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CONSERVATION AND DESIGN COMMENTS  
Site Address:		14 Eastbury Road Northwood 
Planning ref:		14034/APP/2026/1143
Case Officer:		Sharan Singh 
Conservation Officer:	Neil Robertson	  
Date of comments:	September 2026
Proposal:	Extensions to dwelling 	   
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1. Background  
10-16 Eastbury Road is a group of locally listed detached houses built between 1907 and 1914 by Harry Neal and designed by C H B Quennell in an Arts and Crafts style with later additions and alterations. They make a positive contribution to the character of the conservation area via the street scene and the local character and are locally listed.  No 10 now has a white render. Number 12 is red brick with a tile hipped roof, slightly projecting right wing with gable. Number 14 in dark red brick with light red brick for decorative use and tile hung, it has a prominent central gable with exposed chimney breast, this has the strongest vernacular Arts and Crafts character of the group. Number.16 is more classical in character with symmetrical red brick elevations and a tiled hipped roof, dentil cornice and large sash windows with gauged brick arches and key stone.
In relation to number 14 as noted it is a particularly good example of the arts and crafts type dwelling within the Frithwood conservation area. This character has generally been maintained. The garden and gaps between properties add to the setting. 
  
1. Proposal  
  
Extensions and alterations
  
1. Impact  
  We would object and recommend refusal. The proposals would be most detrimental to the character of the house and impact on the wider group and conservation area. ( It should be noted that this property is in the Frithwood Conservation Area not the Town Centre Conservation Area as stated in the attached heritage statement). This was designated specifically to protect the grander higher status dwellings set out during the Edwardian and inter war period with the arrival of the metropolitan railway.

The property is an excellent example of the type and also forms part of a group of high quality locally listed buildings. Due to its height and width relative to the west elevation the proposed first floor rear extension would be visually disruptive to the dwelling and a less considered add on not in keeping with the arts and crafts style of the original.  The lack of any notable features of interest apart from a window on its west elevation would serve to emphasise its bulk and massing and coupled with the inappropriate garage and single storey extension to the other flank would have a most detrimental impact. The proposed rear extension is substantial and completely at odds with the existing architecture taking a very paired down neo classical form . This would undermine the appearance of the dwelling. It  would detract from and weaken the positive historic and architectural qualities of number 14. In addition the proposed new door position and porch are particularly out of keeping and most harmful failing to respect or respond to the architectural character of the building. Furthermore the addition of numerous rooflights appears not only unnecessary but very visually disruptive to the roofscape. 
 Overall, the proposed development would not be well-integrated and  completely fails to harmonise with the high quality architecture of the existing house. 
Consequently, the proposed development would not preserve the character or appearance of the conservation area. As the harm to the character and appearance of the conservation area identified above would not extend beyond the local area, the proposed development would cause less than substantial harm to the significance of the conservation area as a designated heritage asset, but nevertheless this harm is of considerable importance and weight. The Framework advises that such harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposed development.  It would cause less than substantial harm to the locally listed building at a high level. This is due to the proposals severely denigrating the architectural quality of this fine arts and crafts house. 

Conclusions
 The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (as amended) provides at s72(1) that with respect to any buildings or other land in a conservation area, special attention shall be paid to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area.
The proposal harms the significance of both the designated conservation area and the non designated listed building. There are items put forward in the heritage statement to suggest some benefit but these relate to standard repairs which is not considered a benefit as these need to be regularly undertaken by any homeowner. Some modest energy efficiency savings which has a nominal public benefit. Claims that a house recently marketed at £3million lacks adequate accommodation and could be harmed through the adoption of another viable use seems in the current financial climate exceptionally unlikely.
We therefore believe that the public benefits do not outweigh the harms and would object and recommend refusal.  
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