F/22/94174. Fair Oak Sports Pavilion, Pavilion Close, SO50 7PS.

Context.
The site is not in a conservation area and the nearest listed building is the thatched cottage to the south of the tennis courts, just below a line level with the bottom of the lower proposed cricket square, on the eastern boundary of the site.

This building is a  17th. Century and early 19th. Century cottage and workshop, two storey timber frame with brick infill, known as Bush Cottage.  Until the early 1980’s when it was listed Grade ll, the large workshop in boarded walling with wide windows was a wheelwrights and carpenters workshop for the preceding four generations.

The Proposal.
The proposed double shipping container cricket pavilion is to replace an existing wooden structure some 45m to the north-nor-west of the proposed position which is about 25m north-west of the tennis courts, a similar distance from the dwellings in Daisy Fields and some 125m from the listed building.

The proposal is the other side of the tennis courts from the heritage asset, not in the immediate vicinity of the building and of lesser size than any of the buildings that are close to it, so its impact will only be minimal in relation to it, not seriously affecting the setting of the listed cottage.

The proposed green RAL colour is virtually identical to one of the roof colours recommended for farm buildings by the Council of Industrial Design back in 1970 and the blue RAL colour a bit brighter than the blue recommended for farm silos.  In this instance, as a background to the vertical timber boarding, I think the green would be the better choice.  The timber boarding will successfully mask the origins of the structure to present an acceptable enclosure.

While one can quite see the reasoning behind this proposal, specifically with reference to security, there are two technical aspects that I fear have been overlooked.  I understand that these containers, being metal, are prone to condensation within, a friend used one for storage and had to dump most of the items due to condensation ruining them.  A second aspect is heat gain during summer, particularly with a dark colour, which will absorb the most heat, making it intolerable for scorers without any cross ventilation.

Conclusion.
Given the other objects in the vicinity of the listed building and the proposals distance from it this will not cause any greater harm, so no objection.  It is suggested that more consideration is given to the two technical aspects raised.
08.12.2022.
Tim J S Dyer, B.Sc.,Dip.Arch.(Birm), Grad.Dip.Conservation(AA), RIBA. Built Heritage Consultant. 
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