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CONSERVATION CASEWORK LOG NOTES MAY 2015 
The GHS conservation team received 130 new cases in England and 6 new cases in Wales during May 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, 5 ‘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

	Huntercombe Manor
	Buckingham-shire
	E15/0209
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Redevelopment of site for erection of part two storey/part three storey office building with associated car parking and landscaping. Wyeth Pharmaceuticals, Huntercombe Lane South, Burnham, Buckinghamshire SL6 0PH. OFFICE/COMMERCIAL    
	GHS WRITTEN RESPONSE 22.05.2015
Thank you for consulting the Garden History Society in its role as Statutory Consultee with regard to proposed development affecting a site included by English Heritage/Historic England on their Register of Parks & Gardens, as per the above application. 
15/00803/FUL relates to a site in very close proximity to Huntercombe Manor’s Registerd Park and Garden (RP&G) which is listed Grade II by Historic England (formerly English Heritage). 
The applicant states that ‘Whilst the proposal would result in changes to the setting and views from the PR&G, it is considered that these will be greatly improved by the introduction of a building of higher design and material quality. The impacts proposed are not considered to harm the signi[icance of the RP&G or compromise its 
setting.’ 
Whilst the proposed new building may indeed be of better construction and materials than the one currently on the site, it does not follow that the views will be in any way improved. Given that Huntercombe is now a Children’s Hospital, roof terraces which would increase visibility into the RP&G may be inappropriate in such a sensitive position. We would also question whether the current screening between the new building and the north-​south axial walk, 
and north eastern radial garden is sufficient, and whether the impact on these have been fully considered? 
We would ask that this is taken into account should the proposal be approved, and suitable additional screening be provided in the landscaping element of the works. 
The GHS 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 Of[icer 
The Garden History Society 

	Stover Park
	Devon
	E15/0165
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Listed Building ConsentGate house buildings To remove blockwork to 2 x door  openings and reinstate openings with the installation of timber doors and frames to match the original aesthetics, thus to allow access into each gate house at Stover Country Park, Stover, Teigngrace, Newton Abbot, TQ12 6QG. REPAIR/RESTORATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 27.05.2015
Thank you for consulting The Garden History Society and the Devon Gardens Trust on the above application, which affects Stover Park, an historic designed landscape which is included by Heritage England on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
We have visited the site on several occasions and have studied the application documents on your website. We consider that it is a well thought out scheme which we are happy to support. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer 
Devon Gardens Trust

	Princess Gardens and Royal Terrace Gardens
	Devon
	E15/0256
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of temporary beach hut-style structure for catering and deck chair storage. Banjo Area, Princess Gardens, Torquay, Devon. MAINTENANCE/STORAGE/OUTBUILDING
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 30.05.2015
Thank you for consulting the Garden History Society on the above application which affects the Princess Gardens and the Royal Terrace Gardens, an historic designed landscape of national significance, included by English Heritage on the Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest at grade II. 
The Devon Gardens Trust works in partnership with The Garden History Society in responding to consultations. We have visited the site on many occasions previously and have studied the documents on your web site. 
We consider that if the proposed beach hut-style structure is not really appropriate in Princess Gardens and wonder if there is a more appropriate location ?. But as the application is for a temporary period we do not wish to object to the proposal. 
If your Authority is minded to approve the application, we would ask that, in order not to compromise this heritage asset in the future, that your Authority requires the removal of the structure immediately after the use ceases. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer
Devon Gardens Trust

	The Hoe
	Devon
	E15/0255
	II
	PRE-APPLICATION to provide WiFi coverage across Plymouth Hoe. Plymouth Hoe (Grade II RPG), Plymouth, Devon. COMMUNICATION/CCTV christopher.king@plymouth.gov.uk rachel.broomfield@plymouth.gov.uk Documents also available from GHSconsult@gardenhistorysociety.org  
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 30.05.2015
Thank you for consulting The Garden History Society on the above pre-application consultation which affects The Hoe, an historic designed landscape of national significance which is included by English Heritage on the Register of Parks and Gardens 
of Special Historic Interest at Grade II. 
The Devon Gardens Trust works in partnership with The Garden History Society in responding to consultations. We have visited The Hoe on many occasions previously. 
We have viewed the documents attached to your email. 
We are concerned that the proposals would detract from the significance of this heritage asset, in particular the proposal to provide freestanding pillars next to the 
lamp posts and flag poles. We would suggest that the number of WiFi units should be reduced to the absolute minimum in order too minimise the harmful visual effect of the proposals on the 
character and appearance of The Hoe. 
Yours faithfully 
John Clark 
Conservation Officer
Devon Gardens Trust

	Glenfall House
	Gloucester-shire
	E15/0077
	N
	HISTORIC ENGLAND CONSULTATION Consideration of the gardens at Glenfall House for registration.  The assessment of Glenfall House forms part of the completion of English Heritage’s Register

Upgrade Programme for a number of sites in the West.
	CGT COMMENT 05.05.2015 
This Historic England consultation on Glenfall House in Cheltenham has a long history and the review by Heritage England of this house, garden and parkland is very much down to the past actions of Jane Bradney. The House has been a retreat/conference facility for the Diocese of Gloucester, but its viability and the savings required by the Diocese caused it to close, probably two years +ago. 
I have only been involved recently on the basis of advice given in response to an informal pre-application consultation to Cheltenham Borough Council by a prospective purchaser who wanted to return the main house to a single substantial dwelling and create two independent dwellings as part of the outbuilding group. Although this need not seriously interfere with the listing review, it did point up the need for great care where such development interfered with or required modification to the gates, drive and garden, and drive adjacent to the entrance front of the main house. It is not an insurmountable problem. but it required a lot more skill than was being shown in the draft scheme. However at this stage the pre application enquiry has been withdrawn . 
Jane was making a direct response to Heritage England, supporting the listing curtilage,but pointing out the need to consider and control the potential peripheral disturbance that may result from the search for a beneficial use. Meanwhile the site is inevitably suffering from inadequate maintenance. 
David Ball, (on behalf of GGLT)

	Standish House
	Gloucester-shire
	E15/0016
	N
	LOCAL PLAN Draft Planning Concept Statement for public consultation.  Standish House, the former hospital site, located off Horsemarling Lane, Standish, GL10 3DB. 
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 05.05.2015 
I write on behalf of the Gloucestershire Garden and Landscape Trust (GGLT) in response to the draft consultation brief for this important site that incorporates a designed landscape that has lain in a state of increasing dereliction for so long. 
At this stage, GGLT welcomes the recent partnership intervention by the LCA and SDC on this site where to date no viable development proposition has come forward. From GGLT's viewpoint, the basic survey work is very comprehensive and leaves in no doubt the built, landscape and natural assets of the site. It sets out at this stage a set of notional development zonings that should form the basis of ongoing negotiations on the form and quality of future development, its content, and assessments of its overall viability to deliver this major development project. 
GGLT considers this both a major challenge and opportunity that should be grasped now rather than let it drift on into further dereliction which will make a successful outcome even more difficult to secure. This mature site is surely capable of delivering a combination of quality building and landscape restoration, and should also provide a setting for some very creative contemporary residential and mixed use development that also maintains reasonable public access. The key issue here is to establish real design quality and an appropriate scale and character for the development. It should aim to do a lot better than the volume house-builders norm. 
Yours sincerely 
David Ball, (on behalf of GGLT)

	Julians
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0087
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Listed Building: Demolition and rebuilding of part of free-standing brick garden wall around swimming pool. Julians, Julians Park, Rushden, Buntingford, SG9 0TD. REPAIR/RESTORATION
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 04.05.2015 
HGT and GHS would support the rebuilding of this wall with the matching bricks and with lime mortar and reused stone dressings. 
Kate Harwood
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

	Welwyn Hatfield Validation Lists
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0195
	n/a
	LOCAL PLAN Validation Lists consultation
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 12.05.2015
Applications affecting Registered Parks & Gardens and/or their settings should be required to submit a Heritage Statement, Appraisal and/or Heritage Impact Statement as required for listed buildings in clause 3p. This should also be extended to Local Listed Parks & Gardens on the WHBC lst. Applications for tree works on these sites (including TPOs) should also have a heritage appraisal as the tree planting in historic landscapes is crucial to their meaning, appearance and context. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

	Hemel Water Gardens
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0220
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION CHANGE OF USE FROM BANK (A2) TO RESIDENTIAL (C3). DEMOLITION OF EXISTING  FIRST FLOOR. CONSTRUCTION OF 9 NEW FLATS. NATIONAL WESTMINSTER BANK PLC, 12 BANK COURT, HEMEL HEMPSTEAD, HP1 1BS. RESIDENTIAL
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 26.05.2015 
We know that Jellicoe used the layout of Bank Court as part of the setting of the Water Garden and as a key element in views across the garden and linking the Town Centre (and The Marlowes) to the Water Gardens and the west of the Gade valley(and vice versa) and is a key part of the post-War New Town aesthetic developed by Jellicoe and others. The simple roof lines , fenestration and architecture of Bank Court is mid-20th century and of a piece with the contemporary Water Garden. As such, any unsympathetic changes to the exterior of Bank Court would have an adverse affect on the setting of the Water Garden. 
The original design was of relatively modest dimensions and set back from Waterhouse Street as part of the deliberate illusion that the water garden is larger than it actually is. The NPPF guidance considers that Setting and design are seamless parts of the same broad spectrum of considerations but we find no consideration of the setting of the Garden in this application. Indeed, there is no attempt at a Heritage Impact Statement as is now required. 
This would be of serious harm to the setting of a Registered heritage asset and its significance, contrary to NPPF 132 Significance can be harmed or lost through …development within its setting. Substantial harm to.. .a grade II listed building, park or garden should be exceptional 
The NPPF (paragraph 131) urges that the local authority should take account of the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets [which includes their setting] can make to sustainable communities. Dacorum BC is leading the way in restoration of the Gardens, with an HLF bid. It would seem that the setting of the Garden should also be considered in this context. The NPPF also states (paragraph 133) states that where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm . . . of significance of a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse consent. 
We consider that Bank Court and its links to the Water Garden are the most important survival of the original New Town centre design and should not be compromised by inappropriate alterations and additions. We therefore urge that this application should be refused planning permission 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

	Stags End
	Hertfordshire
	E15/0235
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION DEMOLITION OF ANTIQUES SHOWROOM, ANTIQUES STORE / SHOWROOM AND STORAGE  BUILDINGS. MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT COMPRISING 3 NO. LIVE WORK UNITS, 2 NO. SEMI-DETACHED HOUSES, 1 NO. DETACHED BUNGALOW WITHIN WALLED GARDEN AND ASSOCIATED OFFICE AND STABLES, NEW STABLES BUILDING, CONVERSION AND EXTENSION OF EXISTING ANTIQUES / STABLES BUILDING INTO ANTIQUES SHOWROOM; AND FIRST FLOOR EXTENSION TO HOUNDS HOUSE. STAGS END EQUESTRIAN CENTRE, GADDESDEN  ROW, HEMEL HEMPSTEAD, HP2 6HN. RESIDENTIAL, EQUESTRIAN
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 26.05.2015 
Thank you for consulting the GHS on this application. HGT work closely with them and are commenting on behalf of both organisations. 
We have No Comments to make on the redevelopment of the outbuildings around Stags End. 
We consider that the proposed housing within the walled kitchen garden (as part of the historic fabric of the Victorian gentry estate) is undesirable. It would destroy the significance of this particular heritage asset, contrary to NPPF para 131. It also constitutes overdevelopment within the Chilterns AONB contrary to para 115 of NPPF. No Heritage Appraisal as to the building and subsoil remains of this garden have been seen, which may add to its signficance. 
Given the amount of new units proposed elsewhere on the site, it should be possible to repair the walls of the walled garden without compromising the integrity of the interior space. 
We consider that the scheme proposed should be amended to remove development within the walled garden. 
Kate Harwood 
Conservation & Planning 
Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

	David Salomons House
	Kent
	E15/0115
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Retrospective - Refurbishment and improvements to existing track within Salomons Estate grounds. David Salomons Estate,  Broomhill Road,  Royal Tunbridge Wells.  Kent TN3 0TG. ROAD
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.05.2015 
In the overall site context, the aims and aspirations for the future long term plan for the Valley and Salomon’s Estate have not been made clear. A retrospective application seems to be the way planning is dealt with at Salomon’s. 
The link between the car park and Salomon’s will encourage development of the Valley to the detriment of the Heritage Asset. The original track was a woodland ride but with its edging boards and use of tarmac for part of its length it has a suburbanising effect. 
The site demands a Conservation Management Plan against which applications can be assessed and a plan would encourage the applicants to be more transparent in their immediate and longer term plans for the site. 
Yours faithfully 
Judith Norris BSc MSc FRICS IHBC 
On behalf of KGT

	David Salomons House
	Kent
	E15/0117
	N
	PLANNING APPLICATION Erection of entrance gates and boundary fence. Mill Farm,  Broomhill Road,  Royal Tunbridge Wells,  Kent TN3 0TD. ACCESS/GATES, BOUNDARY
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.05.2015 
The Kent Gardens Trust supports the idea of replacement of the barrier. 
The reservation is the height of the pillars and the grandness of the design of the gates for a farm entrance on a rural lane. 
Yours faithfully 
Judith Norris BSc MSc FRICS IHBC 
On behalf of KGT

	The Mount including surrounding cobble wall
	Lancashire
	E15/0102
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Listed Building Consent for the restoration of the mount garden boundary walls, reinstatement of railings and gates and repair of Esplanade shelters. The Mount Grounds, Mount Road, Fleetwood, Lancashire FY7 6QZ. REPAIR/RESTORATION, BOUNDARY
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 18.05.2015 
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, 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 the Mount Garden in being a Registered Park and Garden Grade II. We welcome the investment which Wyre Council is making through the restoration of boundary walls, railings, gates and shelters. 
The LGT commends the quality of the proposals and looks forward to seeing the works implemented. 
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

	Stoneyhurst College
	Lancashire
	E15/0013
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Retrospective application for the erection of changing facilities and welfare unit on existing recreational playing field for use of the associated usage. Land to the rear of Smithy Row, Hurst Green BB7 9QB. SPORT/LEISURE
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 18.05.2015 
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, 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 Stonyhurst College in being a Registered Park and Garden Grade II*, and one of Lancashire’s most important designed landscapes. We understand that the installation of the changing facilities has 
resulted in the removal of some trees, and the buildings have been located partly within the boundary of the Registered Park and Garden, although it is accepted that the impact 
on the significance of the site is slight. However whilst the LGT supports the objectives and success of an important recreational amenity provided by the football club, we object to the principle of any incursion by development into the Registered Park and Garden. 
We note that the recommendation in this case is for delegated approval for granting a temporary permission for the retrospective application, not exceeding two years in duration and welcome this pragmatic approach, with a view to securing a more 
appropriate solution in the intervening period. Providing that the temporary permission is no longer than two years the LGT would not object to this retrospective application in this instance. 
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

	Acton Burnall
	Shropshire
	E15/0076
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Change of use of agricultural land to use in association with Concord College including 2 No football pitches, 2 No pavilions, running track, recreation path, car park extension, parkland planting and drainage works including attenuation pond. Hall Meadow , Concord College, Acton Burnell, Shrewsbury SY5 7PF. SPORT/LEISURE.
	GHS/CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.05.2015 
This is a joint response on behalf of both the Garden History Society, who are Statutory Consultees in matters relating to historic parks and gardens on the Historic England Register, and the Shropshire Parks and Gardens Trust. 
• In general terms we are supportive of the application as the proposal aims to restore the pattern of parkland planting in an area currently in agricultural use and devoid of trees. The sports facilities proposed are not inconsistent with the use of an historic landscape by a school or college. 
• We recognise the importance of exising mature trees on the perimeter of the site and would like to support Shropshire Council Trees recommendation for an Arboricultural Impact Assessment to properly assess the impacts and implications of the proposals 
• In addition we would underline the importance of using the correct ‘forms’ of trees to be used for new plantings, especially Limes, to ensure that they are consistent with types already on site. 
Yours sincerely 
Tony Herbert 
For Shropshire Parks & Gardens Trust & The Garden History Society 

	Henley Hall
	Shropshire
	E15/0064
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Formation of a solar farm comprising the installation of (circa) 22,000 ground mounted solar panels; 4 inverter buildings; one centre station comprising one transformer building, one gear building and one DNO cabinet; 21 x 3m high pole mounted CCTV cameras; 2m high security boundary fencing; landscaping scheme. Proposed Solar Farm To The West Of, Squirrel Lane, Ledwyche, Shropshire. SOLAR
	GHS WRITTEN RESPONSE 06.05.2015 
We have reviewed the submitted documentation connected with the above application and have also conducted a site visit, with an assessment of the immediate and wider landscape including the Grade II Registered Park & Garden of Henley Hall itself, which lies to the north side of the proposed development site. 
On the basis of these assessments, we write to object to this proposal, on the following grounds: 
• the proposed development would negatively impact on the setting of the Grade II Registered Park and Garden at Henley Hall, Shropshire and in particular upon its former deer park, which lies immediately adjacent to the north side of the proposed development site and is clearly visible from it; 
• the proposed development may also impact negatively upon the setting of the Grade II Listed Park House, which is situated within the former deer park, as described above. 
The ‘Historic Environment Assessment’(HEA) submitted as part of this application states that, although there will be views (of the proposed development) from within the deer park, this will be ‘through the vegetation screen, when in close proximity to the southern boundary’, and that ‘much of the parkland lies on a north facing slope, severely restricting views beyond the southern boundary into the landscape beyond’ (para.7.10). 
The ‘vegetation screen’ referred to above is in fact the (grown out) park boundary. A number of fine and ancient trees within this part of the park, appearing much older than the later-18thcentury date given in the HEA, are clearly visible from the proposed development site through the park boundary. It is reasonable to suppose therefore that the proposed development site would itself be similarly visible from within the Registered Park and Garden. 
It is also incorrect to say that ‘much of the parkland lies on a north facing slope’ as in fact a large part of the deer park, in common with the proposed development site, slopes westwards towards the Ledwyche Brook, which runs through the middle of the park and forms the western boundary of the proposed development site itself. We assert therefore that views southwards towards the proposed development site would not be ‘severely restricted’ as stated above, but instead that large parts of the solar array, fencing, CCTV poles and associated access tracks would be visible from within the Grade II Registered Park. 
Given the scale of this proposed development, the extent of visibility of the site from the surrounding countryside is surprising. It is for example, clearly visible from the ‘Eco Park’ Park & Ride facility to the south, just off the A49 ring road, while the prominent Titterstone Clee Hill beyond is also visible within the same view. 
The wooded hills to the south and west of Ludlow itself were similarly visible from the proposed development site, as was a substantial portion of the southern end of Ludlow itself, including a church tower which may be that of the Grade II* Church of St.Giles in Ludford. Other heritage assets within Ludlow may be similarly affected, but appear not to have been considered as part of the HEA. 
Yours sincerely,

Jonathan Lovie

Principal Conservation Officer & Policy Adviser
The Garden History Society 

	Stansted Park
	West Sussex
	E15/0072
	II*
	PLANNING APPLICATION Provision of new enlarged farm shop. Extend car park to accommodate growing visitor numbers. Define a more appropriate entry point. Resolve traffic flow problems and reduce risk of conflicts with large delivery vehicles. Stansted Park Farm Shop, Maze Courtyard, Broad Walk, Stansted, Stoughton, West Sussex. RETAIL, PARKING
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.05.2015 
Thank you for consulting the Sussex Gardens Trust on the above application for alterations to the Garden Centre development in Stansted Park. This application has also been brought to the Trust’s attention by the Garden History Society. 
The Trust notes the pressures for further growth and alterations that the Garden Centre has generated, and understands that the current proposals have been made to address these pressures, improve access to the centre and meet visitor demand. The Trust considers the proposed car park extension large and notes the significant changes to and replacement for the existing earthwork screening. 
The Trust has mixed feelings regarding the expansion of this development and wonders what further incremental changes might be put forward in the future should the centre continue to prosper and outgrow its existing site. 
That said, and assuming that the new remodelled earthworks do not open up glimpsed views of the garden centre presently obscured, the Sussex Gardens Trust is content to raise no objection on this occasion. 
We would however emphasise that this does not in any way signify our support for the proposals. If you have any further queries, please contact us at this email address. 
Yours sincerely 
Roger Dowty Dip TP, IHBC. 
On behalf of the Sussex Garden Trust

	Bretton Hall
	West Yorkshire
	E15/0110
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Siting of 1no. 30.5m high (hub) 225kW wind turbine with a tip height of 45m. Woodside Farm, Denby Dale Road, Bretton. WIND
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 14.05.2015

The Yorkshire Gardens Trust, established in 1996, works to conserve and foster the region's heritage of parks, gardens and designed landscapes for the benefit of present and future generations. We have a membership of about three hundred and fifty, and the Trust has close links with the Garden History Society and English Heritage in planning and conservation matters related to historic parks, gardens and designed landscapes. The Yorkshire Gardens Trust is a member of the Historic Environment Forum for Yorkshire and The Humber and the national Association of Gardens Trusts. Registered parks and gardens are designated heritage assets and subject to the planning policies within the National Planning Policy Framework. 
We note with concern this application for a wind turbine at Woodside Farm, Bretton, which has the potential to harm the significance of the registered landscape at Bretton Hall by introducing a strident, modern element into views across the estate from the southern parkland and along boundary approach roads. 
The historic designed landscape at Bretton Hall is nationally important as an example of late eighteenth and early nineteenth century Pleasure Grounds set within parkland of the eighteenth century with earlier origins. Centred on the grade II* listed mansion, the registered landscape does not just form a setting for the buildings but is a major contributor to the historic and aesthetic significance of the site. The Bretton Estate is located within rolling countryside, at the edge of the West Yorkshire and South Yorkshire conurbations, and the adjacent farmland and woodland form part of its wider setting. 
The current application contains little reference to the heritage assets on this site or their significance. Nor does it contain any indication of how this significance will be affected by the proposed wind turbine. 
The Lansdcape and Visual Impact Assessment document prepared by AAH Planning Consultants states that 
'The ZTV (Zone of Theoretical Visibility) indicates that the proposed turbine could theoretically be visible from the immediate villages at Midgley and West Bretton but not from the nearby Bretton Country Park and Sculpture Park' 
which is very misleading as the ZTV map clearly shows that the turbine will be visible from the Longside parkland. Yet the Assessment of Visual Effects section does not address this. 
We consider that the proposed wind turbine would harm the significance of this site because of its visual impact, particularly along the approach roads, whose character would become more urbanised and less rural in feel. There has been major investment in the Bretton Estate over the last few years which has not only better revealed the features of the historic landscape but has also developed a world class visitor attraction - The Yorkshire Sculpture Park. We would not wish to see this prejudiced nor the future investment in, and enjoyment of, the site compromised by incompatible development. 
The National Planning Policy Framework states that where a proposed development would lead to harm to the significance of a heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against public benefit. We do not consider that there are compensatory public benefits to this proposal. 
We suggest that prior to any decision being made a static line balloon or crane is set up at the proposal site to demonstrate the height to wing tip, so that a full and informed evaluation of the impact of the wind turbine can be made. We would be happy to attend such a site meeting. 
However, on the basis of the information currently available to us, the Yorkshire Gardens Trust objects to this proposal. 
Kathryn Gibson 
Trustee and Chair of Conservation Committee, Yorkshire Gardens Trust

	High Royds Hospital
	West Yorkshire
	E15/0026
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Change of use of amenity land to garden space; new screen fence. Land Between High Royds Drive, Wharfedale Avenue, Wharfedale Fold, Menston LS29 6QP. MISCELLANEOUS
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 07.05.2015 
The Yorkshire Gardens Trust, established in 1996, works to conserve and foster the region’s heritage of parks, gardens and designed landscapes for the benefit of present and future generations. We have a membership of about three hundred and fifty, and the Trust has close links with the Garden History Society and English Heritage in planning and conservation matters related to historic parks, gardens and designed landscapes. The Yorkshire Gardens Trust is a member of the Historic Environment Forum for Yorkshire and The Humber and the national Association of Gardens Trusts. Registered parks and gardens are designated heritage assets and subject to the planning policies within the National Planning Policy Framework. We note with concern this application for a further amendment to the residential layout at the former High Royds Hospital. This site is nationally important as an example of a late Victorian echelon-style psychiatric hospital and grounds, including airing courts, sports grounds, woodland and parkland. The grounds of the hospital are integral with the buildings, together providing for the therapeutic regime aimed at supporting the well being of the patients. As such, the registered landscape does not just form a setting for the buildings but is a major contributor to the historic and aesthetic significance of the site. The current application contains no reference to the heritage assets on this site or their significance. Nor does it contain any indication of how this significance will be affected by the proposed change in fence line. We consider that the proposed works would harm the significance of this site because of the visual impact that they would have on the approach drive, whose character would become more urbanized and less rural in feel. We do not consider that there are any compensatory public benefits and, as such, we object to this application. 
Kathryn Gibson
Trustee and Chair of Conservation Committee, Yorkshire Gardens Trust

	St Ives Estate
	West Yorkshire
	E15/0081
	II
	PLANNING APPLICATION Demolition of existing timber structures and construction of new single

storey timber framed Archery Pavilion and Self Composting Toilet unit for existing archery club. Aire Vally Archery Club, St Ives Estate, Keighley Road, Harden, Bingley, West Yorkshire BD16 1AT. SPORT/LEISURE
	CGT WRITTEN RESPONSE 11.05.2015 
The Yorkshire Gardens Trust, established in 1996, works to conserve and foster the region’s heritage of parks, gardens and designed landscapes for the benefit of present and future generations. We have a membership of about three hundred and fifty, and the Trust has close links with the Garden History Society and English Heritage in planning and conservation matters related to historic parks, gardens and designed landscapes. The Yorkshire Gardens Trust is a member of the Historic Environment Forum for Yorkshire and The Humber and the national Association of Gardens Trusts. 
Registered parks and gardens are designated heritage assets and subject to the planning policies within the Nation Planning Policy Framework. 
Summary 
We welcome the proposal to remove the assortment of timber structures and the metal container. The introduction of the latter, in particular, in part of the historic estate known as The Coppice, has caused harm to the significance of the registered historic landscape of St Ives Estate through its visual impact and the loss of historic northerly views from Coppice Pond to The Coppice. However we cannot support these current proposals in their present form as they would also result in harm to the significance of the historic landscape through their visual impact and loss of historic views. Thus we object to these present proposals. 
Historical context and Significance 
The designed landscape of St Ives Estate evolved over nearly three hundred years, during the ownership of just one influential family, the Ferrands. Extant documents (Yorkshire Archaeological Society) reveal the keen interest the family took in Harden Grange Farm (now Home Farm) during the C19 and their deep love of their cherished acres. 
The house, Harden Grange, was purchased with its farm in 1636 and the farm buildings have remained on the same site close to the old building of Harden Grange and the later attached C19 Mansion, St Ives. 
Old plans show that by 1845 the grassland adjacent to the northern side of Coppice Pond and the farm had been ornamented with clumps of trees, so creating a parkland affect, known as The Coppice. It is most likely that this was executed by Walker Ferrand and thus was laid out before his death in 1835. 
The Coppice, sited on rising ground is one the most attractive areas of this historic estate and forms the setting for Home Farm and Coppice Pond. 
The estate is of national importance and was added to the English Heritage Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest in 2005. 
Proposal for Concrete Foundations 
The present structures are elevated above ground level and thus can be considered as temporary buildings without foundations. As the Archery Club has currently only a 10 year lease of the range, the proposed large area of concrete foundations (in excess of 120 square metres) appears totally inappropriate for this proposed temporary pavilion, especially as the site is in the Green Belt. These proposed concrete foundations also appear unnecessary as there are currently alternative modern building techniques, which cause significantly less harm to the natural environment. 
Proposed Urbanized Style 
The urbanized modern style of this proposed pavilion with its large mono pitched roof neither relates to its rural setting, nor to the adjacent traditional stone building, nor to the style of the indoor riding school building erected c. 2005. In particular the proposal to cover the roof in solar panels would create an extensive shiny area of over 100 square metres, causing significant harm to the designed historic landscape. As the roof faces approximately east-north-east and the slope is extremely slight (approximately2 degrees) the proposed installation would be completely inappropriate for efficient generation of solar power, which requires a south facing position and a slope of more than 40 degrees for a fixed installation. 
Size of the Proposed Building 
Positioning a new pavilion to face in a westerly instead of northerly direction, as at present, should have enabled its impact on the historic landscape to be reduced, which we would have welcomed. However the depth of the proposed building is much greater than that of a traditional sports pavilion of the same length. This is partially due to the proposed extra large viewing terrace, which is approximately double in depth that of traditional balcony. Thus this proposed building would be more dominant in the historic landscape when viewed from the nearby public footpath on the north side of Coppice Pond than a traditional pavilion with the same interior space, thus exacerbating its resulting harm to the historic and aesthetic significance of the site. 
Proposal to site a Kazubaloo very close to Coppice Pond 
Siting a Kazubaloo adjacent to the path bounding Coppice Pond would cause additional harm to the historic and aesthetic significance of St Ives Estate, principally due to its urbanized design, but also through further loss of historic views from Coppice Pond to The Coppice. Since a Kazubaloo requires wind and sun to work efficiently, the proposed site, totally sheltered from drying easterly winds and in morning shadow due to the proximity of the adjacent stone building, would appear to be far from ideal. A more open position away from the boundary with Coppice Pond would enable it to function more efficiently and thus lessen the possibility of needing an additional toilet in the future. 
Drainage 
At present some pipes under the present buildings can be seen to lead to the ditch/open drain adjacent to the path by Coppice Pond. So it would appear that at least some of the rain and/or grey water from these buildings drains into Coppice Pond, which along with Coppice Bog is a SEGI (A site of local ecological importance in the Bradford District) and is a very popular beauty spot. It is not explained in the application how rain/grey water will drain away, and whether any screening will first take place, or how it will differ from the present situation. If grey water is allowed to go to ground without any form of treatment it could seep into Coppice Pond and cause pollution. In particular it also needs to be explained how any water used to clean the proposed Kazubaloo is to be disposed of. 
Position 
For the reasons outlined above it is our view that these proposals would detract from the design character of the Estate and the setting of Coppice Pond and thus would be contrary to the Bradford RUDP Policy BH16. The Yorkshire Gardens Trust thus objects to this application and advises that it should be refused. 
Yours faithfully, 
Kathryn Gibson 
Trustee and Chair of Conservation Committee, Yorkshire Gardens Trust 


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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