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CONSERVATION CASEWORK LOG NOTES DECEMBER 2017 
The GT conservation team received 123 new cases in England and three cases in Wales during December in addition to ongoing work on previously logged cases. Written responses were submitted by the GT and/or CGTs for the following cases. In addition to the responses below, four ‘No Comment’ responses were lodged by the GT and six by the CGTs in response to planning applications included in the weekly lists.
	Site
	County
	GT Ref
	Reg Grade
	Proposal
	Written Response


	ENGLAND

	Eton & Eton Wick Neighbourhood Plan
	Berkshire
	E16/1047
	n/a
	NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN Neighbourhood Plan for the designated area of Eton and Eton Wick Regulation 14 "Pre-Submission" Consultation https://etontowncouncil.wordpress.com/2016/10/13/consultation-update-on-neighbourhood-plan/ etoncouncil@aol.com
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 23.12.2017
You invited the Berkshire Gardens Trust to comment on the Submission version of the Neighbourhood Plan, which I am pleased to do on their behalf. The BGT is part of the Gardens Trust which incorporates the County Gardens Trust and the Garden History Society which is a statutory consultee on Planning Applications affecting registered parks and gardens.
The first paragraph of Chapter 6 (p41) of the document neatly sums up the purpose of the Berkshire Gardens Trust. We seek to preserve the registered and other important parks and gardens, historic or contemporary, for the benefit of future generations. We do recognise the need for housing and other development but seek to ameliorate the damage caused to the environment.
We therefore commend the authors of the Plan for their aspirations. The Plan goes on in Chapter 6 to set out the grounds for the preservation of the open spaces in the Eton and Eton Wick area. The Plan does not specifically record the importance of maintaining the open spaces which form part of Eton College, whilst noting their existence. We would include a comment to the effect that the land forming part of the College, including its designed gardens and ‘borrowed landscape’ views towards the river plain, is important should not be developed. We may say that we are not aware of any proposals to do so. This land like much of the other open land in the area does form a natural floodplain, which is another reason for not allowing development there. 
We would also commend the limited extent to which any development should be permitted in the area covered by the Plan. Apart from the value to the residents of preserving open space and not destroying our heritage, the pressure on the infrastructure, particularly sewage and flood relief makes it vital the area is not overdeveloped.
In short there is much in this plan with which we agree, and apart from the note about the importance of preserving the open and designed garden spaces forming part of Eton College, we do not seek any other amendment.
Yours faithfully,
Charles Elly DL
Chairman of the Berkshire Gardens Trust

	Hall Place
	Berkshire
	E16/1092
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Development of a care village comprising of a 50 bedroom care home, village care and wellbeing centre, 26 assisted living units, 82 independent living units, landscaping, parking and associated new access drive. Land At BCA And Bordered By Main Buildings To North And Dellars Copse To South Burchetts Green Road Burchetts Green Maidenhead. RESIDENTIAL, INSTITUTION

OUTCOME Call In

Appeal No APP/T0355/V/17/3185731

Public enquiry

08.12.207 Application referred back to Planning Panel for re-consideration with strong recommendation for refusal
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 08.12.2017
The Berkshire Gardens Trust is making this submission as a member of The Gardens Trust & as a statutory consultee regarding the above application for decision to The Secretary of State.
The primary reference & material consideration, Hall Place, is on the national register of parks & gardens & additionally is a listed building in its own right. The projected development lies in its totality in a high profile position in the designated landscape within the curtilage of a Grade 1 listed series of buildings & a further Grade 2 building. Although there has been permitted development south of the Grade 1 Mansion, Hall Place, this has been within the existing permitted planning envelope & completed prior to the parkland listing in 2004. 
The proposal creates a built mass outside the permitted development envelope & within the designated landscape far in excess of that which currently exists south of & including the Grade 1 Mansion. The impact upon the protected landscape will be entirely intrusive creating a dominant feature completely altering the historic Grade 2 setting of the Grade1 listing at the built level. An impact assessment from viewpoints south & west of the parkland, particularly from roads & access points on Ashley Hill come to a similar conclusion, this development within its parkland setting will effectively urbanise the landscape.
It was noted that a golf course had been constructed within the parkland at an earlier date, observation concludes that this is no longer in use & that the development has not materially altered the general setting of Hall Place to the south & west, a country house set in parkland. 
We have also noted the proposed route of the access road. In itself, this will be highly visible in relation to the main entrance & driveway to Hall Place & will therefore considerably detract from the historic frontal view of a typical early Georgian setting. 
We would like to draw your attention to the National Planning Policy Guidance. In particular, we would like to stress the requirement for consideration whether there will be any harm to the significance of the setting for this designated landscape and more especially the setting of Hall Place and its associated historic features.
It is our view that the development of a ‘Care Village’ in the location south of the Mansion at Hall Place is totally inappropriate within the historic setting of the Grade 2 park landscape & within the immediate curtilage of a Grade 1 listed building. The scale & impact will ensure that the new development becomes the dominant feature. In our view, the proposal defies the guidance set out in policy for historic landscape settings.
We would be grateful to be advised of the decision of The Secretary of State in respect of this application.
Yours faithfully,
Charles Elly DL, Chairman of the Berkshire Gardens Trust

	Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan
	Buckinghamshire
	E16/0568
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Draft Plan for public consultation  http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/vale-aylesbury-local-plan-draft-plan customerfulfilment@aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 15.12.2017
Thank you for inviting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee to comment on your Draft Local Plan. Please accept our apologies for the slight delay in getting our comments to you in time but I hope that you will still be able to take them into account.
Built Environment, Chapter 8. Paragraph 8.16 (p213) refers to us as the Garden History Society. We merged with the Association of Gardens Trusts in July 2015 and have been known as The Gardens Trust since then, so it would be helpful if you could please correct that paragraph. 
In addition, undesignated historic parks and gardens are not specifically referred to. The proposals maps (Policies Maps) do not show any national or local heritage designations (Scheduled Monuments, Registered Parks & Gardens or Conservation Areas), which is a missed opportunity as the maps show national and locally designated landscape areas.
We also have the following comments to make with regard to proposed housing allocations :
Halton – HAL003 will have a direct impact on the Registered Park and Gardens at Halton House, despite the statement at 4.135 (p125) which claims incorrectly that the site outline excludes Halton House and its grounds. If fact only the immediate pleasure grounds around the house are excluded, not the wider parkland. The Halton Brook Business Park is also within the Registered Park and any further development will also affect the setting of the undesignated historic parkland of Green Park.
Waddesdon – WAD004 and WAD006 will have a visual impact on the setting of the Registered Park and Gardens of Waddesdon Manor.
Aylesbury – AGT2 will have a visual impact on the setting of the Registered Park and Gardens of Hartwell House. 
AST003 has a direct impact on the undesignated historic park and garden of Rookery Park, Aston Clinton (although it’s unclear if the park survives to any significant extent).
Stone – STO008 is within the undesignated historic therapeutic grounds of St John’s Hospital (site of the former County Asylum). 
We would be grateful if you could also please consider the following comments with regard to existing employment allocations :
Silverstone – The existing Business Park has a direct impact on the Registered Park and Gardens of Silverstone – The existing Business Park has a direct impact on the Registered Park and Gardens of Stowe.
Westcott – The existing Employment Zone has a visual impact on the settings of the Registered Parks and Gardens of Waddesdon Manor and of Wotton Underwood. 
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Combermere Abbey
	Cheshire
	E17/1037
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION New permanent wedding pavilion building as replacement to the temporary marquee structure in the Walled Garden at Combermere Abbey, conversion of existing ancillary structures to a catering facility and insertion of a disabled toilet into the existing Game Keeper's cottage. COMBERMERE ABBEY, COMBERMERE PARK DRIVE, COMBERMERE, WHITCHURCH, CHESHIRE SY13 4AJ. HOTEL/HOSPITALITY
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 05.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. We have liaised with our colleagues in the Cheshire Gardens Trust (CGT) and are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this application, which has a material impact on the significance of Combermere Abbey a historic designed landscape which is registered by Historic England at Grade II. The inclusion of this site on the national register is a material consideration.
CGT have visited the site, including the walled gardens with marquee and appreciate the efforts of the owner to make the historic site sustainable and the challenges that this presents. 
The significance of the park and gardens of Combermere Abbey lie in their Cistercian origins, survival and intactness, ancient trees, collection of historic buildings and walled kitchen garden. The walled kitchen garden is an integral part of the historic park, and essential to the function and understanding of the estate. The shape of the walled kitchen garden with its semi circular compartment to the north is, to our knowledge, unique in Cheshire. The semi circular glasshouse is also unusual, has been carefully restored, and a fruit maze planted - a contemporary addition but one in keeping with the layout, symmetry and historic use of the kitchen gardens.
The Design and Access Statement and Heritage Statement application describes the history of the walled kitchen garden but does not analyse its significance or determine the impact of the proposals on that significance, as required by Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy 2010 – 2030, Policy SE 7, 2. Interventions are described (16) in terms of proposed work affecting the walls, but no evidence is provided of consideration to the space enclosed by the walls which is the walled kitchen garden. 
The significance of a walled garden lies not simply in its enclosing walls but more importantly in its roll as a sheltered environment for horticulture. The negative impact of filling these garden spaces in whole or in part with buildings should be seen to be as damaging as filling a lawn or pleasure garden with buildings. 
The proposed development, if permitted, would result in a permanent building that has no historic precedent here, irreversible change that precludes future options for use, and loss of the significance of the walled kitchen garden. It is contrary to Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy 2010 – 2030, 13.61 ”Once lost or altered, features of the historic environment cannot be replaced”, and Policy SE 7 The Historic Environment: “...The character, quality and diversity of the historic environment will be conserved and enhanced. All new development should see to avoid harm to heritage assets...”
We concur with the opinion expressed in the pre-application advice that the proposal can be regarded as an exception under Policy PG 6, “for development that is essential for the expansion or redevelopment of an existing business”, but surely not in contravention of the Historic Environment policy SE 7 mentioned above? The application provides no evidence of consideration of alternative options to provide facilities outside the walled kitchen gardens, options which might meet the client’s business needs without significant harm to heritage assets.
The Gardens Trust and CGT object to the present application. If permitted it would cause irreversible harm to the significance of a Grade II RPG and result in loss of significance to an important element of this designated historic designed landscape. It is also in contravention of Cheshire East’s own planning policies and procedures.
We would be grateful to be advised of your decision, or if further information is submitted. 
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Tabley House
	Cheshire
	E17/1120
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION and Listed Building Consent Amendments to previously approved extensions ref: 16/2815M. WHITE LODGE, CHESTER ROAD, TABLEY WA16 0HF. MISCELLANEOUS
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.12.2017
The Gardens Trust (GT) was surprised to be notified about the above applications by the Cheshire Gardens Trust (CGT) as Cheshire East does mostly consult the GT in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens. We would be most grateful if you could please ensure that such omissions do not occur again in future, and we attach a copy of our planning leaflet setting out guidance for LPAs. 
These applications relate to an original application 13/1417M - Extensions and alterations to existing listed building. The White Lodge is situated within the historic designed landscape of Tabley, which is registered by HE at Grade II. The inclusion of this site on the national register is a material consideration in planning. In the original application the applicant made no mention of the RPG and neither did the planning officer in his report which led to approval of the application, and which included the sentence “A boundary treatment is suggested via condition”. The notice of decision included the following condition: “4 - Prior to commencement, a plan indicating the positions, design, materials and type of boundary treatment to be erected shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The boundary treatment shall be completed before first occupation. The boundary treatment shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details and permanently retained unless otherwise first approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Reason : To ensure adequate and appropriate treatment to all boundaries in the interests of the visual amenity of the locality in accordance with Policy BE1 and DC8 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan 2004.”
It is not known whether these details were received and if so, what was approved. 
We understand that the lodge was sold in 2016 and that the new owners acquired additional land, part of the designated historic landscape, from Crown Estates. Neither the original application nor any of the subsequent applications including those listed above encompass the ancillary work which has taken place on site this year. This work includes a 2m boundary mound to the Chester Road, metal mesh fencing and gate piers.
While in principal we support the extension and alteration of the White Lodge in order to create a viable dwelling and sustain this important and highly visible listed building, we deplore the ancillary work that has taken place without planning permission. The deposition of soil or subsoil on part of the application site, and its consequent material effects which alter the profile of the land, both constitute development as defined by section 55 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. The use of land for deposition of soil constitutes a material change of use and the alteration in the profile of land constitutes an engineering operation. 
The ancillary works which have taken place within the curtilage of the listed building and within the registered parkland, severely degrade the setting and significance of the listed building, alter the character of the registered landscape, and destroy the meaning of the lodge as a historic gateway to the park and Tabley House. The lodge is situated on a drive that was formerly the original Northwich to Knutsford road which passed through the park before being diverted to its present course to avoid passing in front of Tabley House. The White Lodge situated within the historic landscape forms part of the character of the Chester Road, visible to thousands of motorists every day.
We have attached images to indicate the nature of the damage caused by these works.
We request that Cheshire East take immediate action to ensure that statutory procedures are followed, using enforcement powers if necessary to undo the land profiling undertaken without planning permission, and request that you keep us informed of the steps taken.
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Greenway
	Devon
	E17/0459
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Hybrid Planning Application comprising: Full planning permission for part demolition of existing buildings and removal of existing marina pontoons and buoys; redevelopment comprising a new marina of 232 berths with associated infrastructure including a new quay wall, public slipway and passenger ferry pontoon; boatyard with associated infrastructure, retail/cafe/commercial/education and training units (3,233 sq m Use Classes A1/A3/B1/B2/B8/D1), drystack boat storage facility, decked car park, water treatment works, electricity substations; a hotel (4,650 sq m); 39 residential units (Use Class C3); public square, car parking and access. Outline planning permission for part demolition, and residential development up to 91 units (Use Class C3) with associated car parking, landscaping and public realm works and an electricity substation. Noss Marina, Bridge Road, Kingswear TQ6 0EA. MAJOR HYBRID
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application which affects Greenway, an historic designed landscape included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
The Gardens Trust, formerly The Garden History Society, is the Statutory Consultee on development affecting all sites on the Historic England Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest. The Devon Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust and responds to consultations in the County of Devon.
We have viewed the application documents on your website. We welcome the proposed mitigation measures to minimise the visual impact of the development proposal, which is some 1.6km from Greenway. We consider that the proposed development would have a minimal impact on the setting of Greenway and would result in less than substantial harm to the significance of this heritage asset. 
Yours faithfully
John Clark
Conservation Officer

	Stover
	Devon
	E17/1173
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Variation of conditions 1, 4, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 23, 25 & 26 on planning permission 14/02580/MAJ (Outline application for a mixed use development comprising B2 and B8 employment development (with ancillary B1 office); restaurant/public house; and residential development (including demolition of existing dwellings at Gaverick Court) together with associated landscaping, play space, drainage, car parking and access, approval sought for access) to introduce an early infrastructure phase. Ilford Park, Stover. MAJOR HYBRID Rosalyn Eastman 01626 215738
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application which affects Greenway, an historic designed landscape included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
The Gardens Trust, formerly The Garden History Society, is the Statutory Consultee on development affecting all sites on the Historic England Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest. The Devon Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust and responds to consultations in the County of Devon.
We have viewed the application documents on your website. We welcome the proposed mitigation measures to minimise the visual impact of the development proposal, which is some 1.6km from Greenway. We consider that the proposed development would have a minimal impact on the setting of Greenway and would result in less than substantial harm to the significance of this heritage asset. 
Yours faithfully
John Clark
Conservation Officer

	Overbecks (Sharpitor)
	Devon
	E17/1188
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Extending the existing carpark. Overbecks, Lane From The Bolt Head Hotel, Salcombe TQ8 8LW. PARKING 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 21.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application which affects Overbecks, an historic designed landscape of national interest which is included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at Grade II.
The Devon Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust and acts on its behalf in responding to consultations in the County of Devon. We have considered the information on your website. It would appear that the proposal would have a less than significant affect on the historic designed landscape of Overbecks. We have no objections to the proposals.
Yours faithfully
John Clark
Conservation Officer

	Coleton Fishacre
	Devon
	E17/1204
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Listed building consent for installation of 60 minute fire barrier to roof space. Coleton Fishacre, Brownstone Road, Kingswear TQ6 0EQ. MISCELLANEOUS
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 21.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application at Coleton Fishacre
We have no objections to the proposals.
Yours faithfully
John Clark
Conservation Officer

	Alexandra Park
	East Sussex
	E17/1077
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Outline application with all matters reserved for 3 x 3 bedroom detached and 3 x 4 bedroom detached dwellings with associated parking. 12 Beaufort Road & Land Rear of 4-20 Beaufort Road, St Leonards-on-sea TN37 6QA. RESIDENTIAL Mrs E Meppem 01424 783288 emeppem@hastings.gov.uk
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 07.12.2017
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this application, which has a material impact on the significance of Alexandra Park historic designed landscape which is Registered by Historic England at Grade II*. The inclusion of this site on the national register is a material consideration. 
The Gardens Trust (GT), which is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks 
and gardens, is now working closely with County Garden Trusts such Sussex Gardens Trust (SGT) to comment on planning applications and fulfil this statutory role. For further information, we refer you to the GT publication The Planning System in England and the Protection of Historic Parks and Gardens (2016), which is available online at GT Planning Guide. 
Summary 
We write to object to this outline application since the development is likely to cause harm or 
substantial harm to the significance of Alexandra Park, a Grade II* Registered Park. 
Background 
Where a planning application affects a heritage asset such as a registered park or garden, the local 
planning authority should require the applicant to describe the significance of the park or garden 
and the potential impact of the proposals on its significance (NPPF, para 128 – see below). 
Unfortunately, in this case, none of the documents submitted with the application describe the 
significance or the impact of the proposals. Without such supporting documents it is difficult to properly assess the impact of the proposals. However, representatives of the Trust know the park very well and the reasoning for objecting to the application is set out below. 
Reasoning 
The application site is located on a steeply rising ridge directly above the western most limb of the Grade II* Registered Alexandra Park. 
The enjoyment and appreciation of this wooded part of the park depends upon the preservation of 
its sense of isolation / seclusion, without any suburban intrusion. The steeply sloping 'private' land immediately adjacent the reservoir serves as a vital landscape buffer zone between the park and the built-up area and in views across the park. It contributes positively to the green enclosed setting of the park. The importance of this woodland has been acknowledged by the making of a TPO; the designation report explains that the TPO has been made 'to reinforce the screening this land provides between the park and the built-up area'. 
Without adequate additional tree screen planting to preserve this landscape buffer and in the 
absence of any ' visual landscape assessment' the Trust objects to this development on the basis that the application is inadequate and that the development will cause visual harm to the grade II* registered Alexandra Park. 
The application appears to show no understanding of the significance of the registered park, nor includes any assessment of the impact upon the setting of Alexandra Park. It is therefore judged to fail to comply with policy HN1 of the Local Plan's Development Management Plan. 
Yours faithfully 
Jim Stockwell. 
On behalf of the Sussex Garden Trust

	Forest of Dean Allocations Plan
	Gloucestershire
	E17/0912
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Allocations Plan Main Modifications consultations http://fdean-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/planning/adpd/apmainmods/apmm ldf@fdean.gov.uk
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 10.12.2017
The above Plan has been referred to the Gloucestershire Garden and Landscape Trust by The Garden Trust (GGLT), the Statutory Consultee for issues on matters involving designed landscape.
GGLT would wish to raise two amendments for FoDDC's consideration:
*Policy AP5. Development proposals will be required to preserve and where appropriate protect and enhance local character and those aspects of the historic environment together with their setting which are RECOGNISED AS BEING OF SPECIAL HISTORIC, ARCHITECTURAL OR TOWNSCAPE VALUE; OR HAVING SPECIAL NATURAL OR DESIGNED LANDSCAPE QUALITY.
*Para. 3.18. Line 3. It is essential that high quality building design accompanied by hard and soft landscaping that is fit for purpose should together create a positive and long term sense of place, AND ENHANCE AND PROTECT ASSETS OF EXISTING TOWNSCAPE AND DESIGNED LANDSCAPE VALUE.
Yours sincerely,
David Ball, (on behalf of GGLT)

	Farnworth Park
	Greater Manchester
	E16/1362
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION ERECTION OF 18NO. RESIDENTIAL APARTMENTS CONTAINED WITHIN TWO SEPARATE BUILDINGS TOGETHER WITH ASSOCIATED LANDSCAPE AND PARKING DETAILS. LAND OFF WELLINGTON STREET, FARNWORTH, BOLTON. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 20.12.2017
Thank you for your email of 30 November inviting Lancashire Gardens Trust to give consideration to the additional documentation in relation to the above application. Our initial response of 18 January 2017 objected to the scale of this development immediately adjacent to Grade II Registered Farnworth Park, as well as making other comments. 
We note that the applicant has provided further information supporting the application which has addressed some of the points we made in our initial objection letter. The Tree Report, boundary details and landscape plan, as well as computer generated images of the development proposals have clarified some of our questions. However, the proposed development remains highly intrusive in its visual impact on Farnworth Park and our objection stands. 
Although the revised scheme has reduced the height of the detached block located in a restricted part of the site affected by the sewer easement, this proposed building is still within two metres of the Park boundary. An important public footpath passes very close to the proposed development site, resulting in any development in this part of the site having a high degree of adverse visual impact. The computer generated images of the proposed development are largely based on aerial views which therefore do not give the full impact of views seen at normal eye level from the ground. We note that the Council’s Conservation Manager has indicated that this block should ideally be omitted from the scheme and we agree with this view. 
Two Ash trees (T4 and T5) in the Park overhang the site and although the Tree Report indicates that Root Protection Zones may not be impacted significantly, construction activities as well as the presence of the proposed detached building will require significant pruning and remedial works, as the canopies of these trees appear to spread into the plan of the detached building described above. We also suggest that the Council’s arboriculturalist should review the Tree Report and give their comment upon its conclusions. 
The landscape plan indicates planting within the very narrow areas between all the proposed buildings and the site boundary, providing only minimal screening, and there is no indication of any offsite planting within the Park. The developer’s landscape scheme should extend to include works within the Park to compensate for the loss of vegetation resulting from the clearance of the site boundary and provide some screening. This is particularly important near the east boundary of the site. 
The development of the site for residential use is welcome and beneficial providing the eventual scheme has a lesser visual impact on the Park and its heritage than that currently proposed. Lancashire Gardens Trust would therefore remove its objection to the scheme if the detached (now two storey) block were to be removed entirely and the planting proposals enhanced to include offsite planting within the Park. 
If there are any matters arising from this letter please contact me email. 
Yours faithfully 
Stephen Robson 
S E Robson BSc BPhil MA(LM) DipEP CMLI MRTPI Chair, Conservation & Planning Group

	Stoke Edith
	Hereford and Worcester
	E17/1070
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed new agricultural buildings to provide necessary livestock housing to support the sheep and cattle enterprises and the management of the land at Leys Farm, Tarrington. Land at Leys Farm, Tarrington, Herefordshire HR1 4EX. AGRICULTURE
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 13.12.2017
I am writing on behalf of the Executive Committee of the Hereford and Worcester Gardens Trust who have asked me to make the following points relating to this application.
Whilst we have no problem in principle with the applicant’s desire to house his cattle in the winter, we are concerned about the proximity of such a large industrial building so close to the shrubbery walk that encloses the pleasure grounds of Stoke Edith Park, registered II by Historic England as a park and garden of Special Historic Interest.
In 2018 we are celebrating the bi-centenary of the death of Humphry Repton (1752-1818) who laid out the grounds of Stoke Edith for the Hon. Edward Foley in 1792. The importance of the landscape is explained in the Survey of Historic Parks and Gardens in Herefordshire (2001), pp. 341-2. The Red Book for Stoke Edith – Repton’s attractive way of describing his improvements – is to be found in the Hereford Archives and Record Centre, which specifically draws attention to the planned walks, through mixed shrubberies by way of the Ledbury Lodge –designed on its garden-front as a temple – and returning back to the house beside the old Hereford to Gloucester road. Repton had extinguished this busy thoroughfare, which passed close to the south front of the house, and replaced it with a new turnpike road on the north. The proposed building sits on the track of the old road as it approached Tarrington village. In the winter, after leaf-fall, pedestrians on the walk that threads its way through the shrubberies, will find their pleasure spoilt by a large industrial building. The late Andrew Foley was very keen on restoring the Repton landscape and much of his planting is just reaching maturity. It would be a pity if his efforts, which carefully followed Repton’s plan in the Red Book, were blighted by an ill-considered modern building.
We urge the applicant, aided by advice from the Council, to consider carefully the site of this new building and calculate precisely any impact it might have upon the adjoining pleasure grounds, and its important walk.
Yours faithfully, 
David Whitehead on behalf of the Executive Committee of the Hereford and Worcester Gardens Trust

	Panshanger
	Hertfordshire
	E17/0885
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Variation of Condition 3 (This permission shall be for a limited period only, expiring 2 years from the date of this decision) of planning permission 3/15/1052/FUL, Change of use of land to Forest School and erection of ancillary structures (retrospective). Lafarge Aggregates, Unadopted Track South From Hertford Road To Panshanger Stables, Panshanger, Hertford, Hertfordshire SG14 2NA. MISCELLANEOUS 
OUTCOME 07.12.2017 Granted
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.12.2017 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
The Gardens Trust (GT) is surprised and disappointed that East Herts Council have chosen to completely disregard the expert advice of both Historic England and the Gardens Trust and have granted The Forest School a year’s extension. In addition to these statutory consultees’ detailed comments recommending refusal, your own Landscape Officer Paul Stevens, Felicity Hart the Principal Planning Officer from Herts CC, the Hertfordshire Gardens Trust (HGT) and the Hertingfordbury Parish Council, all also advised refusal. 
Since the granting of retrospective permission for the Forest School, Herts Gardens Trust has been actively helping Tarmac select less sensitive sites. It seems extraordinary that despite this, East Herts has chosen to override all the heritage concerns and allow Tarmac to ignore suggestions for more suitable alternative sites, and in the words of Amanda Glew from Hertingfordbury PC, reward Tarmac “with a further extension to the temporary permission in this delicate location.” Panshanger is now on the Heritage at Risk register which identifies those sites that are most at risk of being lost as a result of neglect, decay or inappropriate development. It should therefore be abundantly clear to your Authority (given your duty to conserve and enhance heritage assets) that objections from the heritage bodies listed above, who identified this as inappropriate development, should have been given due weight in this latest application. 
The GT would be grateful to have a clear and detailed explanation of why you have chosen to totally ignore statutory consultees’ expert opinions. Your summary of comments regarding this decision is misleading and does not reflect either the GT or HGT’s comments on this application or the original one.
Yours sincerely,
Dr Marion Harney FHEA
Chair of the Gardens Trust Conservation Committee
Director, The Gardens Trust
Senior Lecturer/ Director of Learning and Teaching PGT 
Department of Architecture & Civil Engineering
University of Bath
Visiting Professor University of Westminster

	Dacorum Local Plan
	Hertfordshire
	E17/1177
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Dacorum Council Local Plan Issues and Options Consultation
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 11.12.2017
Question 9 Do you agree with the proposed approach to the Green Belt and Major Developed Sites summarised above? 
LPIO2951 Hertfordshire Gardens Trust believe that the value of Green Belt land in acting as the setting for heritage assets has not been accorded due weight.The historic parks and gardens on the edge of settlements, as at Shendish (Kings Langley) and round Tring derive some of their significance from the Green Belt setting and this should be protected from harm, as detailed in NPPF 126 where 'sustaining and enhancing significance of heritage assets' is the first point.The Green Belt itself is derived from the principles of Garden Cities laid down by Ebenezer Howard with the insistence on combining the best of countryside and town without urban sprawl. Hemel is one of the New Town, the successors to Garden Cities, and the same principles were used in its layout of green spaces and housing to give all residents easy access to open green space.These principles should not be compromised by urban creep
Question 26 Do you support the proposed approach to the historic environment? 
LPIO2952 Although the proposed approach as detailed at 8.2 to protect heritage assets is to be supported, the proposals for development, with its emphasis on using green space and Green Belt rather than brownfield site is contrary to this. A full consideration of brownfield sites should be undertaken before any green space is even considered.This is especially important where Green Belt or Green Space forms the setting for heritage assets. Insufficient weight has been accorded to the Green Belt around Tring and to that around the important Edward Kemp landscape at Shendish.These areas should remain undeveloped to conserve and enhance the significance of the historic parks and gardens (identified by HGT) by preserving their setting.
Question 46 Do you have any feedback on any of the sites contained in the draft Schedule of Site Appraisals Consultation Point or the Sustainability Appraisal working note which accompanies it?
LPIO2950 Sites HH-h3, Shendish, Tr-h5, Pendley Manor and Dunsley Bungalow, and Be-h1, Ashlyns, all threaten the setting and significance of locally listed landscapes, contrary to NPPF . Sites HH-h1 and HH-h2 also destroy the setting fo Picctos End and cause coalescence of settlements, whilst also destroying one of the key landscape planning principles of the Hemel Hempstead New Town as outlined in the original plans.of keeping neighbourhoods separate with accessible green space between them. All these areas should be removed from the site options.

	Alnwick Castle
	Northumberland
	E17/1056
	I
	PLANNING APPLICATION Hybrid application comprising - Full planning permission: Change of use of agricultural land and erection of 87 residential dwellings (including 15% affordable homes), an improved junction and access road off Almouth Road, temporary construction haul road from Denwick Lane, service roads, structural landscaping, open spaces, SuDS basin and other ancillary works. Outline planning permission with all matters reserved: change of use of agricultural land and development of 23.36 ha for 183 residential dwellings (including 15% affordable homes), service roads, structural landscaping, open spaces, SuDS basins and other ancillary works. Land North East Of Windy Edge, Alnmouth Road, Alnwick, Northumberland. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 07.12.2017
It is difficult to properly assess the impact of the proposed large scale development on the registered landscape at Alnwick given the paucity of information provided about the historic relationship between the eastern part of the registered landscape and the development site. 
A site visit and inspection of basic historic documentation, such as the First Edition of the Ordnance Survey 6 Inch mapping, indicates that views from the crest of North Demesne and Denwick Park towards the proposed development were significant in the historic appreciation of the landscape, with a ride or drive laid out along the crest with opportunities for changing views. 
Given the elevation of this linear viewpoint along the rim of the basin formed by the river valley any major development in the floor of the valley will inevitably have a detrimental effect on the intended views from the registered landscape. 
It may be possible to mitigate the impact of the new development from the historic viewpoints by revising the proposed planting but the first step to inform this must be to draw on the information in the archives at Alnwick to gain a fuller understanding of the development and layout of the North Demesne and the Denwick parkland in particular.
The Landscape and Visual Assessment considers views from the public road to Denwick (Viewpoint 2) but this is taken at a lower elevation than the line of the old drive line running along the southern edge of Long Plantation at the top of North Demense. Viewpoint 4, at Quarry House Farm, gives an idea of the effect of views from the drive (which was carefully routed around the south side of Denwick to maintain visibility outwards). The views to the wider valley landscape would have been maintained as the drive followed the crest along the valley side of the woodland belt, which turns southwards giving extensive views across the valley westwards across the valley towards Alnwick.
The Heritage Statement acknowledges (10.3) that there would be direct intervisibility between part of the park and the proposed development but do not seem to register that the boundary woodland belt is fronted by the crest line drive which must have been intended to allow views into the valley from elevation (rather than be blocked by the woodland as they suggest). They do conclude by acknowledging the internal focus of views (which the skyline drive confirms). 
We cannot agree with 10.4, as designed views will clearly not be maintained, the impact on the setting of the park will involve change and the effect of the development on the registered landscape cannot be neutral.
The extracts from earlier mapping provided tend to miss out the more distant areas of North Demesne and Denwick Park which makes it difficult to determine when the valley crest drive, mapped by the Ordnance Survey, was established but it seems reasonable to assume that formed part of the extensive network of drives, plantings and built elements developed by the First Duke in the second half of the eighteenth century. Again more work on the archive at Alnwick would improve understanding of the development of the parkland at North Demesne and Denwick Park.
We hope that this registers our concern that the Heritage Statement has missed significant elements of understanding the designed landscape and that the full significance of the Grade I park has not been properly addressed. Because of this, there is insufficient effort in the design to acknowledge historic views from the registered landscape towards the proposed development and to address opportunities for enhancement of the landscape. 
Yours sincerely,
Harry Beamish, Chairman, Northumbria Gardens Trust
GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 11.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. We have consulted with our colleagues in the Northumbria Gardens Trust (NGT) and would be grateful if you could please take our comments into consideration when deciding this application.
The GT and NGT are concerned that the Heritage Statement does not properly address the full significance of the Grade I park. There is correspondingly insufficient effort in the design to acknowledge and address opportunities for enhancement of the landscape. The First Edition of the Ordnance Survey shows a skyline drive running along the “bluff” that Denwick sits on with views towards the proposed development site indicating that these were significant to historic users of the park. Sauthier’s 1788 plan shows a fringe of riverside trees, only on the south side of the Aln, which seems like a deliberate piece of design. We would suggest that if the heritage statement acknowledged this aspect, the proposals could be better designed to perhaps go some way to reinstating (if only in fragmentary form) the shelterbelt, which would also serve to better integrate the housing into the landscape.
The GT and NGT disagrees with paragraph 1.3 in the Heritage Statement : The views are not a significant aspect of the setting of the park, the majority of significant views being internal or unaffected by the development. It is considered that there is no significant impact of the setting of the park.” The development site was originally part of the parkland and should thus certainly be considered as part of the setting.
The NPPF makes very clear that harm to heritage assets or their settings should be wholly exceptional. Thus any adverse impact on views and setting should be very strongly resisted. Relevant to this on 22nd June 2017 the Planning Court handed down judgment in Steer v SSCLG, a s.288 challenge to a Planning Inspector’s decision to grant planning permission for housing development on a site located less than 1km away from Kedleston Hall, a Grade I listed building standing within a Grade I Registered Park and Garden and co-extensive Conservation Area. The Court (Mrs Justice Lang DBE) agreed with the Claimant and HE (which joined as an Interested Party) that the Inspector had “adopted an artificially narrow approach to the issue of setting which treated visual connections as essential and determinative”, and that this had amounted to an error of law. The assessment of harm to heritage assets is sometimes conflated with the assessment of visual or landscape harm, but this judgment is a timely reminder that heritage assets can be harmed by development in their settings without there necessarily being any visual impact. The Court made substantial reference to Historic England’s Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning No 3, The Setting of Heritage Assets (GPA3) and the guidance it contains about identifying impacts arising from development in the setting of heritage assets, including the staged approach to decision making and the list of ‘attributes’ (including non-visual attributes) which may help to elucidate its contribution to the significance of the asset. Decision makers should ensure that they are familiar with this guidance. HE’s GPA3, whilst not formal government policy, is intended to provide information on good practice in implementing historic environment policy in the NPPF and PPG.
The GT and the NGT consider there are no over-riding benefits brought by this development that outweigh the harm it will do to the registered landscape. Accordingly, we jointly support Historic England in its objection to the proposed development.
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Allerton Park
	North Yorkshire
	E17/1101
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of agricultural building. Allerton Grange Farm, Braimber Lane To Allerton Park Interchange, Allerton Park HG5 0SE. AGRICULTURE
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 09.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. We have liaised with our colleagues in the Yorkshire Gardens Trust (YGT) and would be grateful if you could please take our comments into consideration when deciding this application.
The application site lies within the Grade II registered park surrounding Allerton Castle, and as such Paragraph 128 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires an applicant to describe the significance of heritage assets affected by a proposal to a level that is proportionate to the asset's importance, and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact. There is no such documentation accompanying any of these three applications and the GT/YGT would suggest that a decision cannot be taken on them until a Design Statement or a Heritage Statement/Conservation Report is prepared by a suitably qualified heritage professional. This is particularly important as the site is approximately 30m from the Grade II listed walled 3 ha kitchen garden. There are no drawings to compare the height of the proposed structure (7.132m to ridge height) with the height of the walled garden (traditionally 3m high). There is also no indication of existing tree cover in the locality which might mitigate the barn’s intrusion within the designed landscape. It is equally unclear as to whether the new barn would be visible from the Temple of Victory (II*) erected on a knoll c 1770 from where “there are extensive views over the parkland and surrounding countryside” which would clearly also have an additional effect on the significance of the listed RPG.
There are already modern agricultural sheds in the vicinity of the proposed barn and we would suggest the applicant considers relocating the new structure approximately 20m south of its present site to be more in line with existing agricultural structures and well south of the northern wall of the kitchen garden. Relocation would also encroach less on the parkland and setting of the walled garden.
We consider the current application to be detrimental to the setting of the walled kitchen garden and the RPG. If the applicant is unable to agree to our recommendations, the GT and YGT would be unable to support the application and it should be refused.
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Hawkstone
	Shrop
shire
	E17/1145
	I
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition and rebuilding of part of clubhouse and golf shop and addition of minor extensions. Hawkstone Park Hotel, Weston Under Redcastle, Shrewsbury, Shropshire SY4 5UY. GOLF 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.12.2017 
We have received notification of the above proposal, which was forwarded from the offices of The Gardens Trust (formerly The Garden History Society) on December 7th 2017. The Gardens Trust is a Statutory Consultee in planning matters relating to historic parks and gardens which are included on the Historic England Register of Parks & Gardens of Special Historic Interest in England and we are acting on its behalf in this matter.
As stated in the application documents, the historic Registered Parkland at Hawkstone Park is included at Grade I on the Historic England National Heritage List.
A Grade I listing means that both Hawkstone Hall and its associated Park are of exceptional significance. Only around 9% of all Registered Parks in England are Grade I, making Hawkstone Park very special.
Hawkstone Park is notable in part as the work of the renowned 18th century landscaper William Emes (1729-1803), as well as for its important late-18th century Sublime landscape. 
As will be apparent from Figure 1 below, which reproduces information shown on Historic England’s National Heritage List Map Search facility , the proposed development area includes a building or buildings lying within the Registered Park boundary, with other adjacent buildings lying immediately adjacent to it and within its Setting. The proposed development area also lies adjacent to and within the Setting of the Grade II Listed Hawkstone Park Hotel.
Figure 1: Aerial photograph of Hawkstone Park Golf Club area, showing the proposed development area (red wash, outlined in red), the boundary to the Registered Area of the Grade I Registered Park and Garden at Hawkstone (green line indicating boundary to registered area, with green wash showing areas within the boundary) and the Grade II Listed Hawkstone Park Hotel, which also lies within the Registered Park Area.
However, beyond mentioning, almost in passing, that the proposed development is ‘Located nearby [sic] Grade I listed grounds of Hawkstone Park’ and that the development represents an Opportunity ‘To maximise the Views across the renowned golf course at Hawkstone Park’ , no assessment of the impact of the proposed development on this exceptionally significant designed landscape has been presented by the applicant. Nor indeed has the impact of the proposed development on the adjacent Hawkstone Park Hotel been presented.
We request therefore that the applicant be required to undertake a proper assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed development on the Grade I Registered Park and on the setting of the Grade II Listed Hawkstone Hotel, as required by the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) .
Yours sincerely,
Christopher Gallagher
for Shropshire Parks & Gardens Trust & The Gardens Trust

	Dunster Castle
	Somerset
	E17/0998
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed installation of electric gate. Dunster Castle, Castle Hill, Dunster, Somerset. ACCESS/GATES
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 11.12.2017
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this application, which has a material impact on the significance of Dunster Castle, a historic designed landscape which is Registered by Historic England at Grade II*. The inclusion of this site on the national register is a material consideration. 
We wish to raise no objection to this application but will raise one issues regarding the parkland designation. 
As previously notified to you, the Gardens Trust, which is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens, is now working closely with County Garden Trusts to comment on planning applications and fulfil this statutory role. These comments are made by the Somerset Gardens Trust in liaison with the Gardens Trust. For further information, we refer you to the Gardens Trust publication The Planning System in England and the Protection of Historic Parks and Gardens (2016), which is available online at www.thegardenstrust.org 
The need for the application is understood and it is appreciated that the impact of the proposals will not have an impact on the wider setting of the historic parkland. I would comment though that within the Heritage Statement and Design and Access Statement there is no reference to the Parkland being on the Register of Historic Parks and Gardens, Grade II*. 
We would be grateful to be advised of your decision, or if further information is submitted. 
Yours faithfully 
Ian Clark 
Landscape Architect, CMLI 
Research and Conservation Committee Chairman 
Somerset Gardens Trust

	Dunster Castle
	Somerset
	E17/1102
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed replacement of the existing ticket office with an enlarged temporary building. Dunster Castle, Castle Hill, Dunster, Somerset. VISITOR FACILITIES
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 13.12.2017
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this application, which has a material impact on the significance of Dunster Castle, a historic designed landscape which is Registered by Historic England at Grade II*. The inclusion of this site on the national register is a material consideration. 
We wish to raise no objection in principle but raise issues regarding the proximity to trees and the Design and Access Statement. 
As previously notified to you, the Gardens Trust, which is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens, is now working closely with County Garden Trusts to comment on planning applications and fulfil this statutory role. These comments are made by the Somerset Gardens Trust in liaison with the Gardens Trust. For further information, we refer you to the Gardens Trust publication The Planning System in England and the Protection of Historic Parks and Gardens (2016), which is available online at www.thegardenstrust.org 
The need for the application is understood and it is appreciated that the impact of the proposals will not have an impact on the significance of the historic parkland, however, you may wish to consider the impact of the new building on the adjacent sycamore tree as no root protection area has been identified in the submitted planning documents. I would also wish to comment that there is no Heritage Statement attached to the document and no mention of the importance of the site within the Design and Access Statement. This should have been a consideration at the earliest stage of the development of the proposals. 
We would be grateful to be advised of your decision, or if further information is submitted. 
Yours faithfully 
Ian Clark Ian Clark, 
Landscape Architect, CMLI 
Research and Conservation Committee Chairman 
Somerset Gardens Trust

	Shireoaks Hall
	South Yorkshire
	E17/0106
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed Grain Store and new access road at Hatfield Farm, Thorpe Lane, Shireoaks. AGRICULTURE
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.12.207 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. 
I have looked at the available documentation online and whilst it is clear that the proposed new barn is almost immediately adjacent to the Grade II* Registered Park and Garden of Shirewood Hall and visible from within it, there is absolutely no recognition that the chosen site might in any way affect the setting of the RPG or indeed other listed buildings in the near vicinity. The applicant has shown no awareness of this extremely important aspect, and I would therefore respectfully request that your officers do not decide this application until the applicant has submitted a Heritage Statement, and demonstrated what other sites within their 650 acres they have considered when deciding where to place their new barn. A structure of 10,000 sq feet, 45’ tall is a large building and we would urge Rotherham to require the applicant to provide considerably more information before any decision can be taken upon this application. It is also apparent that Rotherham have failed to consult Historic England who are statutory consultees for Grade II* landscapes. This should also be rectified before any decisions are taken.
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Chilton Park
	Suffolk
	E17/0860
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Outline planning application for residential development of up to 130 dwellings (Use Class C3) including means of access into site (not internal roads), parking and associated works, with all other matters (relating to appearance, landscaping, scale and layout) reserved. Land North Of Waldingfield Road, Sudbury. RESIDENTIAL
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 13.12.2017 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS FROM GT & CGT
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) with regard to the amendments to the above application. The GT have spoken to our colleagues in the Suffolk Gardens Trust and we both welcome the introduction of a wider landscape buffer fronting Waldingfield Road and the height limitation of up to two storeys for the housing on the southern edge of the proposed development closest to Waldingfield Road. However, despite these amendments our main objection remains the proposed major vehicle access to the site being situated almost directly opposite the entrance to the RPG at Chilton Hall and the proximity of the whole development so close to the registered parkland. We would like to reiterate all our concerns mentioned in our previous letter of OBJECTION dated 16th October and would again suggest that the developer focus the design upon traffic approaches via the existing St Mary’s Close entrance and from the Chiltern Woods development to the north. We would also request that any street lighting is kept to a minimum.
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Lower Gatton Park
	Surrey
	E17/1065
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of agricultural sheds and barns and erection of 5 dwellings. East Lodge Farm, London Road, South Merstham, Surrey RH1 3DS. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.12.2017
Submitted on behalf of Surrey Gardens Trust.
The site is within the Historic England Register area of the Historic Park. The lack of an Historic Impact Statement is a serious omission.
The historical evidence in maps, estate plans and other archival material shows that this site and most of East Lodge Farm was variously within or adjoining what was called "The Park". It was managed in hand or tenanted and was clearly intended as part of the wider setting to the landscape designed by Lancelot "Capability" Brown in the 1760s. Seemingly never more than pasture with a scatter of trees it has been and still is part of that setting recognised by its inclusion in the Register area. 
If the agricultural buildings are now redundant then their simple removal would be the preferred solution from the parks and gardens perspective. The question also arises as to the need for replacements if the surrounding land is to be farmed. 
The proposed replacement with five houses would perpetuate the physical and visual intrusion that commenced only in the latter half of the 20th century.
Don Josey
GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 11.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. 
We have read the documentation online and whilst the LVIA does mention that the site lies within the Grade II Lower Gatton Park, Paragraph 128 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires an applicant to describe the significance of heritage assets affected by a proposal to a level that is proportionate to the asset's importance, and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact. The GT is surprised therefore that the application is not accompanied by a Heritage Statement / Conservation Report. The NPPF also makes very clear that harm to heritage assets or their settings should be wholly exceptional. Thus any adverse impact on views and setting should be very strongly resisted. We would wish to echo the comments made by the Surrey Gardens Trust that as the application site was formerly part of the wider Capability Brown landscape, any housing and suburbanisation of the plot would clearly be harmful to the significance of the RPG. The GT is concerned that should housing replace the existing agricultural buildings, this would create an unfortunate precedent.
The GT considers there are no over-riding benefits brought by this development that outweigh the harm it will do to the registered landscape. Accordingly, we OBJECT to the proposed development.
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer

	Tekels Park, Camberley
	Surrey
	E17/1149
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of 6 x 2 bed semi-detached and 2 x 3 bed detached dwellings, with associated amenity space, parking and alterations to wall, following demolition of existing garden, buildings and garages. THE WALLED GARDEN, TEKELS PARK, CAMBERLEY. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 05.12.2017
This representation is made on behalf of the Surrey Gardens Trust (SGT), a member of the Gardens Trust the statutory consultee for historic parks and gardens. This revised proposal in its layout and massing seems better suited to the setting of The Walled Garden. The Planning Statement addresses the heritage significance and impact thereon. Its conclusions for the walled features are accepted. The walls and associated structures are unusual and their proposed repair/reconstruction as part of the residential development is welcomed. This should be ensured by condition (as suggested by the applicant's agent) or planning agreement as considered appropriate in the wider context. The indicated support is solely from the parks and gardens point of view.
Don Josey

	Wynyard Park
	Tees Valley
	E17/1034
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Outline application for the erection of a new garage (demolition of existing garage), and erection of up to 10 no. residential dwellings (Use Class C3) with associated landscaping, highways and infrastructure works with all matters reserved (excluding access). 14 Wellington Drive, Wynyard TS22 5QJ. RESIDENTIAL
	GT WRITTEN RESPONSE 11.12.2017
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (GT) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. We have consulted with our colleagues in the Northumbria Gardens Trust who are familiar with the site and its planning history.
Wynyard Hall and Park form a major country house estate in east Durham. The Hall is regarded as the finest C19 house in the county, the Park a superb landscape, both meriting their Grade II* status. The development site cuts across the boundary of the registered parkland, but historical analysis shows that the original C19 parkland extended beyond the site, which despite some later residential development, still contains significant elements of the estate landscape. 
The proposal will have a detrimental impact on the registered landscape by its development on open parkland and the dilution of its character by the inevitable introduction of suburban features. We concur with all the comments made by HE, and are concerned that the subsequent fragmentation of ownership will further erode the parkland character. 
The GT and NGT fully concurs with all the points raised in the letter from Rosie Brady of Historic England and does not wish to simply repeat them here. We understand that in addition to the opinions and issues raised in Ms Brady’s letter, the dilapidated listed Greek Temple within the grounds has been ‘restored’ by building a new one without any consultation or planning permission that we have been able to find. We are also concerned that the owner of of Wynard has planted a considerable quantity of trees within the landscape without due regard to their placement. Whilst in general the GT/NGT are supportive of tree planting, we are concerned that the designed views were not always considered when this work was undertaken and will in time be adversely affected. The proposed housing is another example of this failure to understand the significance of the historic landscape and its setting. The GT and the NGT therefore wish to OBJECT to this application
Yours sincerely,
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer
The Gardens Trust

	Baddesley Clinton Hall
	West Midlands
	E17/1016
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION and Listed Building Consent Renewable energy installation comprising a ground source heat pump and ground-mounted solar PV array. Baddesley Clinton Hall, Rising Lane, Baddesley Clinton, Solihull B93 0DQ. SOLAR, ENERGY/UTILITIES SUPPLY
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.12.2017
Thank you for consulting us on this application. Warwickshire Gardens Trust is delegated to respond on planning applications relating to Registered Parks and Gardens by the Statutory Consultee, The Gardens Trust.
We are relieved to learn that the shocking proposal for a PV array in the courtyard has now been withdrawn. We trust that you will inform us if a revised proposal is submitted. Society as a whole should shoulder the burden of continuing use of carbon heavy energy use in highly sensitive historic sites until much more sympathetic solutions can be found.
With regard to the remaining part of the application for a ground source heat pump: we acknowledge that the supporting documentation appears to be soundly based (unlike some cases seen recently). In theory we consider the proposal to be acceptable, provided that the undertakings given are adhered to. 
We are uneasy about the impact of the trenches for the ground source heat pump on the texture of the park. The collector array will occupy a significant area so there is potential for this to be substantial. There is reference to reserving and re-using the turf, which should be the subject of a condition. We suggest that there is also a condition that the soil from the trenches is returned in the order in which it was removed to avoid changes to the colour of the grass which might occur if the topsoil and subsoil become mixed. 
Yours sincerely
Christine Hodgetts

	QUEENSWAY, NORTHGATE, CRAWLEY
	West Sussex
	E17/1142
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION REGENERATION OF QUEENSWAY AND THE PAVEMENT INVOLVING:
REPAVING OF THE ENTIRE AREAS
INSTALLATION OF NEW SOFT LANDSCAPING 
INSTALLATION OF NEW STREET LIGHTING
INSTALLATION OF NEW STREET FURNITURE
REPOSITIONING OF DISABLED PARKING BAYS ALONG QUEENSWAY
QUEENSWAY AND THE PAVEMENT, NORTHGATE, CRAWLEY. ROAD, PARKING EXTERNAL LIGHTING 

	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 23.12.2017
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this application. You have also consulted the 
Gardens Trust (GT), which is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and 
gardens, and is now working closely with County Garden Trusts such Sussex Gardens Trust (SGT) to comment on planning applications. For further information, we refer you to the GT publication The Planning System in England and the Protection of Historic Parks and Gardens (2016), which is available online at GT Planning Guide. 
The proposals will have an impact on the significance of Memorial Gardens, a locally designated 
heritage asset. The inclusion of this site on the local list is a material consideration in the planning system. 
Summary 
Representatives of SGT have reviewed the documentation submitted with this application. It is to be welcomed that Crawley BC are willing to invest in the regeneration of this area, but the Trust has some concerns regarding some details of the proposals. 
Removal of shrubs and hedges 
The plans envisage removal of hedges on the boundary of Memorial Gardens and Queensway. 
Currently these shrubs and hedges enclose and frame the Gardens and conceal from view the 
adjacent trafficked street and built up street scene, thus providing a positive contribution to the setting of the Gardens. Their removal will have an adverse impact. 
The Trust is not persuaded that the shrub / hedge clearance is the only way of addressing the 
concerns over poor surveillance and vermin raised in the application as a justification. 
Removal of Mature Trees 
The plans also envisage removing well developed maple trees in Queensway and replacing with 
Liquidamber (Worpleston). The existing trees are said to have "outgrown their environment and 
lifted pavements" However it will take many years for the replacement trees to mature and the 
Trust is not convinced the removal of existing trees and replacement with younger trees would be beneficial. 
Planting Plans 
The Trust would welcome the planting plan proposed, provided the Council allocates sufficient 
funds for maintenance. Whilst the plants proposed are chosen to be drought tolerant and relatively low maintenance, they will undoubtedly be higher maintenance than the shrubs currently planted. Like most local authorities, Crawley BC is likely to have limited financial resources in the years ahead and without good maintenance the new planting could quite quickly become untidy and overgrown.
Conclusion 
The Trust has reservations about some details of the proposals as set out above and therefore for objects to the application as currently framed. 
Yours faithfully 
Jim Stockwell 
On behalf of the Sussex Gardens Trust
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