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17/01764/FUL - American Museum In Britain Claverton Manor, Claverton Hill, Claverton, Bath
Erection of 2no entrance buildings and new ground works, walling, paths, paving, steps and associated alterations to expand gardens following removal of existing ticket office and summerhouse.

Comment: BPT fully supports the ambition of the American Museum to increase visitor numbers. As BPT is responsible for a number of museums with similar challenges and constraints, what we offer in terms of response is given in a spirit of constructive criticism.  
We regret having to outline our thoughts at this late stage in the planning process and would have been pleased to have been consulted and given constructive feedback in earlier stages of the development of these plans. 
The architect’s intention 

Claverton Manor was designed by Jeffry Wyatt (Wyatville) (1766-1840) in circa 1820.  The house occupies the site cut into the hillside of Claverton Down. On arrival at the entrance front this elevation dominates the space between the house and the hill. This effect is reinforced by the wing to the north (the present Folk Art Gallery) and the high curtain wall to the south which is continued by the yew hedge. Only when a visitor passes through these barriers is Wyatt’s ‘coup de theatre’ achieved – the spectacular open view of the Avon valley. 
We understand that the current condition of the yews and the orientation of this section towards the south east means that this ‘view screening’ is already compromised, and that there is no other suitable location for the ticket office and pavilion, therefore on balance we accept the proposal for these garden structures in this location, though we wonder whether the intended surprise of the vista could somehow still be respected and engineered through the use of planting in front of the new garden buildings. We would also encourage the use of mature tree planting to ensure the yew screening is repaired around the garden buildings. 
Public benefit v harm and the location of the new garden

BPT accepts that intervention of this scale does bring with it a degree of harm and therefore the analysis of public benefit versus harm is key.  Obviously in this case the overall benefit is seen in a potential uplift in visitor numbers to a key Bath attraction, the ongoing conservation of an important heritage asset, and the ability to provide meaningful and extensive disabled access to an important historic garden. These benefits are substantial and therefore in our view, with some provisos, the potential harm is outweighed in the planning balance. Enhanced accessibility will also better reveal the heritage asset to larger numbers of the public. 
Historic precedent for an ‘ornamental garden’ in the proposed location
A key concern for the Trust is the current proposal to install large flower beds next to the house on the SE corner and adjacent to the screen wall. The long held open setting is part of the historic experience of the house within its expanse of lawn and the long vistas it affords. Based on the submitted Historical statement, there is precedent for ornamental beds nearer to Mount Vernon and the southern end of the South Lawn, but not abutting the house.  
We understand however that, though not yet visible on the planning portal, proposals have been amended to remove the large flower bed/s on the south east corner of the house and that the path traversing the lawn at this corner has been moved so that the path now follows the historical route skirting the borders of the lawn area.  We welcome these changes which go some way to assuaging our concerns regarding the sense of open space around the building and ensures the simple greensward character of the setting of the listed house is maintained and remains authentic to the original intentionally designed relationship between the house and its landscape.
New garden structures

We are largely supportive of the proposed design and materials of the ticket office and pavilion, their lightweight, delicate styling, textural transparency and appropriate materials reference both their context and the tradition of garden buildings. Their Regency Greek revival styling is also contextually ‘comfortable’ and the re-use of the historic Doric Temple plinth and steps is appropriate. 
The conservation of a heritage asset of this importance can often present challenges  in balancing the preservation of the historic and architectural significance of the building in its setting, and the necessary work of modernising and enabling the contemporary use of the site as a cultural destination and commercial business. We commend the applicant on the level of assessment and interrogation of the options undertaken and we hope that our main comments regarding the importance of the open setting of the house and of the landscape vistas are useful and taken on board. 
