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Rear of 41 Fanshawe Street, Bengeo, Hertford, SG14 3AT: Response to supplementary information 

Objection to planning application Ref: 3/20/0158/FUL 
 
1.  On the 20/02/20, a response to this planning application was submitted on behalf of the Bengeo 

Neighbourhood Area Plan Community Steering Group. The response stated that an assessment should be 
provided of the impact of this proposed development on a view identified for protection in the 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

 
Impact on View 5: Beane Marshes looking towards Molewood from Beane Road bridge 
 
2.  A supplementary photograph, provided on behalf of the applicant, gives a representation of the proposed 

development, as seen from Beane Road bridge. The image indicates that the proposed development would 
be visible from Neighbourhood Plan View 5 - page 19 of the Submission Draft (Regulation 15), and that it 
would create a new and unsympathetic layer of development on the hill.  Neighbourhood Plan Policy HBN3: 
Important Views states that development should: 

o protect the character, integrity and amenity of the local landscape 
o not be permitted if proposals fail to conserve, protect (and where appropriate) improve the local 

landscape 
It is considered that mitigation measures cannot be delivered that would sufficiently compensate for a 
development that would be at odds with and detrimental to the existing landscape. 
 

Impact on the amenity and privacy of residents 
 
3. The supplementary drawing: Section B-B (Extended) and Supplementary Information, Ref: 41FS/S1 001/, 

provided by James Lambert Architects Ltd., have assisted the process of determining the potential impact 
of this proposed development on nearby residents. 

 
4. The protection of resident privacy and amenity is a criterion in Neighbourhood Plan Policy HBH2: Design 

and Layout. Although the distance between the proposed windows, and those at the rear of 65 Wellington 
Street, is given as approximately 23.5 metres, the supplementary drawings demonstrate that the height of 
the proposed development, in relation to 65 Wellington Street, would result in a more significant impact on 
resident privacy than would be the case if the buildings were at the same level. In addition, the height of the 
proposed development, particularly in relation to the gardens of 63 to 71 Wellington Street, would also 
negatively impact on the privacy of residents in those properties.  

 
Conclusion 
 
5. Following an appraisal of the supplementary information, published on the East Herts District Council 

planning pages on the 20/02/20, it is considered that this application is contrary to Neighbourhood Plan 
policies HBN3: Important Views and HBH2: Design and Layout and an objection to this planning application 
is now submitted. 

 
Chair, Bengeo Neighbourhood Area Plan 


