
Names have been removed for confidentiality 
Worcester WR3 7AJ 
June 28, 2020 

Rebecca Barnett 
Conservation Officer 
Worcester City Council 
The Guildhall, High Street 
Worcester WR1 2EY 

Dear Ms Barnett: 

I wish to make representation in respect of the proposed introduction of the Park Avenue 
Conservation Area. 
 
I wish to oppose this introduction on the following grounds. 

1. It is arbitrary and unnecessary 
2. It is counter to the Councils professed policies on reducing carbon emission in Worcester City 
3. It is counterproductive and will lead to a loss of that which it wishes to protect. 

 
Arbitrary and unnecessary. 
I have lived in Park Avenue for over 20 years and the things that this Conservation Area seeks to 
restrict are not happening. The houses are terraced and so any new building within their gardens is 
not possible. The only infill spot was built on approximately 70 years ago. A few front boundary walls 
have been removed but also some have been replaced or rebuilt. Overall there has not been much 
change. 
 
There has been no demolition of any property that I’m aware of in the 120 years since my house was 
built and it is unlikely that there would be any in the future. Even if someone did wish to demolish a 
house it would be covered by the normal planning regulations. 
 
One of the things the Conservation Area seeks to protect are the trees in the Avenue. The majority of 
these trees are on the highway and so are not privately owned so are not at threat from the residents. 
The few trees of any size within the gardens are not very old and if the intention is to recreate a 
Victorian scene they all should be removed. I am sure that is not what is intended and shows that the 
Conservation Area is a made up construct with no real validity. Preventing, or at least making 
maintenance of trees difficult, will put people off from planting further trees as if they were to grow too 
large then they would need planning permission to maintain them. 
 
From the way this proposal was draw up and with discussions with the planning department at the 
Sons of Rest it is obvious that this scheme is “just the next step” and is not designed to stop any 
specific threat to the area. This makes the decision just an arbitrary whim of the Council who feel that 
they need to been seen to be doing “something” and have just picked on this area because “it is next”. 
 
Counter to the Council’s policies on carbon reduction. 
Worcester City Council has stated they wish to reduce the carbon output of the city and become 
carbon neutral. Introduction of Conservation Areas goes contrary to this policy as they are designed 
to limit carbon reduction measures. These measures such as solar panels, energy efficient double 
glazing windows and doors and the promotion of electric cars will all be made more difficult and in 
some cases impossible by the introduction of this Conservation Areas. In fact if the council is genuine 



about wanting to promote carbon reduction it should be looking at revoking existing Conservation 
Areas to allow these measures to be taken, rather than creating new restrictive ones. 
 
The ongoing trend for the future is to convert all cars to electric. These cars will need to be charged. 
As most cars are parked on the street this will mean there will need to be approximately 50 electric 
cables trailing across the pavement in order to achieve this unless people are allowed to drop the 
curb and park at the front of their houses. This has been done for a few houses and, because they 
have retained the boundary walls between the houses, actually enhances the look of the road due to 
there being fewer vehicles on the road. This change to electric cars should be being promoted by 
Council policy not stifled. Worcester City Council should be looking towards the future and not living in 
the past attempting to recreate some artificial golden age. 
 
Counterproductive and will lead to a loss of that which it wishes to protect. 
Over the years I have lived in Park Avenue there has been a steady improvement in the quality and 
condition of the buildings. Boundary walls have been rebuilt or repaired, railings between properties 
and on the front boundary, which were removed for the First World War, have been returned. Rotten 
and decaying wooden windows have been replaced with sympathetically styled double glazing. 
Rotten front doors have been replaced with modern energy efficient composite doors in style where 
you can’t tell without close inspection which are new, other than they are in better condition. 
Overgrown front gardens have been tidied up and replanted in a sympathetic style. 
 
All these steady improvements will be hampered and even stopped by the introduction of the 
Conservation Area. If planning permission is required for such things as replacing gates and railings 
then it will put people off. I, myself, have been looking out for railings to go on my boundaries and a 
new gate and when I find some I would have bought them on impulse and had them installed. If I 
have to go though some complicated planning procedure and get permission to do it sending in 
pictures of what I’m going to do six weeks before I’m going to do it , then I am just not going to bother. 
I know some of my neighbors are interested in following suit and having similar railings and 
replacement doors, but again if they have to go through a planning procedure they will not bother 
either. 
 
I have a wooden front door which is not energy efficient and I would like to replace with a composite 
door. I have been told that I need to replace it with “like for like materials” and “provide before and 
after pictures” of the doors. As a new wooden door would have to be made bespoke there cannot be 
an after picture until I have had it made at which point the council could refuse permission. I would be 
mad to spend the large amount of money to get a new door, which will not be any better than the 
original, and may even be refused. As such I will be keeping my existing one with the large gap under 
it and just keep the heating turned up to compensate. This may well please the Conservation Officer 
but it does nothing for carbon reduction. If I was allowed a “normal” composite door, similar to those 
already on a number of houses in the street, I would be able to reduce my carbon footprint and the 
street would still look “Victorian” to passersby.  
 
 

Sincerely, 

 



 Subject: FW: Article 4 Direction - Park Avenue

 

Sent: 16 June 2020 09:22 

To: Rebecca Barnett <Rebecca.Barnett@worcester.gov.uk> 

Subject: Article 4 Direction - Park Avenue

Hi Rebecca,

Re. Article 4 Direction - Park Avenue, we are very much in favour of the 

proposed conservation area. No 

adverse comments. 

Best wishes, 

Names are removed for confidentiality

Worcester, WR3 7AJ


