




should reinforce the historic parkland character and that this should be evidenced through the study of maps and 
photos to understand how the parkland character has evolved over the past two centuries. They were also 
advised that if there is a requirement for additional trees to mitigate those lost, these may need to be 
accommodated through a contribution for off-site planting (E.g. Enfield Chase). 

• During pre-application discussions, the applicant was advised that The Landscape Management Plan should, at a 
minimum, be a 25 year vision to match the length of the negotiated lease and reinforce its historic character 
through legacy planting and routine maintenance. 

• The application proposes that the design of the parkland will be confirmed post submission through the Landscape 
Management Plan. Given the complexity of the parkland to deliver heritage, ecology, arboriculture, SUDs and 
landscape mitigation and enhancements not including a detailed landscape proposal at application stage is 
concerning and makes it difficult to assess whether there is sufficient mitigation and determine what weight to give 
to any enhancements. Whilst the approach to understanding the landscape and planning for its management 
within the LMP is generally agreeable, this work should have been completed prior to the application being 
submitted. The current approach could impose constraints upon a future LMP by approving a scheme which has 
not been informed by a thorough analysis. For heritage, this would include the study of maps and photos as well 
as the existing landscape forms and features to understand how the parkland character has evolved over the past 
two centuries. 

• The LMP specifies planting of new parkland trees to provide habitats for certain butterflies. It should also specify 
specimen trees which should be planted to reflect the parkland’s heritage, for example specimen trees such as the 
Wellingtonia’s. 

• During pre-application discussions, the applicant was asked to curate a holistic heritage strategy for interpretation 
across the landscape – including areas beyond the red-line boundary – to assist in stitching together the heritage 
of the landscape. This would result in a significantly greater public benefit compared against a limited number of 
information boards explaining individual heritage assets. This approach goes hand in hand with the design 
intention presented to the Design Review Panel of improving wayfinding across the wider landscape to create a 
series of walks (e.g. a ‘5km easy route’, or ‘3km accessible route’ etc.). Information on the strategy together with 
funding is required. 

• Blocking up the existing layby, introducing a new mixed native species hedge along Whitewebbs Road and 
improving the footpath could result in a heritage benefit to the Forty Hill Conservation Area. There are, however, 
limited details on the landscaping in this area to give weight to this potential benefit. 

• Heritage is not adequately addressed within the Landscape Management Plan. For example, 4.1.5 and 4.28 
simply states “periodic condition surveys”. This does include all the heritage features within the landscape which 
require periodic inspection, does not set an expectation of how often they will be inspected, or how any remedial 
actions which may be undertaken. Without further information it is difficult to assign weight to the long-term 
conservation of heritage features as a public benefit. 

Suggestions: 
• Increasing the area of grass between the historic driveway and the parking spaces would result in a greater 

enhancement. 

• Including trees within the hedges to the east of the Southern Clubhouse will help screen vehicles from view and 
result in a greater enhancement. 

• Rebuilding a section of the former walled garden (in purple below) would result in a much greater heritage 
enhancement. This would also allow the reinstated wall and building line to become the secure line (yellow below); 
provide an opportunity to introduce a discreet security lodge built into the new wall; and stop the former Stable 
Block being completely lost from public view. 

 



• Omitting pitched roof which links the former Stable Block and new block would improve the visual 
separation of the two with the flat roof element providing instead a more contemporary link. 

• Introducing cattle grazing in a similar manner to those at Forty Hall would assist with managing the 
parkland as well as realising other non-heritage related benefits. 

 
 




