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CONSERVATION CASEWORK LOG NOTES APRIL 2017 
The TGT conservation team received 110 new cases in England and one cases in Wales during March in addition to ongoing work on previously logged cases. Written responses were submitted by the GT and/or CGTs for the following cases. In addition to the responses below, two ‘No Comment’ responses were lodged by the GT in response to planning applications included in the weekly lists.
	Site
	County
	GHS ref
	Reg Grade
	Proposal
	Written Response


	Teignmouth Community School
	Devon
	E17/0066
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Change of use of walled garden to outdoor exhibition space, including new compost toilet, shed/store, new pathway and raised bed. Teignmouth Community School, Exeter Road, Teignmouth TQ14 9HZ. WALLED GARDEN
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 21.04.2017 
The Devon Garden Trust has been involved with the Foresight Gardening Enterprises project for the walled kitchen garden in Teignmouth Community College. Foresight Gardening Enterprises are planning to restore an unusual walled kitchen garden in Teignmouth Community College for community use, in particular visually impaired people. Foresight Gardening Enterprises provide support to visually impaired people so that they can enjoy gardening and in some cases train for a career in horticulture. As well as developing the garden for visually impaired people, the garden will provide a local resource and an opportunity to learn about heritage. Foresight Gardening Enterprises have an excellent scheme for the garden which was commissioned from local architects, LHC Architects. This scheme is well thought out and will be of be of great benefit to the local community. 
The Devon Gardens Trust fully supports the application. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark Conservation Officer

	Powderham Castle
	Devon
	E17/0032
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Reinstate roof structures (oak) and coverings (ply and fiberglass) over the main part of the tower and the turrets, reinstating floors to the north tower and providing ladders for temporary access to main roof level, place temporary boarding-over windows and openings in the building, providing new rainwater goods, removing iron cramps from stonework and patch re-pointing of brickwork. Powderham Belvedere , Powderham Castle. 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 25.04.2017 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above 
application. The Devon Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust and acts on its behalf in responding to consultations in the County of Devon. 
Powderham is an historic designed landscape included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II*. The Belvedere is an important element in the designed landscape. 
The Register entry states: 
….while c 850m north-west of the Castle the late C18 Belvedere (listed grade II*) stands on the ridge. Built by the second Viscount in 1771-4 of rendered brick with gothic doors, windows and other decorative details in Portland stone, the Belvedere is triangular on plan with octagonal corner turrets and comprises two storeys with an embattled parapet, with higher corner turrets similarly embattled. Originally accommodating a first-floor ballroom with ornamental plasterwork, the structure was damaged by fire c 1945 and is now (1998) a roofless shell. From the Belvedere there are wide views north-west, through north, to south-east encompassing ornamental planting on Exwell Hill (c 800m north-west), the Exe and settlements on its east shore, and the estuary mouth c 3km south-east. The minor road on the north boundary of the park is largely obscured from the tower by the topography and ornamental planting on the lower slopes. The design of the Belvedere is said to be derived from Henry Flitcroft's triangular tower of 1752 at Shrub Hill, Virginia Water, Windsor (qv) (Cherry and Pevsner 1989). 
The Gardens Trust wholeheartedly supports this application. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	Greenway
	Devon
	E17/0047
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition and replacement of existing dwelling. Hunterswood Cottage, Greenway Road, Greenway TQ5 0ES. DEMOLITION, RESIDENTIAL    
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 25.04.2017 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust on the above application. The Devon Gardens Trust is a member of The Gardens Trust and acts on its behalf in responding to consultations in the County of Devon. 
The site of the application lies within the Registered boundary of Greenway, an historic designed landscape included by Historic England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II*. 
The Register entry states: 
OTHER LAND To the north of Greenway Road the steep north-facing slope descending to the River Dart is planted with mature mixed woodland. Some 300m north-north-east of Greenway House, Hunterswood, a mid C20 domestic property, is converted from the laundry built by Richard Harvey in the mid C19. A service drive leads through the pleasure grounds north and north-north-east of Greenway House to give access to the laundry. It continues north-east of the laundry through Hare Wood where it now (2003) terminates, though it formerly gave access to woodland and pasture north-west of Lower Greenway. 
The proposal is for the demolition and replacement of the existing Hunterswood Cottage,which is a building of no architectural merit with a contemporary dwelling designed by Stan Bolt, an eminent local architect. We suggest that the replacement dwelling would have a less than substantial impact on the heritage asset of Greenway and therefore we do not have any objection. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	The Queens Gardens
	Greater London
	E16/1679
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION  Erection of four buildings ranging in height from 13 to 35 storeys comprising 514 residential units (use class C3), flexible A1/A2/A3/A4/B1/D1 space at ground floor level of the buildings, new basement areas (including demolition of parts of existing basement), landscaping (including re-landscaping of Queens Gardens), new pavilion café in Queens Gardens (use class A3), access, servicing and associated works. Former Site Of Taberner House And The Queen's Gardens, Park Lane, Croydon CR9 3JS.
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.04.2017  
I write as Director of the London Parks & Gardens Trust (LPGT). The LPGT is affiliated to The Gardens Trust (TGT, formerly the Garden History Society and the Association of Gardens Trusts), which is a statutory consultee in respect of planning proposals affecting sites included in the Historic England (English Heritage) Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest. 
The LPGT is the gardens trust for Greater London and makes observations on behalf of TGT in respect of registered sites, and may also comment on planning matters affecting other parks, gardens and green open spaces, especially when included in the LPGT’s Inventory of Historic Green Spaces (see www.londongardensonline.org.uk) and/or when included in the Greater London Historic Environment Register (GLHER). 
The application site includes Queen’s Gardens (OS Grid reference TQ 325653) which features on our register and is in part included in the Croydon Central Conservation Area and is also locally listed. As noted in the Conservation Area Statement para 4.2.5 
 ‘On Katharine Street the Town Hall complex, including the Central Library and museum, forms the core of Croydon’s civic and cultural life. The Queen’s Gardens are an important public space due to the limited provision of open space in the town centre.’ 
We have read the application in detail and commend the efforts to increase the amount of public park and welcome the positive proposals to introduce a café and playground. Nonetheless, we note a net loss of trees overall. In addition we are concerned that the proposals submitted, whilst omitting one of the previously consented blocks, increases the heights of the remaining four proposed blocks. The results mean that those buildings closest to the open space are now 13 storeys instead of 9 and that overall the density of the proposals will increase with additional units. 
So, whilst we acknowledge an improvement in the quantum of open space, we remain concerned at the level of overshadowing proposed by this development as shown in the technical studies for afternoons on 21st March. We therefore believe that the conclusions of the applicant in their Townscape and Visual Assessment p.143 are incorrect as this will have a negative impact on the amenity value of this well used public amenity space. 
On balance, therefore, we object to this scheme, as overdevelopment which will have a net detrimental effect on an historic landscape. 
Yours sincerely, 
Helen Monger Director

	Bayfordbury
	Hertford-shire
	E16/1786
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION  Retrospective application for temporary building for farm office and staff canteen facilities. Home Farm, Bayford Lane, Bayford, Hertfordshire SG13 8PR. COMMERCIAL, CATERING
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 03.04.2017 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust are familiar with the Registered landscape of Bayfordbury and the siting of the Home Farm . We are concerned that the siting of the temporary building is within one of the key views looking south from the entrance drive to the mansion through a designed view between the blocks of woodland and is of a quality which will have an adverse effect on the heritage value of the Grade II landscape. We suggest that the wooden building be erected to the south of the woodland blocks to prevent this loss of significance. 
Kate Harwood

	Putteridge Bury
	Hertford-shire
	E16/1751
	II
	PRE-APPLICATION  Advice required on varying conditions relating to applications 12/00359/1 12/00532/1 and 15/01366/1 for conversion of agricultural land to grassed playing field for use by Putteridge High School. Land To Rear Of Putteridge High School And Community College, Putteridge Road, Offley. EDUCATION, SPORT/LEISURE
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 05.04.2017 
The Gardens Trust has forwarded this pre-application advice request to the HGT. Only the map (and an error message) come up with the letter. I am assuming that the applicants wish to put in bunding along the edge of the area adjoining the historic ancillary buildings of Putteridge Bury and also a footpath, some safety fencing and some ponds (although I can't identify from the image where they would be). 
One the issue of safety fencing we are opposed to this as it further develops the Grade II landscape to the detriment of its significance. The site is surely large enough and secluded enough not to need such fencing. 
The issue of bunding is also one we consider an unacceptable alteration of the historic landscape, impinging not only on the parkland but also on the setting of the dwellings at Home Farm and Garden Cottage which are part of the historic fabric of the estate. We note that there is no information on the height of this bund but any bund is unacceptable in historic landscape terms 
The footpath via Hays Wood should be of historically appropriate surfacing and colour and not continue onto the grassland. 
We have no comments about ponds as we are unable to identify their proposed locations 
Kind Regards 
Kate Harwood

	Dacorum Local Plan
	Hertford-shire
	E17/0008
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Draft Scoping Report for New Local Plan for Dacorum
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 04.04.2017 
Thank you for consulting Hertfordshire Gardens Trust on the SEA/SA draft. 
We wish to confine our comments to Section 2.6 Cultural Heritage. 
The historic parks and gardens on the HE Register are mentioned but not the locally identified ones which we discussed with you and are included on your website. As locally listed buildings are mentioned in the document in that a list is being drawn up, a similar note on the list of gardens (and background information) hled by HGT and shared with DBC could be made. 
The crucial importance of the setting of heritage assets to their significance as laid out in the NPPF is not reflected in this section. Heritage assets include historic parks and gardens so their settings should be considered (not just as a setting for a historic building). 
The importance of heritage assets, particularly historic parks to recreation (as under 2.11 Health and Wellbeing) has not been recognised here. Bodies such as Historic England, The Landscape Institute, The King's Fund &c have all produced studies linking heritage with wellbeing and health. The popularity of Ashridge and Tring Park are in part due to their historic designed landscapes - the views and rides and designed plantings. 
The value of the designed parks and gardens in DBC needs to be considered alongside other historic landscape features such as the coaxial field systems as defining the landscape character of the area and assessing the effects of the local plan 
Kind Regards 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

	Heigham Park
	Norfolk
	E16/1760
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION 3 No. all-weather hard courts with floodlighting. Heigham Park, The Avenues, Norwich. SPORT/LEISURE, EXTERNAL LIGHTING
	TGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.04.2017 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. 
I have read the documentation online and the aim of providing affordable and up-to-date tennis facilities for Norwich is entirely laudable. The related Planning Statement (PS) for this application informs us that there are several additional sites within Norwich with tennis facilities available for upgrading. The Historic England register entry for Heigham states that the park was the first of five purpose-built public parks created in the 1920s/30s within Norwich, designed by Captain A. Sandys-Winsch, a protégé of Thomas Mawson, which included tennis courts and bowling greens for public use. The Institute of Landscape Architects awarded him a special fellowship (apparently one of only 30 at the time), in recognition of his achievements in laying out the Norwich Parks, so it is clear that his work was held in extremely high esteem by his contemporaries. However, contrary to Simon Meek’s statement (PS para 4, p4) the Gardens Trust considers that the proposals for Heigham Park do not respect the historic status of this Grade II registered park. The Heritage Statement does not convince the Gardens Trust that the design intent of the original park was considered in any way when the new plans were drawn up. The most important feature of Sandys-Winch’s design is the long vista along the central westward path from the former rose garden, leading through gates (the decorative sunflower gates mentioned in the HE Register entry are now unfortunately no longer in situ) by the grass tennis courts, culminating in the pavilion as the focal point at the far end. The three north/south oriented proposed hard tennis courts are to be built directly over this central path/vista, totally obliterating it and at one stroke, destroying the design intent and significance/setting of the whole park. If this scheme goes ahead, the Garden Trust considers it would result in substantial harm to the registered heritage asset. The addition of 7m lighting masts for night-time use, further detracts from the original intent. The current grass tennis courts contribute substantially to the sense of tranquility of Heigham Park, an oasis within an urban area. All-weather courts, fencing and lighting would alter the character of the park when viewed from the Avenues, changing its character considerably. Any additional requirement for parking would exacerbate this, as Heigham lacks a car park. The grass verges beneath the trees are already eroded by car parking. This not only affects the tree root zones but the verges will deteriorate further if parking levels increase. The public toilet provision is inadequate and greater usage of the park will necessitate additional facilities, further affecting the settling and significance of this important heritage asset. 
Since there are other sites within the city which also have tennis facilities, would it perhaps be possible to reduce the number of courts at Heigham to two and rotate the orientation of the courts east/west, retain the central vista and have one on either side of the central pathway instead? It would be preferable if a border of grass could be retained between the two new courts, so that grass continues to lead the eye up to the pavilion and grass surrounds to the courts. The Gardens Trust appreciates that sporting facilities such as these do need upgrading to be suitable for today’s environment, but the proposals online as they stand would in our view be entirely detrimental. A compromise in which the historic design intent is recognized whilst adapting the tennis facilities for the 21st century, might be a better solution? It is unfortunate that if the current grass courts are swept away, there will be no grass tennis left in Norwich at all, and therefore the historic link would be severed for good. At one stage Norwich had over ninety grass tennis courts and Heigham Park, and before the park, Heigham Playing Fields, contained some of the earliest public courts. I could not find anything on the Lawn Tennis Association’s website about their policies for new tennis courts within historic landscapes but from the evidence of this application, the heritage aspect has not been considered at all in the drawing up of plans. 
There are several paragraphs within NPPF which this application completely ignores. No account seems to have been taken of Para 129 which relates to the impact of a proposal upon a heritage asset, Para 132 where weight should be given to the conservation of a heritage asset and also Para 133 which requires that where a proposed develoment will lead to substantial harm to a designed heritage asset, LPAs should refuse consent. 
The Gardens Trust OBJECTS to the above application for the reasons stated. We would be glad to be kept informed of the outcome. 
Yours sincerely, 
Margie Hoffnung
Conservation Officer

	Studley Royal
	North Yorkshire
	E16/1724
	I
	PLANNING APPLICATION outline planning permission for the erection of up to 390 residential dwellings (including up to 40% affordable housing), structural planting and landscaping, informal public open space, children's play areas, surface water attenuation, 2 vehicular access points from West Lane and associated ancillary works. All matters reserved with the exception of site access (revised scheme). Land South West Of West Lane, Ripon, North Yorkshire. RESIDENTIAL
	TGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 02.04.2017 
Thank you for consulting The Gardens Trust in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by Historic England (HE) on their Register of Parks & Gardens (RPG), as per the above application. It is unfortunate that the Gardens Trust were consulted two months after most of the other consultees on your website, as this is an enormous application which potentially affects one of the most iconic and important registered sites in England. We would have wished to have had more time to familiarize ourselves with the details and considerable documentation online. I have liaised with our colleagues in the Yorkshire Gardens Trust, and concur entirely with the points they have made in their separate letter. 
The Gardens Trust wishes to OBJECT to the above application for the following reasons : 
Studley Royal and Fountains Abbey are listed Grade I on the RPG, and as such are of exceptional historic interest. Added to this, the RPG also broadly coincides with the buffer zone of the UNESCO World Heritage Site (WHS), a site considered internationally important to the collective interests of humanity. Within the RPG two areas in particular, Gillett Hill viewpoint and also How Hill and the Tower, (all of which also lie within the Nidderdale AOBN - not mentioned or referred to on the map of heritage assets within the Map Regression section) have views over the proposed development site that will inevitably have an impact upon the setting and significance of these designated heritage assets. As you will be aware, the RPG is a highly selective designation, with only 144 of the 1649 designated parks and gardens being included at Grade I. The NPPF makes very clear that harm to such heritage assets or their settings should be wholly exceptional. Thus any adverse impact on its key views and setting should be very strongly resisted. In particular the Tower (probably built 1718, Grade II*) was designed not just as an eye catcher within the C18 Pleasure Gardens at Studley; but as a place from which to enjoy views back into the RPG, but most importantly also views outwards towards Ripon Cathedral and the borrowed views of the surrounding countryside and distant moors beyond. The applicant’s Heritage Statement (HR) confirms this (4.26) “The views out from the tower, certainly a designed feature of John Aislabie’s work on the structure, are also part of its wider setting and of its significance.” Recent research by the NT suggests that the Tower may be by Sir John Vanbrugh, which of course, increases its significance and associative value considerably. 
The HR (5.16) states “the roofs of some of the houses in the Proposed Development may be visible in the distance from How Hill but they will be largely screened by vegetation.” This is backed up by the wire frame view from How Hill, although whether this taken from the tower or its base is not mentioned. Crucially, however, the photograph in the Landscaping Information – Important Heritage photosheets states that the view in which the roofs will be visible, is taken from the base of the Tower, not the upper part of the Tower, from which the extensive panorama was designed to be seen. From a higher level the proposed development will be more visible. This also has an impact on possible future plans by the applicant, who owns more land adjacent to the current site. In 2005 an application for 1365 dwellings on the total land owned was refused, but should the current application be successful, there is no guarantee that further plans for expansion beyond the current proposal would not follow in due course and these may be considerably more apparent within the wider landscape and from within the RPG. The absence of an adopted current Local Plan invites speculative applications such as this one, which has amassed an exceptionally large amount of objections on heritage/flooding/local infrastructure grounds. 
C10 Landscape VIS sates 10.4.59 that “The site is not visible in view from within publically accessible areas of Studley Royal Park WHS and RPG with vegetation within the park …. screening the site from view.’ HE’s The Setting of Heritage Assets, Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning : 3, July 2015, (p.4) states that ‘setting does not depend on public rights or ability to access it… The potential for appreciation of the asset’s significance may increase once it is interpreted …. or if access to currently inaccessible land becomes possible.” C10 also states that “View from Gillet (sic) Hill (… is understood to provide planned public access in the future.”) so the above may also apply in due course. 
All the elements of the proposed scheme, apart from access, are reserved matters. We would concur with our colleagues in Historic England that we also have concerns as to what mechanisms are in place to ensure the mitigation of development on heritage assets. It is not clear how design proposals from the Illustrative Master Plan are tied into detailed planning consents and precepts from within the NPPF. 
We would be grateful if you could please keep us informed as to the outcome of this application. 
Yours sincerely, 
Margie Hoffnung 
Conservation Officer 
CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 04.04.2017 
The Yorkshire Gardens Trust is a member of the Gardens Trust; the statutory consultee for historic parks and gardens. The Gardens Trust supports the County Gardens Trusts in the protection and conservation of designed landscapes and gardens and we have liaised with the Gardens Trust on this application and totally concur with their comments in their letter dated 1st April 2017. 
In our view this very large outline planning application would affect the setting and views from Studley Royal and Fountains Abbey, an internationally important Registered Park and Garden and UNESCO World Heritage Site (WHS). We consider that it would be contrary to the National Planning Policy Framework. 
In addition to the objections from the Gardens Trust, the Yorkshire Gardens Trust would like to make the following points of objection on this outline planning application: 
1. The development when under construction and afterwards will unduly impact on the World Heritage Site, Grade 1 historic park and garden, numerous listed buildings and the important historic views and vistas in the locality. 
2. It will project unduly into the long standing rural fringe of Ripon as Cathedral City and the rural parish of Littlethorpe. 
3. The proposal will overlap with the rural setting of the Quarry Moor SSSI and unduly impact on the biodiversity of the area. 
4. The only vehicle access is via three well used domestic routes from the A61 and will have a detrimental effect on the A61, three residential access roads that are already parked up at night/weekends and over stretched. We consider that traffic issues and the associated increase in light pollution will affect the WHS. 
5. The West Lane verge and hedge create an excellent buffer to the residential area and a quality start to the rural setting of Ripon. This proposal will greatly extend the already over developed bulge of housing on the south west area of Ripon as a Cathedral City and the development will create undue complex surface water and sewage drainage issues in an area of important natural and built heritage. 
6. The modified layout illustrates the sensitivity/ heritage needs of the location and as an ‘Access’ only reserved matter application has no convincing information to protect this historic setting. 
7. The Environmental Impact Assessment is to protect the environment and enable the Local Authority to balance public benefit of the changes against harm to the location. It seems to us that there is no public benefit [only landowner developer benefit] to the residents living in the area or to those visiting the WHS. 
The recent Inspector ruling at Maidstone that harm to the landscape carried more weight than local housing supply surely must relate to a World Heritage site setting etc 
For these reasons we object to the application and suggest that officers recommend refusal and Councillors refuse this development. 
Yours sincerely, 
Val Hepworth 
Chairman 
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