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1. Introduction 

1.1. In this rebuttal proof I will respond to matters raised in proofs of evidence submitted on 

behalf of the Local Planning Authority. I have concentrated on main points at issues and have 

not responded on every point in dispute. If I fail to respond to a particular point, or otherwise 

fail to mention it, it should not be assumed that I agree with it. 

1.2. In this rebuttal proof I will respond to the evidence of Mr Peter Garitsis [CDC-9]. 

2. Response to the Evidence of Mr Peter Garitsis 

Approach to Good Design 

2.1. In paragraph 6.8, Mr Garitsis states “The Appellant’s approach to design for the building has 

been to establish a series of methods essentially to ‘hide’ the building from view as much as is 

possible. This has been proposed either through intensive buffer planting along the edges of 

the site, or through an attempt to match the colour of the building’s cladding panels with the 

natural landscape of the surroundings. This approach is at real odds with good design – where 

built form is meant to respond to the inherent characteristics of the area. It is also at odds with 

the Appellant’s wider site vision to create a ‘campus’ of buildings to form an established 

‘science’ park – the first and largest building of which is a distribution building designed in an 

attempt to hide itself from some viewpoints, whilst obliterating other views of Upper 

Wanborough from public viewpoints in the process.” 

2.2. This is a landscape led masterplan design. The existing photographs pages 7, 8 and 9 of the 

Design & Access Statement (DAS) [CDA-2] show the landscape character of the site. This is a 

horizontal landscape defined by a series of trees hedgerows fields and rhynes. This is the 

inherent characteristics of the area – the immediate site context. The landscape screens the 

fields it does not hide them – you are visually connected to the fields in the foreground but 

the background landscape is withheld (pages 7, 8 and 9). 

2.3. The natural landscape character then, opens and closes these views in an ever-evolving 

pattern. They offer changing perspectives as we move in and around them.  Our landscape led 

design takes this concept and furthers it. Only 16% of the footprint area of the site are 

buildings, the rest is given over to access roads public amenity and hard and soft landscape - 

the majority of which is an enhanced structured parkland setting. 

2.4. As a result of this the Science Park buildings will sit and be seen in this context too.  

2.5. At low level as you walk around, the Park will generate constantly shifting perspectives with 

views within it opening and closing as we move around the individual sites and the wider park 

itself.  

2.6. At high level, (as explained at page 29 of the DAS [CDA-2]) the roofscape of the building, 

which represents the building’s fifth elevation was articulated into nine discreet roof planes 

which break up the scale and massing. These planes sloping toward the south comprise green 

roofs on those planes at the southern end of the building and photovoltaic cells on the planes 

to the north. All the nine planes are separated by paths. This system of planes and paths are 

analogous to the character of the fields and footpaths within the site context.  



 
 

 
 

2.7. We will see the site in a ‘Serial Vision’ context1. 

2.8. Views out of the site from the Science Park will be retained and intensified as the foreground 

landscaping within the park gives over to the higher ground settlement of Wanborough and 

the Wessex AONB to the south. 

2.9. Our palette of materials and colours reinforces this concept also (as explained at page 17 of 

the DAS [CDA-2]). 

2.10. The proposed building is a large building, but we are not trying to hide it. We want it to blend 

and harmonise into the landscape. We have done this through active landscaping that offers 

serial vision of the building in its setting and with the building itself through colour. 

2.11. To this end, extensive research and a colour assessment specialist assisted us in the selection 

of a suitable palette of colours from this landscape. From this, the elevation design of the 

building has reflected the dominant colours and tonality of the landscape. The elevations are 

then broken down further - through recession and projection planes into differing areas and 

volumes. The façade design then is a figurative landscape, horizontal in nature, and its colours 

in keeping with the horizontal landscape of the existing fields and hedgerow character that 

currently exist today (refer to the elevations as illustrated at page 29 of the DAS [CDA-2]). 

2.12. This then is good design, design that is founded in the inherent character of the setting. 

Structure and Context of the Proposed Science Park 

2.13. In paragraph 6.9, Mr Garitsis states “The outline application seeks to promote a vision for a 

campus-styled science park for future prospective, speculative, occupiers. This type of formal 

urban structure synonymous with campus–styled developments would be at odds with the 

site’s inherent natural and historic context.” 

2.14. The sites inherent natural context we have answered above so I wish here to talk about the 

historic context. 

2.15. In relation to the local immediate historic context the buildings are purposefully designed so 

they are low-lying in height (as explained at page 17 and 18 of the DAS [CDA-2]) therefore 

sitting low in the landscape. Given the area they cover on the site the high land to the south, 

and the views to the settlement of Wanborough and the AONB will remain largely unchanged.   

2.16. This is the same from the high ground looking down (as explained at page 30 of the DAS [CDA-

2]). The proposed photomontages show how the historic context in the form of views from 

the high ground will remained largely unchanged, and where subtly changed this will be in 

keeping with the historical landscape context. 

                                                             
1 Serial Vision is an attribute of how we see the world as defined by Gordon Cullen (Urban Designer and Town 
Planner) in his book ‘Townscape’. It suggests we identify and remember towns, cities, or places as a series of 
images. 



 
 

 
 

2.17. Furthermore, the design safeguards the route of the canal. Any future reintroduction of the 

Canal will strengthen the historic context of the site enhancing it positively as an amenity 

destination for public leisure. 

2.18. In relation to Swindon’s wider historic context then, this goes back to the Bronze Age with 

habitation and an increasing population growing it from there through Roman, Anglo-Saxon 

and Medieval times. By the early 19th century canals promoted wider trade routes and later 

steam welcomed growth and industrialisation – the railway and GWR. Other manufacturing 

and industrial uses as well as car manufacturing and production came out of this. The 1980’s 

saw a bolstering of Financial Services and urbanization and coupled to this, an ever-growing 

population requiring new housing developments (of which the NEV is one of the latest). 

2.19. And now we can develop a Science Park with a highly innovative pharmaceutical anchor 

chasing a global marketplace and wanting likeminded business to co-locate with it to 

maximise success.  

2.20. Surely this is the next step in the ever-evolving historical context of Swindon and a great 

opportunity for this site. 


