F/22/93572 – Maindenstone Heath, Blundell Lane, Bursledon,
                      SO31 1AA.

24.09.2022. Update.  The drawing has been amended to clarify that the cladding of the former doors facing the road is to be vertical boarding, which is entirely appropriate if wide enough, but the cross section does however still show the earlier proposed high level glazing.  

The above correction removes the need for my holding objection but one further point is the amount of greenery.  A row of self seeded saplings have been allowed to grow up immediately adjacent to the structure which will do it no good at all and need to be removed but appear to have achieved the size requiring consent for felling within a conservation area.       Tim J S Dyer.

Context.
This proposal is for conversion of the Storehouse, an ancillary building on the Maidenstone Heath site, situated at the north end of the north-eastern arm of the Old Bursledon Conservation Area in sub-zone 1c to a habitable unit, so restoring the building before it becomes too dilapidated to save.

The building is one of a group including this, the main house and The Stable just to the north-west now in separate ownership which makes a significant contribution to this part of the conservation area as highlighted in the Old Bursledon Conservation Area Appraisal and Management Proposals SPD adopted in February 2012.  This building is particularly relevant, as together with The Stable they are situated hard onto the road.

There are no listed buildings in the immediate vicinity, the nearest being St. Leonards Church, Upcott and Greywell with Ewers and The Jolly Sailor on the waterside down in Bursledon Pool itself.

The Proposal.
The existing building is an oak frame with a plain tiled roof and mostly weather-boarded elevations.  The exception to this appears to be the side facing the road but the proposal drawing is confused in that the plan annotates the roadside wall from the south-east end being brick and the northern end shown as timber framing clad in weatherboarding with the note between the two saying ‘existing door removed and replaced with timber panel wall to match existing door.’  The elevation however reads ‘existing door removed and opening made good with brick and glass block panel.’  

This needs clarifying but the glass block panel looks out of place in a building of this character.  The original doors would have most probably been vertically boarded which would look far more appropriate in this context.  Some small pane glazing could be provided for the day lighting needed for the kitchen.

This small ancillary building needs saving before it is too far gone and one of the group is lost damaging the conservation area and this seems a sensible solution to provide the requisite funding.  In planning terms the building will most probably be required to remain an annexe to the main house but otherwise is likely to be lost I fear.

Conclusion.
From a conservation perspective there is no problem with the conversion subject to the roadside door/panel conundrum being resolved, so holding objection until then.
20.09.2022.
Tim J S Dyer, B.Sc.,Dip.Arch.(Birm), Grad.Dip.Conservation(AA), RIBA. Built Heritage Consultant. 
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