
Part I
Executive Member: Councillor S. Boulton

WELWYN HATFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL
ESTATE MANAGEMENT SCHEME PANEL -15 AUGUST 2018
REPORT OF THE CORPORATE DIRECTOR (PUBLIC PROTECTION, PLANNING 
AND GOVERNANCE)

6/2018/1275/EM

37 LINKFIELD WELWYN GARDEN CITY AL7 4DN

INSTALLATION OF A REPLACEMENT FRONT DOOR

APPLICANT: Agnieszka Kolodziejczyk
(Hollybush)

1. Background

1.1. The appeal is against the refusal of Estate Management Consent for the 
replacement of a front door to the property. The application (reference: 
6/2018/1275/EM) was refused on the 11 June 2018 for the following reason:

“The proposed design would not be in keeping with the design, appearance, 
and architectural detailing used in the existing building. The proposal would 
therefore be detrimental to the amenities and values of the surrounding area 
and the Garden City, thus contrary to Policy EM4 of the Estate Management 
Scheme”.

1.2 Whilst the reason for refusal refers to Policy EM4 (Hard surfacing), this should 
be EM1 (Extensions and Alterations). Taking into account the wording of the 
reason for refusal, it clearly relates to Policy EM1 and it is not considered that 
the appellant is prejudiced in any way to understand the concerns of the 
development.  Accordingly this appeal is assessed against Policy EM1. 

2. Site Description

2.1. The appeal site, 37 Linkfield, is a mid-terraced two storey dwelling with a 
pitched roof and forms part of a row of four terrace properties. The dwelling is 
located on the east side of Linkfield, which connects Boundary Lane with 
Howlands.

2.2. Front doors within Linkfield follow a fairly uniform pattern in that, the mid-
terraced properties are white in colour, with the top half of the door being 
obscured glazed. Whilst front doors amongst the bookend terraced properties 
are sited on the side elevation often brown in colour, with a Georgian design.

2.3. The front doors are located on the façade of the dwellings increasing their 
prominence within the streetscene. As such, the uniformity of the doors 
contributes to the Georgian architectural details, within the streetscene and 
Garden City.



3. The Proposal

3.1. The proposal seeks Estate Management Consent for a replacement door. The 
proposed door would be Worcester anice anthracite grey, with four vertical 
centred glazed windows, a silver door handle on the side and the letter box 
sited to the bottom of the panels. 

4. Relevant Estate Management History

4.1. Application Number: 6/2018/1096/EM Decision: Decision Date:
Proposal: Installation of solar panels on the roof – retrospective. 

The application above, is due to be taken to arbitration and is also being 
appealed and heard this morning.  

5. Policy

5.1. Estate Management Scheme Policies (October 2008)

EM1 – Extensions and Alterations

6. Representations Received

6.1. No representations have been received.

7. Discussion

7.1. This is an appeal against the refusal of Estate Management Consent. The 
appellant’s letter of appeal is attached at Appendix 1 and the original officer’s 
report for application referenced 6/2018/1275/EM is attached at Appendix 2.

7.2. The key issue in the determination of this appeal is the impact of the proposed 
development upon the amenities and valueS of the Garden City. 

7.3. In recognition of the importance of Welwyn Garden City as a unique town and 
in order to protect the amenities and values of the Garden City, the Estate 
Management Scheme was set up. The purpose of the Management Scheme 
and its importance to homeowners is to ensure that homes and street scenes 
are kept in harmony with the original design and concept of the town.

7.4. Policy EM1 of the Estate Management Scheme (EMS) refers to extensions 
and alterations, and states that extensions and alterations will only be allowed 
where the works are in keeping with the design, appearance, materials and 
architectural detail used in the existing building, and would not harm the 
amenities and values of the area.

7.5. Linkfield is characterised with terraced properties. A common architectural 
design of these terraced properties involve the mid-terraced properties having 
facing frontages onto the highway, whereby the front doors are uniform in 
design and colour, thus being white in colour and having a glazed window in 
the top half of the door and bordered at the bottom half. A fenestration pattern 
within the street scene involves mid terraced properties having front doors 
sited on the front elevations. These doors are therefore highly visible within 
the street scene. Due to such prominence within the streetscene, the front 



doors contribute significantly to the character and values of the surrounding 
area.

7.6. The majority of bookend terrace properties have brown doors, although those 
doors are sited on the side elevations of those properties and appear to 
contribute to the design of the terraced properties. Due to their location, those 
doors are less noticeable within the street scene. Those doors however 
preserve the original Georgian design of the doors, unlike this proposal which 
seeks a modern design. Due to these doors being located on the side 
elevations they are less visible within the streetscene. Nonetheless, they 
contribute to the architectural design, appearance and detailing in the existing 
buildings within Linkfield.  

7.7. The appeal dwelling features characteristics of a Welwyn Garden City 
dwelling, in terms of materials, Georgian glazing design as well as distinct 
architectural features including storm porches and white fenestration.

7.8. The dwelling hosts an existing front door conforming to the uniformity of the 
street scene, in that it has a storm porch, is white in colour, has a design 
whereby the door has a glazed window in the top half of the door, and the 
bottom half is boarded. This design is continued within the mid-terraced 
dwellings in which the appeal property sits. This contributes to the uniform 
design and appearance of the front doors within Linkfield and reflects the 
design and common colour, white, identified within the Garden City. 

7.9. Accordingly, the design and colour of front doors in this area contributes to the 
values and amenities of the area, and this is of particular importance given the 
features of the host appeal dwelling.

7.10. The proposed door would be Worcester anice anthracite grey, with four 
vertical centred glazed windows, a silver door handle on the side and the 
letter box sited to the bottom of the panels. 

7.11. Objections are raised to the detailed design and colour of the door as it would 
contrast with the Georgian style identified with the surrounding mid-terraced 
properties in the area and the architectural design identified within the Garden 
City. 

7.12. The colour and design proposed would result in an incongruous addition to 
the street scene, and as a result would cause harm to the amenities and 
values of the area. This would be readily viewable within the street scene 

7.13. The development would not preserve the unique architectural heritage of the 
town as it causes harm to the character and appearance of the building and 
the street scene. Thus resulting in a detrimental harm upon the amenities and 
values of the Garden City contrary to Policy EM1. 

7.14. A case has been advanced by the appellant in support of the appeal. The 
appellant outlines that doors on this street and within the area have different 



designs and colour. To support the argument the appellant has attached 
several photos.

7.15. Whilst no addresses are provided with the photographs, several are 
identifiable within Linkfield as end terrace properties. As referred to above, 
architectural style and design of the end terraced properties obtain brown 
doors in the side elevation and therefore accord with the architectural style 
and design as discussed above.

7.16. With regard to the remaining doors, no addresses have been provided and it 
is not known if they are within the Estate Management Scheme and if so have 
the appropriate consent. Regardless, every application is considered on its 
own merits and therefore limited weight is given.

7.17. A compelling case has therefore not been made by the appellant to 
demonstrate why the circumstances advanced by the appellants of this 
particular property, when considered in its context, should override the wider 
values and amenities of Linkfield and Garden City. Accordingly, the proposal 
fails to reflect the character and appearance of the terrace properties to which 
it is located and the streetscene of Linkfield. The proposed development 
therefore fails to maintain the amenities and values of the Estate Management 
Area.

8. Conclusion

8.1. No additional evidence or information has been put forward by the appellant 
which adds to or would alter officer’s recommendation. The proposed colour 
of the new front door, design, and appearance in a prominent location of 
Linkfield, would be unacceptable and have a detrimental impact on the 
character and appearance of the appeal property, the row of terrace 
properties in which it is located and the surrounding street scene. Therefore 
the proposed colour and design of the door would cause harm to the values 
and amenities of the area and the proposal fails to accord with Policy EM1 of 
the Welwyn Garden City Estate Management Scheme. 

9. Recommendation

9.1. That the Members uphold the delegated decision and dismiss the appeal.

Name of Author: Clare Howe 

Title: Development Management Officer

Date: 20 July 2018

Background papers:

Appendix 1: Appellants grounds of appeal

Appendix 2: Original delegated officer’s report




