
No comments

This needs to happen! We need flowers in the  front 

gardens NOT cars. The Article 4 direction aims to help this

Park Avenue has some interesting architecture and 

properties but it is a living, lived in road and is no way 

at a level similar to Bath's Royal Crescent.

Conservation areas vary in their level of significance. Park Avenue is 

significant as an area of speculative late 19th/early 20th housing 

unlike any designated elsewhere in the city and is consequently 

proposed for conservation area designation. The proposed 

designation is reflective of this level of significance, which is of less 

significance than Bath's Royal Crescent and therefore the street is not 

proposed for UNESCO World Heritage Site status

Not to the extent shown in the proposed scheme The conservation area boundary has been reduced
By No comment

As a resident of Park Avenue I do not think it is 

appropriate for the council to impose these 

restrictions on what are well maintained family 

homes.

The Article 4 direction will not prevent maintenance from being 

carried out. Well designed proposals in-keeping with the character 

and significance of the area can continue to be carried out. No fee will 

be required for applications resulting from the implementation of the 

Article 4 Direction
do you mean park ave?!  I am a resident & property 

owner No comment
it does not take into consideration progressive 

everyday needs  and requirements or meet future 

government social needs and directives - and it would 

be useful to proof read the documents before 

publishing as this refers to Shrubbery Avenue not Park 

Avenue

The design guide has been updated to consider further environmental 

requirements

Character Area 2 is ill defined - because it is not of 

sufficient merit to be in the conservation area The conservation area boundary has been reduced
The current situation which has allowed for self 

preservation of the area in terms of retaining historic 

character. The main changes have been to improve 

insulation and reduce running costs of the houses in 

keeping with current legal requirements and 

government initiatives.

Changes to improve energy efficiency without harming the character 

or significance of the area will be able to continue. Many measures 

can  implemented for example inside the home which the design guide 

has sought to emphasise.

Most of the homes on Park Avenue are more than 

100 years old and have been maintained 

sympathetically without interference. 

Many have been well maintained in their original form leading to the 

proposed conservation area designation. A small number have 

however introduced harmful measures which further properties are at 

risk from
it does not take into consideration progressive 

everyday needs  and requirements or meet future 

government social needs and directives

A section has been added to the design guide to better respond to 

environmental upgrading

The boundary appears to be arbitrarily made up 

rather than relate to the age or style of the 

properties. Some houses, such as Kepax Gardens, are 

included but are only a few years old whereas 

properties in Redcliffe Street which are the same age 

and style as those included have been ignored. It 

appears to just be an administrative "draw a line 

around an area" rather than any real thought as to 

what is being "conserved". The conservation area boundary has been reduced

Character area 2 is not of sufficient merit.  Character 

Area 3 should be added to the Riverside Conservation 

Area. The conservation area boundary has been reduced

Comments Received 2018

Q1 What is your interest in the area?

Q2 Do you think that Park Avenue is suitable for recognition as a conservation area?

Q3 Do you think that the appraisal adequately identifies the character of the proposed conservation area?

Q4 Do you support the proposed boundary of the Park Avenue Conservation Area?



I am strongly against this - it will add unnecessary 

paperwork where there is already control via planning 

orders for large scale changes to the properties.

Without the conservation area designation or article 4 direction 

planning controls provide no protection for existing architectural 

details or features putting the area at risk of harm

I do not support this proposal. The conservation area boundary has been reduced

it does not take into consideration progressive 

everyday needs  and requirements or meet future 

government social needs and directives

A section has been added to the design guide to better respond to 

environmental upgrading

As previously said there are anomalies in the 

properties in the areas with modern houses mixed in 

so again the scheme appears to be made up to suit 

bureaucratic convenience rather than any real historic 

value. The conservation area boundary has been reduced

Character Area 2 has virtually no architectural or 

townscape heritage value. The conservation area boundary has been reduced

it does not take into consideration progressive 

everyday needs  and requirements or meet future 

government social needs and directives

A section has been added to the design guide to better respond to 

environmental upgrading

It is an Avenue - this needs trees, albeit they are a 

pain in the spring and summer with the sap. The trees are highlighted as positive aspects of the area

The most positive aspect is that the people who own 

the houses love them and responsibly maintain them 

out of that love not because they are treated like 

children.

Th ability to carry out maintenance will not be affected by the 

proposed conservation area designation and article 4 direction. Only 

material alterations would require planning permission and these will 

be accepted providing that they cause no harm to the character or 

significance of the area

All these features are important to the character of 

the area These aspects are referenced in the conservation area appraisal

none - please secure the needs of our children in a 

future world by allowing modern progress

The conservation area designation and article 4 direction does not 

seek to stop all changes but to ensure that any changes are sensitive 

to the character and significance of the area

I don't feel there are any negative aspects to this 

proposed conservation area. I feel it is just an artificial 

attempt to make something out of nothing. It may suit 

the Council to be able to say they have created 

another conservation area but in reality is changes 

nothing and causes unneeded interference in the 

residents lives. I do not support it as it is interference 

for interference's sake. As said previously I have lived 

in the road for over 20 years and it has only been 

improving in quality and character.

The conservation area is proposed due to a small number of harmful 

alterations to the character of the area through the loss of front 

gardens and out of character door and window alterations which risk 

gradually eroding the area. 

It is often more expensive to get things maintained to 

a "protected level" as this may require enforced 

specialised workers - pushing the price up. 

Specialised workers are only required where necessary due to the 

requirement to understand historic methods of construction. This 

would be required to effectively maintain any historic property and is 

not caused by conservation designation.

None, I love it for the living, evolving family street that 

it is. No comment

Q6 What do you feel are the positive aspects of the conservation area?

Q7 What do you feel are the negative aspects of the conservation area?

Q5 Do you support the identification of the three character areas?



I am particularly concerned about the loss of street 

trees.  Ongoing maintenance and replacement where 

necessary is a must. I know the lime trees are not 

everyone's favourite but they have a positive impact 

on temperature, air quality and general wellbeing.

Maintainance and protection of the street trees is included within the 

management proposals.

none - please secure the needs of our children in a 

future world by allowing modern progress

The conservation area designation and article 4 direction does not 

seek to stop all changes but to ensure that any changes are sensitive 

to the character and significance of the area

I have lived in Park Avenue for over 20 years and 

there has been little or no harm to the character of 

the street. If anything it has been slowly improving 

without the need for any interference by the Council.

The conservation area is proposed due to a small number of harmful 

alterations to the character of the area through the loss of front 

gardens and out of character door and window alterations. 

Depends on what is being proposed as new work. The Article 4 Direction is proposed to manage the design of new work

But this is not happening - most people purchase 

housing in these areas for the character and so retain 

these features.

In many cases this is true however a small number of harmful 

alterations to the character of the area through the loss of front 

gardens and out of character door and window alterations have 

initiated the consideration for conservation area designation

No. These are family homes not a museum. We need 

to ensure that we can all play our part in saving 

energy. Most energy efficiency measures are unaffected by the designations

While not affecting the external appearance, the 

removal of several internal walls by recent purchasers 

is rather worryingly excessive and does change the 

character internally. Especially annoying when done 

by a building firm which has acquired the property 

cheaply and "modernised it" before selling on at vast 

profit.

Conservation area designation and Article 4 Directions are unable to 

manage internal alterations. The level of significance required for 

listing is higher than conservation area designation but may be 

considered in some cases

loss of front gardens The Article 4 Direction seeks to address this

none - please secure the needs of our children in a 

future world by allowing modern progress

The conservation area designation and article 4 direction does not 

seek to stop all changes but to ensure that any changes are sensitive 

to the character and significance of the area

I believe that the introduction of Article 4 would 

actually have a NEGATIVE effect on the conservation 

area. A number of properties have slowly been 

improving their aspects in a sympathetic manner. 

Introducing the need to apply for planning permission 

will inhibit these works and potentially put people off 

doing them.    I have considered putting the railings 

back between my house and next door (both ways). 

The only reason I havenâ€™t done this is I havenâ€™t 

found anything suitable yet at a decent price. If I am 

going to have to apply for permission to undertake 

this then I just wonâ€™t bother as I will be doing it on 

a whim when I find something suitable. The need to 

consult the Council will just take to long and I 

wonâ€™t bother and will move on to something else.  

This is true in some cases however other properties have been making 

these alterations unsympathetically. Free advice is available on 

submission of an application to determine if it is likely to be acceptabe 

therefore works should not be inhibited by the designations

Q8 Do you feel that any of the following works harm the character and appearance of the conservation area?

Q9 Do you consider that additional planning controls on minor forms of permitted development proposed through an 

Article 4 Direction would help to protect the character and appearance of the area?



Much of the original detailing has been lost.  it would 

be unduly onerous (and specious) to require any new 

works to replicate the original

The area retains a substantial amount of its original architecturally 

detailing

It would be another barrier in prioritising life tasks 

and impact on maintenance.

The designations will have no impact of the ability for residents to 

carry out maintenance to their properties. Only material alterations 

are affected by the conservation area and article 4 designations

No, I find them overbearing and incredibly 

inappropriate. 

The Article 4 direction is considered appropriate to prevent further 

harmful alterations in the area

just a bureaucratic red tape exercise, fueled by a 

handful of mamby pamby residents

The character and significance of the area has been assessed by the 

council and is considered to meet the level of special interest required 

for conservation area designation

I do not support it as it is interference for 

interference's sake. As said previously I have lived in 

the road for over 20 years and it has only been 

improving in quality and character.

The conservation area is proposed due to a small number of harmful 

alterations to the character of the area through the loss of front 

gardens and out of character door and window alterations. 

Not if Character Area 2 is included

The proposed conservation area has been reduced to exclude 

character area 2

No not at all. Noted

just a bureaucratic red tape exercise, fueled by a 

handful of mamby pamby residents

The character and significance of the area has been assessed by the 

council and is considered to meet the level of special interest required 

for conservation area designation

Article 4 would be a severe infringement of 

peopleâ€™s ability to follow their daily life and is 

utterly unnecessary.    I, for example, have a monkey 

puzzle tree in my garden that over hangs the 

footpath. Periodically I have to trim about 30cm off 

the ends of some of its branches to stop it hitting 

people on the path. Because of its size I would need 

to give the Council six weeks notice that I wanted to 

do this. Is the Planning department so hard up for 

work that they want to process several requests a 

year just so I can trim a branch?    Iâ€™m sure your 

conservation officer would be really keen on the tree 

as it is â€œVictorianâ€•. This however shows the false 

nature of this conservation area as I planted that tree 

and it is in fact less Victorian than the Carrington 

Bridge so, if we were really interested in a period 

look, it should be felled to return the garden to a 

more original state.

Maintenance will continue to be unaffected. Works may still continue 

subject to them preserving the character and significance of the area

Irrelevant in Character Area 2. The conservation area boundary has been reduced

No not at all. Noted

just a bureaucratic red tape exercise, fueled by a 

handful of mamby pamby residents

The character and significance of the area has been assessed by the 

council and is considered to meet the level of special interest required 

for conservation area designation

It includes generalised overall guidance which is not 

relevant to Character Area 2 The conservation area boundary has been reduced

Q12 Do you feel that the Design Guide suitably advises owners on making changes to their property?

Q10 Do you support the proposed designation of Park Avenue as a conservation area?

Q11 Do you support the proposed Article 4 Direction?



I find much of the advice to be patronising and ill 

thought out. It covers measures like thick curtains 

instead of double glazing..... I have thick curtains but 

unsurprisingly I like to open them in the day. This 

significantly impacts their heat saving properties.

Curtains are one example of an effective way to reduce draughts. 

Other measures are described in the design guide alongside Historic 

England advice which should be applied to all historic buildings 

regardless of designation because of their methods of construction. 

Secondary glazing is another possible method which also does not 

require planning permission

it is just trying to "big brother" against what people 

should have the right to do if they so require

Maintenance will continue to be unaffected. Works may still continue 

subject to them preserving the character and significance of the area

I cannot answer this Yes or No as I don't believe there 

are any issues in the area. As such the question is 

presupposing an outcome and is invalid.

Part of the management of conservation areas is identifying 

opportunities for enhancement. The area is felt to be of positive 

character hence the proposed conservation area designation

It attempts to attribute qualities to Character Area 2 

which are not accurate. The conservation area boundary has been reduced

I feel it inappropriate and rude that you are stating 

there are â€œmanagement issues â€œ

Part of the management of conservation areas is identifying 

opportunities for enhancement. The area is felt to be of positive 

character hence the proposed conservation area designation

it is just trying to "big brother" against what people 

should have the right to do if they so require

Maintenance will continue to be unaffected. Works may still continue 

subject to them preserving the character and significance of the area

The avenue must be cleaned, sometime we have  

leaves and bits of tree all over gardens and paths. On visiting the area the street was found to be in good order

I don't wish to see any management proposals as I 

don't support this imposition of an arbitrary Disney-

esque view of how an area should look.

Part of the management of conservation areas is identifying 

opportunities for enhancement. This does not seek to create a Disney-

esque place but to ensure the positive qualities of the area are 

maintained

Delete Character Area 2.  Add Character Area 3 to the 

Riverside Conservation Area.  Consider adding east 

end of Lavender Road to the proposed Park Avenue 

Conservation Area.

This approach has been taken and the conservation area boundary 

has been reduced. Lavender Road however was felt to be of differing 

needs and character

That the document proposal be declined. No comment

Particular attention to the Avenue trees Management of the trees is inluded within the management proposals

The removal of any of the street trees (especially with 

regard to dropping a kerb) should not be allowed 

unless endangering the pavement, in which case the 

tree concerned should be replaced. This involves the 

local Council, which doesn't always act promptly (I 

believe it comes under the County council, not the 

City. Management of the trees is inluded within the management proposals

Positioning of new tress Management of the trees is inluded within the management proposals

no other comments No comment

none - it is just trying to "big brother" against what 

people should have the right to do if they so require

Maintenance will continue to be unaffected. Works may still continue 

subject to them preserving the character and significance of the area

Q13 Do you think that the management issues identified in the appraisal sufficiently address issues in the area?

Q14 What further management proposals would you like to see included in the document?

Q15 Any other comments?



I believe this conservation scheme is not wanted by 

the silent majority of the residents of Park Avenue. A 

vocal minority who are upset that they cannot park 

outside their properties due to a few of their 

neighbours having had their curbs dropped have used 

their position to kick up a fuss and are trying to 

impose their rose-coloured view on other residents.    

If you stand back from the rancour over the parking 

and look at the road from a neutral parking position it 

actually enhances the road to have off-road parking 

as it takes the cars off the road and, as most house 

still have their partition walls and hedges, when you 

look down the road the best open avenue part is 

where this has been done. Now I appreciate that this 

will not be a popular view with your Conservation 

Officer as their job is to create these areas and will 

obviously bias all the questions and surveys etc. to get 

the answer that they want. However in the real world 

Park Avenue is peopleâ€™s homes, where they live, 

and not some tourist attraction where every little 

piece of brick must be preserved to the exclusion of 

common sense and residentâ€™s quality of life. 

Please turn down this scheme; we are doing fine 

without it.

To allow car parking to the front of all properties would require the 

loss of trees and gardens which significantly impacts on the green 

character of the area. The consultation responses indicate a greater 

number of residents in favour of the proposals than against.

See my letter dated December. This letter is appended in appendix 3

As you will have gathered I do not support this 

proposal at all.  If it goes ahead I will be asking the 

council to reduce my council tax to reflect the 

additional costs I will bear in not being able to enjoy 

energy saving opportunities. I will also expect  the 

council to fully document how it will meet the 

challenge of electric vehicle charging which will be 

essential in the next 10 years. How it will offset the 

loss of carbon saving measures. And how, given all the 

budget restrictions which are resulting loss of 

essential services to the vulnerable and needy, the 

council can find money to finance the body of people 

to manage this vanity project.

Most energy saving measures are unaffected by the designation. As 

historic properties the approach recommended by the areas 

designation is appropriate to effectively maintain them. Energy saving 

measures now requiring planning permiisions will be allowed subject 

to their design maintaining the character and significance of the area. 

Most properties have rear access to provide on-plot parking for 

electric vehicles. Historic England research has demonstrated that 

Article 4 Directions create minimal additional work.  

Congratulations for acknowledging the importance of 

this area The area is proposed for conservation area designation

As non car-owners, we are particularly pleased that 

this should prevent the changing of front gardens into 

car parks, especially since all of the houses have 

garages at the end of their back gardens, accessible by 

adequately wide back lanes. The area is proposed for conservation area designation

thank you for taking interest in conserving our lovely 

street The area is proposed for conservation area designation

a complete waste of time and effort trying to stop life 

in a changing world and failing to embrace the needs 

of future generations

Maintenance will continue to be unaffected. Works may still continue 

subject to them preserving the character and significance of the area



90.00% 9

10.00% 1

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

Q1 What is your interest in the area?
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TOTAL 10

Resident

Property Owner

Business

Other

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Resident

Property Owner

Business

Other

1 / 16

Park Avenue proposed Conservation Area and Draft Appraisal and Article 4 Direction



40.00% 4

60.00% 6

Q2 Do you think that Park Avenue is suitable for recognition as a
conservation area?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 This needs to happen! We need flowers in the front gardens NOT cars. 12/14/2018 1:55 PM

2 Park Avenue has some interesting architecture and properties but it is a living, lived in road and is
no way at a level similar to Bath's Royal Crescent.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

3 Not to the extent shown in the proposed scheme 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

4 By 12/3/2018 7:49 AM

5 As a resident of Park Avenue I do not think it is appropriate for the council to impose these
restrictions on what are well maintained family homes.

11/28/2018 5:21 PM

6 do you mean park ave?! I am a resident & property owner 11/14/2018 7:32 PM

7 it does not take into consideration progressive everyday needs and requirements or meet future
government social needs and directives - and it would be useful to proof read the documents
before publishing as this refers to Shrubbery Avenue not Park Avenue

11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Q3 Do you think that the appraisal adequately identifies the character of
the proposed conservation area?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 Character Area 2 is ill defined - because it is not of sufficient merit to be in the conservation area 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

2 The current situation which has allowed for self preservation of the area in terms of retaining
historic character. The main changes have been to improve insulation and reduce running costs of
the houses in keeping with current legal requirements and government initiatives.

12/3/2018 7:49 AM

3 Most of the homes on Park Avenue are more than 100 years old and have been maintained
sympathetically without interference.

11/28/2018 5:21 PM

4 it does not take into consideration progressive everyday needs and requirements or meet future
government social needs and directives

11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Q4 Do you support the proposed boundary of the Park Avenue
Conservation Area?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 The boundary appears to be arbitrarily made up rather than relate to the age or style of the
properties. Some houses, such as Kepax Gardens, are included but are only a few years old
whereas properties in Redcliffe Street which are the same age and style as those included have
been ignored. It appears to just be an administrative "draw a line around an area" rather than any
real thought as to what is being "conserved".

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 Character area 2 is not of sufficient merit. Character Area 3 should be added to the Riverside
Conservation Area.

12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 I am strongly against this - it will add unnecessary paperwork where there is already control via
planning orders for large scale changes to the properties.

12/3/2018 7:49 AM

4 I do not support this proposal. 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

5 it does not take into consideration progressive everyday needs and requirements or meet future
government social needs and directives

11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Q5 Do you support the identification of the three character areas?
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 As previously said there are anomalies in the properties in the areas with modern houses mixed in
so again the scheme appears to be made up to suit bureaucratic convenience rather than any real
historic value.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 Character Area 2 has virtually no architectural or townscape heritage value. 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 it does not take into consideration progressive everyday needs and requirements or meet future
government social needs and directives

11/13/2018 7:51 PM

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

5 / 16

Park Avenue proposed Conservation Area and Draft Appraisal and Article 4 Direction



30.00% 3

60.00% 6

40.00% 4

40.00% 4

40.00% 4

70.00% 7

40.00% 4

Q6 What do you feel are the positive aspects of the conservation area?
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

Total Respondents: 10  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 It is an Avenue - this needs trees, albeit they are a pain in the spring and summer with the sap. 12/3/2018 7:49 AM

2 The most positive aspect is that the people who own the houses love them and responsibly
maintain them out of that love not because they are treated like children.

11/28/2018 5:21 PM

3 All these features are important to the character of the area 11/28/2018 9:38 AM

4 none - please secure the needs of our children in a future world by allowing modern progress 11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Q7 What do you feel are the negative aspects of the conservation area?
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

Total Respondents: 10  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 I don't feel there are any negative aspects to this proposed conservation area. I feel it is just an
artificial attempt to make something out of nothing. It may suit the Council to be able to say they
have created another conservation area but in reality is changes nothing and causes unneeded
interference in the residents lives. I do not support it as it is interference for interference's sake. As
said previously I have lived in the road for over 20 years and it has only been improving in quality
and character.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 It is often more expensive to get things maintained to a "protected level" as this may require
enforced specialised workers - pushing the price up.

12/3/2018 7:49 AM
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3 None, I love it for the living, evolving family street that it is. 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

4 I am particularly concerned about the loss of street trees. Ongoing maintenance and replacement
where necessary is a must. I know the lime trees are not everyone's favourite but they have a
positive impact on temperature, air quality and general wellbeing.

11/28/2018 9:38 AM

5 none - please secure the needs of our children in a future world by allowing modern progress 11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Q8 Do you feel that any of the following works harm the character and
appearance of the conservation area?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

Total Respondents: 10  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 I have lived in Park Avenue for over 20 years and there has been little or no harm to the character
of the street. If anything it has been slowly improving without the need for any interference by the
Council.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 Depends on what is being proposed as new work. 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 But this is not happening - most people purchase housing in these areas for the character and so
retain these features.

12/3/2018 7:49 AM

4 No. These are family homes not a museum. We need to ensure that we can all play our part in
saving energy.

11/28/2018 5:21 PM

5 While not affecting the external appearance, the removal of several internal walls by recent
purchasers is rather worryingly excessive and does change the character internally. Especially
annoying when done by a building firm which has acquired the property cheaply and "modernised
it" before selling on at vast profit.

11/26/2018 4:09 PM

6 loss of front gardens 11/14/2018 7:32 PM

7 none - please secure the needs of our children in a future world by allowing modern progress 11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Replacement of windows, doors and roofs with modern materials

Loss of architectural details from buildings

Demolition of boundary walls

Introduction of satellite dishes, aerials, etc

Other (please specify)
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Q9 Do you consider that additional planning controls on minor forms of
permitted development proposed through an Article 4 Direction would

help to protect the character and appearance of the area?
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 I believe that the introduction of Article 4 would actually have a NEGATIVE effect on the
conservation area. A number of properties have slowly been improving their aspects in a
sympathetic manner. Introducing the need to apply for planning permission will inhibit these works
and potentially put people off doing them. I have considered putting the railings back between my
house and next door (both ways). The only reason I haven’t done this is I haven’t found anything
suitable yet at a decent price. If I am going to have to apply for permission to undertake this then I
just won’t bother as I will be doing it on a whim when I find something suitable. The need to
consult the Council will just take to long and I won’t bother and will move on to something else.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 Much of the original detailing has been lost. it would be unduly onerous (and specious) to require
any new works to replicate the original

12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 It would be another barrier in prioritising life tasks and impact on maintenance. 12/3/2018 7:49 AM

4 No, I find them overbearing and incredibly inappropriate. 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

5 just a bureaucratic red tape exercise, fueled by a handful of mamby pamby residents 11/13/2018 7:51 PM

Yes

No
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40.00% 4

60.00% 6

Q10 Do you support the proposed designation of Park Avenue as a
conservation area?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 I do not support it as it is interference for interference's sake. As said previously I have lived in the
road for over 20 years and it has only been improving in quality and character.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 Not if Character Area 2 is included 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 No not at all. 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

4 just a bureaucratic red tape exercise, fueled by a handful of mamby pamby residents 11/13/2018 7:51 PM

Yes

No
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40.00% 4

60.00% 6

Q11 Do you support the proposed Article 4 Direction?
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 Article 4 would be a severe infringement of people’s ability to follow their daily life and is utterly
unnecessary. I, for example, have a monkey puzzle tree in my garden that over hangs the
footpath. Periodically I have to trim about 30cm off the ends of some of its branches to stop it
hitting people on the path. Because of its size I would need to give the Council six weeks notice
that I wanted to do this. Is the Planning department so hard up for work that they want to process
several requests a year just so I can trim a branch? I’m sure your conservation officer would be
really keen on the tree as it is “Victorian”. This however shows the false nature of this conservation
area as I planted that tree and it is in fact less Victorian than the Carrington Bridge so, if we were
really interested in a period look, it should be felled to return the garden to a more original state.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 Irrelevant in Character Area 2. 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 No not at all. 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

4 just a bureaucratic red tape exercise, fueled by a handful of mamby pamby residents 11/13/2018 7:51 PM

Yes

No
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70.00% 7

30.00% 3

Q12 Do you feel that the Design Guide suitably advises owners on
making changes to their property?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 It includes generalised overall guidance which is not relevant to Character Area 2 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

2 I find much of the advice to be patronising and ill thought out. It covers measures like thick curtains
instead of double glazing..... I have thick curtains but unsurprisingly I like to open them in the day.
This significantly impacts their heat saving properties.

11/28/2018 5:21 PM

3 it is just trying to "big brother" against what people should have the right to do if they so require 11/13/2018 7:51 PM

Yes

No
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40.00% 4

60.00% 6

Q13 Do you think that the management issues identified in the appraisal
sufficiently address issues in the area?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 10

# ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS DATE

1 I cannot answer this Yes or No as I don't believe there are any issues in the area. As such the
question is presupposing an outcome and is invalid.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 It attempts to attribute qualities to Character Area 2 which are not accurate. 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 I feel it inappropriate and rude that you are stating there are “management issues “ 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

4 it is just trying to "big brother" against what people should have the right to do if they so require 11/13/2018 7:51 PM

Yes

No
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Q14 What further management proposals would you like to see included
in the document?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

# RESPONSES DATE

1 The avenue must be cleaned, sometime we have leaves and bits of tree all over gardens and
paths.

12/14/2018 1:55 PM

2 I don't wish to see any management proposals as I don't support this imposition of an arbitrary
Disney-esque view of how an area should look.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

3 Delete Character Area 2. Add Character Area 3 to the Riverside Conservation Area. Consider
adding east end of Lavender Road to the proposed Park Avenue Conservation Area.

12/10/2018 2:51 PM

4 . 12/3/2018 7:49 AM

5 That the document proposal be declined. 11/28/2018 5:21 PM

6 Particular attention to the Avenue trees 11/28/2018 9:38 AM

7 The removal of any of the street trees (especially with regard to dropping a kerb) should not be
allowed unless endangering the pavement, in which case the tree concerned should be replaced.
This involves the local Council, which doesn't always act promptly (I believe it comes under the
County council, not the City.

11/26/2018 4:09 PM

8 Positioning of new tress 11/23/2018 9:12 PM

9 no other comments 11/14/2018 7:32 PM

10 none - it is just trying to "big brother" against what people should have the right to do if they so
require

11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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Q15 Any other comments?
Answered: 9 Skipped: 1

# RESPONSES DATE

1 I believe this conservation scheme is not wanted by the silent majority of the residents of Park
Avenue. A vocal minority who are upset that they cannot park outside their properties due to a few
of their neighbours having had their curbs dropped have used their position to kick up a fuss and
are trying to impose their rose-coloured view on other residents. If you stand back from the
rancour over the parking and look at the road from a neutral parking position it actually enhances
the road to have off-road parking as it takes the cars off the road and, as most house still have
their partition walls and hedges, when you look down the road the best open avenue part is where
this has been done. Now I appreciate that this will not be a popular view with your Conservation
Officer as their job is to create these areas and will obviously bias all the questions and surveys
etc. to get the answer that they want. However in the real world Park Avenue is people’s homes,
where they live, and not some tourist attraction where every little piece of brick must be preserved
to the exclusion of common sense and resident’s quality of life. Please turn down this scheme; we
are doing fine without it.

12/10/2018 3:42 PM

2 See my letter dated December. 12/10/2018 2:51 PM

3 . 12/3/2018 7:49 AM

4 As you will have gathered I do not support this proposal at all. If it goes ahead I will be asking the
council to reduce my council tax to reflect the additional costs I will bear in not being able to enjoy
energy saving opportunities. I will also expect the council to fully document how it will meet the
challenge of electric vehicle charging which will be essential in the next 10 years. How it will offset
the loss of carbon saving measures. And how, given all the budget restrictions which are resulting
loss of essential services to the vulnerable and needy, the council can find money to finance the
body of people to manage this vanity project.

11/28/2018 5:21 PM

5 Congratulations for acknowledging the importance of this area 11/28/2018 9:38 AM

6 As non car-owners, we are particularly pleased that this should prevent the changing of front
gardens into car parks, especially since all of the houses have garages at the end of their back
gardens, accessible by adequately wide back lanes.

11/26/2018 4:09 PM

7 None 11/23/2018 9:12 PM

8 thank you for taking interest in conserving our lovely street 11/14/2018 7:32 PM

9 a complete waste of time and effort trying to stop life in a changing world and failing to embrace
the needs of future generations

11/13/2018 7:51 PM
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