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1.0. Introduction   

 

1.1.  This Design and Access Statement has been prepared in support of an application for planning 

permission for the provision of a new front wall and fencing, replacement front ground-floor 

window and repointing of the front elevation at 6 Queen Annes Grove, Bedford Park, 

Chiswick,W4 1HN. 

 

1.2 It is prepared in accordance with the Design Council document “Design and Access 

Statements: How to write, read and use them”.  

 

1.3 The statement should be read in conjunction with the drawings prepared by Franklyn Nevard 

Associates which accompany the planning application.  

 

1.4 An assessment of the heritage impacts of the proposal is also set out within the relevant 

section of this statement. 

 

 

2.0 Site Context 

 

2.1 6 Queen Annes Grove is a detached two-storey property located to the east side of the road. 

A photograph of the front of the property is included on submitted plan 2013/2/01 Rev A.  

 

2.2 The location of the site is highlighted in red in the extract below.  
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2.3 The property lies within the Bedford Park Conservation Area. The Council’s Conservation Area 

Appraisal identifies this area of Queen Annes Grove as falling in Character Area 3.1 (part of 

the Inner Residential area identified as the Pre-Shaw phase) of the Conservation Area, and 

highlights this area as; 

 

 “It is clear from the design of the eighteen houses at the south end of The Avenue that Carr 

was reaching from the outset for a particular character and architectural style, even if it took 

several attempts to actually achieve it. The height of houses is two storeys, with dormers to 

the roof. There are generous gaps between the semi-detached houses, materials are generally 

bricks. Despite the criticism which they suffered at the time, these houses are of competent 

design, but clearly do not display the flair which Norman Shaw brought to the next phases of 

work. The boundary fences on the street were originally intended as close-boarded fences, 

lower and plain, offering a much less distinctive street presence.  

The corners at Nos 1 and 2 are especially important, as they have the original Godwin pair of 

houses dating from 1876, by E W Godwin which are tall, 3-storey designs clad in red brick and 

having tile-hung gable above the bow windows. 

 Bedford Park had here not yet found its full flavour, although this area remains of great 

historical significance and an integral part of the whole”. 

 

2.4 Specific commentary on the houses in Queen Annes Grove is also found within the assessment 

of Character Area 3.2, where it is stated; 

 

 “Queen Anne’s Grove sits just behind The Avenue, to the west, and it is a long, straight road 

that mirrors the stature and prominence of this main street. Its south end, at Bedford Road, is 

‘closed’ by two prominent 3- storey houses designed by Godwin.  

The north end, by contrast, has a more open character, due to the small, 2-storey cottages at 

the top end of Marlborough Crescent. Looking north, it is possible to see glimpses of the yellow 

stock faces of Nos 41-45 Marlborough Crescent.  

 

The corners at the south end are strongly anchored by the Godwin houses, being prominent 

townscape features. No.1 on the west has a tall gable end to the street and a pitched slope to 

Bedford Road. No.2, to the east is the other half of a handed pair but has two distinctive, tiny 

oriel bay windows at the 1st floor that mark the corner.  
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The block patterns are tall, 3-storey, semi-detached houses. There is also one large, impressive 

terrace at Nos. 15 – 25 Queen Anne’s Grove, halfway up the west side. Except for this terrace, 

there are prominent gaps between the pairs of houses and there are also many side porches, 

for example at Nos. 24, 26, 29, 33 and 35. The gaps between houses are more generous at the 

north end, starting from Nos. 24 (east side), and No.29 (west side). Due to these large gaps, 

there is an open aspect to the north end. The top houses, at Nos. 30 (east) and 35 (west), are 

detached. The north end of the street, above Nos. 30 & 35, culminates with two distinctly 

smaller cottages at Nos. 16 and 18 Marlborough Crescent. The wide gaps between these 

cottages and the taller 3-storey houses give characteristic neighbourhood glimpses of scenic 

Dutch gables beyond (mostly to Marlborough Crescent). The scale of the buildings is very tall, 

compared with neighbouring streets. Heights are mainly 3-storey giving an imposing presence 

in the Grove”. 

 

2.5 The property is otherwise unconstrained and is located entirely in Flood Zone 1.   

 

 

3.0 The Design Approach 

 

3.1 Chapter 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the Government’s aims 

to achieve well-designed places.  

 

3.2 It states (paragraph 126) that; 

 

 “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”.  
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3.3 The above has formed the basis of the design approach taken in respect of this proposal. The 

applicant, supported by Franklyn Nevard Associates, has consulted with the Bedford Park 

Conservation Area Panel in the design of this proposal with the overall aim of achieving a high 

standard of design that would complement the surroundings and ensure the development sits 

comfortably within the Conservation Area and the streetscene in particular. The following sets 

out how each of the various design matters have been addressed. 

 

 Use 

 

3.4 There would be no change in the use of the property. The new frontage wall and fence would 

simply provide enclosure to the existing open frontage of the property, with the new window 

and repointing simply being works of upgrade/repair.  

 

3.5 The use is wholly consistent with surrounding land uses and, given the location of the site 

within an established residential area, the principle of such development is appropriate and 

acceptable. 

 

 Layout 

 

3.6 The new wall and fence would sit on the same line as the existing wall and pillars. No change 

is proposed to the size or form of the window.  

 

3.7 The layout of the site would be largely unchanged by this proposal, save for the provision of a 

slightly larger gate opening.  

 

Amount 

 

3.8 The proposal seeks permission for a front wall/fence and associated pedestrian gate and a 

replacement window to the front elevation.  

 

 

 

 



P a g e  | 7 

 Landscaping 

 

3.9 Given the nature of the proposal, there is no opportunity for new soft landscaping to be 

incorporated in the scheme.  

 

 Appearance 

 

3.10 The proposed wall would be constructed of red brick to match the existing house and is topped 

with solider course. The new fence above the wall will be of Oak construction, and would 

appear as per the image below.  

  

 

3.11 In consultation with the Bedford Park Society, it was confirmed that; 

 

 “I agree that removing the brick would help change the general appearance, but I hope you 

will copy your neighbour at no.4 and replace with a simple close boarded fence, as would have 

been the original, though there would have been oak posts rather than concrete. 

 

So many people think that the white palisade is/was the' Bedford Park fence', but old 

photographs show us the there were only a few to the R N Shaw houses in Woodstock Road. 

They are sometimes now felt to be appropriate to some of the larger houses (though not to 

the Godwin houses which were built before Shaw became the Estate Architect), but the simpler 

fences - and gates - suit the more ‘cottage’ houses by Shaw, such as yours and no.6. 

 

I hope you agree with our preference: no doubt you will make your own decision with your 

architect”. 
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3.12 These comments have been really helpful to the development of the proposal now brought 

before the Council, and demonstrate that the design and appearance of the scheme has 

responded to the Conservation Area and would preserve its character.  

 

3.13 In reflecting elements elsewhere in the streetscene, the proposal will not be out of keeping 

with other frontage treatments and thereby also protects the appreciation of the streetscene.  

 

Access 

 

3.14 The proposal makes changes to the pedestrian access to the site, but these have been 

designed so as to enhance accessibility and offer security to the property.  

 

 

4.0 Heritage Impacts 

 

4.1 The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 places a duty on local 

planning authorities to have special regard to the desirability of preserving or enhancing 

conservation areas (Section 72). 

 

4.2 Section 16 of the NPPF sets out the Government’s position on the conservation and 

enhancement of the historic environment. Paragraph 194 of the NPPF requires applicants to 

describe the impact of proposals on the significance of any heritage asset to a level of detail 

proportionate to the assets’ importance. As set out above, this should be no more than is 

sufficient to understand the potential of that impact on the significance. Paragraph 195 

requires local planning authorities to identify and assess the particular significance of any 

heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal (including by development affecting the 

setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence and any necessary 

expertise. They should take this assessment into account when considering the impact of a 

proposal on a heritage asset, to avoid or minimise conflict between the heritage asset’s 

conservation and any aspect of the proposal. 

 

4.3 Paragraph 197 sets out that in determining planning applications, local planning authorities 

should take account of:  
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●  the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and 

putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;  

●  the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to 

sustainable communities including their economic vitality; and  

●  the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local 

character and distinctiveness. 

 

4.4 Paragraph 199 of the NPPF apportions great weight to a designated asset’s conservation. The 

more important the asset, the greater the weight should be. The NPPF highlights that 

significance can be harmed or lost through physical change and any harm requires clear and 

convincing justification. 

 

4.5 Paragraphs 200 and 201 address how local planning authorities should deal with situations 

where the assessment of impacts has identified harm to a heritage asset.  

 

4.6 At the local level, Policy 7C of the London Borough of Ealing’s Development Management DPD 

(2013) states, inter alia, that “Development within or affecting the setting of Conservation 

Areas should; a) retain and enhance characteristic features and detailing and avoid the 

introduction of design and materials that undermine the significance of the conservation area, 

and: b) retain elements identified as contributing positively and seek to improve or replace 

elements identified as detracting from the Conservation Area”.  

 

4.7 These legislative and policy provisions thereby identify a need to assess the significance of the 

heritage asset in a proportionate manner, identify the impact of the proposed development 

on that significance, balance any harm arising against the public benefits and ensure that the 

special character of the building is preserved and, where possible, enhanced. 

  

4.8 It is clear that the primary impacts to be taken into account here are the impact on the 

Conservation Area, as per the requirements of section 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990.  
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4.9 The impacts on significance here are visual ones. The proposal seeks only to alter the front 

boundary of the property providing a differing wall/fence and gates. The tests here, are, 

therefore, to what extent this proposal would have an impact on the Conservation Area 

through its visibility in public views and through the alteration to the streetscene.  

 

4.10 Frontages along this part of Queen Annes Grove are varied, as demonstrated by the images 

below. 

  

  
 

4.11 In most instances, the areas to the front of properties are enclosed such that parking of cars 

cannot occur off-road. As the response from the Bedford Park Society identifies, “…many 

people think that the white palisade is/was the' Bedford Park fence', but old photographs show 

us the there were only a few to the R N Shaw houses in Woodstock Road. They are sometimes 

now felt to be appropriate to some of the larger houses (though not to the Godwin houses 

which were built before Shaw became the Estate Architect), but the simpler fences - and gates 

- suit the more ‘cottage’ houses by Shaw…”. The approach taken here is, therefore, a response 

to the simpler enclosures that previously existed here and is, therefore, an appropriate 

response to the streetscene.  

 

4.12  The applicant has engaged with the Bedford Park Society l to seek to ensure that this proposal 

is sensitive to the Conservation Area and the appreciation of the site within the context of the 



P a g e  | 11 

existing frontages. The use of appropriate materials has been agreed such as to bring this 

frontage in line with the character of the historical phase in which this property was erected. 

The change to the window is nothing more than a like-for-like replacement due to the poor 

condition of the window in situ. The repointing of the property is also a repair, seeking to 

ensure that the property makes a positive contribution to the streetscene as well as being well 

maintained and preserved,  

 

4.12 The proposals would, therefore, preserve the character of the Conservation Area as they 

would not give rise to any tangible harm to the Conservation Area. As such, the provisions of 

paragraphs 200 and 201 of the NPPF are not engaged and the proposal can be seen to comply 

with policy 7C.  

 

 

5.0 Conclusion 

 

5.1  The proposed changes to the frontage of this property have been developed in conjunction 

with advice from the Bedford Park Society so as to ensure that they are well designed and in-

keeping with the style and character of the streetscene and the conservation area, consistent 

with the aims of the Council’s planning policies and the wider aims of the NPPF as a whole.  

 

5.2 The proposed development would enable the continued enclosure of the frontage of the 

property without causing harm to the character of the house and the conservation area and 

would offer the opportunity to provide a wall, fence and gate that are more in keeping with 

the general character of frontage boundaries in this street.  

 

5.3 The works of repair to the front of the property through replacement of the window and 

repointing would also enhance and preserve the building in a manner consistent with its long 

term conservation.  

 

5.4 For all of these reasons, it is respectfully requested that the local planning authority grant 

planning permission for this modest development in the terms requested. 

  


