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Green Acres, 34 Bridge Street, Barford, Warwick, CV35 8EH 

Re-submission of application [W09/1474] for the retrospective permission for a 
new 1.6m high timber fence to the boundary of property fronting the highway 

FOR Mr Locker 

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

This application is being presented to Committee due to an objection from the 
Parish Council having been received. 
 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS 
 

Barford Sherbourne and Wasperton Joint Parish Council: The JPC objects 
to this proposal for the following reasons: 

1 This site is in a conservation area (CA) - the new fence categorically neither 
maintains nor enhances the CA 
2 The dwelling and the new fence are at the northerly entrance to the  village 

and present an image neither consistent with the village nor with the 
conservation area 

3 The new fence abuts the historic Barford Bridge and due to its height, 
intrusiveness and stark nature dominates this CA scene 
4 Historically this has been an open site frontage apart from the planting of trees 

- some of which have already been removed by the applicant without CA 
permissions 

5 The new fence disrupts and obstructs views into and out of the village - views 
specifically identified in the recently produced and WDC approved Barford Village 
Design Statement 

6 At a distance the fence has the appearance of a utility "stockade", possibly 
made out of recycled pallets, although on close inspection it appears to be 

extremely well made 
7 It is understood that the Planning Officer has drawn parallels to the other 
boundary treatments along Bridge Street, but it is not believed that this 

comparison is valid as all the other boundaries are brick and significantly lower, 
hence the new fence stands out as very prominent. 

8 The applicant claims that the fence is needed for security purposes but the 
gate is always kept open. 
9 The change in design does not ameliorate the impact of the fence. 

 
1 public response: Objects on grounds of: 

  
 It is totally out of character with the open plan design of the bungalow.  I 

would not be surprised to find that there is a covenant on the property to 

retain this open plan aspect. 
 It is very high and right on the boundary of the pavement 

 The fencing cuts off the view across the water meadows 



 To my knowledge this garden has been un-fenced for over 30 years.  Since 
the property was previously a blacksmith's yard, I think it unlikely that it was 

ever fenced. 
 It has been erected within the conservation area 

 Is abuts the historic old river bridge 
 The design of the fencing does not enhance the property indeed it does the 

exact opposite and looks like some sort of semi-industrial compound. 

 If it was designed as a security barrier, I would like to point out that since its 
erection the gates have been left fully open therefore not achieving that 

purpose. 
 
1 public response: Objects on grounds of out of character with neighbouring 

properties and the environment of the village, height and inappropriate 
materials, highway safety, Severn Trent issues.  

 
Council for Protection of Rural England: Objects. Unfortunately we are still 
of the view that the fencing is out of character and clashes with the ancient 

stone bridge which it adjoins. 
 

RELEVANT POLICIES 
 

 DAP4 - Protection of Listed Buildings (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 
2011) 

 DAP8 - Protection of Conservation Areas (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 

2011) 
 DP1 - Layout and Design (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 2011) 

 DP2 - Amenity (Warwick District Local Plan 1996 - 2011) 
 Barford Village Design Statement (September 2009) 
 

PLANNING HISTORY 
 

W74/0151 - Granted for extension to dwelling 
W09/1474 - Refused for a retrospective application for the erection of a 
boundary fence fronting the highway 

 
KEY ISSUES 

 
The Site and its Location 
 

The application property is a detached bungalow which lies on the entrance to 
Barford Village, to the South East of Barford Bridge and is located to the East of 

Bridge Street. 
 
Details of the Development 

 
The applicant has erected a 1.6 metre high timber palisade boarded fence 

adjacent to the highway with vehicle entrance gates and public entrance gate 
which are set back 5.2 metres from the public footpath.  This application 
includes the staining of the retrospective fence and the introduction of a stone 

pier adjacent the Listed Bridge. 
 

Assessment 



 
The principal issues are the impact on the street scene, within the Conservation 

Area, and the impact on the setting of the adjacent Listed Bridge. 
 

This application relates to a retrospective fence that was previously Refused at 
Planning Committee on 27th January, 2010 under Planning Application number 
W/09/1474.   

 
The timber palisade fence to the front of 34 Bridge Street is visible within the 

street scene, however, the fence will be stained dark brown to match existing 
fences within the area and is of a simple design which , in my opinion, does not 
adversely  impact on the adjacent Listed Bridge.    Also, the fence is 

approximately 1.6 metres high, with no 'Permitted Development' rights removed 
from the application property. Therefore, if the fence was one metre in height 

adjoining the highway, the fence would be classed as 'Permitted Development' , 
whilst the entrance gates and public gate, which are presently set back 
approximately 5.2 metres from the public footpath, do not require Planning 

Permission. On balance, I  am of the opinion, that the additional height to the 
fencing does not result in it being unduly discordant in its context and the 

existence of the one metre high fallback position reinforces my view on this 
issue..   

 
The retrospective fence and gates have been erected using natural materials and  
a dark brown stain will lessen the brightness of the existing fence.  Also, the 

agent has taken into consideration the impact on the adjacent Listed Bridge and 
has, therefore, introduced a stone pier feature which tapers down to the level of 

the bridge wall and will be constructed  of a stone that will match the colour of 
the bridge.  I am of the view that the fence  is of a modest height and a not  
uncommon form of boundary enclosure .  Bridge Street generally has properties 

which are close to the footway or walled gardens abutting the footway and has 
an enclosed character and although the development is within the setting of the 

Listed Bridge, it is not attached to the Bridge Wall,  and is not considered to 
unacceptably harm its setting. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

GRANT, subject to the conditions listed below. 
 
CONDITIONS 

  
1  The development hereby permitted shall be retained strictly in 

accordance with the details shown on the approved drawing 606-10, 
and specification contained therein, submitted on 22nd March, 2010 
unless first agreed otherwise in writing by the District Planning 

Authority.  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. 
 

2  Samples of the materials for the new stone pier and details of the stain 

to be used on the retrospective fence hereby permitted, shall be 
submitted to and approved by the District Planning Authority within one 

month of the date of this decision.  Development shall be carried out in 



accordance with the approved details within one month of the approval 
of materials and stain colour. REASON : To ensure that the visual 

amenities of the area are protected, and to satisfy the requirements of 
Policy DP1 of the Warwick District Local Plan 1996-2011. 

 
INFORMATIVES 
 

For the purposes of Article 22 of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Development Procedure) (England) (Amendment) Order 2003, the following 

reason(s) for the Council's decision are summarised below: 
 
In the opinion of the District Planning Authority, the development would not 

cause unacceptable harm to the architectural and historic character of the 
Conservation Area within which the site is located. Furthermore, the proposal 

would not adversely affect the amenity of nearby residents. The proposal is 
therefore considered to comply with the policies listed. 

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


