Historical Analysis:

The original Duke of St. Albans Public House was built in the mid 19th century. At this time the properties to the east on
Swain’s Lane were Stables and a horse stud - Brookfield stud. By the 1920s very little had changed in the area. The
current building was erected in 1953 following bomb damage to its predecessor during the second world war.

Since the 1960s the property has been Improved a number of times, the latest being the investment from the Carob
Tree owners.
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Fig. 9 The original Duke of St Alban’s before war destroyed it.



Local Precedents: Roof-scape Analysis

Given the prominence of the site’s location within the DPCA, the design approach considered local examples of
architectural roof features considered relevant to the development.

However, given that the age and architectural styling of the existing structure, the design approach to create extensions in
a modern idiom rather than inappropriate pastiche was considered most suitable. This approach respects the prevailing
architectural style of the area while being true to the building and the time it was added.

Itis noted that roof extensions in the form of mansards predominate in the area. Mansards are designedin one of 2 ways
(see below). As found on the picture to the right, the residential properties on Highgate Road utilise a raised parapet to
reduce the impact of mansard and provide functional drainage. In the second example to the left the windows and raised
coping are joined in a single detail.

Raised coping detail to the front of the windows
to lessen impact of Mansard

Raised coping detail incorporated with the mansard
roof windows emphasises the height of the building.



Design Consideration: Roof Extension

Avariety of study options were considered for the roof extension. Given the local architectural context studies undertaken and the form of
the building itself, several potential approaches orthemes were tested:

ea natural slate finished pitched or otherwise to extension respecting local architectural context
ea vertical wall and clad solution could be more sympathetic with the building architecture
eavariation in the utilisation of a raised coping to understand impact

eAvariation in the cladding material to the modern option
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Vertical clad option - timber and rendered finish with no raised parapet Vertical clad option - Glass, timber and metal louvres with no raised parapet

Pitched mansard option - natural slate tiled roof with raised parapet. Vertical clad option - glass and lead sheet finish with no parapet.



Design Development - Initial proposal.

An initial application was submitted in November 2009 . The proposal at this time included a glass orangery on the

ground floor, mansard slate tiled roof and a raised parapet as shown below. This application was withdrawn
following communication from the Planning officersin February 2010 and a process of design development was

entered into to address the concern raised by officers.

Main Area to alter
Orangery to ground floor- negative impact on streetscape

Greater compliance with Lifetime Home Standards -
Bathrooms, communal stairs

Revise the roof extension to a design that relates to the
architectural era of the building.

Revise cycle parking layout

Revise style of windows to match existing

Restaurant
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Design Development - proposal.

The first sketches to respond to attempt to address Planning Officer concerns were submitted in February 2010 .
The sketches responded to the objections raised. The mansard roof extension was revised to a more
contemporary approach, Orangery removed and replaced by demountable glass screens to enclose the external
seating area. The style of the windows on the first and second floors were revised to match existing.

Main areas to alter

Remove the demountable screens to existing external seating area
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As an alternative the existing /T
coping is removed and retair@.
A new parapet wall is erected io

éimplify the design of the roof extension and stairwell, utilising materials
present on the existing building

remove the need to railings on /
\ the roof. The existing coping is \
Y reused on the new parapet wall ‘A

Reduce the size of the roof extension setting the walls back from the
street facing elevations.

X / to retain the architectural style of
\ /' the building.
\\/ Ths approach would we feel give
a better proportion to the existing
elevation, while further reduan;j
the visual impact of the roof L — e

extension from street level. =

Remove the ‘Juliette’ balconies and alter frame construction away from
white upvc
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Revise cycle parking layout
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Entrance - North Elevation.
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Ground Floor Plan.



