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COWENTS:

I was brought up in the existing house on this site and agree that
it is nore practical to replace rather than renovate it. However,
this proposal is sinply too large both for the width of the plot and
to reflect the historical character and devel opnent of Wi stley
Green and Hurst.

It seens anachronistic to suggest that this is where a 'large
manor-style dwelling' (Planning Statenent, 5.29) would be situated
in a historically rural setting. Like Hurst Lodge, Hurst House and
Hai nes Hill today, the original Wistley Court Mansion was built in
its own parkland and set apart fromthe settlenment. Wiistley Court
Farm supported this manor house, its farnmhouse and Wiistley G een
Far mhouse were, and renmin, the doninant buildings in the i mediate
area. Farmand ancilliary workers' cottages set around them That
historical rural relationship can still be read at present, even
wi th organi c devel opnent in between. The new properties at Valley
Gardens are nodern, yet the ones that border Wiistley Geen (road)
were designed to reflect the proportions and design of the terraced
cot t ages

opposi te.

The application does not acknow edge that the site and current house
adjoin the Village Centre Hurst Area of Special Character (policy
TB26). This is a non-designated heritage asset under the NPPF.

There is also no reference to the supplenentary pl anni ng docunent,
A Design for Hurst.

Appendi x C of the Historic Environnent Topic Paper (2024)

i ndicates that the existing Cear View Cottage is considered an
"undesi gnated heritage asset', as are both Wi stley G een Farnhouse
and Mayflower Barn (pp 94-5 and 98). This status nmeans they have
been found to

"positively contribute' to the Area of Special Character (AoSC

The main topic paper also allows that they coul d be reassessed as
non- desi gnated heritage assets (5.2.39). This suggests that it

m ght have been better to engage a heritage specialist to assess the
potential harm of a new proposal before conpleting the design

I would like to be nore constructive but nmust object to this
application. The planning statenent notes at 5.23 that this 'is a
transitional plot in visual and character terns' which is a fair
assessnent. The site, alongside the Nursery Gardens devel opnent, is
no longer within the AoSC al though it perhaps should still be.
However, either way, it does not square that a 'distinctive' new
"l andmar k buil ding' (both 5.29) should be constructed where it

will clearly disrupt the sense of place



