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CONSERVATION CASEWORK LOG NOTES NOVEMBER 2015 
The GHS/TGT conservation team received 120 new cases in England and 1 new case in Wales during November in addition to ongoing work on previously logged cases. Written responses were submitted by TGT and/or CGTs for the following cases. In addition to the responses below, 2 ‘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


	Tyntesfield
	Avon
	E15/1006
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Repair works to Laundry Cottages (Listed Building) forming a single dwelling annexed to Belmont House to include formation of central opening with glazed doors in south-west elevation, remove fireplace and re-install doorway to north-west elevation and construct French drain and canopy over first floor walkway to north-east elevation together with internal works works including interrnal bathrooms removed (added in 2003), repair damaged fabric and minor alterations to layout and repairs to render. Laundry Cottages, Belmont Estate, Belmont Hill, Wraxall BS48 1NW. REPAIR/RESTORATION, BUILDING ALTERATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 29.11.2015 
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. The Laundry Cottages are situated in the registered historic park and garden of Tyntesfield. The laundry cottages are a Grade II listed building. In the mid 19th century, William Gibbs bought the Belmont estate to add to and increase the Tyntesfield Estate. 
Summary: The Avon Gardens Trust has no objection to this proposal. 
Having studied the application and visited the site, we note that most of the work included in this application concerns the interior and to some extent the façade of the Laundry Cottages and has little effect on the setting and landscape. However, we note that it is intended to submit a separate application for future landscape proposals which we would welcome the opportunity to comment on, at a future date. 
Also, we note that Historic England has provided extensive pre-application advice in relation to the proposed alterations to Laundry Cottages. Avon Gardens Trust fully support the guidance from Historic England 
As previously notified to you, The Gardens Trust is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens. The Avon Gardens Trust is the regional part of The Gardens Trust. 
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 

	Uplands, Wrington
	Avon
	E15/1063
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Change of use from summerhouse for use with main house and agricultural land to north to short-stay holiday accommodation with alterations to tree-house building to include an extension to east elevation to provide open shower and wc, slate to replace shingles on roof, a chimney flue and construction of a gravel drive and 2 parking spaces (retrospective). Land at Uplands, West Hay Road, Wrington BS40 5NP. HOLIDAY ACCOMMODATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 29.11.2015 
Thank you for consulting the Avon Gardens Trust on this application for change of use from summerhouse to short stay holiday accommodation. 
The site is located within the Green Belt. The design, scale and materials used respect the character and appearance of the rural location. 
This new retrospective application to that originally approved scheme in 2013, 13/P/0445/F, similarly does no harm to the openness of the Green Belt and is in accordance with policy CS6 of the Core Strategy. 
Summary: the Avon Gardens Trust has no objection to this application. 
As previously notified to you, The Gardens Trust is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens. The Avon Gardens Trust is the regional part of The Gardens Trust. 
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

	Claydon
	Buckingham-shire
	E15/0945
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Formation of a primary vehicular access into Englands Field. Land At Claydon Estate, Calvert Road, Middle Claydon, Buckinghamshire MK18 2EZ. ACCESS/GATES
	TGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.11.2015 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust (which was formed on the 24th July 2015 through the merger of The Garden History Society and the Assocation of Gardens Trusts) with regard to the proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England on their Register of Parks & Gardens as per the above application. The Gardens Trust continues to be the Statutory Consultee for all sites on the Historic England Register of Parks & Gardens of Special Historic Interest. 
Application 15/03494/APP relates to the formation of a primary vehicular access into Englands Field. Land At Claydon Estate, Calvert Road, Middle Claydon, Buckinghamshire MK18 2EZ. 
TGT have studied the documentation available on the website and can appreciate the need for a safer entrance onto the main road with better visibility (as per the letter 12/10/15 from Mr Simon Handy of Strutt & Parker). We would like to add the following observations which we would be grateful if Aylesbury Vale DC could please bear in mind when making their recommendations regarding this application. 
The views from the house at Claydon are at present pretty much untouched. The surrounding landscape is Brownian (created by John Sanderson a pupil of Capability Brown) with a series of three riverine lakes. The site for the proposed new gateway is just beyond one of these in a shallow valley below the house. Whilst not seriously damaging to the landscape as such, it would clearly be visible from within the RP&G. The reinstatement of an appropriately placed Brownian clump of trees would mitigate the intrusion of the proposed gateway into the PRP&G. 
If Aylesbury Vale DC, the Applicant and/or their Agent would find it helpful to have a representative from the Buckinghamshire Gardens Trust (who work extremely closely with The Gardens Trust) visit the site to discuss possible planting and conservation of this important landscape, they would be more than happy to do so. They can be contacted at enquiries@bucksgardenstrust.org.uk or 01442-841042. 
TGT would be grateful if you could please advise us of the outcome of this application when it is decided. 
Yours sincerely, 
Margie Hoffnung 
Assistant Conservation Officer 
The Gardens Trust 

	Lindridge
	Devon 
	E15/0783
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Installation Of Ground Mounted Solar Array (Area Of Solar Pv Array 175,600 M2), Estimated Output Of 5650 Megawatts-Hour (Mw), And Associated Infrastructure Including Track/Buildings. 77 - Land At Higher Humber Farm, Bishopsteignton. SOLAR
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 30.11.2015 
Thank you for consulting The Garden Trust and the Devon Gardens Trust on the additional information for the above application which affects Lindridge, an historic designed landscape of National importance included by English Heritage 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 to ensure that your Council receives authoritative specialist advice on planning applications affecting historic parks and gardens and their setting. 
We have visited Lindridge on several occasions and in relation to the current application. We have viewed the Historic England Register map and entry, and the planning application documents on your website. We would ask you consider the following comments, which are in addition to those contained in our letter of 22 January 2015. 
The Garden History Society and the Devon Gardens Trust support the principle of renewable energy, but have to consider the impact of such development on the landscape, particularly in Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Area of Great Landscape Values and the 54 sites in Devon on the Historic England Register of Parks and Gardens of special historic interest. 
Historic landscapes are a limited resource and any proposal for solar array schemes should pay due regard to their potential impact on these landscapes. 
In our opinion, the siting of solar arrays which impact on Historic Parks and Gardens or their setting should be avoided, wherever possible, because of the effect on the character and appearance of these extremely important heritage assets. The Gardens Trust advises that development which adversely impacts upon the historic environment should not be permitted. 
The proposed solar array at Higher Humber Farm would be sited within an Area of Great Landscape Value on open farmland adjoining the King’s Wood, which provides an immediate rural setting to the Grade II Registered landscape of Lindridge. 
Lindridge was laid out in the English Landscape Style, in common with countless estates throughout the country, which were ‘improved’ from the eighteenth century onwards. The foremost exponent of the English Style was Capability Lancelot Brown, who subscribed to the dictum of Alexander Pope that the success of a landscape lay principally in ‘contrasts, the management of surprises, and the concealment of the bounds’. 
The carriage drive was an essential element in the ‘management of surprises’, following a circuitous route through the parkland, providing a series of views along its length, culminating in the grand house. Unfortunately, the ‘grand house’ at Lindridge was destroyed by fire in 1963, replaced by a new block of apartments in the early 1990s. Nevertheless, the views from the drive remain essential to the experience of this heritage asset and its setting. 
The approach to Lindridge from Humber Lane is imposing. The entrance is marked by a concave wing and screen rendered wall with elaborate early C20 wrought-iron gates; together with an early C19 lodge outside the gates and an early C20s lodge inside the gates, all listed Grade II. The carriage drive extends c 250m north-west on high ground with views north across farmland, parkland and informal pleasure grounds, planted by Robert Veitch & Son, to the house. 
The latest Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment states ‘Views from the private driveway from the main gateway to the south of the park (and immediately to the north-east of the proposed development) will be open’. In fact, if the proposed development was built, the views towards King’s Wood would no longer be completely open, but would be spoilt by the solar arrays surrounded by hedgerows; alien elements replacing the open countryside adjoining King’s Wood, thereby changing the visual character and appearance of the approach drive to Lindridge. 
The LVIA goes on to state ‘but views will be restricted over time by the proposed new species rich hedgerow that will be planted on the north-eastern boundary ‘. 
This demonstrates a lack of understanding of the aesthetic design principles of the English Style and the historic landscape setting of Lindridge. It would be totally wrong in design terms to site solar arrays surrounded by hedgerows in this situation, adjoining the Grade II Registered landscape. The land should remain in agricultural use in order to retain the setting of Lindridge. 
In terms of the setting of the historic designed landscape of Lindridge, the proposal would be a visual intrusion into the open countryside adjoining King’s Wood, thereby affecting the ability to enjoy the designed views. The applicant’s proposal to screen the solar array with a 3m high hedge is a misguided attempt to make an inappropriate development appear acceptable. 
Good conservation practice indicates that where a planning application affects the historic environment, the applicant must demonstrate a clear understanding of the significance of the heritage asset, and that the proposed development will not adversely affect its historic significance. The applicant has failed to do this as there is clearly no appreciation of the importance of the application site in relation to the setting of Lindridge. The proposed development would not maintain or enhance the distinctive rural character and appearance of Lindridge, its parkland and the adjacent open countryside. The proposed development should NOT be contemplated in an Area of Great Landscape Value. 
We note that the applicant does not offer any ‘conservation gain’ or further mitigation measures which might have included a Conservation Management Plan with proposals to enhance and the parkland of Lindridge. 
In conclusion, we are concerned about the adverse visual impact of the proposed solar array which would harm to the significance of the heritage asset of Lindridge and its setting. We strongly recommend that your Authority should refuse the planning application as it clearly conflicts with National planning policy with regard to the conservation of the historic environment. 
Yours faithfully, 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	A la Ronde and The Point-in-View
	Devon
	E15/0932
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Installation of new gates to access parkland. A La Ronde, Summer Lane,

Exmouth EX8 5BD. ACCESS/GATES
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 02.11.2015 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application which 
affects A la Ronde, an historic designed landscape included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
The Garden History Society has merged with the Association of Gardens Trust to form The Gardens Trust and continues the role of Statutory Consultee on development affecting 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 offers 
authoritative specialist advice on designed landscapes in Devon. We consider that the proposed gates would be in keeping with the existing parkland railings. On behalf of The Gardens Trust we are happy to support this application 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	Saltram House
	Devon
	E15/1024
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed residential development of up to 280 dwellings with principal access off Plymbridge Road and emergency access off Meadow Way. LAND AT PLYMBRIDGE ROAD, BORINGDON PLYMOUTH. RESIDENTIAL
	TGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.11.2015 
I have been forwarded your emails regarding the above application, on which I understand your Authority has failed to consult The Gardens Trust, the relevant statutory consultee, despite the obvious potential impact of the proposals on the setting and special historic interest of the Grade II* registered landscape at Saltram. 
Given this serious omission and breach of procedure, I consider that your Authority is not in a position properly to determine this application. 
However, as you have indicated that this application will be presented to Committee, I must advise you that, in its role as Statutory Consultee, The Gardens Trust objects most strongly to the proposed development due to its impact on the designed setting of the nationally designated designed landscape of Saltram including both views to the Boringdon Arch, and perhaps just as importantly, views from the Arch which are an essential element of the landscape design. We further advise that the proposed development would have a detrimental impact on the setting of the Listed Arch. 
We conclude that the proposed development therefore conflicts with both national planning policy contained in NPPF, and local planning policy with regard to the historic environment. 
The Gardens Trust, as Statutory Consultee, most strongly advised that this application be refused. 
Yours sincerely 
Jonathan Lovie 
Principal Conservation Officer & Policy Adviser 

The Gardens Trust 

CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 09.11.2015 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application which affects Saltram Park, an historic designed landscape of exceptional importance, the Boringdon Arch, and Boringdon Hall set in a an historic designed landscape of local historic interest, and the Boringdon Deer Park. 
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 to ensure that your Council receives authoritative specialist advice on planning applications 
affecting historic parks and gardens and their setting. 
We have visited Saltram and the the Boringdon Arch. We have viewed the Historic England Register map and entry, and the planning application documents on your web site. We would ask you consider the following comments: 
The planning application is for the proposed residential development of up to 280 dwellings, on the hillside off Plymbridge Road, south of Boringdon House. 
Boringdon was the large and imposing seat of the Parker family from the late C16 until the late C18 when they moved to Saltram. The Grade I listed mansion is in a fine situation within an Area of Great Landscape Value, and commands very extensive and beautiful views. The Boringdon Deer Park, enclosed by Royal licence granted in 1699 is a Scheduled Ancient Monument. Both the Boringdon Arch and the Boringdon Deer Park are on the Historic England Heritage at Risk Register. 
Saltram is an C18 garden and parkland landscape of exceptional importance, which is included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at Grade II*. It was developed from the mid C18, with advice on garden structures from Lord Grantham, and from c 1770 with advice from the 
landscape designer Nathaniel Richmond. In 1754 Richmond began working from Lancelot ‘Capability' Brown and later had his own commissions and is regarded as one of the important C18 designers of the English Landscape style. 
Boringdon Hall is a designed landscape of importance in the local context of Devon and, as such, is on the Devon Gazetteer of Parks and Gardens of Local Historic Interest. Within the scheduled Boringdon Deer Park lies the Boringdon Arch standing prominently on the distant hillside, framed by woodland . The Arch, listed Grade II*, was designed to act as as an eye-catcher from the parkland of Saltram. The 
Boringdon Arch is an essential part of the wider historic designed landscape of Saltram. 
The Register description for Saltram House stresses the importance of the Boringdon Arch in relation to Saltram: 
“A further important vista was created from Saltram house to the Arch at Boringdon in 1783. The Arch (not included in the registered area but listed grade II* and part of Scheduled Monument 33780), stands c 2km north-north-east of the house, and was built for Lord Boringdon to a design by Robert Adam (1728-92). It served as an 
eye-catcher from Saltram House and provided a sudden and dramatic view of Saltram when approached from the north via the former drive that led from Boringdon House. The Arch is constructed in brick, stone and stucco, flanked by paired pilasters, it has single storey screen walls to each side and a single storey lodge (now ruinous) 
attached to the rear. The Arch stands within a plantation laid out in the late-C18 and retains several mature trees.” 
The description goes on to state: 
“The eastern part of the park is occupied by parkland north and west of the former kitchen garden and by Hardwick Wood, now separated from the main body of the park by the A38 road. The wood occupies a high ridge of ground and contains the remnants of a series of ornamental walks (as first shown on the OS drawing of 1785), which were laid out by Lord Boringdon, probably as part of the landscape 
improvements of c 1770 with advice from Nathaniel Richmond. In c 1800 the first Earl of Morley created a new entrance drive now surviving as a track (see above). The walks and drive offer a series of extensive views northwards to the Triumphal Arch and beyond to Dartmoor, and, in the late-C18 and early-C19 westwards to Saltram, as depicted in a view of 1797 painted by the Revd John Swete.” 
The role, and significance, of the Boringdon Arch to Satram has subsequently been confirmed in the appeal decision of 29 June 2015 for the proposed wind turbine at Boringdon Golf Club (APP/K1128/A/14/2229204). In relation to the Boringdon Arch,the Inspector stated: 
"The significance of this asset is primarily derived from its design as an eye-catcher to be seen from Saltram House, as well as a focal-point when viewed from a number of locations around the designed landscape to the house, including the Grade //* listed mid18th century Amphitheatre.” 
The Historic Environment Assessment, which forms part of the planning application, is therefore both inaccurate and misleading in the assertion “that there are no longer any views from Saltram House or its environs towards the triumphal arch, and therefore the anticipated intrusion of the proposed development within its designed view does not remain a consideration.” (para 8.9) 
We would advise that this document should be disregarded by the local planning authority in assessing this application, as it clearly demonstrates a fundamental misunderstanding of the aesthetic design of Saltram. The Boringdon Arch was the focal point of the overall landscape design, linking the new seat of the Parkers at Saltram with their ancestral seat at Boringdon, and framing spectacular views across the new landscape. 
The Boringdon Arch is only some 290 metres to the north west of the application site. The replacement of open countryside by the proposed suburban housing estate of up to 280 dwellings would intrude into the designed views from Saltram, seriously detracting from the rural setting of the Boringdon Arch. There is no doubt that the 
proposed development would challenge the visual dominance of the Boringdon Arch in its open setting, part countryside and part golf course, and would form an unacceptable element in the designed views of the Boringdon Arch in its role as eye-catcher from Saltram. The housing estate would also replace the rural setting of 
Boringdon House, thereby causing harm to the significance of the heritage asset. 
The NPPF 132 states that the more important the heritage asset the greater the weight that should be given to their conservation. The proposed residential 
development would adversely affect heritage assets of the highest significance, namely Boringdon House, listed Grade I, the Boringdon Arch, listed Grade II*, the scheduled Boringdon Deer Park, and the Grade II* Registered designed landscape at Saltram. The NPPF defines ‘conservation’ as the process of managing change to a heritage asset in a way that sustains and where appropriate enhances its significance. The proposed development would considerably harm the significance of these high graded heritage assets and therefore should not be permitted. 
In conclusion, we are concerned about the adverse visual impact of the proposed residential development on these heritage assets. We recommend that your authority should refuse permission for this proposed development as it clearly conflicts with national planning policy with regard to the conservation of the historic environment. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer

	Plympton House
	Devon
	E15/1026
	II
	PRE-APPLICATION Extensive proposals to the Grade II listed park associated with the Grade I listed Plympton House. Revised scheme removes development from the walled gardens. Top part of the walled garden still proposed to be attached to a converted building / extended as its private garden space. Several other new developments proposed within the registered area, but also some benefits such as the re-introduction of an avenue of lime trees. The site will be split into two applications, with the proposed works on the east side of the site still being proposed but as a phase two Rebecca.Boyde@plymouth.gov.uk rachel.broomfield@plymouth.gov.uk
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 13.11.2015 
Thank you for telephoning this afternoon & for talking me through the latest plan of the proposed development at Plympton House. The majority of the proposed development is proposed in the ‘service courtyard’ and the existing car park and, therefore, would not impinge on the character and appearance of the Registered landscape of Plympton House. We note that it is proposed to extend part of unit 2 into the walled garden. The Gardens Trust and the Devon Gardens Trust consider that any new development in the walled garden should be designed to be subservient to the walled garden and should light in appearance, in the spirit and tradition of the ancillary buildings typically found in a walled garden. 
Regards 
John Clark 
DGT Conservation Officer

	Pitville Park
	Gloucestershire
	E15/0982
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Replacement of children's play park and erection of refreshment kiosk. Pittville Park, Evesham Road, Cheltenham. PLAY AREA, CATERING
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 09.11.2015 
The Garden Trust, as Statutory Consultee for development proposals that may impinge on the landscape setting of Registered Parks and Gardens, has asked the Gloucestershire Gardens and Landscape Trust (GGLT) to respond to this proposal on its behalf. 
The Heritage Statement prepared by Wendy Tomlinson of Lewis Advisory Services Ltd. clearly sets out the heritage significance of this location within the Registered Park and within the setting of the Grade1 Pittville Pump Room. As a location for children's play there has been a long precedent and the recent Management Plan highlights the fact that the mixed play equipment has become tired and worn out. The need for the play area is well established as evidenced by the high levels of usage. In GGLT'S opinion, the proposal will be a sound investment in maintaining strong a community use in the future evolution of this Registered Park. 
Although the range of play equipment has substantially increased in number and area, the colour scheme has been toned down so that it does not look like a manufacturer's fair. The area of the play-space has expanded, in itself not necessarily a bad thing, as it will help reduce wear and tear on the grassed areas, and continue to allow free play on an open area if the northern part of the site toward the aviaries. 
However, GGLT has two observations on the scheme as a whole. These relate to the reference in the Heritage Statement referring to the ability of these settings to absorb change as a contemporary contribution to the heritage matrix. In this case: 
*In carrying out a major new intervention such as this renewal and enlargement of the playground, it might be opportune to accompany it with a strong and structural landscape statement to tie the development rather more firmly into the Park structure, such as including a sinuous enclosure of railings plus a 1.5m high + 1.5 wide yew hedge along its Eastern boundary. This element would lead the eye to the Pump Room, and also provide a measure of security along the western side of the major North/South footpath. 
*The title "refreshment unit" on its drawing rather hints at its character. Security is obviously a matter of great importance, but this proposal one considers adds very little if anything to the character of this part of the Pittville Character Area. A piece of really good contemporary design would be welcomed- but it will have to be rather better than this proposal. Why not a limited architectural pro bono competition amongst the practitioners in Cheltenham? 
Overall, this proposal is to be welcomed as it will give impetus to the continuing life of Pittville Park. However GGLT considers that just a little more thought is needed while you have the opportunity. 
Yours sincerely, 
David Ball, (on behalf of the Gloucestershire Gardens and Landscape Trust).

	Prinknash Abbey
	Gloucestershire
	E15/1074
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of existing 1970s monastery building and erection of ten residential dwellings and associated works. Prinknash Abbey (Former), Prinknash, Cranham, Gloucestershire. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 26.11.2015 
The Gloucestershire Garden and Landscape Trust (GGLT) has been asked to respond to your consultation request to The Garden Trust, the Statutory Consultee for proposals that have an impact on Listed and registered parkland and landscape settings. 
This is a very unusual proposal, in that it signals the demise of the great monastic ideal of Stuart Goodhart Rendell that by 1972 had been reduced to a shadow of its promise, and is now largely unloved and un-managed. 
This 3.00 ha. application site is set within a relict parkland structure which has been much degraded by its former management, and in historic terms is centered on St. Peter's Grange, which is Listed as Grade1. Although the parkland itself is not listed by Heritage England, it is recognised as of local countywide significance by GGLT's research system. The immediate setting to the "new" monastic building is now reverting to scrub and woodland, it requires remedial management, and its redefinition within the landscape of the original estate and subsequent interventions. 
It is the opinion of GGLT that positive moves have been made to find a beneficial use for the building: these unfortunately have failed and the relatively few existing elements of quality in the building are identified for preservation and reuse. This proposal for the construction of a gated community of ten substantial detached residential properties has a development logic in the current economic climate as a method of funding a beneficial redevelopment solution. 
Much has been made of the intrusion of the existing monastic building on the Cotswold scarp, particularly its rather unsympathetic colour and form in the wider landscape setting. This is undoubtedly true, but you also reflect what might have been with proposals of 1938, 1953 even up to 1963. One can in some ways mourn the passing of a big idea - that ultimately failed; and its replacement by something with lesser aspirations that is sadly rather more in tune with our current thinking on protected landscapes, non conforming uses, and achieving just a modest level of creativity. 
On the basis of what is shown in this Application, GGLT would not wish to raise objections to this scheme. It fully recognises the problematic nature of trying to find a practical solution to dealing with a major building and landscape feature that is rapidly becoming derelict, and that seemingly does not appear to have a beneficial use. 
However, one might hope : 
*That the District Council does secure the highest possible standards of design quality and craftsmanship, without reverting to pastiche; in order to reflect the unique and inherited policy status of this location; 
* That a firm landscaping statement is made by this redevelopment that at least acknowledges the significance of its historic planned parkland setting, and ties the proposed development into the wider parkland landscape; 
*That the Applicant and Prinknash Trust themselves might be encouraged to undertake some further parkland management and new plantings to rectify some of the results of the past lack of long term management; 
*That the current proposal is not used as a stalking horse for further intensification and expansion of this particular type of residential development on the application site, or elsewhere on the estate ; and finally, 
* I also recall that there is a small cemetery to the Southwest of the "new" Abbey chapel, within the application site and visible from the drive leading down to the Abbey's Portway Lodge. This important and sensitive feature seems not to be evident from the housing layout drawings. I consider that this feature should be treated with care. 
Yours sincerely, 
David Ball, ( on behalf of Gloucestershire Garden and Landscape Trust) 

	Bushy Park
	Greater London
	E15/1112
	I
	PLANNING APPLICATION Replacement of existing house with three eco houses. The Coach House, 4a Hampton, Richmond upon Thames TW12 2SP. RESIDENTIAL 

OUTCOME 06.05.2015 Refused

APPEAL LODGED 29.10.2015

To be decided by written representations
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 29.11.2015 (APPEAL)

I am writing as chairman of the Planning and Conservation Working Group of the London Parks and

Gardens Trust to support the refusal of planning permission for the appeal proposals insofar as they will have an adverse effect on the character, appearance and amenities of Bushy Park, which is a Royal Park and included at grade I in the English Heritage (Historic England) Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest.

Local planning authorities are required to notify Historic England and The Gardens Trust (formerly the Garden History Society) of planning applications affecting registered historic landscapes and to take into account any representations made by The Gardens Trust and/or by affiliated county gardens trusts acting on their behalf. In Greater London the LPGT is the county gardens trust.

Bushy Park is described at length in the EH Register and more briefly at ondongardensonline.org  It was enclosed as a deer park from the late C15 onwards for Giles D'Aubrey, Cardinal Wolsey, Henry VIII and James I, and its history is closely tied to that of Hampton Court nearby. The park, which is also a conservation area, Site of Special Scientific Interest, and Metropolitan Open Land, covers 450 hectares of deer park, woodland, ornamental gardens and water, grassland and farmland, and incorporates evidence of mediaeval pre-emparkment farming. The Longford River was dug through the park on the orders of Charles I to bring fresh water from the River Colne to Hampton Court and also feeds the Upper Lodge water gardens created for the Earl of Halifax early in the C18 and the Diana Fountain in the centre of the rond point at the crossing of the main avenues first planted in the 1690s. The park includes a number of listed buildings, and is enclosed by a listed brick wall dating in part from the C16.

The park has received substantial funding from the Heritage Lottery Fund to restore and improve its amenities and is a most important heritage asset as attraction for local people and visitors. The proposed development, at three storeys, will be prominently visible from sensitive points within the historic park and will in my opinion have a detrimental effect on the character, appearance and amenities of the grade-I registered heritage asset.

For that reason I therefore respectfully request that the appeal be dismissed.

Chris Sumner

London Parks and Gardens Trust

	Hindlip Hall
	Hereford and Worcester
	E15/1113
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION New operations and communications centre with car parking, other facilities and associated works and water attenuation pond. Hindlip Hall, The Drive, Hindlip, Worcester WR3 8SP. OFFICE/COMMERCIAL, PARKING
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 30.11.2015 

Dear Sir, 

Planning Application 15/02662. Operations and Communications Centre Hindlip Hall 

The Hereford and Worcester Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust, a statutory consultee, and comments in that capacity. 

The previous planning application submitted for this site was supported by the Trust on the grounds that the innovation was minor in scale and appropriate efforts had been made to mitigate the harmful effects of the proposal on the historic environment of the Grade 2* listed building 

Unfortunately we cannot make the same observation with regard to the present proposal. 

We would wish to comment as follows: 

1 The accretion of elements alien to the historic environment has taken place over a period of years without the benefit of a long term management plan which can be properly accessed and evaluated. 

2 The arguments in favour of the placing of the new Centre at Hindlip appear, at least in part, to be based on the availability of open ground of suitable size without due regard to the sensitivity of the site. There has been no thorough examination of alternative sites which if less appealing on financial and operational grounds would avoid adding to the degradation of the listed curtilage. 

3 The proposed building is massive in height and area, sufficiently large to challenge the pre-eminence of the listed building itself and further upset the already disturbed hierarchy of the historic buildings. 

4 Of equal concern is the detrimental effect of the 4000 sq metre, 8 metre high building on the landscape. The partial screening afforded by tree cover will not be sufficient to hide the building from the view of anyone approaching from the south and east. It is likely that from the distant southerly views in particular it will become as prominent as the listed building itself. 

On the grounds of damage to a listed historic environment, prejudice to an historic asset and very unfavourable effects on the open countryside, all elements protected by the conditions of the NPPF, the draft South Worcestershire Development Plan and the saved policies of the Wychavon local plan we would oppose the application. 

J Comins 

Hereford and Worcester Gardens Trust

	Hadham Hall
	Hertford-shire
	E14/0415
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed 3.9km northern bypass of the A120 and flood alleviation scheme. comprising a new 9.3m wide single carriageway road, verges, roundabout junctions (including lighting), bridges, embankments, drainage, landscaping and associated engineering
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 20.11.2015 (ADDITIONAL COMMENTS)
Our comments on 23 July 2014 raised the issue of the significance of the heritage asset of Hadham Hall and historic landscape. (HHER 15993). HGT consider that the importance of the views from Hadham Hall towards Bloodhounds and High Woods is a key component in the historic significance of the landscape.The proposed Hadham Park Bridge to the east of the bypass would cause significant damage to this view and thus the significance of the site as detailed in our letter of 23/7/14. We are aware of damage to the setting of Hadham Hall and landscape caused by this bypass , with noise, light pollution and visual intrusion from bunds and other bridges. However, the Hadham Park Bridge would cause such significant damage that HGT (as part of The Gardens Trust, statutory consultees) hereby register their objection. An underpass in this location would not cause the loss of significance that this bridge does 
Best wishes 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

	`
	Hertford-shire
	E15/0994
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Two story side and rear extension and internal alterations. Hill House, 7 Temple Gardens, Moor Park, Hertfordshire WD3 1QJ. BUILDING ALTERATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.11.2015 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust is familiar with this Grade II* Registered landscape (of exceptional national historic interest) and the area of Temple Gardens which was historically laid out as pleasure grounds, most importantly by 'Capability' Brown and augmented in the 19C with planting of many 'new' species of trees and shrubs. The views to the eastern boundary of the pleasure grounds and westward from them are still of importance given the remaining layout and historic planting. The proposals in this application include a large amount of glass windows facing the open views across the fairways, formerly the parkland. To reduce the adverse impact this will have on the significance of the historic landscape, the amount of glass visible from the fairways should be reduced by appropriate species planting along the boundary (or in the garden of the property) and/or reduction in the amount of glazing or the positioning of it. 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust, statutory consultees for historic designed landscapes. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

	Sefton Park
	Mersey-side
	E15/1001
	I
	PLANNING APPLICATION To sever bowling green and erect 4 detached dwellings with new vehicular access to Aigburth Vale and Mossley Hill Drive. Aigburth Peoples Hall, Aigburth Vale, Liverpool L17 0DG. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 25.11.2015 
Thank you for your emailed letter of 2 November inviting the Garden History Society (GHS) to comment on the above application. You should have been informed that on 24 
July 2015 the GHS merged with the Association of Gardens Trusts to form The Gardens Trust (TGT). The Lancashire Gardens Trust (LGT) responds on behalf of TGT which devolves its cases to the regions. 
We have reviewed the application documentation, but not visited the site. It is noted that the application site occupies a prominent location adjacent to Grade I Registered Sefton Park, however the immediately adjacent Aigburth Peoples Hall is not listed (even given 
its strong neo Elizabethan character and being a significant landmark) and both the Park and surrounding land in the vicinity of the site is included the Sefton Park Conservation Area, and in addition this is further surrounded by a number of additional contiguous 
conservation areas. The LGT objects to the application on the basis of the details of the dwellings proposed as explained below. 
It is understood from the Planning Statement supporting the application that the current bowling green is not designated as public open space or amenity space, and we do not 
object to the principle of development of the site for residential purposes. The justification for development is explained as supporting investment in the Peoples Hall. This is welcomed but it would be preferred if there were a formal mechanism to ensure 
that this investment is actually delivered as a result of the enhancement in the land value arising from the intended residential development. As the Peoples Hall is not a party to the application it is difficult to see how a planning condition or obligation for this 
purpose can be enforced. This should be a concern to the Council, and a mechanism needs to be set in place to ensure this benefit is guaranteed as far as possible. 
The application states that the surrounding wall and established hedges are to be broken through by only the minimum of openings. It is assumed that these features will become the responsibility of the adjacent private dwellings. This is welcome in relation to the wall, which is a feature which can readily be defined as unchanging and permanent. 
The hedges however are described as ‘mature’ but in reality appear to be overgrown and probably have not been cut for a number of years. It is not realistic for these to be simply identified as to be retained or protected. The eventual residents in the proposed dwellings will have their own intentions for views and light requirements, and it will not be possible to prevent these being cut to a lower height or even removed in the short term. If the hedges had already been regularly maintained to a dense fixed height this may have assisted (but still not guaranteed) the intention for retention. The result is that the 
dwellings will not have the screening described in the planning statement. The dwellings will therefore be far more prominent in the setting of the Park than described in the application, and more sensitivity to their context is required to be given through the form 
and architectural details of the dwellings. 
The proposed dwellings are of a conventional basic modern form and materials with little respect being given to the context of the adjacent Peoples Hall. The proposed 30° roof pitch is far shallower and due to its width is more dominant than the 45° pitch presented by the Peoples Hall. Grey roof tiles (concrete?) will be at variance with the slate of the older building. In particular the proposed window openings are not expressed by means of stone cills, jambs and mullions, and the gables are likely to be formed with standard PVC fascias and ugly plastic verge closures in place of stone capped parapets. We 
request that the form and detailing of the proposed dwellings takes a far closer lead from the Peoples Hall, and are subjected to a complete redesign which needs to recognise the prominence of this location. 
The application site occupies an important location immediately overlooking the Grade I Registered Sefton Park, where the original principle was to provide an integrated residential development where such sites contributed to and benefited from their location overlooking the Park. This application is an opportunity to bring forward residential development in an appropriate location, but in its present form fails not only to respect and build on the original concept, but also fails to deliver the presence and quality which this location deserves. The LGT therefore objects to this 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 MRTP

	Scale House
	North Yorkshire
	E15/0978
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION full planning permission for erection of L shaped building comprising open-fronted garage/storage area and housing unit for bio-mass heating system (retrospective). Scale House, Rylstone. BIOMASS, MAINTENANCE/STORAGE/OUTBUILDING
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.11.2015 
Thank you for consulting the Yorkshire Gardens Trust on this application. 
Scale House is a Grade II listed house with designed gardens/grounds of considerable interest. They have evolved from a simple late 17C courtyard design, through a late 19C picturesque woodland and walled garden to a mid 20C (1939 plan) formal ompartmentalised series of gardens mainly to the south and south east with Arts and Crafts influences. 
The late 19C walled garden with greenhouses lies above and to east of house and is shown on 1909 OS 25 1 inch: 1 mile map. In 1939 the grounds were landscaped by the grandfather of the then owner, Mr JD Standeven, and the garden was extended south and south east into pasture or parkland. Steps led down to a sunken, walled and yew hedged rectangular enclosure laid out as a formal rose garden. A half-moon lily pond was constructed below the steps, together with stone paths and a central plinth where there was a lead statue of a cherub, leaning on a bear or wolf, holding a grotesque mask in its left hand. All the gardens may be traced on OS, tithe and estate maps. 
The application site is immediately north of the house’s main entrance portico on the western elevation. This elevation of the house overlooks a terrace with steps down to the former rose garden. 
The Yorkshire Gardens Trust visited Scale House in 2004, as part of a research project. At that time the walls on the north, east and south sides of the walled garden remained and were stone lined with brick on their inner faces. The north wall was approximately 15 feet high with potting sheds abutting on its outer face. On the east wall were remains of collapsed greenhouses. On the west side the garden wall was low and solely of brick. Steps from the entrance in this wall lead down to the house. There was a second entrance to the walled garden for gardeners in the north wall nearer to the service areas of the house. Traces remained of the elaborate layout of paths and flower beds. North east of the sunken garden was the remains of a large rockery which, at that time, was overgrown with trees and shrubs. Immediately to the north east of the rockery a stone flagged and stepped path led up through a stone piered pergola to a rectangular walled flower garden with a fan-shaped extension. At the south east corner of this extension, stone steps lead up to a hexagonal summerhouse which had views back to the house. A 1950’s cine film shows that there was a herbaceous border along the east wall of this garden. This rectangular enclosure was bisected by a stone path terminating with a terracotta/stone well-head at the northern end, and the whole was laid down to grass. 
In June 2005 there were new owners who carried out extensive restoration of the gardens including the former rose garden. The stone steps from the terrace were restored, the trees and undergrowth cut back and the curved path, which circled the garden uncovered. This path, made of tarmac set with stones, is clearly shown on the 1939 plan. A sunken pond, fernery and cascade were discovered which may be from the late 19C and contemporary with the planting of two large Wellingtonias below the terrace. 
The current proposal is for a wooden structure terminating the view on approach to the grand principal entrance and very close to the principal building. We are particularly concerned that the roof of the garage cuts off the view of Scale House from the north, so losing the sense of the former alternative approach from the north past the Lodge. The present wall is a post Victorian addition. The building line of the Biomass section is forward of that shown on the approved 2014 plan and projects well beyond the principal entrance portico. The L-shaped new garage extends even further out beyond historic building grouping. Sited as it is, the introduction of a wooden structure, even though it is of high quality construction, results in a jarring element that harms the significance of Scale House and its setting and does not make a positive contribution to local character and distinctiveness. 
We are sympathetic to the owners’ desire for an environmentally friendly heating system and a garage, but a building of the current design, massing and materials is not appropriate in this location so close to a grade II listed building with historic landscaped grounds. We advise that consideration is given to better locating these facilities to form a coherent grouping with the existing buildings on the site and that the application as it stands should be refused. 
Yours sincerely, 
Kathryn Gibson 
Trustee and Chair of Conservation Committee, Yorkshire Gardens Trust

	Charlecote Park
	Warwick-shire
	E15/1003
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of 4.63 hectares of poly tunnels. Old Pastures Farm, Stratford Road, Hampton Lucy, Warwickshire CV35 8BQ. AGRICULTURE
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 26.11.2015 
Heritage assets are by their very nature unique and irreplaceable and there is, therefore, an obligation upon us to protect both the asset itself and its setting from the effects of harmful development. 
Charlecote is a listed Grade1 16th C house with Victorian additions situate on the banks of the river Avon. The parkland surrounding the house is listed Grade 11* for its special historic interest and the grounds were landscaped in the mid C18 by Lancelot Brown. Not only is the house and parkland of exceptional beauty but it also has connections to the area’s association with Shakespeare and is therefore a vital cog in the promotion of local tourism and the economy of Stratford-upon-Avon. 
The river Avon runs close to the 40m contour line and meanders through the park with the house close by the south bank of the river and Old Pasture Farm to the NW about 800m distance. Charlecote House overlooks the flood plain of the Avon from the apex of the meander and has long-reaching open views from its deer park and the house itself across gently undulating pasture land to the Welcombe Hills beyond. The site of the house was chosen to take advantage of the view and has enjoyed this vista for several centuries. 
A previous application (10/02509/FUL) allowed 4 hectares of poly tunnels to the immediate west of the application site. The resulting poly-tunnels already puncture the view from the house and park causing significant visual harm as they are clearly visible from the house and from the whole area of parkland sited towards the village and Grade1 listed church St Peter ad Vincula at Hampton Lucy. The application was granted subject to landscaping conditions which do not seem ever to have been properly discharged in order to protect the setting of Charlecote House and parkland. 
Application 15/03650/FUL will extend the area of poly-tunnels to 8.6hectares and fill the area between the current tunnels and the farm buildings. The visual harm already suffered by Charlecote House and parkland will intensify as the new poly-tunnels double the area covered and are another metre higher. They will therefore stand well above both the existing poly-tunnels and any existing vegetation. The NPPF is quite clear that where there is existing harm to an heritage asset as here at Charlecote that existing harm must not influence the decision. Existing harm must not be used as a reason to allow further harm to take place. 
The NPPF states that local planning authorities should require an applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by their setting. As a minimum the relevant historic environment record should have been consulted and the heritage assets assessed using appropriate expertise. The applicant has provided an assessment of the suitability of the soil for growing salad crops but has failed to provide any assessment of the setting of Charlecote and the visual harm that would result from 8.6ha of poly-tunnels some 5m-6m in height so close and in plain view. There are a number of heritage assets affected by this application of which Charlecote House and parkland is the closest. 
The NPPF also states that “substantial harm to or loss of a grade II listed building, park or garden should be exceptional” 
In addition the strategic objective of the Core Strategy in relation to the rural areas is that 
The rural character of the District will have been maintained and enhanced….and the countryside of the District will have been protected from inappropriate development. 
In objecting to this application I have taken cognisance of the economic argument put forward by the applicant and set this against the need to protect heritage assets such as Charlecote along with its own economic contribution. If minded to grant this application then it must be subject to a landscape assessment and a planting plan that will mitigate the harm already done and prevent further harm. 


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
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