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CONSERVATION CASEWORK LOG NOTES JUNE 2015 
The GHS conservation team received 133 new cases in England and 1 new case in Wales during June in addition to ongoing work on previously logged cases. Written responses were submitted by GHS and/or CGTs for the following cases. In addition to the responses below, 7 ‘No Comment’ responses were lodged by GCTs in response to planning applications included in the weekly lists.
	Site
	County
	GHS ref
	Reg grade
	Proposal
	Written Response


	Eastville Park
	Avon
	E15/0326
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of 12 no.three and four bedroom dwellings with associated parking, landscaping and vehicular access from Welsford Avenue. Land to the south of Welsford Avenue, Stapleton, Bristol BS16 1BW. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 04.07.2015 
Summary: The Avon Gardens Trust wishes to lodge its objection to this application because of the proposal’s harmful effect on the character and appearance of Eastville Park which is designated as a Local Historic Park and Garden in Bristol. 
Since it was formed in 1987 one of the roles of the Avon Gardens Trust is to help safeguard the heritage of historic designed landscapes within the former County of Avon by advising local planning authorities on statutory and non-statutory parks, gardens and designed landscapes of importance. The Gardens Trust works closely with the Garden History Society (the statutory consultee on Registered Parks and Gardens) to comment on planning applications affecting historic landscapes, and our comments on applications are forwarded to and kept by the Garden History Society. 
The significance of Eastville Park 
“Eastville Park occupies an important place in the history of urban parks in Bristol. The acquisition of the land was the subject of a long-running campaign for a park for the over-crowded and unhealthy parish of St Philips and was the focal point of political debate over the wider need for public parks in a self-respecting city.” (‘Historic Public Parks Bristol’ by the Avon Gardens Trust in association with Bristol City Council) 
The Park was the largest of several open spaces purchased by the Council in the 1880s and 1890s for laying out as public parks. 70 acres of the estate lands of Heath House and Ridgeway House were bought from Sir John Greville Smyth and the Park was laid out to a plan by Frederick Ashmead. Walks were created using structural tree planting and paths laid out with seats and shelters, followed by many facilities including a refreshment pavilion, bandstand, swimming pool, bowling greens and a lake, arguably the best landscape feature in any Bristol park and little changed since. “Serpentine in form, its boundaries hidden so that from no point can you distinguish its exact size, and bordered by lawns, specimen trees and the hanging wood, it is a wonderful feature. The earthworks on the western side and southern sides are substantial and still sharp, making it a highly impressive landscape.” (Historic Public Parks Bristol)) 
The Proposal 
The application proposes building 12 houses on part of the Colston’s School playing field with access from Welsford Avenue. The Heritage Statement justifies this on the grounds that the site is of limited historic significance due to its peripheral location, and that the proposal would safeguard the character and setting of the Eastville Park Local Historic Park and Garden. 
National Policy 
Para. 126 of The National Planning Policy Framework advises Local Planning Authorities to “recognise that heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource and conserve them in a manner appropriate to their significance.” 
Local Policy 
Core Strategy 2011 Policy BCS22 Conservation and the Historic Environment applies as well as the Site Allocations and Development Management Policies 2014 Policy DM31 Heritage Assets: “Development proposals will safeguard or enhance heritage assets and the character and setting of areas of acknowledges importance including: Historic parks and gardens both nationally and locally listed” 
The playing fields are designated as part of the Eastville Park Local Historic Park and Garden (as well as an Important Open Space, Wildlife Corridor and as part of the Stapleton and Frome Valley Conservation Area) 
Assessment of the proposal 
The proposed housing site is at the western end of the playing fields which form a pleasant grassed area of open space above the River Frome. It is understood that for many decades local people have enjoyed walking on these fields. The houses would extend almost to the River Frome, on the south side of which is the lake and the rest of Eastville Park. The playing fields therefore act as an important rural setting and backdrop of open space for the designed landscape of Eastville Park. 
Concerning public views of the housing development, whilst trees and other vegetation line the edge of the river bank, in winter the houses would be visible from Eastville Park and from the footpaths alongside the lake and the river. Even in the summer these views would only be partially screened. The houses would also be plainly visible to people using the remainder of the playing fields, including local people walking on them. 
Conclusion 
The housing development would be seen to intrude into the rural, unbuilt-on landscape setting of the designed Eastville Park. It would harm the Park’s character and appearance and its value as a heritage asset. We therefore object to this application and recommend that it is refused due to its conflict with the National Planning Policy Framework, Core Strategy Policy BCS22 and the Site Allocations and Development Management Policy DM31. 
We would be grateful to be advised of your decision, or if further information is submitted. 
Yours sincerely 
Ros Delany (Dr) 
Chair, Avon Gardens Trust 

	Bristol Zoo Gardens
	Avon
	E15/0366
	N
	PRE-APPLICATION Erection of proposed building to accommodate children's interactive indoor play area and animal experience. Bristol Zoo Gardens, Guthrie Road, Bristol BS8 3HA. ZOO/SAFARI PARK
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 07.07.2015 
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. The Zoo is designated as a local Historic Park and Garden, policy DM31 applies. Development that has an impact upon a heritage asset will be expected to conserve and enhance the asset and its setting. 
Summary: The Avon Gardens Trust does not object to the proposal as presented in this ‘Pre-Application’. 
Having studied the three, pre -application drawings, we cannot see any adverse impact on the significance, character or appearance of the conservation area and the three listed buildings within the Bristol Zoo site. Therefore, we anticipate the detailed, full application, in due course. 
As previously notified to you, The Garden History Society, which is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens, is now working closely with County Gardens Trusts, and the responsibility for commenting on planning applications in this context has now passed to the Trusts. 
We would be grateful to be advised of your decision, or if further information is submitted 
Yours sincerely 
Ros Delany (Dr) 
Chairman, Avon Gardens Trust 

	Sandleford Priory
	Berkshire
	E15/0295
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Retrospective change of use of land to use as a compound and erection of a garage building. Land adjacent to 67 Sandleford Park Lodge, Thatcham. MAINTENANCE/STORAGE/OUTBUILDING  
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 29.05.2015 
Thank you for giving the Berkshire Gardens Trust the opportunity to comment on this application. 
The site is located within the Registered Park and Garden which is on Historic England’s Heritage at Risk list. The parkland has been severely damaged over the years by development within its northern part by former gravel extraction, the mobile homes which lie next to the site and new housing. This has left the remaining open parkland in the north in a fragile and unmanaged condition which requires to be conserved and enhanced in order to protect not only the northern part of the historic asset but Sandleford Priory Registered Park and Garden as a whole. Sandleford Priory is one of just six parks in Berkshire to which Capability Brown made a significant contribution. 
We do not think that the Heritage Impact Statement (HIS) which accompanies the application is satisfactory and we are the opinion that it fails to fully identify the historic features and value of the Registered Park and Garden and the impact the compound and garage will have on the parkland. 
We understand that this is a retrospective application for a storage compound within a garage within a 1.8m high close boarded fence to serve the adjacent mobile homes. It has resulted in encroachment beyond the boundary of the mobile homes into the open parkland. In support of the application the HIS states that the development is justified by the past changes to the northern part of the park. However this does not justify further development or harm as stated in NPPF para 130. 
Whilst we fully understand that there may be a need for some storage facilities for the mobile homes, this should be accommodated within the boundaries of the mobile home site and should not lead to further erosion of the park. 
We also consider that any development within or adjacent to the park should be of good design in accordance with national and local policy in order to conserve and enhance the historic value of the parkland and its landscape features. The development is simply functional and does not respect its parkland setting. 
We are also concerned that the applicant has provided no mitigation proposals to protect the park. As a minimum we would have expected a landscape scheme and landscape management plan to show how the owners would conserve and enhance the parkland setting of the mobile home site. If the Council is minded to approve this development, we would ask that these proposals be submitted in advance of any decision and not be subject to a planning condition. 
However we believe that the development does not comply with national or local policy and guidance and in particular NPPF paras 128; 130 - 134; and WBC’s policies CS14 and CS19 and we urge that it should be refused permission 
Yours sincerely 
Bettina Kirkham, Planning Advisor
Berkshire Gardens Trust 

	Newbold College (formerly Moor Close)
	Berkshire
	E15/0261
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of 14no dwellings comprising 12no apartments and 2 semi-detached houses, plus access, parking and landscaping. Demolition of the existing main building and associated outbuildings. Popeswood Lodge, Popeswood Road, Binfield. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 08.07.2015 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application which we understand has been given an extension of time to enable a heritage report to be submitted. We have had the opportunity to read Historic England’s comments and note that a revised site plan was submitted on 9 June 2015. 
We are very keen that every effort should be made to conserve and enhance the Grade II* Registered Park and Garden at Newbold College and its setting. Popeswood Lodge plays an important contribution to the setting and the approach to Newbold College along Popeswood Road. There is an important connection between Newbold College and Popeswood Lodge, described by Historic England, as the young architect Oliver Hill was involved in both these properties, making a significant contribution to the Arts and Craft movement in Berkshire. 
In the light of this connection and the importance of conserving and enhancing the setting of Newbold College, and its relationship with the wider landscape and settlement, we fully support the need for a full heritage impact assessment. 
We note that the application shows that the trees on the site are to be retained and that the footprint, mass and scale of the built form is commensurate with the existing. However, in addition to the 
above, we are concerned that the proposed boundary treatment of chain link fencing and close boarded fencing would detract from the setting of the Grade II* Registered Park and Garden at Newbold College and its attractive rural and parkland approach along Popeswood Road. 
We would like the opportunity to review the heritage report and submit further comments. 
Yours sincerely 
Bettina Kirkham, Planning Advisor

	Hall Barn
	Buckingham-shire
	E15/0298
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Replacement building. Poultry Farm, Windsor End, Beaconsfield, Buckinghamshire. AGRICULTURE
	GHS WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.06.2015 
Thank you for consulting the Garden History Society in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by English Heritage/Historic England on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. 
Application 15/01086/FUL relates to the demolition of several delapidated agricultural buildings and replacing them with a far larger, taller modern farm building with extensive hard standing, fencing and ten new parking spaces. 
The applicant’s need to upgrade the older farm buildings is understandable, but the size and positioning of the proposed new building as well as the large new hardstanding/parking areas and associated structures will have a considerably damaging impact upon the historic parkland character of the paddock with its tree belt running up the western and northern boundaries. The hardstanding and car parking in particular should be minimised in area as far as possible. The existing access track leads up to the remaining sheds/barn etc and if this were to be continued beyond them and the new barn were to be positioned to the west of the remaining buildings, running parallel to the edge of the tree belt, with the hardstanding preferably kept close to the hedge line between barn and tree belt in the NW corner, this would considerably diminish the impact upon this hitherto undeveloped piece of land. This repositioning of the new building would keep all the structures together and be altogether less intrusive. 
If South Bucks DC and the applicant would find it helpful to have a representative from the Buckinghamshire Gardens Trust (who work extremely closely with the Garden History Society) visit the site to discuss options, they would be more than happy to do so. Ideally a solution will be found which will fulfil the applicant’s need for additional storage with something that makes as little impact upon the landscape as possible. 
Yours sincerely, 
Margie Hoffnung 
Assistant Conservation Officer 
The Garden History Society 

	Wycombe Abbey
	Buckingham-shire
	E15/0385
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of redundant swimming pool, squash court and garage buildings and construction of two boarding houses, garages, bin store, associated landscaping works and temporary widening of Green Gate to facilitate construction access at Wycombe Abbey School (alternative scheme to p/p 12/07930/FUL. Wycombe Abbey School, Marlow Hill, High Wycombe, Buckinghamshire HP11 1PE. EDUCATION
	GHS WRITTEN RESPONSE 05.07.2015 
Thank you for consulting the Garden History Society (GHS) in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by English Heritage/Historic England on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. The GHS works very closely with our colleagues in the Buckinghamshire Gardens Trust (BGT) who are familiar with the site. We are very grateful for the BGT having had the opportunity to assess the scheme during various discussions in the Pre-Application process. 
Application 15/06530/FUL relates to the demolition of a redundant swimming pool, squash court and garage buildings and the construction of two boarding houses, garages, bin store, with associated landscaping works and temporary widening of Green Gate to facilitate construction access at Wycombe Abbey School (alternative scheme to p/p 12/07930/FUL). 
Having studied the documentation available on line we would commend the changes to the South House in the revised application, as it is shorter than the consented building and does not protrude as far into the Langley Valley as before and is therefore less visible in view down the valley from the south. The North House is similarly shorter and also lower. The other change which is relevant to landscape is the removal of the terrace building which linked the houses, now replaced by the 2m high landscape bund and planting which picks up the 93m contour. This helps to reinstate the flow of the landscape on the valley side as it existed before the swimming pool building was constructed on the site. 
We wish to emphasize that in this case the planted screening is an essential element so that the visual impact is minimized in the key valley views. Please ensure that the proposed level of planted screening is adequate for this purpose and fully implemented. 
It is encouraging therefore to be able to comment favourably upon a planning application and we look forward to working with Wycombe DC in future. 
Yours sincerely, 
Margie Hoffnung 
Assistant Conservation Officer 
The Garden History Society 

	A la Ronde and The Point-in-View
	Devon
	E15/0358
	II
	PRE-APPLICATION Proposed extension of  Dinan Way, Exmouth. ROAD 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 19.06.2015 
The Devon Gardens Trust act on the behalf of The Garden History Society who are the statutory consultee on all sites on the Heritage England Register. The proposed extension of Dinan Way, Exmouth may affect the setting of A la Ronde and The Point in View, which are included in the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
Developed in the late C18 and early C19 with further alterations in the late C19, A La Ronde and the associated grounds of the chapel, Manse and almshouses known as The Point in View, form a Regency ferme ornée. Ornamental landscape features are combined with more practical paddocks, orchards and kitchen garden creating an ornamented estate. A La Ronde, the Point in View, and the Manse are grade I listed buildings of exceptional interest. The listed buildings and the Registered landscape comprise heritage assets of considerable significance. 
You may not be aware that The National Trust commissioned the A la Ronde Conservation Management Plan in 2013, and the A la Ronde Setting Study more recently. These documents do not appear to have been referred to in your assessment of the two alternative routes. 
The A la Ronde Setting Study demonstrates that the principal designed view from the Shell Gallery and Gantry of A la Ronde, extends over the fields north of Summer Lane, including where the new roundabout is proposed. The setting study also highlights the sensitivity of the land to the north of Summer Lane to this view. The 2015 A la Ronde Setting Study, and the 2013 A la Ronde Conservation Management Plan, highlight the importance of the pastoral landscape context to the north of Summer Lane in contributing to the setting, and that the remaining farmland; “helps demonstrate the former role of the heritage assets as a small country estate, or ornamental farm, created by the Parminters.” (para 6.5.2) 
The setting study identifies the land north of summer lane as a ‘Core Setting Area’ (Figure 10), which are defined as areas which are needed to complement the design or function of this group of heritage assets, to enable a present-day appreciation of this (para 6.5.1). 
The Devon Gardens Trust agrees with the National Trust that, at this stage, there is insufficient evidence to support any one of the options. The Devon Gardens Trust considers that a more detailed assessment of all possible options of the proposed route is required together with an assessment of the effect of the proposed road on the setting of A la Ronde and The Point in View. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	Stover Park
	Devon
	E15/0370
	II
	PRE-APPLICATION Request for Scoping Opinion for proposed A382 Corridor Improvement Scheme, at  Stover Park Farm, Newton Abbot, Stover TQ12 6QG. ROAD planning@devon.gov.uk documents also available from GHSconsult@gardenhistorysociety.org
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 26.06.2015 
Thank you for consulting The Garden History Society and the Devon Gardens Trust on the above Request for Scoping Opinion, which affects Stover Park, an historic designed landscape which is included by Heritage England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
The Scoping Opinion appears to cover the information that should be provided in the Environmental Statement to assess the impact of the proposed A382 Corridor Improvement Scheme on the historic designed landscape of Stover Park. 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	Charborough Park
	Dorset
	E15/0294
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION  Proposed temporary (30 years) change of use from agriculture to agriculture and solar photovoltaic farm with associated static arrays of photovoltaic panels together with cabins to contain inverter cabinets and transformers and a cabin to house a substation, with perimeter deer fencing, landscaping and ecological enhancements. As amended by plans rec'd 23/3/2015 to reduce area for photovoltaic panels - Application to be reconsidered following quashing of the original decision. Mapperton Farm, Mapperton Almer, Blandford Forum, Dorset DT11 9ER. SOLAR
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 03.06.2015 
As previously notified to you, the Garden History Society, who is the statutory consultee on matters concerning parks and gardens registered by Historic England, is now working closely with County Garden Trusts, and the responsibility for commenting on planning applications in this context has now passed to the Trusts. It is likely that the GHS and the National Association of Garden Trusts will merge into a single new body later this year. 
This application does not adjoin or form part of a registered site, and has therefore not been subject to a statutory consultation to the Garden History Society. However, the site does have implications for Charborough Park, which is registered grade II*. The inclusion of this site on the national register is a material consideration. I enclose a copy of the register description from the HE website. 
There is a clear issue with this re-submission of the wider landscape, for its own sake, within the AGLV, and its impact on heritage assets. The letter from Brandon Lewis to the Planning Inspectorate dated 27 March 2015 is also relevant here. You will no doubt consider these matters carefully, particularly in the light of the High Court’s decision. 
Our remit in commenting is necessarily narrower, being confined to registered Parks and Gardens. It is reasonable to say that the application site, if developed, will not have an immediate impact on the integrity of the Charborough Park parkland. However, it is reasonable to argue that the setting of the Park will be affected. 
The Park includes a large number of listed structures, one of which is Charborough Tower. This was clearly built in order to afford views across the surrounding countryside, and is designed so as to give a view to the north-west. This is clearly shown on older maps, and is still present today. The Tower thus gives a view over the woodland within the Park, itself in part designed, directly towards Almer Church and Mapperton. The application site falls within this view, a little to the left. The Tower is significantly higher that the land to the north, (about 100m AOD) while the application site is on rising ground fully visible over the trees around the House, and The Kennels at about 55m or so. The Tower is of course a listed building, and not the Park, but the point made holds good for both elements: the top of the 30m-high Tower is merely a higher vantage point for the same view. 
The Trust has been seeking any information from records as to the extent of this deliberate setting. This matter is still being investigated, and if further information is available we will let you have it. However, even without this, it is a fact that the landscape within the Park was very much designed. The extended view from the base of the Tower down the steps and Long Walk towards the House was a designed landscape, even if there might be an issue as to how far this was intended to go northwards. With this in mind, it can be said that the setting of the Park, in addition to the built elements within it, will suffer harm. These elements are all heritage assets. 
There is backing for this view in government planning guidance, and also in numerous appeal decisions and case law, which highlight the importance of the safeguarding of heritage assets. We have a copy of the report prepared for the Mapperton Preservation Group, which goes into some detail on this point: there is no need to provide you with another report of similar content. 
In policy terms, we first refer you to the NPPF. Part 12 of necessity deals with the direct impact on heritage assets, and this is not the case here. This submission concerns setting, and para 129 is clear that this is part of any consideration of the impact of development on a heritage asset. As we say above, whether there is a consciously designed landscape setting involved here or not, there is an impact on the setting of the Park from specific points within it. Taking into account paras 133/134, whether you conclude that substantial - or less than substantial - harm is caused by this proposal on the registered Park, it is for you to weigh the application’s public benefit against that harm: we say that harm would be caused. 
Para 17 of the NPPF, in referring to Core Planning Principles, takes one to any adopted Local Plan. Here, Policy HE1 states 
“The significance of all heritage assets and their settings (both designated and non-designated) will be protected and enhanced especially elements of the historic environment which contribute to the distinct identity of Christchurch and East Dorset….” 
Thus, again it is the asset and its setting that need to be protected. 
We therefore ask please that this application be now refused. 
Will you please let us know the outcome of this application. 
Yours faithfully, 
Christopher Clarke 
for the Dorset Gardens Trust 

	South Gloucestershire Local Plan
	Gloucester-shire
	E15/0285
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Publication of South Gloucestershire Local Plan, Proposed submission: Policies, Sites and Places Plan Consultation www.southglos.gov.uk/PSPpublication PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 02.07.2015 
The Avon Gardens Trust works closely with the Garden History Society, which is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens, and, in this regard, we appreciate the opportunity to comment on the PSP Plan and associated Heritage Technical Advice Note (Heritage_TAN). The Avon Gardens Trust offers the following feedback and recommendations. 
There is much in common between this proposed document (PSP Plan) and the preceding local plan, yet the Avon Gardens Trust notes and applauds the proposed inclusion of the word ‘Heritage’ in the title of core strategy Policy CS9: Managing the Environment and Heritage. 
Acknowledging the consistency with the preceding local plan, the Avon Gardens Trust feels that there are opportunities to enhance both the intention and the application of the PSP Plan and Heritage-TAN. 
P 9 and 11 of Heritage technical note “Heritage_TAN” - in reference to the "Gazetteer of Historic Parks and Gardens in Avon", The Avon Gardens Trust recommends that a note is included that states that the Gazetteer is a dynamic document subject to updates and amendments, as is the Historic Environment Record. 
P12 of Heritage technical note “Heritage_TAN” – This document includes a link to the Gazetteer, which is appropriate and useful. A link to the Historic Environment Record would also be of value. 
P11 of Heritage technical note “Heritage_TAN” – The Avon Gardens Trust questions the use of the word “importance” , where the historic “importance” is a material consideration in determining planning applications: “Importance” has a strong element of subjectivity attached to it – in most evaluations of historic sites, the word “significance” is used. The Avon Gardens Trust recommends the replacement of “importance” with “significance” throughout this paragraph. 
The Avon Gardens Trust would also like to recommend that communications, such as diagram on page 19 in the Core Strategy 2006-2007, recognise the connection between the heritage environment and the sense of belonging and engagement of the community in managing and enhancing local space. Said diagram on p19 is incomplete in omitting the connection between 'managing environment and heritage' and ‘engaging communities so they feel they belong and can help provide local solutions’. 
We look forward to continued engagement with the South Gloucestershire Council for the benefit of our shared heritage environment. 
Yours sincerely 
Ros Delany (Dr) 
Chairman, Avon Gardens Trust 

	Hemel Water Gardens
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0287
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION TWO STOREY ROOF EXTENSION AND SIDE EXTENSION TO PROVIDE AN ADDITIONAL 7  DWELLING UNITS. CONVERSION OF PRIVATE STAIRCASES TO COMMUNAL. NATIONAL WESTMINSTER BANK PLC, 12 BANK COURT, HEMEL HEMPSTEAD HP1 1BS. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 22.06.2015 
HGT are responding on behalf of the Garden History Society to this application. 
The scale of the proposed increase in height of 10 Bank Court as detailed in these plans is inappropriate and substantially harmful to a heritage asset. . The setting of a Registered heritage asset helps define its significance: (NPPF 132) Significance can be harmed or lost through …development within its setting. Substantial harm to.. .a grade II listed building, park or garden should be exceptional 
The original design of the Bank Court complex was of relatively modest dimensions and set back from Waterhouse Street as part of the deliberate illusion that the water garden appears larger than it actually is. The NPPF guidance considers that Setting and design are seamless parts of the same broad spectrum of considerations but we find no consideration of the setting of the Garden in this application. Indeed, there is no attempt at a Heritage Impact Statement as is now required. 
We know that Jellicoe used the layout of Bank Court as part of the setting of the Water Garden and as a key element in views across the garden and linking the Town Centre (and The Marlowes) to the Water Gardens and the west of the Gade valley(and vice versa) and is a key part of the post-War New Town aesthetic developed by Jellicoe and others. Bank Court is of the mid-20th century and of a piece with the contemporary Water Garden. As such, any unsympathetic changes to the exterior of Bank Court would have an adverse affect on the setting of the Water Garden. 
The NPPF (paragraph 131) urges that the local authority should take account of the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets [which includes their setting] can make to sustainable communities. Dacorum BC is leading the way in restoration of the Gardens to their mid-20th century appearance, with an HLF bid. It would seem that the setting of the Garden should also be considered in this context. The NPPF also states (paragraph 133) states that where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm . . . of significance of a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse consent. 
We consider that Bank Court and its links to the Water Garden are the most important survival of the original New Town centre design and should not be compromised by inappropriate alterations and additions. We therefore urge that this application should be refused planning permission. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

	Stevanage Borough Local Plan
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0390
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Stevenage Borough Local Plan: Revised Housing Targets Consultation http://stevenage-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/ppolicy/local_plan/lpconsult planningpolicy@stevenage.gov.uk
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 27.06.2015 
NPPF ALSO refers to historic designed landscapes - parks and gardens. These are not included in the list of heritage assets in this section. HGT has researched historic parks and gardens in Hertfordshire including undesignated sites and can help supply information towards an integrated list of heritage assets as in NPPF. 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust (Mrs Kate Harwood) 

	Bayfordbury
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0307
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Rear and side extensions. The Directors House, Bayfordbury, Lower Hatfield Road, Bayford, Hertford, Hertfordshire SG13 8RJ. BUILDING ALTERATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 28.06.2015 
Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust, on behalf of The Garden History Society have studied these proposals. We know the site and its landscape history well. We note that there is no Heritage Impact Statement or Appraisal included in the documents available, even though this is set within a Grade II* registered landscape. NPPF 132 states that harm or loss to the significance of a heritage asset requires clear and convincing justification, which we have not seen here. The current Director's House is relatively neutral in its impact on the Bayfordbury landscape but the proposed additions would make the house too dominant for this particular setting and adversely affect the views across and within the landscape, where Bayfordbury Mansion is the designed focus. NPPF 58 requires development to respond to local character and history; which is here the 18th century house and landscape. Whilst we would not expect or wish a pastiche building, we would urge that any alterations respect the hierarchies present in such an historic designed landscape. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

	Wheathampstead Neighbourhood Plan
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0397
	n/a
	NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN Wheathampstead Neighbourhood Plan Area Designation consultation.
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 28.06.2015 
We note that this proposed area covers a large area, and includes many heritage assets. We would hope that strategies developed in this plan include those for the historic designed landscapes of Brocket Park (Grade II) [part] and the locally important landscapes of Lamer Park, Wheathampstead House, Wheathampstead Rectory, Mackerye End, Aldwickbury School/Golf Course, and Bride Hall. We note that many of the areas included are now seen as part of Harpenden fringes and co-operation between the two councils is essential. 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust (Mrs Kate Harwood)

	St Clare and Puckpool House
	Isle of Wight
	E15/0356
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of buildings outline for residential development of 128 units comprising a mixture of 1 2 3 and 4 bedroom dwellings 63 bed hotel (or 15 holiday units) provision of car park for Puckpool Park formation of new vehicular access works to existing access and landscaping (revised scheme). Former Harcourt Sands Holiday Park, Puckpool Hill, Ryde, Isle Of Wight PO33 1PJ. RESIDENTIAL, HOLIDAY ACCOMMODATION 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 18.06.2015 
The application site comprises the larger parts of the former grounds of St Clare and Puckpool House. The Isle of Wight Gardens Trust carried out historical research on both sites in 2012 resulting in detailed reports. Members of the Trust also walked over the site in 2012 at the invitation of previous consultants. 
We have studied the current application and welcome the inclusion of the following in the proposed scheme 
• the substantial retention of existing trees on the site as described in the comprehensive arboricultural assessment submitted with the application, together with the detailed proposals for their protection during the course of the works 
• the retention of narrow perimeter tree belts which were features of the 19th century historic designed landscape 
• the retention and repair of the former kitchen garden wall and arched entrance on the southern boundary of the site which is physical evidence of the historic estate layout of St Clare (walled kitchen gardens at both properties feature in our 2014 publication Walled Kitchen Gardens of the Isle of Wight) 
• public access routes together with additional proposed tree planting and landscaping which we suggest should be the subject of an ongoing management agreement with the owners of the site 
• the retention, albeit realigned, of a perimeter circuit path around the former grounds of St Clare which was also a feature of the historic designed landscape. 
Given that open areas with sea views were an important part of these historic designed landscapes we would have welcomed a larger degree of open space and, in particular, a more substantial landscaped area adjoining the sea front, however we welcome the incorporation in the proposals of soft landscaped areas to east and west of the hotel which appear to allow views out through trees to the sea. 
Helen Thomas 
On behalf of the Isle of Wight Gardens Trust

	Westover
	Isle of Wight
	E15/0322
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Alterations including reinstatement of timber windows; proposed single storey extension on south elevation to form living room; new hipped roof to existing flat roof section; new chimney stack. Westover Lodge, Winkle Street, Calbourne, Newport, Isle Of Wight PO30 4JF. BUILDING ALTERATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 08.07.2015 
Thank you for seeking comment from the Isle of Wight Gardens Trust on this application which concerns a Grade II listed lodge within the Westover Grade II Registered site. 
In terms of the historic designed landscape, the lodge is particularly significant as an element of the late 18th / early 19th century landscape design which accompanied the enlargement of the parkland. 
In principle we welcome the current application which aims to secure a sustainable use of the building. We have some slight concern that the proposals might lead to possible confusion in reading the scale and massing of the original building form against later, and currently proposed, alterations and additions with exactly copied materials and detailing. 
We note, however, that the original roof line of the southeast portion of the building (the section which possibly contained an earlier stair to the upper floor of the octagon) is not known, that the current flat roof does not enhance either the lodge or the street scene and that the current proposal will result in a building composed of three harmonising but distinct elements. 
Overall we consider that the merit of the scheme outweighs our slight concern and, therefore, have no objection to approval of the application. 
Helen Thomas 

	Knowsley Hall
	Merseyside
	E15/0338
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION REMOVAL OF TEMPORARY BUILDING AND INSTALLATION OF TIIMBER CLAD SINGLE STOREY MODULAR BUILDING FOR USE AS OUTDOOR ACTIVITY CENTRE. Land Adjacent To The Boat House, Knowsley Park, George Hale Avenue, Knowsley, Knowsley, L34 4AQ. SPORT/LEISURE
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.07.2015 
Thank you for your consultation letter inviting The Garden History Society (GHS) to comment on the above application. As previously notified to you, the GHS, who are the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens, now works 
closely with County Garden Trusts, and the responsibility for commenting on planning applications in this context has now passed to the Trusts. The Lancashire Gardens Trust (LGT) therefore responds in this case. 
The LGT recognises the importance of the heritage assets at Knowsley Park in being a Registered Park and Garden Grade II, of considerable historic and cultural significance. 
We have not visited the site for the purpose of consideration of this application. It is recognised that the Activity Centre is an established use providing an important recreation and sporting facility for the locality, and the proposals do not constitute an enhancement of the use of the site. The removal of some of the current storage units is 
welcomed, however it would have been preferred if a pitched roof had been provided to the large new modular building. At least the view from the Lake is to the shorter side elevation of this building, thus minimising the impact of this view. In this instance the 
LGT does not object to the application. 
If there are any matters arising from this letter please contact me. 
Yours faithfully 
Stephen Robson 
S E Robson BSc BPhil MA(LM) DipEP CMLI MRTPI 
Chair, Conservation & Planning Group


Please note that the dates given may reflect the date the response was added to the Casework Log rather than the date submitted to a Council

PAGE  
16

