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SHENLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

REPORT OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD 

 IN THE VILLAGE HALL, ON TUESDAY 26th JULY 2022 AT 7.30 PM. 

 

PRESENT: Councillors Nicky Beaton, Rosemary Gilligan (Chair), Sharon Madsen and 

Gavin O’Sullivan. 

IN ATTENDANCE: Amanda Leboff, Clerk to the Council 
   2 members of the public present in person 
 
13/2022.23 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE   

Apologies were received and approved for Councillor Annie Keen. 

 

14/2022.23 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

There was none 

 

15/2022.23 MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 21 JUNE  

2022 

The meeting RESOLVED that the minutes of the Planning Committee meeting, held on 

the 21st June 2022 be confirmed as a correct record and adopted by the Council.  

 

16/2022.23  PUBLIC ISSUES - MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC AND COUNCILLORS CAN 

RAISE PLANNING MATTERS PERTINENT TO THE PLANNING COMMITTEE: -  

Members of the public attended to address the meeting regarding application 

22/1172/HSE 

 

17/2022.23 THE FOLLOWING PLANNING APPLICATIONS WERE BEFORE THE 
MEETING. The meeting AGREED that: - 
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1067/HSE 
 

13 King Charles Road Shenley 
Radlett Hertfordshire 
 

Conversion of loft to form habitable space 
including rear dormer and insertion of 2x roof 
lights to front. 
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The Parish Council originally OBJECTED to the application in October 2021 and on the 
basis of the reasons on the previous initial application we wish to OBJECT once again. 
 
The Council note that following amendments a roof conversion with two modest 
“dormer windows” was approved. The new application is larger with “dormer walls” and 
the objections raised on the initial first application still apply. 
 
This “neat” semi-detached house has already been sensitively extended on the ground 

floor with a pitched roof and fenestration entirely in keeping with the design of the 

original house and in harmony with surrounding houses. On the other hand, the roof 

extension is neither in keeping with the design of the house and those nearby. Large 

areas of vertical tiling, a large flat felt roof and a large overbearing envelope are 

incongruous to the simple lines of the roofscapes in Porters Park and surrounding areas 

of Shenley. 

In Porters Park particularly where many roof pitches are approximately 35 degrees 

over a plan depth of between 6-7 meters it is very difficult to achieve a satisfactory 

designed roof extension. There may be a possibility for a small study within the existing 

roof envelope with one or two small “well detailed dormer windows.” The focus on the 

importance of design has been elevated in the opening sentence of NPPF July 2021 

Chapter 12 which an application for a roof extension should now follow. 

Below we have included the SPC reasons for the objections covering the previous 

application, initial proposal which we believe are sound and apply to this new 

application and expanded with further comments including those in the comments 

above. 

1. The bulk and mass that is dominant and detrimental to the design to the nearby 

group of houses in King Charles Road visible from Myers Close where the locally listed 

Water Tower is visible in the background. The dormer will also visible between 13 and 

11 King Charles Road frontages. 

2.  Precedents: 

There are no other roof extensions with dormers in King Charles Road. 36 King Charles 

has a roof room as part of an extension with Velux windows and is a very good example 

of a harmonious roof extension with the building as whole.  

1 Howe Close just off King Charles Road in another extension that is a good example of a 

harmonious roof design with a small dormer window well designed and detailed with a 

pitched roof. Another very good example is The Lawns in Porters Park Drive built 20 

years ago and a model that roof extensions and dormers windows should follow to 

maintain consistency and high-quality design and detailing. 
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3. Referring to the latest government guidelines which the application does not comply 

covered by National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) July 2021 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.” 

Good design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates better places in 

which to live and work and helps make development acceptable to communities. 

Being clear about design expectations, and how these will be tested, is essential 

for achieving this. So too is effective engagement between applicants, 

communities, local planning authorities and other interests throughout the 

process” 

Importantly focus is not just on design quality for a site individually but also the place as 

a whole and the proposal is detrimental to both. 

4. Design Guidance E Clause E13 6 Roof extensions, roof lights, roof terraces and 

balconies 

“Any roof extension will have a big impact on the appearance of a house and the 

surrounding area. It is important to make the size of the extension secondary to the 

roof face within which it will be set” 

The proposal does not comply with this clause. 

5. Roof extensions/loft conversions 

a “Roof extensions that would be as wide as the house and create the appearance of 

a large box will be refused permission. Where the roof can be extended, the Council 

will recommend that you build a small dormer window set well within the roof 

slope” 

The proposal does not comply with this clause. 

The clauses 5 / 6 above highlight the substantial impact on the appearance of a house 

and the surrounding area that a roof extension can have and recommends a small 

dormer window, this has not been followed in the proposal. 

6. Design Guideline E Clause E-14 para. e 

This is the opening paragraph titled Dormer windows and the definitive one. 

1 

para e “Dormer windows are an easy way of providing additional living 

accommodation with minimal impact on the structure of the house. However, if 

the dormer is not designed sensitively, it can harm the integrity of the building 
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and the character of the street scene. Dormers SHOULD provide the natural light 

for a room and NOT the room itself. “ 

To support the above compelling definitive statement there are further paragraphs and 

drawings. 

The proposal does not comply with this important clause. 

7. Para f “Dormers should be as small as possible and should generally be located 

within the roof slope. As a general rule, the Council will resist dormers that take 

up more than 60% of the roof face.” 

This is a restricted clause on the size of dormers but does not address the fundamental 

problem of bulk and mass and is an arbitrary percentage figure. To be compliant it 

would need to comply to the definitive clause requirement E-14e 

8.Design Guideline E Clause E-14  

Para I “A dormer window or roof extension must be constructed in the centre of 

the roof face. The size of each roof face will vary from one house to the next. 

Measured vertically dormers should be set at least 0.3 meters(30cm) from the 

main roof ridge and eaves to remain a subservient feature of the roof. To avoid 

being highly visible from the street scene, the dormer should also be set in from 

the side or boundary walls by at least 0.5 metres(50cm). On larger roof slopes, in 

particular, the Council will expect dormer set-ins to significantly exceed these 

minimum distances.” 

The basic misconception with this clause is that the dimension of set-ins and the 60% 

area figure makes the resulting form “subservient” to the main roof which clearly it fails 

to do so. The consequence is the bulk and massing design issue which destroys the roof 

lines of the building and design harmony and also seriously impacts un- favourably with 

surrounding buildings.  

This clause would need to comply with the definitive clause E14e and supporting 

drawings and text to satisfy the bulk, massing, and harmony design issues which it does 

not do so. In fact, clause 14-El creates the bulk and massing issue therefore it cannot be 

the basis of on approval particularly with the significant number of other policies it does 

not meet.  

9. Shenley Neighbourhood Plan SC5 

“The ability of using roof space of existing and new buildings is an important 

principle creating space for bedrooms, studies, bathrooms, and private outdoor 

amenity while supporting open Plan layout with natural daylight from two 

directions (dual aspect)”  
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The design caveats  

SC5 Code paragraph 2 

“Using and maximising the space in roofs through creative design solutions are 

allowable. THIS WITHIN AN ARCHITECTURAL LANGUAGE AND FORM THAT IS 

RESTRAINED AND MODEST, celebrating valued rural roof forms and bringing 

generous amounts of daylight into spaces”  

Page 91 

“DORMER WINDOWS AND ROOF TERRACES NEED TO BE CAREFULLY CONSIDERED 

REGARDING THEIR POSITION, SCALE PROPORTIONAL RELATIONSHIP WITH THE 

ROOF AND ELEVATION AND PRIVACY” 

The pictures 29 to 32 indicate various roof forms and windows in rural Shenley but the 

principle of the design of dormer windows extends to the whole of Shenley regarding 

“their position, scale proportion relationship with the roof and elevation.” 

The proposal does not comply with the Shenley Neighbourhood Plan. 

10.SADM 28 Heritage Assets - 4.103 under “Historic Environment  

“The historic environment includes heritage assets which have statutory 

designation as well as landscape and townscape components which have heritage 

interest and local value. The setting of a heritage asset includes adjacent 

development and the wider surroundings. This may relate to landscaping, trees, 

open spaces, and other features which add to the significance of the site or 

structure.” 

Shenley has a significant number of listed buildings and a conservation area and the 

setting for these heritage assets that forms the “Historic Environment” includes the 

adjacent Porters Park development, green belt, and wider surroundings. It is therefore 

important to protect the “Historic Environment” which was the basis of the exclusion of 

permitted development rights and the protection of the green belt. In respect to Porters 

Park, development should maintain a consistent high-quality approach to design as part 

of the “Historic Environment “The high-quality approach to design is reinforced by the 

Government policy NPPF July 2021 stated in 3 above. 

 

The proposal does not meet the requirement of high-quality design and comply with 

this clause.  

11. SADM29 - Heritage Assets - This clause follows on from the one above and the 

importance of the “heritage setting: 
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When assessing proposals, the Council will have regard to the significance of the 

heritage asset and the potential harm to it. “  

We believe the bulk, massing, and design with the destruction of the roof line and the 

risk of further proliferation will have a detrimental impact on roofscape and character 

of Porters Park which is already evident with 14 and 16 Ribston Place. The proliferation 

across Porters Park could take on the appearance of a “Shanty Town “environment. This 

need not be the case if E-14e is followed with the supporting illustrations and careful 

attention to detail so there is a harmony with both the individual building and 

surrounding buildings. 

The proposal does not comply to this clause as Porters Park is an important part of 

the “setting” and “historic environment” of listed buildings and a conservation 

area close by where efforts are being made to protect and enhance. 

Design Principles  

5.3 The Planning and Design Guide SPD complements and adds detail to the Local 

Plan policy. The Guide provides good practice guidance, for example guidance, for 

example in relation to amenity, privacy and outlook and local character. It will be 

updated from time to time. 

Following on: 

“5.6 The design of extensions to existing buildings should respect the building to 

which they are attached. Extensions to buildings will therefore be assessed 

stringently in respect of their visual effect. Part E of the Planning and Design 

Guide elaborates guidance for residential extensions.” 

The proposal does not comply to both clauses 5.3 and 5.6  

12. SADM30- Design Principles  

We draw attention to the following: 

“Development which complies with the policies in this Plan will be permitted 

provided it: 

(I) makes a positive contribution to the built and natural environments; 

(ii) recognises and compliments the particular local character of the area on 

which it is located, and 

(iii) results in a high-quality design 

In order to achieve a high-quality design, a development must: 
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(I) respect, enhance or improve the visual amenity of the area by virtue of its 

SCALE, MASS, BULK, HEIGHT, URBAN FORM, AND 

(ii) have limited impact on the amenity of occupiers of the site, it’s neighbours 

and its surroundings in terms of OUTLOOK, privacy, light, nuisance, and pollution. 

The proposal does not comply with this significant very important clause on Design 

Principles. 

13. Conclusion 

The Council believe there are substantial reasons supporting their objection to this new 

application. We particularly draw attention to Government Policy in NPPF July 2021 

Clause 12 and the elevation of the importance of good design. We fully support the 

Government Policy and aspirations for exemplary design. 

With regards to: - 
Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1097/FUL 
 

University College London Sports 
Ground and Watford Football Club 
Training Ground Bell Lane London 
Colney St Albans 

Installation of 266 x photovoltaic (PV) solar 
panels with associated battery storage to 
ground of former tennis courts 
 

The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application on the grounds that they object to the 
ground supported location, however they support the club’s green energy policy. 
 
This site is very open greenbelt with bridal ways, footpaths and open views enjoyed by 
the public. The meeting agreed this was not the right location for the proposal.  
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1085/PD42 
 

17 Queensway Shenley Radlett 
Hertfordshire 

Single storey rear extension. Depth: 6m, 
Height: 3m, Eaves: 2.7m. 

The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application on the grounds that it is 
overdevelopment and there is the possible loss of light to neighbours. 
 
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1144/PD42 2 Queensway Shenley Radlett 

Hertfordshire 
Single storey rear extension. Depth: 4.50m, 
Height: 3.05m, Eaves: 2.79m. 

The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application on the grounds that it is 
overdevelopment and there is the possible loss of light to neighbours. 
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
21/1393/FUL 
 

Land Rear Of 102 To 106, London 
Road, Shenley, Hertfordshire, 

Demolition of existing garages and 
outbuildings and erection of a pair of semi-
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 detached, 2 bed dwellings to include 
associated access, parking and landscaping. 
(Amended Plans received). 

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 contact the applicant to reaffirm that the properties 
would be marketed to those 55yrs old and over, as per their representation at a previous 
meeting. 
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1172/HSE 
 

9 Council Cottages Bell Lane 
London Colney St Albans 

Conversion of loft to habitable room with hip 
to gable roof alterations to include increase in 
ridge height, rear dormer with Juliet balcony, 
and 2 front roof lights (Retrospective 
Application). 

The Parish Council OBJECTED to the application on the grounds that: - 
• It is overdevelopment  
• It goes against Design Guideline E 
• It greatly restricts the light to its neighbour. The roof ridge and pitch has been 

changed so it does not align with the adjacent semi and the hipped end has been 
changed to a gable end. 

• Moreover, the meeting was disappointed that this was a retrospective application 
and wished to draw attention to the fact that the applicant did not follow 
planning protocol by not putting in the required initial planning application.  
 

With regards to: - 
Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1199/HSE  11 King Charles Road Shenley 

Radlett Hertfordshire 
Conversion of loft to habitable room with rear 
dormer and 3 front roof lights. 

As with Planning Application 22/1067/HSE, The Parish Council OBJECTED to the 
application on the grounds that: - 
 
The length of the roof extension of 7.2m extends almost the width of the house and is 

2.494m deep and is a huge mass on the existing roof and clearly beyond design 

acceptability. 

In Porters Park particularly where many roof pitches are approximately 35 degrees 

over a plan depth of between 6-7 meters it is very difficult to achieve a satisfactory 

designed roof extension. There may be a possibility for a small study within the existing 

roof envelope with one or two small well detailed dormer windows. The focus on the 

importance of design has been elevated in the opening sentence of NPPF July 2021 

Chapter 12 which an application for a roof extension should now follow. 

Below are the reasons for the objections to the application. 
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1. The bulk and mass that is dominant and detrimental to the design to the nearby 

group of houses in King Charles Road visible from Myers Close where the locally listed 

Water Tower is visible in the background. The dormer will also visible between 13 and 

11 King Charles Road frontages. 

2.  Precedents: 

There are no other roof extensions with dormers in King Charles Road. 36 King Charles 

has a roof room as part of an extension with Velux windows and is a very good example 

of a harmonious roof extension with the building as whole.  

1 Howe Close just off King Charles Road in another extension that is a good example of a 

harmonious roof design with a small dormer window well designed and detailed with a 

pitched roof. Another very good example is The Lawns in Porters Park Drive built 20 

years ago and a model that roof extensions and dormers windows should follow to 

maintain consistency and high-quality design and detailing. 

3. Referring to the latest government guidelines which the application does not comply 

covered by National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) July 2021 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.” 

Good design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates better places in 

which to live and work and helps make development acceptable to communities. 

Being clear about design expectations, and how these will be tested, is essential 

for achieving this. So too is effective engagement between applicants, 

communities, local planning authorities and other interests throughout the 

process” 

Importantly focus is not just on design quality for a site individually but also the place as 

a whole and the proposal is detrimental to both. 

4. Design Guidance E Clause E13 6 Roof extensions, roof lights, roof terraces and 

balconies 

“Any roof extension will have a big impact on the appearance of a house and the 

surrounding area. It is important to make the size of the extension secondary to the 

roof face within which it will be set” 

The proposal does not comply with this clause. 

5. Roof extensions/loft conversions 

a “Roof extensions that would be as wide as the house and create the appearance of 

a large box will be refused permission. Where the roof can be extended, the Council 
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will recommend that you build a small dormer window set well within the roof 

slope” 

The proposal does not comply with this clause. 

The clauses 5 / 6 above highlight the substantial impact on the appearance of a house 

and the surrounding area that a roof extension can have and recommends a small 

dormer window, this has not been followed in the proposal. 

6. Design Guideline E Clause E-14 para. e 

This is the opening paragraph titled Dormer windows and the definitive one. 

1 

para e “Dormer windows are an easy way of providing additional living 

accommodation with minimal impact on the structure of the house. However, if 

the dormer is not designed sensitively, it can harm the integrity of the building 

and the character of the street scene. Dormers SHOULD provide the natural light 

for a room and NOT the room itself. “ 

To support the above compelling definitive statement there are further paragraphs and 

drawings. 

The proposal does not comply with this important clause. 

7. Para f “Dormers should be as small as possible and should generally be located 

within the roof slope. As a general rule, the Council will resist dormers that take 

up more than 60% of the roof face.” 

This is a restricted clause on the size of dormers but does not address the fundamental 

problem of bulk and mass and is an arbitrary percentage figure. To be compliant it 

would need to comply to the definitive clause requirement E-14e 

8.Design Guideline E Clause E-14  

Para I “A dormer window or roof extension must be constructed in the centre of 

the roof face. The size of each roof face will vary from one house to the next. 

Measured vertically dormers should be set at least 0.3 meters(30cm) from the 

main roof ridge and eaves to remain a subservient feature of the roof. To avoid 

being highly visible from the street scene, the dormer should also be set in from 

the side or boundary walls by at least 0.5 metres(50cm). On larger roof slopes, in 

particular, the Council will expect dormer set ins to significantly exceed these 

minimum distances.” 

The basic misconception with this clause is that the dimension of set-ins and the 60% 

area figure makes the resulting form “subservient” to the main roof which clearly it fails 
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to do so. The consequence is the bulk and massing design issue which destroys the roof 

lines of the building and design harmony and also seriously impacts un- favourably with 

surrounding buildings.  

This clause would need to comply with the definitive clause E14e and supporting 

drawings and text to satisfy the bulk, massing, and harmony design issues which it does 

not do so. In fact, clause 14-El creates the bulk and massing issue therefore it cannot be 

the basis of on approval particularly with the significant number of other policies it does 

not meet.  

9. Shenley Neighbourhood Plan SC5 

“The ability of using roof space of existing and new buildings is an important 

principle creating space for bedrooms, studies, bathrooms, and private outdoor 

amenity while supporting open Plan layout with natural daylight from two 

directions (dual aspect)”  

The design caveats  

SC5 Code paragraph 2 

“Using and maximising the space in roofs through creative design solutions are 

allowable. THIS WITHIN AN ARCHITECTURAL LANGUAGE AND FORM THAT IS 

RESTRAINED AND MODEST, celebrating valued rural roof forms and bringing 

generous amounts of daylight into spaces”  

Page 91 

“DORMER WINDOWS AND ROOF TERRACES NEED TO BE CAREFULLY CONSIDERED 

REGARDING THEIR POSITION, SCALE PROPORTIONAL RELATIONSHIP WITH THE 

ROOF AND ELEVATION AND PRIVACY” 

The pictures 29 to 32 indicate various roof forms and windows in rural Shenley but the 

principle of the design of dormer windows extends to the whole of Shenley regarding 

“their position, scale proportion relationship with the roof and elevation.” 

The proposal does not comply with the Shenley Neighbourhood Plan. 

10.SADM 28 Heritage Assets - 4.103 under “Historic Environment  

“The historic environment includes heritage assets which have statutory 

designation as well as landscape and townscape components which have heritage 

interest and local value. The setting of a heritage asset includes adjacent 

development and the wider surroundings. This may relate to landscaping, trees, 

open spaces, and other features which add to the significance of the site or 

structure.” 
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Shenley has a significant number of listed buildings and a conservation area and the 

setting for these heritage assets that forms the “Historic Environment” includes the 

adjacent Porters Park development, green belt, and wider surroundings. It is therefore 

important to protect the “Historic Environment” which was the basis of the exclusion of 

permitted development rights and the protection of the green belt. In respect to Porters 

Park, development should maintain a consistent high-quality approach to design as part 

of the “Historic Environment “The high-quality approach to design is reinforced by the 

Government policy NPPF July 2021 stated in 3 above. 

The proposal does not meet the requirement of high-quality design and comply with 

this clause.  

11. SADM29 - Heritage Assets - This clause follows on from the one above and the 

importance of the “heritage setting: 

When assessing proposals, the Council will have regard to the significance of the 

heritage asset and the potential harm to it. “  

We believe the bulk, massing, and design with the destruction of the roof line and the 

risk of further proliferation will have a detrimental impact on roofscape and character 

of Porters Park which is already evident with 14 and 16 Ribston Place. The proliferation 

across Porters Park could take on the appearance of a “Shanty Town “environment. This 

need not be the case if E-14e is followed with the supporting illustrations and careful 

attention to detail so there is a harmony with both the individual building and 

surrounding buildings. 

The proposal does not comply to this clause as Porters Park is an important part of 

the “setting” and “historic environment” of listed buildings and a conservation 

area close by where efforts are being made to protect and enhance. 

Design Principles  

5.3 The Planning and Design Guide SPD complements and adds detail to the Local 

Plan policy. The Guide provides good practice guidance, for example guidance, for 

example in relation to amenity, privacy and outlook and local character. It will be 

updated from time to time. 

Following on: 

“5.6 The design of extensions to existing buildings should respect the building to 

which they are attached. Extensions to buildings will therefore be assessed 

stringently in respect of their visual effect. Part E of the Planning and Design 

Guide elaborates guidance for residential extensions.” 

The proposal does not comply to both clauses 5.3 and 5.6  
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12. SADM30- Design Principles  

We draw attention to the following: 

“Development which complies with the policies in this Plan will be permitted 

provided it: 

(I) makes a positive contribution to the built and natural environments. 

(ii) recognises and compliments the particular local character of the area on 

which it is located, and 

(iii) results in a high-quality design 

In order to achieve a high-quality design, a development must: 

(I) respect, enhance or improve the visual amenity of the area by virtue of its 

SCALE, MASS, BULK, HEIGHT, URBAN FORM, AND 

(ii) have limited impact on the amenity of occupiers of the site, it’s neighbours 

and its surroundings in terms of OUTLOOK, privacy, light, nuisance, and pollution. 

The proposal does not comply with this significant very important clause on Design 

Principles. 

13. Conclusion 

We believe there are substantial reasons supporting our objection to the proposed 

revised application. We particularly draw attention to Government Policy in NPPF July 

2021 Clause 12 and the elevation of the importance of good design. We fully support the 

Government Policy and aspirations for exemplary design. 

With regards to: - 
Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/1242/EI2 Shenley Grange 43 London Road 

Shenley Radlett 
Request for scoping opinion (Environmental 
Impact Assessment). 

The Parish Council AGREED they would like to see an EIA. 
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/0647/FUL 
 

Shenley Cricket Centre, Shenley 
Park, Radlett Lane, Shenley, 
Radlett, Hertfordshire, WD7 9DW 

Demolition of existing marquee and erection 
of replacement function room/events building 
and associated ancillary works. 

The Parish Council once again OBJECTED to the application on the grounds that it is not 
in character with the listed building and the design needs to be in keeping with the 
existing club house. The Parish Council would not be averse to seeing a new application 
with a more appropriate design, which is more in keeping with the adjacent listed 



 

14 

 

building, respecting its position in the Shenley Conservation Area, Greenbelt, and the 
historic status of the cricket club where W. G. Grace designed the cricket green. 
 
With regards to: - 

Application Nos. Address Proposed Development 
22/0752/FUL 
 

Villa Scalabrini, Green Street, 
Shenley, Radlett, Hertfordshire, 
WD7 9BB 

Reconfiguration of existing building to provide 
3 x self-contained 1-bed units and alterations 
to fenestration for ancillary use to the 
residential home. 

Subject to Hertsmere Borough Council taking into consideration any comments of 
neighbouring owners/occupiers, the Parish Council raises no objection to the proposal.  
 
18/2022.23 CLOSE OF MEETING  The meeting closed at 8.30pm CHAIR. 

 


