeal Decision letter, following the Inquiry, 
dated 11 March 2010, the principle of the proposals are considered acceptable. 

The design & layout of the current application of proposed development for 209 dwellings & 
associated works is effectively covered in the Inspector’s comments, which are supportive 
of the urban design approach & the relationship of the proposed development (in that 
application for 207 dwellings & associated works) to the important heritage asset. The reason 
for dismissal of the appeal was the s.106 Unilateral Undertaking failure to provide the 
requisite amount of much needed affordable housing. The Inspector ageed that the benefit of 
putting back, or at least encouraging, the beneficial use of the empty, deteriorating listed 
building, would result (para. 18); considered the scale & form of the proposed buildings & 
spaces appropriate (paras. 19 & 20); & concluded that the proposals would enhance the 
character & appearance of the area in general & the setting of the listed building in particular
(para. 25).

The Inspector notes that listed building will be retained for community use & that the 
modern extension to it would be removed (para. 17)- a benefit of the scheme that already 
has consent.

Reading back through my notes of the meetings & the visits to the site on 10 & 24 July 2009,
accompanied by Jo Moore (C20 Society) & Dennis Sharp, the proposed demolition aspect 
of the proposals in the listed building consent application (N6/2009/1054/LB) of the later 
single storey rear later buildings (referred to as dating from 1950s in the list description) & 
one of the remaining 2 no. single storey spurs/ finger blocks (the 3rd block having already 
been demolished as part of earlier alterations) had been agreed at pre-application 
discussions & consideration of the site layout in total. This involved the retention of one of 
the single storey spur/ finger blocks, nearest to the frontage, presumably a representative 
survival of the original layout of 3, although altered. At the time of the visit & inspection of 
the buildings, the main focus was on agreeing the key significance of the buildings- that 
indicated in the Listed Building Statement (dpp heritage, May 2007) as Areas most sensitive 
to change. These are the frontage parts of the Administration block, staircases & circulation 
spaces- the demolition having already been accepted.

With reference to the C20 Society letter dated 14 September 2010 (Lucy Ashton): The slip 
up with the consultation to the Twentieth Century Society on the listed building application is 
most unfortunate. Perhaps the processes can be reviewed so that all significant demolition 
proposals automatically generate a notification to the relevant consultees. It is, of course. 
Most important the correct procedure is followed- though the consultation process seems to 
have worked this time around.

It was most helpful at our visit last Friday 17 September to inspect the 2 remaining single 
storey finger blocks. As discussed, they are the original 1938- 40 factory blocks- some of the 
copper rainwater goods remain- though they are altered with replacement windows, interiors 
& roof covering. Whilst the C20 Society would have objected, it is important that any such 
objections are weighed carefully- so that concerns expressed can be considered objectively 



& proportionately, in terms of both the listed building & the wider site proposals.

The point about an end user is accepted, although the critical issue is to ensure the 
protection of the vacant listed building, particularly the most significant elements & to 
positively encourage re-use as soon as possible. Hopefully the resolution of the current 
applications will assist in this.

I will mention the current applications to John Neale. 

Suggested maintenance & remedial works: The works to the key frontage building are to 
involve-

Cleaning & repairs to the flat roof drainage channel & system of rainwater disposal;

cleaning the stained & discoloured walls at the centre of first floor front elevation windows;

initiating a regular- say monthly- inspection report to identify any failures of problems to 
ensure proper protection of the listed building.


