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Planning Committee: 13 September 2016 Item Number: 13 

 
Application No: W 16 / 1268 LB 

 
  Registration Date: 07/07/16 
Town/Parish Council: Kenilworth Expiry Date: 01/09/16 

Case Officer: Helena Obremski  
 01926 456531 Helena.Obremski@warwickdc.gov.uk  

 
1 Castle Hill, Kenilworth, CV8 1NB 

Proposed conversion of existing dwelling to 2no. one bedroom apartments and 

1no. two bedroom apartment. FOR Turlington (International) Ltd 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

This application is being brought to Committee because it is considered that, in 
view of the level of public interest in the proposal it is appropriate that it be 

considered and determined in that way. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Planning Committee are recommended to grant planning permission.  

 
DETAILS OF THE DEVELOPMENT 
 

The application seeks to sub-divide the existing single dwelling into 3 
apartments: the ground floor would provide a large one bedroomed flat and 

would require the installation of an internal door leading from the living room to 
an existing corridor and an internal door from the wet room to the bedroom; the 

first floor would be split into two apartments forming an "east wing" and "west 
wing". The east wing would benefit from one bedroom and would also have 
access to the second floor which is already split between the east and west wing. 

The west wing would benefit from two bedrooms and would have access to the 
second floor.  

 
There would be no notable external changes to facilitate the proposed 
development. The only internal alterations are the installation of the internal 

doors to the ground floor apartment and the installation of the replacement 
staircases to access the second floor accommodation (office space), which the 

agent states where original features which have been removed. The apartments 
would be accessed via the existing hallway and landing which will provide a 
common area and the existing doors (other than one access per flat) would be 

sealed shut.  
 

The applicant's supporting Design and Access Statement states that the rationale 
behind the proposal is that the existing house is large (23 rooms) and was 
designed for an extended family of occupants and their resident servants which 

is no longer appropriate/viable. For a long period of its life (50+ years) the 
occupants of the house have only utilised some 25% of the house, resulting in 

areas being ‘closed off’ and rooms locked. This under occupation/utilisation has 

http://planningdocuments.warwickdc.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=summary&keyVal=_WARWI_DCAPR_76162
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resulted in historic neglect and the house has fallen over the years into disrepair. 

The proposal will not only provide the means to rectify the historic neglect but 
will secure its optimum viable use and sustainable future protection with no harm 

to the heritage asset. It has been established, by consideration of the appeal 
decisions in 2012 and the Inspectors comments, that the house could easily be 

divided into separate apartments using minimalist intervention policies, and 
causing no demonstrable harm to this large Listed Building or the Conservation 
area setting. This proposal has taken into consideration the 2012 Appeals 

Inspector’s comments and a total review of the reasons provided by Warwick 
District Council for the refusal of the 8th January 2016 application, which are 

now addressed.  
 
The applicant intends to restore the property to its original 1901 form with no 

structural alterations. The proposal originally sought to also sub-divide the 
gardens, however, the red line site has been amended and there are no 

proposed alterations to the existing gardens.  
 
THE SITE AND ITS LOCATION 

 
The Wantage (No. 1 Castle Hill) is a large detached house set in large gardens 

which fronts the south side of Castle Hill. There are two road junctions 35 metres 
apart on the north side of Castle Hill opposite the site – High Street and 
Malthouse Lane. The house and gardens (listed as a locally important park and 

garden) stand on a sloping site which forms the northern ridge enclosing the 
valley of the Finham Brook. The rear garden boundary adjoins the northern part 

of Abbey Field a public open space straddling both sides of the Finham Brook. 
Abbey Fields is also a scheduled ancient monument associated with the site of 
Kenilworth Abbey.  

 
The house dates from 1901 and both the house and garden are a fine and well 

preserved example of an arts and crafts house which have been in single 
ownership since built. The house has windows in all elevations taking advantage 
of an outlook across gardens to the rear, side and front. The listing description 

makes references to the floor plan of the principal rooms around the stair hall to 
the west, and a service room to the east with specific external and internal 

detailing including the windows and chimney pieces.   
 

The site and its surroundings are all set within the Kenilworth Conservation Area, 
the focal points of which include Kenilworth Castle, Castle Hill, Abbey Fields and 
High Street. The Conservation Area statement for Castle Hill and Little Virginia 

(Area 9) describes Castle Hill and High Street as an east/west route from the 
castle. There is a specific reference to The Wantage as large arts and crafts 

house in its own grounds. It is highlighted that it is an important grade II listed 
building with gardens and boundary treatments which add to the character and 
appearance of the house. 

 
PLANNING HISTORY 

 
W/16/0018 & W/16/0019/LB Conversion of existing house into two apartments: 
Refused 31/03/16 and 03/03/16 respectively.  
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W/11/0236 conversion of house into four apartments: Refused 07/06/12. Appeal 
dismissed 03/09/13. 

 
W/11/0237/LB Works to facilitate the conversion of existing house into four 

apartments: Refused 06/06/12. Appeal dismissed 03/09/13. 
 
W/11/0424 & W/11/0287LB Appeals against refusals of planning permission and 

listed building consent for the erection of a new dwelling and the demolition the 
existing garage were dismissed.  

 
W/04/0508 & W/04/0510LB – Planning permission refused for erection of a 2.5 
storey detached dwelling and formation of access through existing boundary 

wall. 
 

RELEVANT POLICIES 
 
• National Planning Policy Framework 

 
The Current Local Plan 

 
• DAP4 - Protection of Listed Buildings (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 

2011) 

• DAP5 - Changes of Use of Listed Buildings (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 
2011) 

• DAP7 - Restoration of Listed Buildings (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 
2011) 

• DAP11 - Protecting Historic Parks and Gardens (Warwick District Local Plan 

1996 - 2011) 
 

The Emerging Local Plan 
 

• HE1 - Protection of Statutory Heritage Assets (Warwick District Local Plan 

2011-2029 - Publication Draft April 2014) 
• HE5 - Locally Listed Historic Assets (Warwick District Local Plan 2011-2029 - 

Publication Draft April 2014 
 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS 
 
Kenilworth Town Council: No objection, the Council regrets the failure to 

retain the property as a single domestic dwelling house and understands that the 
present proposal would not prevent conversion back to one house should that 

possibility arise. The Town Council would object to alterations to the gate piers 
and front boundary wall. The Town Council expects that a number of conditions 
will be applied to ensure the quality and integrity of the conversion and also to 

ensure the restoration of the locally-listed garden. 
 

WCC Archaeology: No objection.  
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Conservation Area Forum: No objection, CAF very much regrets the building 

will be split up, but they wish to take a pragmatic approach and agree this is a 
much-improved scheme, with no unacceptable harm caused to the listed 

building, and it could easily be reversed back to a single dwelling; it was also 
noted that the locally listed garden will not be sub-divided. It is vital to prevent 

any future development that would negatively impact the listed building or its 
setting and as such it is recommended a condition be included on any approval 
requiring the restoration and retention of the gardens, without subdivision. 

Overall, CAF commends the owners for looking at the building more 
sympathetically.  

 
Historic England: Objection, the sub-division of the property is not acceptable 
and no evidence has been produced to suggest that it is necessary in order to 

secure the future of the house. The property is capable of residential occupation 
without the need to bring it up to current building regulation requirements. The 

works to be approved must include the apparently unconsented internal works 
which obviously have an impact on the significance of the building which should 
thus be removed and also the proposed sub-division. No case has been made as 

to the necessity of diving the house.  
 

The Victoria Society: Objection, whilst they welcome the building being 

brought back into use, they are unable to support the sub-division of the 
property, which would be intrusive and would have a negative impact on the 
character and integrity of the listed building.  

 
Public Responses: 85 High Street: Supports application, the plans retain the 

significant features and conversion would serve local interest in providing smaller 
accommodation.  
 

9 Glebe Crescent: Supports application, this is a detailed and well thought-out 
design which answers previous objections. The proposal only includes minimal 

structural changes, maintaining the architectural integrity of the property.  
 
ASSESSMENT 

 
The main issues relevant to the consideration of this application are as follows: 

 
• The impact upon the character and appearance of the area/heritage asset; 

 

Background 
 

The previous scheme to convert the house into four apartments was refused and 
dismissed at appeal in September 2013 (W/11/0236). In the appeal decision the 
Inspector noted that the ambition of the design and the largely unaltered quality 

and consistency of its execution mark the building out as a notable example of 
its type and as an illustration of the type of residence favoured at the time by a 

comfortably-off family of advanced taste. 
 
The Inspector concluded that the harm to the significance of the heritage asset 

would not be outweighed by public benefits (NPPF paragraph 134) and the 
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scheme was contrary to Policies DAP4, DAP8 and DAP11. The vertical and 

horizontal splitting of the house were defined as inherently harmful to the 
integrity of the listed building.  

 
A less intensive scheme for the splitting of the dwelling into two apartments was 

also refused earlier this year (W/16/0018). The case officer identified the sub-
division of the property again as harmful to the integrity of the listed building, 
and pointed out the sealing off and removal of doorways, additional doorways, 

and the loss of the utilitarian service area to the eastern side of the house would 
be harmful. The case officer concluded that the horizontal splitting, including the 

internal works which collectively and individually harm the integrity of the listed 
building and would not be outweighed by the public benefits.  
 

The current scheme is less intensive than application W/11/0236, but more 
intensive than application W/16/0018, however, there much fewer alterations 

needed to facilitate the separation of the dwelling. The scheme must however 
overcome the previous refusal reasons and Inspector's decision, which are a 
material consideration. 

 
The impact on the Character and Appearance of the Area/Heritage Asset 

 
Section 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 
imposes a duty when exercising planning functions to pay special attention to the 

desirability of preserving or enhancing the character of a conservation 
area. Section 66 of the same Act imposes a duty to have special regard to the 

desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting when considering whether 
to grant a planning permission which affects a listed building or its setting. 
 

Paragraph 132 of the NPPF states that when considering the impact of a 
proposed development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great 

weight should be given to the asset's conservation. Paragraph 134 of the NPPF 
states that where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm 
to the significance of a designated heritage assets, the harm should be weighed 

against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable 
use. 

 
Historic England have objected to the proposed development as the sub-division 

of the property is not acceptable and no evidence has been produced to suggest 
that it is necessary in order to secure the future of the house. They suggest that 
the property is capable of residential occupation without the need to bring it up 

to current building regulation requirements. They determine that the works to be 
approved must also include the apparently unconsented internal works which 

have an impact on the significance of the building, and should be removed. They 
conclude that no case has been made as to the necessity of dividing the house.  
 

House 
 

The proposed sub-division of the house into three apartments is considered to be 
less intrusive than previous schemes owing to the very limited internal 
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alterations which could generally be reversed in order to convert the property 

back into a single dwelling in the future.  
 

The sub-division of the property would require the sealing shut of some of the 
existing doors and the addition of two new doorways within the ground floor flat. 

It was considered necessary to have additional doorways, otherwise the 
occupants of the ground floor flat would be required to exit the property at the 
rear to access the eastern part of the property from the western section. This 

was not considered to provide a satisfactory standard of living conditions for the 
future occupants of the property. This resulted in careful design to ensure that 

no important historic features would be lost as a result of the additional 
doorways which have been specifically positioned to minimise the harm which 
this would have to the integrity of the listed building.  

 
It is acknowledged that the flow and original domestic layout of the property with 

the grand residential western side and eastern service side with tradesman's 
entrance, etc. would be altered and will have an impact on the listed building.  
 

The applicant has provided details for how soundproofing would be achieved 
between the apartments to meet Building Regulations. This requires only the 

painting of some of the walls of the listed building in Envirograf water based 
paint, which would not harm the character or integrity of the listed building.  
 

The Planning Inspector determined that the harm caused to the listed building for 
the sub-division of the property into four apartments (one more than the current 

proposal) would be considered as less than substantial. Paragraph 134 of the 
NPPF states that where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial 
harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be 

weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its 
optimum viable use.  

 
The best use is considered to be the original and intended use as a single family 
dwellinghouse. However, the property has not been used as such for a number of 

years, leading to the deterioration of the condition of the property. Whilst 
Historic England's comments are noted in relation to the lack of evidence 

presented to clarify that the retention of the property as a single unit is not 
feasible, it has to be accepted that the property needs a significant amount of 

renovation. The sub-division would not harm the fabric of the listed building and 
the concerns of the previous case officer and the Planning Inspector are 
considered to have been overcome. The proposal provides a way forward to 

secure its future so that it is restored and repaired, and could be easily converted 
back into one unit if the opportunity ever presented itself. The additional two 

units will provide public benefit of providing additional homes, as well as bringing 
the building back into beneficial use and the renovation would improve the wider 
appearance of the Conservation Area. Therefore, the public benefits are 

considered to outweigh the harm which the proposed development would cause 
to the integrity of the listed building.  
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Garden 

 
The red line site plan has been amended to include the entire plot, rather than 

sub-dividing the garden which is within the locally important park and garden list 
and forms part of the whole listing of the site. The application will be conditioned 

to prevent sub-division of the garden. 
 
The Conservation Officer has commented that the gardens should be protected 

and also refurbished. The Town Council has also requested that the gardens are 
restored. However, as the agent has confirmed that the garden maintenance will 

be shared by the owners of the proposed residential units and there will be no 
alterations to separate or divide the garden area, it is not considered reasonable 
to request further details in relation to this matter.  

 
The scheme is considered to have a limited visual impact upon the existing 

building and is not therefore considered to affect the visual amenity of the 
streetscene or setting of the Conservation Area in accordance with Policy DAP8. 
 

SUMMARY/CONCLUSION 
 

In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, the public benefits created by 
providing two additional residential units, securing the future of a designated 
heritage asset and improving the appearance of the Conservation Area would 

outweigh the harm caused to the integrity of the listed building as a result of the 
proposed sub-division of the single dwellinghouse into three apartments. There 

would be no detrimental impact caused to neighbouring residential amenity or 
highway safety as a result of the proposed development and therefore, the 
development is considered to be in conformity Local Plan policies and the NPPF.  

 
CONDITIONS 

  
1  The works hereby permitted shall begin not later than three years from 

the date of this consent.  REASON:  To comply with Section 18 of the 
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (as 
amended). 

 
2  The development hereby permitted shall be carried out strictly in 

accordance with the details shown on the site location plan and 
approved amended drawings 1411-P-04_A, 1411-P-05_A and 1411-P-

06_A ,and specification contained therein, submitted on 26th August 
2016.  REASON : For the avoidance of doubt and to secure a 
satisfactory form of development in accordance with Policies DP1 and 

DP2 of the Warwick District Local Plan 1996-2011. 

 
3  No development shall be carried out on the site which is the subject of 

this permission, until large scale details of the proposed additional 

internal doors and their openings and additional staircases to the 
second floor at a scale of 1:5 (including details of materials) have been 
submitted to and approved by the District Planning Authority. The 

development shall not be carried out otherwise than in full accordance 
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with such approved details. REASON: To ensure a high standard of 

design and appearance for this Listed Building, and to satisfy Policy 
DAP4 of the Warwick District Local Plan 1996-2011.  

 
4  There shall be no sub-division of the gardens outlined in red on the 

updated Location Plan submitted to the Local Authority on 2nd August 
2016. REASON: To ensure the protection of the integrity and setting of 
the Listed Building and for the protection of the garden which is 

identified on the locally important park and garden list, and to satisfy 
Policy DAP4 of the Warwick District Local Plan 1996-2011.  

 
  

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

 

 

 


