CONSERVATION CASEWORK LOG NOTES JULY 2015 
The GHS/TGT conservation team received 123 new cases in England and 2 new cases in Wales during July 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, 14 ‘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 ben.burke@bristol.gov.uk
	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 

	Clevedon Court
	Avon
	E15/0411
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of stone garden wall alongside driveway. 79 Walton Road, Clevedon BS21 6AW. DEMOLITION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.07.2015 
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. The wall in question forms the side boundary to a grade II listed building. 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 objects to the proposal to demolish the stone wall. 
Having studied the application, visited the site, and carried out historical research, it is clear that the house and its garden are linked to the Grade II* Clevedon Court. 
The house, garden and boundary wall were built by William Hollyman, the estate manager for Clevedon Court in the early 1800s. It was then known as ‘Starve Lark’, which became ‘Swiss Vale’ in the 1850’s. 
As the damaged wall is within the curtilage of a listed building, we consider that it should be repaired and that the remaining length of wall should be surveyed and repointed as required by the survey. 
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 

	Winter Gardens, Weston-super-Mare
	Avon
	E15/0488
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Change of use from D2 -assembly and leisure to a mixed use of D2 and D1 - non-residential institution together with erection of a two storey extension to east elevation  and amendments to ground and first floor on north, east and south elevations to include rooflights, ventilation, plant and solar panels at roof level all following demolition of single storey east extension (part).  Winter Gardens, Royal Parade, Weston-super-Mare BS23 1AJ. INSTITUTION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 03.08.2015 
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. The Winter Gardens and Pavilion are listed as local unregistered historic park and garden. 
Summary: The Avon Gardens Trust has no objection to this proposal. The proposed works are confined to the existing footprint of the buildings and as such will not disturb what remains of the original gardens designed by Mawson in 1927. 
Development in the 1980’s removed much of the original character of the gardens. The Italian Gardens survive, but now stand in isolation without any identifiable relationship with the Winter Gardens Pavilion. 
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 

	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 

	Waddesdon Manor
	Buckingham-shire
	E15/0391
	I
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of existing agricultural buildings and farm houses. Replacement of two dwellings and conversion of three barns to provide 6 No. dwellings with associated

garages, car parking, landscaping, and a new access road. Littleton Manor Farm, Bicester Road, Waddesdon, Buckinghamshire HP18 0JR. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 10.07.2015 
The Buckinghamshire Gardens Trust is a registered charity which is a member of the Association of Gardens Trusts. It exists to record and conserve the gardens and parks of the historic county of Buckinghamshire, and to aid the creation and restoration of gardens, parks and green spaces in the county. The Trust seeks a close working relationship with local planning authorities in the county, so that the considerable pool of expertise within the Trust can assist in policy formulation and in decision making. 
We are consulted from time to time by District Councils and by Bucks County Council’s Museums and Archaeology Services HER on planning applications as well as by local amenity groups. 
The Garden History Society was formally consulted on this application because of its position in the setting of the Grade I Registered designed landscape of Waddesdon Manor. We have assessed this application in conjunction with the Garden History Society which is the statutory consultee for planning applications which affect registered sites (defined as of national significance) and is also committed to conserve designed landscapes of local and regional significance. The two charities work closely together and our joint comments are set out below. Our comments relate solely to the issues regarding historic designed landscapes, in this case Waddesdon Manor. 
Because of our limited resources, we have based our response to the application on a targeted inspection of key documents in the application. Several of our members know the site well and their local knowledge has also helped to inform this response. 
While we were disappointed not to find any reference in the application documents to the potential visual impact on the designed view from Lodge Hill on which Waddesdon Manor stands, and where the main approaches are sited, we are pleased to be consulted on this setting issue. 
We do not believe from our assessment that the proposed development will damage views from the Waddesdon Manor landscape any more than the existing agricultural buildings. However, this is qualified by the need to ensure that the materials used are recessive in colour and patina, the scale of the structures is broken up and the development does not draw the eye in viewing points from Lodge Hill. 
We therefore do not object to the current application, given the points above. 
I hope that these comments are useful. If you have any questions about the issues raised above please do let me know. 
Yours sincerely, 
Dr Sarah Rutherford on behalf of the Planning Group 
Vice‐Chair, Buckinghamshire Gardens Trust

	Doddington Hall
	Cheshire
	E15/0462
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed restoration and conversion of the Grade I Doddington Hall and Grade II Stables to a 5 star Country House Hotel (Class C1) providing 120 letting rooms, restaurant, bars, function rooms involving a series of internal and external alterations, integrating / retaining the 3 no. Cottages and Stables into the scheme and the erection of a new build bedroom accommodation annex wing; with a new build Spa Leisure facility (Class D2); temporary event space and associated parking provision, landscape (garden) restoration of the Grade II Registered Park and Garden; detailed landscaping, and the installation of a new electricity sub-station. • Proposed structural restoration, refurbishment and conversion of the Grade I Delves Castle (Delves Tower / Delves Hall) : with its use to be defined at a later date outwith of this application. • Proposed structural restoration and refurbishment of the Grade II* Star Barn : with its use to be defined at a later date outwith of this application. Doddington Hall, LONDON ROAD, DODDINGTON, CW5 7HN. HOTEL/HOSPITALITY
	GHS WRITTEN RESPONSE 18.07.2015 
The Garden History Society (GHS) is a Statutory Consultee for planning applications affecting all historic parks and gardens included on the Historic England Register. We are concerned that notification of this application was received after the final date for receipt of responses, and after the application had been taken to the Strategic Planning Committee. We regard this as a very serious breach of the Council’s statutory duty; and it means that our comments cannot be considered fully by decision makers in conjunction with other responses. 
Notwithstanding the applicant’s assertion that they have undertaken consultation in accordance with NPPG Guidance (Statement of Community Involvement 1.28), we advise that they have not consulted with GHS or Cheshire Gardens Trust (CGT). Had they done so, a greater understanding of the site could have been achieved and resources appropriately targeted to develop an acceptable proposal. 
Response 
In principle change of use is not an issue for GHS and CGT, though we share the Georgian Society’s concerns . However we contend that the landscape proposals and proposal for marquees as submitted would have an adverse impact on the setting of the Grade I listed Hall and on the significance of the historic landscape, which is designated Grade II. Therefore any consent must be very carefully conditioned to address the points raised in this letter. 
A site visit was made on a public open day prior to receipt of this application. From information available to both GHS and CGT and our knowledge of the site we consider the significance of the historic landscape to be: 
• As the setting of a Grade I listed house and associated buildings, ‘a nationally important group of 18th century buildings’ by Samuel Wyatt; 
• For its survival from a medieval deer park and 18th century landscape park to the present day, retaining the character of an unspoilt, rolling, pastoral landscape with meres, pools and tree groups contributing to local distinctiveness, a peaceful, sublime and rare landscape in Cheshire; 
• For views from the house of this landscape, especially the romantic view of Delves Castle, the former family home and now a picturesque eyecatcher, an important contributor to the sense of continuity and antiquity of the landscape; 
• As (probably) the only site in the whole of the historic county of Cheshire to retain elements of a landscape design by Lancelot (Capability) Brown, England’s greatest 18th century gardener whose contribution to the ‘English Landscape’ will be celebrated in 2016, the 300th anniversary of his birth. 
These significances can also be considered under the following heads: 
• High evidential value – the extent of Brown’s involvement, yet to be determined 
• High narrative value - the time depth of the site – ancient deer park, crenellated castle, country estate, wartime camp, girls school - 
• High aesthetic value – both fortuitous and designed which capitalises on the natural qualities of the site in the placing of the hall and layout of the landscape 
• Communal value - medium to low 
Revised landscape proposals referred to in a covering letter from J10 Planning dated 26th March 2015 have not been seen, nor the “Tree Impact Assessment complete application site, DH BS 001 Rev A March 2015” nor the LVIA referred to, as, rather surprisingly, none of these has been available online. 
We consider that the landscape proposals submitted would have a serious adverse impact on the Hall and grounds because they demonstrate a lack of understanding of Doddington’s historic landscape and a failure to ascertain their significance as required by NPPF 128. 
• The Heritage Statement - CmGS 4.2 Assessment of Significance, Registered Park and Garden - recounts history and change; it is not an assessment of significance. 
• Both the Heritage Statement and Landscape Strategy appear to dismiss Brown’s involvement without investigating it. 
• Historic maps are included but have not been analysed or used to understand the site and ascertain what survives. 
• There is no analysis of views, though views from the first floor of the Hall are said to be important (Heritage Statement 3.4). 
There is therefore no sound basis for the proposals nor is there an adequate design philosophy. This approach, if permitted, would lead to a loss of distinctiveness, degradation not conservation, and would have an adverse impact on the setting of the Hall and significance of the landscape. 
Comments by area 
Grounds around the Hall 
The location of proposed tree planting and shrubberies and their species must be informed by a thorough analysis of the historic design, and an understanding of design intent and designed views. There is site evidence of a much richer palette of plant material, from Brown’s period and later, including an unusual variety of oak known to have been included by Brown in planting elsewhere. We question the appropriateness of planting oaks at high density in close proximity to the proposed hotel accommodation and of flowering cherries within the setting of the Hall. Historic plans indicate planting screening the stable block from the Hall and we would wish to see the rationale for proposed planting here. 
We consider that the reintroduction of a formal garden immediately south of the hall would detract from the Hall’s setting and recommend that any proposal for paving and planting should take its inspiration from the 18th century layout. 
We oppose the siting of marquees in the locations shown. These proposals will involve altering the existing gently falling ground to provide level pitches, and providing vehicular access. The marquees will have an adverse impact on the setting of the Hall and if permitted, should be sighted elsewhere in less sensitive and more discrete locations. 
Modern gardens within proposed new development 
No comment. 
Wider landscape 
Proposals for tree planting within the wider landscape must be subject to a thorough analysis of the historic design, as described above and their management encompassed within a Landscape Management Plan. 
If the Council is minded to grant planning permission we advise that the following conditions must be imposed: 
• That the applicant obtain the necessary specialist expertise to evaluate and document the historic landscape and in particular the work of Brown at Doddington 
• That this information be used to inform revised proposals for the grounds of the Hall and the wider landscape which demonstrably protects the special significances of this site 
• That there is a Landscape Management Plan which defines clear objectives and includes a costed programme of work 
• That permission is not granted for the erection of marquees within the immediate setting of the Hall. 
To conclude, the landscape proposals and proposal for marquees as submitted would have an adverse impact on the setting of the Grade I listed Hall and on the significance of the historic landscape, listed Grade II. Therefore any consent must be very carefully conditioned. 
We would be grateful to be advised of your Authority’s decision. 
Yours sincerely, 
Jonathan Lovie 
Principal Conservation Officer and Policy Adviser 
The Garden History Society 

	Eaton Hall
	Cheshire
	E15/0472
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Install a temporary cofferdam and repair the Penstock (including mechanism) to allow it to operate manually. Dismantal and rebuild the flanking wingwalls to the sluice. Construct a new footpath from the Penstock Sluice to Iron Bridge Lodge. Penstock Sluice, Belgrave Avenue, Eccleston, Chester. DRAINAGE/FLOOD RELIEF
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 05.08.2015 
We are grateful for the opportunity to comment on the above application which seeks to repair and improve a penstock sluice in a grade II* registered park. The sluice is also near the grade I-listed Iron Bridge, and lodge grade II-listed. The park is associated with eminent owners and designers and of national significance. The park and listed structure/buildings also have group value. 
We have made a site visit and undertaken research. The penstock appears to be a key part of the water management system designed by John Webb in 1804-6 for the Serpentine lake in the southern part of the park. We are pleased to see that an historic engineering structure is being repaired. However we ask that the following points be taken into consideration when a decision is made. 
The sluice in its current form has an unobtrusive timber platform and no handrail; consequently it has little visual impact on the surrounding area. The proposed sluice, in particular the platform and handrail, will be far more visible. It will impact on the landscape of the river bank and settings of the listed buildings/structures. The ‘black-colour galvanised finish’ will mitigate this visual impact but not completely. 
The settings of the listed features have already been compromised to some extent by the steps into the river and other structures for rowing. This is not a reason to compromise them further. 
If a handrail now has to be included for health and safety reasons, could it and the platform be set further back, so that they do not project over the river to the extent shown and are less obtrusive? 
We appreciate planning decisions have to be balanced based on prevailing planning policy. We would ask you to consider the proposal against the National Planning Policy Framework particularly Section 7 (Requiring Good Design) and Section 12 (Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment). 
As you are aware the inclusion of this site on the Register is a material consideration when determining an application. 
The Cheshire Gardens Trust works closely with the Garden History Society (the statutory consultee on Registered Parks and Gardens) to comment on planning applications affecting Registered Parks and Gardens and their setting and our comments on applications are forwarded to and kept by the Garden History Society. 
We trust our comments will be used in your consideration of the application. 
We would be grateful to be advised of your decision. 
Yours faithfully, 
Maria Luczak 
On behalf of Cheshire Gardens Trust 

	Stowford Mill
	Devon
	E15/0552
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Mixed use application for regeneration of Stowford Mill including erection of 36 new dwellings and 32no. 1 and 2 bedroom later living apartments; the conversion of existing buildings to create 6772m2 amount of commercial floorspace for A1, A2, A3, A4, C1 and B1 uses, conversion of existing farm to create 2no. dwelling, 27no. 1 and 2 bedroom apartments; 169m2 area for community use, associated public square, car parking and landscaping.   Development site at Stowford Mills, Harford Road, Ivybridge PL21 0AA. MAJOR HYBRID  
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 29.07.2015 
The Devon Gardens Trust has considerable knowledge, expertise and experience of developments affecting historic designed landscapes. One of its roles is to help safeguard the heritage of historic landscapes within the County of Devon by working with the Garden History Society to advise local planning authorities on statutory and non-statutory parks, gardens and designed landscapes of significance. 
The proposals for Stowford Mill have been brought to the attention of the Devon Gardens Trust. Whilst we support the comprehensive regeneration of the site, we must object to the proposals to build 4 houses in the walled kitchen garden. 
The garden has local historical significance as a mid-nineteenth century designed walled kitchen garden for Stowford Lodge. The garden still retains the paths and glasshouse bases plus the standing remains of one of the original glasshouses with boiler house, metal work and unusual internal features. The tops of the walls and the paths are lined with slate from John Allan’s Delabole quarry. The garden is also of national importance as the home of the Devonshire School of Gardening (for women) with links to early horticultural training for women and training for women during WW1. It also has a communal importance as a factory garden in the twentieth century providing free or inexpensive vegetables for the workforce of the Mill as well as supplying surplus produce to local shops. 
The Devon School of Gardening (for women) was set up in the walled kitchen garden at Stowford Mill by May Crooke and Mabel Carlyon in 1911. Although the School closed in 1917, it is important as it was one of the few horticultural schools for women. May Crooke was one of the first students of the Lady Warwick Hostel, set up by Lady Warwick the mistress of the Prince of Wales, one of the first horticultural colleges for women in the country. The Devon School was aimed at middle class women and helped train them to run estates and smallholdings during the first World War. The garden contained 10 glasshouses, a variety of trees and extensive lawns and flower gardens. The school catered for young ladies who wished to study horticulture and gave practical and theoretical instruction. The aim of the school was to ‘turn out women capable of of filling some of the many posts offered, or returning to their own Estates and Gardens, and working them to the very best advantage’. 
The garden was later used as a mill garden and, up to about 20 years ago, produced food for the mill workers and was be sold in two shops in Ivybridge.. 
The Garden History Society and the Devon Gardens Trust appreciates that not all walled gardens are viable for their original purpose and understands that some owners tend to regard them as problems rather than valued as impressive spaces with a sense of expansiveness and grandeur. We advise that if a walled garden is no longer viable, the preferred option would for it to be grassed over, with the paths and walls maintained in good condition. Walled gardens should certainly not be regarded as a development opportunity. 
Ideally the future of the walled garden would be to bring it back into productive use. However it is a large space, so perhaps part if it could be laid to lawn, as cultivating the whole site might be too ambitious. 
The next best thing would be to grass the whole garden, including reinstating the path 
perhaps with four small areas under cultivation at the intersection of the paths as a visual reminder of its former use. 
The compromise would be a sensitive form of new development where the design of the houses have an affinity with the tradition of garden buildings, and where the siting relates to the traditional location of glasshouses adjoining the wall so that the space is defined in visual terms. This might take the form of 2 or maybe even 4 houses sited adjacent to the wall so that the central part of the garden retains its identity. 
The worst thing that could happen would be that the site is used to build 4 large detached houses as proposed 
The Garden History Society and the Devon Gardens Trust are seriously concerned about the trend for applicants to view walled gardens as suitable locations for new development, ignoring the fact that they are often important heritage assets. 
In conclusion, The Devon Gardens Trust advises that the proposal to build 4 houses in the walled kitchen garden would seriously harm the significance of the heritage asset of Stowford Mill and we ask you to negotiate a more sympathetic form of development for this part of the site. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 

	Highnam Court
	Gloucester-shire
	E15/0509
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Construction of a ground-mounted solar PV generation project (covering 25.7ha) and associated works. Over Farm, Over Bridge, Over GL2 8DB. SOLAR
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 21.07.2015 
The Association of Garden Trusts (AGT)has been notified of the above proposal and has requested that the Gloucestershire Gardens and Landscape Trust (GGLT) responds on its behalf. The AGT is the Statutory Consultee for development proposals that impinge on, or are in the vicinity of Registered Parks and Gardens and their context. 
This Solar PV proposal occupies a South facing site to the North of the A40, and is particularly visible looking Northwest from that Highway towards Highnam. From that viewpoint the edge of the Registered Parkland associated with Highnam 
Court is a clearly visible ridgeline punctuated by the spire of Holy Innocents Highnam which is Listed Grade1. That is the immediate historic and aesthetic context of this Application. 
It is worth noting that the submitted drawings seem to have omitted to include contours. If that had been done, it would have clearly shown that the block of solar pv's to the west of the central field boundary including the cricket bat willow plantation, slopes up quite markedly to the Northwest and forms a discordant foreground to that Parkland and the church of Holy Innocents. The development of this western field parcel is also highly visible and possibly distracting from the A40, and theoretically can be clearly seen from the Cotswold scarp edge. It is considered that this western section of the Application raises serious visual problems. 
In addition, The Highnam Parish Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) is in a late stage of preparation, and is currently lodged with Tewkesbury Borough Council , prior to formal examination. The NDP is quite clear about the value residents place on the hilltop nature of Highnam with the views towards it from the Vale and A40, and equally the long views out across the Vale from Oakridge. This is the first challenge to that draft NDP policy, and therefore this issue will need careful consideration. 
On the basis of the proposal as presented in 15/00409/FUL, the Association of Garden Trusts would wish to submit a holding objection. 
Yours faithfully, 
David Ball, ( on behalf of AGT & Gloucestershire Gardens and Landscape Trust)

	Dowdeswell Court
	Gloucester-shire
	E15/0406
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Full Application for Restoration of grounds including new glasshouses, terrace, tennis court, jetty, substation and associated works at Dowdeswell Court, Dowdeswell,  Cheltenham, Gloucestershire GL54 4LX. REPAIR/RESTORATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 27.07.2015 
The Garden History Society has notified the Gloucestershire Garden and Landscape Trust to respond to these current proposals at Dowdswell. This Application represents one part of a series of Applications that have focussed on a comprehensive restoration and re-working of the immediate gardens and grounds. Although one might argue about some detail this would largely be a matter of personal taste, and possibly an issue of CAD presentation.The fine detail of the plantings would again influence the character and mood for the setting of the House However. in this instance, an owner is putting his own mark on a significant country house and its setting. He has pulled it back from a long period of neglect, and is providing a sound basis for its long term future. For this the Client and the implementation team should be congratulated. 
David Ball 

	Hatherley Manor
	Gloucester-shire
	E15/0539
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Resubmission of application 14/00998/FUL & 14/00999/LBC to incorporate elevational changes and detached plant room. Hatherley Manor Hotel, Down Hatherley Lane, Down Hatherley. BUILDING ALTERATION  
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 31.07.2015 
Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application 
My comments from the Gloucestershire Gardens and Landscape Trust (GGLT) are in response to a request from the Garden History Trust-the Statutory Consultee. This amendment is the third version of this Application that has been referred to GGLT. In the first consultation, the Trust raised objections to the further distruction of the wall enclosing the Walled Garden, and the fact that the hotel extension did little to make the best use of the historic fabric that remained on site- acknowledging that it had sufferred badly from inappropriate extensions and site management over a long period. Bearing that in mind, one was hopeful that some improvements might be achieved by negotiation. The garden wall is more visible, excepting that a large plant room now obscures a section of it-neither built into it, nor separated from it. It is noted that one might still achieve some better management of the relict moat which was full of fallen timber the last time the site was inspected. On this basis, bearing in mind the recent Application history, GGLT will submit a neutral comment. 
David Ball

	Putteridgebury
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0389
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed residential development. Land East Of Copthorne, Unadopted Road South From Mangrove Road To Cockernhoe School, Cockernhoe. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 16.07.2015 
The information provided by Wardell Armstrong (June 2015) states in section 5.2.5 that the setting of Putteridge Bury is likely to be affected 'during the construction phase'. Given that the area proposed for development is on the skyline, we consider it likely that the setting of this Grade II landscape would be permanently affected as setting is not only the visual (housing etc) but also light pollution (from street lamps etc) and noise (from the increased traffic etc). As defined by NPPF, setting of an heritage asset forms a substantial part of its significance and any harm caused by development within the setting should be exceptional (NPPF 132). 
Further this development on Green Belt land would merge the discrete hamlet of Cokernhoe with the urban mass of Luton contrary to Section 9 of the NPPF. 
On both these grounds the development would not fulfil the environmental role requirement for sustainable development and we would wish to see these issues addressed and compelling justification for development set out in any future planning application 
Kind Regards 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

	Parkway, Welwyn Garden City
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0457
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Change of use from offices (B1) to public house (A4) and rear one and two storey extensions. 22 Parkway, Welwyn Garden City AL8 6HG. CHANGE OF USE, BUILDING ALTERATION    OUTCOME Withdrawn 13.07.2015
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 13.07.2015 
The Garden History Society and Hertfordshire Gardens Trust wish to comment on the following aspects of this application: 
1. We note the lack of a heritage impact statement or similar which would have highlighted the importance of the historic landscape and the effect the proposed changes to 22 Parkway would have on this. This landscape is the most fully realised of the 2 British Garden City landscapes which were seminal in all New Town developments subsequently laid out across the world. It is a now-rare surviving example of a late 'City-Beautiful' design, intended both to enhance the quality of life for all residents and to signify the aspirations of the town. 
2. The loss of hedges and garden space would be an overdevelopment of a site which is predominantly residential in appearance. Significance of heritage assets, as defined by NPPF, includes the setting which can be affected by noise, as from a facility like a public house, as well as inappropriate lighting, garden furniture, boundary treatments, all of which are proposed for no.22 
3. The inadequate car parking provision proposed would lead to congestion in surrounding roads and thus loss of visual setting and also the increased noise, especially in the evening. 
4. Views along and across Parkway are key part of the Garden City design as previously proposed by Parker and Unwin for Letchworth. The green area at the beginning of Russellcroft Road is a classic of design intent giving a gateway to the west of the town. Views from Howardsgate to Russellcroft Road, along Parkway, and especially from the south would suffer substantial harm if these proposals were realised, reducing the impact and character of the town centre gardens and setting. 
In conclusion, these proposals are contrary to the environmental role requirements in the NPPF definition of sustainable development and should therefore be rejected 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

	St Pauls Walden Neighbourhood Plan
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0501
	n/a
	NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN St Pauls Walden Neighbourhood Plan consultation
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 19.07.2015 
Thanks you for consulting the GHS and HGT on this neighbourhood plan for St Paul's Walden. 
At this stage we have just one observation: Kimpton Hoo is a Registered landscape (Grade II) in the south-est of the parish. We note that the proposed boundary for the plan does not include all of the Registered landscape, some areas of woodland lying in the adjacent southerly parish. We trust that any proposals affecting this landscape and its setting would also consider the areas outside of the St Paul's Walden boundary. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

	Frogmore House, Watford
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0502
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Details submitted for Condition 11 (method statement for the remediation of the land) pursuant to planning permission 14/01126/FULM. Gas Holder Site, Lower High Street. MISCELLANEOUS
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 19.07.2015 
This comment is on behalf of Hertfordshire Gardens Trust and the Garden History Society. 
We welcome the proposal for archaeological investigation of the garden land at Frogmore House before remediation works. However, the detail provided in the Allen Archaeology Watching Brief is not appropriate for garden remains. A trial section across the garden where there are likely to be remains of paths, planting pits etc should be carried out before any remediation work commences. This should be carried out by an archaeologist with experience of working on garden archaeology and who is familiar with the techniques outlined in the Handbook of Garden Archaeology by Chris Currie (Council for British Archaeology No 17) and with the English Heritage Landscape Advice Note on Garden Archaeology (Sept 2013). We note neither of these publications are included in the Bibliography provided by Allen Archaeology. 
It is unclear from the application whether work is to be carried out at the northern end of the site, adjacent to the southern front of the house. A complete investigation of the site would include the removal of the modern paving and recording any historic remains and levels found beneath that. 
An amended scheme of investigation to record the ephemeral traces of garden remains should be required prior to the removal of topsoil and the more general watching brief, before planning permission is granted. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire 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 

	Burrow Hall
	Lancashire
	E15/0417
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Listed Building application for the removal of glazed roof to the existing summerhouse and reinstate with original slate, removal of french doors and various internal and external repairs. Burrow Hall, Burrow Road, Burrow, Carnforth, Lancashire LA6 2RN. REPAIR/RESTORATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 29.07.2015 
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 is the statutory consultee on matters concerning registered parks and gardens, 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. The Lancashire Gardens Trust (LGT) therefore responds in this case. 
The LGT recognises the importance of the heritage assets at Burrow Hall, comprising in particular Grade I listed Burrow Hall, and Grade II* Stables and Summerhouse. In addition, the grounds at Burrow Hall are identified as Category B (potentially regional/county significance) in A Local List of Lancashire’s Unregistered Historic Designed Landscapes (2013). However, it is accepted that further research is required into the grounds at Burrow Hall. 
The LGT welcomes the investment which the owner is making at Burrow Hall and supports the restoration of the summerhouse. The LGT has no objection to the application. However we note that Historic England have declined to advise in detail on the works in this case and we trust that the Council is able to resource adequately the 
specialist expertise required to respond to the practical details of the proposed restoration. 
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

	Knowsley
	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

	Horton Hall Park
	Northampton-shire
	E15/0400
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of single dwelling. River Side Manor, 39 The Drive, Horton. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 20.07.2015 
I am writing on behalf of the Garden History Society and as Conservation Officer for Northamptonshire Gardens Trust, concerning the panning application S/2015/1441/FU at Horton that is situated at the borders of Horton Park. 
The Park is registered under the Historic Buildings and Ancient Monuments Act 1953 within the Register of Historic parks and Gardens by English Heritage for its special historic interest; list entry number:- 1001316. 
Having studied the plans and visited the site, the proposed building will not directly affect the park, but I am concerned about the number of developments that now border Horton Park and that have an impact on its visual aesthetics. 
Yours faithfully 
Michael Brown 
Conservation Officer NGT

	Horton Hall Park
	Northampton-shire
	E15/0528
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of existing dwelling and construction of replacement dwelling and garage. 29 The Drive, Horton. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 30.07.2015 
I am writing on behalf of the Garden History Society and as Conservation Officer for Northamptonshire Gardens Trust, concerning the panning application S/2015/1605/FUL at Horton that is situated close to Horton Park. 
The Park is registered under the Historic Buildings and Ancient Monuments Act 1953 within the Register of Historic parks and Gardens by English Heritage for its special historic interest; list entry number:- 1001316. 
Having studied the plans and visited the site, the proposed knocking down and rebuilding of 29, The Drive, Horton, will not directly affect the park, but I am concerned about the increasing number of developments that now border Horton Park and that have an impact on its visual aesthetics. 
Yours faithfully 
Michael Brown 
Conservation Officer NGT

	Ven House
	Somerset
	E15/0526
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed development of Solar Photovoltaic Modules including an access track leading from Station Road; Temporary Construction Compound; Double Inverter Platforms; Transfer Station; Collecting Station; Security Fencing; CCTV cameras and poles; landscaping; and associated works and infrastructure including underground cable along Old Bowden Way and related equipment to allow connection to the electricity distribution network (GR 368218/119662). Land OS 2269, Old Bowden Way, Milborne Port, Sherborne, Dorset. SOLAR   
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 21.07.2015 
Thank you for consulting the GHS on this application. 
Under a new working arrangement Somerset Gardens Trust works closely with the Garden History Society (the statutory consultee on Registered Parks and Gardens) to comment on planning applications affecting gardens and landscapes that are listed and unlisted heritage assets. Our comments on applications are forwarded to, and kept by, the Garden History Society. 
Ven House, Historic England listed Grade I, lies with a Grade II Registered Park and Garden. The 70ha site comprises 6ha of formal gardens and 64ha of Parkland. James Medlycot commissioned Nathaniel Ireson of Wincanton to build a new house at Ven in the early 1720’s and Richard Grange was commissioned to lay out formal gardens and woodland walks. The principle entrance was constructed in 1823 when the London Road cut through the early C18 formal approach. The Park is situated principally to the north east of the house beyond the A30 London Road. The North Park rises gently towards its northern and eastern boundaries, where it is enclosed by a belt of mixed plantation. The Park remains principally as pasture,with scattered specimen trees. An avenue extends North-East through the Park to East Hill on the axis of the NE façade of the house. (Description from Somerset HER). 
We would endorse your Landscape Architect’s observation that the array would lie within the designed setting of Ven HP&G and within sightlines towards Ven House and its Park. In our view,the nature of the solar array would impose a harsh feature on the otherwise gentle, pastoral landscape as described in the SHER. 
The importance of Ven House is clearly indicated by its Grade I designation on the Historic England Register. The Park and Garden are in turn highly significant and important to the setting of Ven. 
We would ask that you give due consideration to the historic importance of this site in your consideration of the application. 
Yours sincerely 
Helen Senior 
Chairman Survey Committee 
Somerset Gardens Trust 

	Ven House
	Somerset
	E15/0529
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Proposed residential development of 6no. dwellings (plots 29-32,37 and 38) in place of 4no. approved dwellings (ref: 14/03724/FUL), together with the formation of car parking, vehicular and pedestrian access (GR 368132/119080). Wheathill Lane Nurseries, Wheathill Lane, Milborne Port, Sherborne, Dorset DT9 5EY. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 23.07.2015 
PLANNING APPLICATION Lee Walton 
Thank you for consulting the GHS on this application. 
Under a new working arrangement Somerset Gardens Trust works closely with the Garden History Society (the statutory consultee on Registered Parks and Gardens) to comment on planning applications affecting gardens and landscapes that are listed and unlisted heritage assets. Our comments on applications are forwarded to, and kept by, the Garden History Society. 
We commented on the original application,14/03724/FUL, drawing attention to the potential harm to the HP&G as the setting for Grade I Registered Ven House. 
This an historically rural area very close to the northern edge of the Registered Landscape at Ven. The application seeks to further increase the density of building which will be an even more solid intrusion into the sight of Ven from viewpoints within the Historic Park. At this point the building development should, at best, be softening into the landscape not increasing the density of build form. 
Yours sincerely 
Helen Senior 
Chairman Survey Committee 
Somerset Gardens Trust 

	Brodsworth Hall
	South Yorkshire
	E15/0424
	II*
	GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE Consultation on draft conservation plan covering Victorian house, gardens and 18th century stable block.for Brodsworth Hall, nr Doncaster in South Yorkshire. 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 31.07.2015 
Thank you for consulting the Yorkshire Gardens Trust on the Conservation Management Plan for Brodsworth Hall. 
We welcome the Principles set out in the Conservation Management Plan, in particular Principles 12. 12.1,12.2 and 12.3, 15.3 and 17 regarding the undertaking of urgent repairs to the garden privy, Target House, the Eyecatcher, the underground tank and the game larder, the carrying out of further research into the less well understood areas of the garden, and the consideration of new options for interpretation. 
We also particularly welcome the following Recommendations: 
• 9. Improve liaison between the gardens teams and the house team, to strengthen the visual, intellectual and philosophical connections between house and setting. Also improve liason between the events team and the gardens team. 
10. Commission external advice as necessary and undertake the most urgent repair issues in the house and gardens, including decorative finishes in the house, leaking roofs lights, the Target House, the Game Larder, the garden privy, reinstating the finials to the main entrance gate piers etc. 
11. Undertake a programme of research into the stables and the kitchen gardens, to inform potential development or acquisition, respectively. A measured survey and detailed archaeological/historical analysis should be commissioned for the stables to inform options. 
12. Explore the potential for EH to acquire or manage the park and kitchen gardens, to enable these important landscape areas to be protected and better integrated with the house and gardens. 
However we note with some concern Recommendation 8. 
• 8. Explore options for developing a new café in the gardens, to release the existing service wing for new interpretation and display which could also enable more of the stored collection to be accessible. 
Our preference would be that options for the use of existing buildings should be explored as a first priority, as the size of building needed to run commercial cafe undertaking could potentially compromise the significance of the historic designed landscape. 
We always welcome the opportunity to be involved in pre-application discussions and we would be happy to talk in more detail about any development proposals at the appropriate time. 
Kind regards, 
Kath 
Kathryn Gibson 
Trustee and Chair of Conservation Committee, Yorkshire Gardens


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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