SHENLEY PARISH COUNCIL
REPORT OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD
IN THE VILLAGE HALL, ON TUESDAY 11th JANUARY 2022 AT 7.30 PM.
PRESENT:

Councillors Nicky Beaton (Chair), Annie Keen and Sharon Madsen.

IN ATTENDANCE:

Amanda Leboff, Clerk to the Council
Mr Michael Ward - independent, non-voting advisor

135/2021.22
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
Apologies were received and approved for Councillor Rosemary Gilligan (who attended
the meeting via zoom, due to having to shield because of Covid) and Gavin O’Sullivan
136/2021.22
There were none

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

137/2021.22

MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 30th

NOVEMBER 2021.

The meeting RESOLVED that the minutes of the Planning Committee meeting, held on
the 30th November 2021 be confirmed as a correct record and adopted by the Council.
138/2021.22
PUBLIC ISSUES - MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC AND
COUNCILLORS CAN RAISE PLANNING MATTERS PERTINENT TO THE PLANNING
COMMITTEE: There were none
139/2021.22
THE FOLLOWING PLANNING APPLICATIONS WERE BEFORE
THE MEETING.
The meeting AGREED that: With regards to: Application Nos. Address
Proposed Development
21/2275/HSE
6 King Charles Road Shenley Construction of a single storey detached
Radlett Hertfordshire
outbuilding to rear garden to include the
lowering of ground level.
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Subject to Hertsmere Borough Council taking into consideration any comments of
neighbouring owners/occupiers, the Parish Council raises no objection to the proposal.
The meeting did request that HBC ensures that all neighbours affected are also
consulted as they will also be affected by the property in question. (Photo of
surrounding properties attached)
With regards to: Application Nos. Address
Proposed Development
21/2428/HSE
6 King Charles Road Shenley Demolition of conservatory and erection of
Radlett Hertfordshire
part single, part two storey front extension
and two storey rear extension.
Subject to Hertsmere Borough Council taking into consideration any comments of
neighbouring owners/occupiers, the Parish Council raises no objection to the proposal.
The meeting did request that HBC ensures that all neighbours affected are also
consulted as they will also be affected by the property in question. (Photo of
surrounding properties attached)
With regards to: Application Nos. Address
Proposed Development
21/2325/HSE
19 Trafford Close, Shenley, Radlett, Part single/part two storey side extension,
Hertfordshire, WD7 9HU
two storey rear extension, and raised patio
area (Part-retrospective application).
The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application. The meeting believes the proposal is
too big in relation to the rest of the properties on the street. There were concerns over
the loss of parking on a narrow street that already has lots of on street parking. The
application also breaches Planning and Design Guide E.
With regards to: Application Nos. Address
Proposed Development
21/2189/HSE
18 King Charles Road Shenley Retrospective application for erection of
Radlett Hertfordshire
1.83m fence with gate, concrete posts and
300mm gravel board to side.
The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application. The meeting highlighted that HBC had
given consent for the extension specifically stating the landscaping was retained. The
meeting was concerned that a president is being set with this application. Furthermore,
it appears that this is a breach of the design masterplan put in place for Porters Park
and design codes in general. We also draw attention to planning consent drawings of
1995 and 2003 which indicates landscaping and the position of the fence which has
been in the same location for over 20 years.
We draw attention to 19 March 2021 planning approval Ref no. 20/2143/HSE “
Conversion of a garage to habitable room, single storey side extension and installation
of hard landscaping to side / rear of property to create 2 additional parking spaces to
include new crossover and dropped kerb ( amended description and plans received
18.01.21 proposed parking and landscaping details added)” The work on site
commenced approximately at the end of August 2021 with the un-authorised removal
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of the existing fence and landscaping and a new repositioned fence erected in midSeptember 2021.
The Officer’s Delegated Report for the 19 March planning approval under Impact
on Visual Amenity states:
….” Following the officers site visit and initial assessment of the application, officer
sought clarification from the agent as to how the proposed additional car spaces
would be accessed and questioned whether a dropped kerb was proposed. In
addition clarification was sought on whether the LANDSCAPING ON THE SIDE
BOUNDARY WOULD BE REMOVED. Amended plans were submitted by the agent
including details of the proposed dropped kerb and LANDSCAPING………
………IT IS PROPOSED TO REMOVE A SMALL AREA OF LANDSCAPING TO CREATE 2
ADDITIONAL PARKING SPACES……….AS THE PLANS DEMONSTRATE THE MAJORITY
OF THE EXISTING SHRUBS WILL BE MAINTAINED “……….
Drawings covering the landscaping in the planning approval are:
E01 existing plan and detail (Received 24.12.20)
P01 proposed plan and elevations (Received 19.01. 21)

The detailed Reasons Objecting to the Retrospective Planning Application as it
fails to meet the following:
1. July 2021 NPPF Chapter 12 Achieving Well Designed Places
“The creation of high quality beautiful and sustainable buildings and places is
fundamental to what the planning and development process should achieve “
Clause 130
policies and decisions should ensure that developments:
a) will function well and add to the overall quality of the area, not just for the short
term but over the lifetime of the development.
b) are visually attractive as a result of good architecture, layout AND APPROPRIATE
AND EFFECTIVE LANDSCAPING.
c) are sympathetic to local character and history, including the surrounding built
environment and LANDSCAPING SETTING, while not preventing or discouraging
appropriate innovation or change (such as increased density)
Clause 135
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Local planning authorities should seek to ensure that the quality of approved
development is not materially diminished between permission and completion, as a
result of changes being made to the permitted scheme (for example through
changes to approved details such as materials as used)
2. Hertsmere Part E Guidance for Residential Extensions and Alterations
E17. “In areas dominated by green frontages and side boundary treatment, changes
to front and side boundaries should reflect this in their design and should not use
harsh features such as railings, walls and fences to define boundaries”
3. Hertsmere Draft Revised planning and Design Guide Part D (2016)
2.p) Front Gardens and boundaries: Guidelines
b) “The boundary design should complement the design materials and technique
used in the overall scheme, and should replicate the character of the area”
d) The areas dominated by green front and side boundary treatments, new
developments should reflect this in their designs, and should not use hard features
such as railings, walls and fences to defend boundaries.
2.q) Landscaping and Biodiversity
b) The scale of landscaping schemes should be related to the topography of the
application site and to the scale of the buildings. They should enhance the pattern
of buildings and help to define spaces.
f) Domestic gardens can contribute to sustaining green corridors and can create
diverge habitats. The use of local native trees, shrubs and grasses (appropriate to
their location) should be used to encourage habitation by native wildlife.
Landscaping schemes should contribute to local biodiversity through providing a
range of environments.
4. Shenley Neighbourhood Plan
SC6. Boundaries and Edges: Principle
Development proposals to demonstrate careful consideration of the spaces around
the buildings and structures, specifically boundaries and edges to the open
countryside, neighbouring properties and the structures and land they frame.
SC6c
“Following re-development (Porters Park) the prevailing approach to highway
boundaries and use of hard features such as railings, walls and fences to define
boundaries should be avoided where the prevailing approach is for green and flush
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front and side boundaries………. Where fencing is required then hedging should be
planted to soften the effect.
Use local precedent structures as provided and starting point include the list of new
planting to rural character is made available in this document.”
Concluding Comments:
We were very surprised to see the landscaping removed and a new repositioned fence
erected and the subsequent detrimental impact on a prominent corner along King
Charles Road. The landscaping is a historic feature of the streetscape. We particularly
highlight the extension completed a few years ago and landscaping to 37 King Charles
Road with some excellent planting out in the last two years wrapping around the side
wall to King Charles Road. A mixture of shrubs in colour and height just illustrates the
positives to the streetscape and diversity. There are many other examples in King
Charles Road and surrounding streets where boundary landscaping can be seen as an
essential element of streetscape design.
We believe it is very important to encourage not only the good design of building forms
including extensions but landscaping as an integral part of the character of the area
supported in the various SDP, Shenley Neighbourhood Plan and NPPF. Even without the
supporting documents there should be a visual awareness and responsibility to create
and maintain exemplary places to live and for the wellbeing of all.
The landscaping in the planning approval of 19 March 2021 which we believe was
agreed by the planning officer with the applicant’s agent has very disappointingly been
ignored. We finally particularly draw attention to the opening statement in Chapter 12
NPPF and Clause 135.
(Supporting photos attached)
With regards to: Application Nos. Address
Proposed Development
21/2420/FUL
4 Harris Lane Shenley Radlett Retrospective application for the demolition of
Hertfordshire
existing dwelling and erection of detached,
single storey, 3 bed dwelling with habitable
accommodation in loft space.
The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application. The meeting was greatly concerned
that a building in a conservation area has been knocked down without approval and
how serious this action is in a conservation area. There is concern over the precedent
that this sets and requests that HBC put a stop order on the building works, with
immediate effect to allow Place Services to return to see what can be done to remedy the
development. It is also requested that Shenley Parish Council Planning Committee are
consulted with regards to this.
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As this is a new building and planning application in a conservation area all aspects of
design including form detail and finishes will now need to be re-considered.
We particularly draw attention to 3 Harris Lane and the rigorous design assessment that
took place covering form, windows, doors and finishes that we believe should now take
place.
With regards to: Application Nos. Address
#21/2327/HSE
2 Cox Close
Hertfordshire

Proposed Development
Radlett Conversion of garage to habitable room to
include removal of garage door and insertion
of window to front and rear elevations.
Subject to Hertsmere Borough Council taking into consideration any comments of
neighbouring owners/occupiers, the Parish Council raises no objection to the proposal.
The meeting did request that HBC are mindful of the impact this will have on the parking
situation in Cox Close.
Shenley

With regards to: Application Nos. Address
Proposed Development
#21/2389/FUL
Shenley Lodge Cottage and Nursery Change of use of existing first floor flat into
School Ancillary to Manor Lodge children's nursery to allow for offices, storage
School Ridge Hill Shenley
and an additional play area (Class D1).
The meeting AGREED this application will be discussed at the next Planning Committee
meeting on Tuesday 25th January 2022
At this point the meeting NOTED that 4 Black Lion Hill has been reported to HBC for not
using slate roof tiles, instead using felt in its development.
140/2021.22
CLOSE OF MEETING
The meeting closed at 8.45pm

CHAIR.
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Deleted: a property on

