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As I am sure you have seen in the local papers, 
there will be a Service of Thanksgiving and 
Celebration  for the life of our late Chairman, 
Lilian Mina MBE on Sunday 21st September.    
The Service will start at 3pm in the Royal Hall, 
and will include tributes from the Mayor and 
Council Leader, Edward Fox OBE and Dame 
Fanny Waterman DBE.    The Lord Lieutenant 
will present to Lilian’s daughter, Mitzi, the MBE 
that Lilian was unfortunately not able to receive 
herself.     The Tewit Youth Band and St Aidan’s 
School Chamber Choir will perform in Lilian’s 
honour. 

All are very welcome to attend. 

September 2008 

As you will see from the enclosed Minutes 
of the AGM held on 26th June, the Commit-
tee has been augmented by a number of new 
volunteers.    This will make it much easier 
to move the Society forward in a way that 
Lilian would have wanted, and I am          
extremely grateful for their commitment to 
helping us develop the strength and          
influence that the Society can bring to bear 
in making Harrogate an ever better place in 
which to live and work.    I hope and antici-
pate that we shall be able to launch a number 
of new initiatives in the near future to make 
the Society even more pro-active in meeting 
the town’s needs. 
 
Heritage Open Days are upon us again, and 
Mike Burke in particular has done a lot of 
work to arrange for a number of important 
locations to be included in this year’s 
scheme.     I do hope you are able to take  
advantage of what is on offer.   The enclosed 

flyer gives details. 
 
Also enclosed are details of the “Harrogate 
Car Free Day” on 24th June.    It is a sym-
bol of what we should all be thinking about  
- getting out of our vehicles whenever pos-
sible and walking or cycling instead.    It’s 
good for the environment and it’s good for 
us  - you know it makes sense! 
 
You will have seen from the local press 
that the thorny question of housing alloca-
tions is becoming a very contentious issue.   
We have taken the unusual step of enclos-
ing in full a copy of our most recent letter 
to the Council.      This is a subject that will 
not go away and will become of crucial  
importance as the Local Development 
Framework is developed over the coming 
months.   Watch this space! 
 
                                        Howard Hughes 
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Since opening to the public on 27th April, 
the Royal Hall has gone from strength to 
strength.    The building has been extremely 
well-used by virtually all of the conference 
and exhibition organisers along with local 
groups and commercial  promoters.    The 
Harrogate International Festival used the 
Royal Hall exclusively for what turned out to 
be one of its best Festivals for many years 
with ticket sales greatly exceeding expecta-
tions.     There has been a series of highly 
popular Open Days (see picture    opposite) 
with the first one attracting almost 6,000   
visitors.   A total of 1500 had been  expected!    
The next Open Days are   scheduled for 11th 
September (from 11am to 4pm) and for 22nd 
and 29th September (from 10am to 4pm). 
 
The Harrogate International Centre has   
developed an excellent web-site at 
www.royalhall.co.uk where full details of all 
that is happening in the Royal Hall can be 
found.   However, do not confuse with the 
website of the Royal Hall Restoration Trust at 
www.royalhall.org! 
 
The Trust is still in business and will remain 
so for some time to come.    There is still 
some money left over and this is being put to 
good use by funding further  improvements to 
what is already a magnificent building.    The 
Trust has just paid for the floor of the Grand 
Hall to be completely re-furbished, stripped, 
sanded, stained and polished at a cost of 
£6200 -  the end result is superb.    
 
The Trust is also looking to fund the fitting 
of external, motorised blinds that can  be   
remotely operated to provided black-out of 

Two such events in the near future are 
“Coppelia” by the Knaresborough and   
Harrogate Dance Centre on Saturday 15th 
November and  “Fanfare for the Royal Hall” 
by Harrogate’s young musicians on Friday 
28th November.    The Trust itself will be 
staging a New Year Concert on Friday 2nd 
January when the Manchester Camerata 
and world-famous cellist Natalie Klein will 
perform an exciting evening of Elgar and 
Strauss.    So if you can’t make Vienna, 
come along to the Royal Hall and start 
2009 with a spring in your stride and gaiety 
in your heart!    Details from HIC (537230). 
 
On top of all this , there are still some 
seats in the Dress Circle available for 
sponsorship  - a snip at £300! 
                        Howard Hughes 
                        Administrator,  
                        Royal Hall Restoration Trust 

the auditorium when  required rather than 
the temporary, rather  than the rather  un-
sightly    internal curtains that are currently 
being used.     Further planned improve-
ments include fitting a sound-reflecting ceil-
ing above the stage to   improve the acous-
tic performance of the building  - always a  
potential problem when auditoriums  in-
clude a     proscenium arch. 
 
The frantic days of  fund-raising are now 
behind us, but the Trust is gently continu-
ing to raise funds where possible for     
continued improvements.  The Harrogate 
Operatic Players recently made a wonder-
fully generous donation of £15,000 for   
improvements to the dressing room accom-
modation and many of those who  sup-
ported us in the past are   continuing to put 
on events in aid of the Royal Hall.  



The last newsletter that had a planning re-
port was in February. Since then, we have 
looked at 167 applications and responded to 
55. 
 

Signs Shopfronts and Advertisements 
 

We unfortunately had reason to respond to 
another application for signs at Knaresbor-
ough Service Station, Boroughbridge Road, 
Knaresborough.    It does get ridiculous 
when garages just want to fill their site with 
advertising - happily this additional applica-
tion was refused.   Another signage applica-
tion that we responded to was at  Morrisons 
Petrol Station in Ripon.   The signs were re-
placements, but were more garish in their 
colouring.      Previously a Planning Inspec-
tor had allowed signs on the canopy and a 
totem sign, commenting (in their     favour) 
that they were subdued, being largely black.    
This modified the impact along with a rela-
tively narrow width of the totem sign, which 
led the Inspector to allow the appeal.    We 
concluded that the new  application re-
introduced an unacceptable degree of obtru-
siveness.  The application was passed, but 
with conditions regarding amended lighting.   
 
 Last time, I reported on a retrospective   
application for an ATM and signs at  9 Royal 
Parade.   The treatment of the shopfront 
gave a very ugly appearance and the applica-
tion was refused.   Unfortunately the offend-
ing items are still there!   I hope that the 
Council enforcement department will get 
busy on this illegal shopfront. A similar 
treatment was proposed at Muckles, the pub 
on West Park. We did not like the blanking 
of a whole window on this prominent build-
ing in the conservation area, which also 
faces the Stray. We were not sure that it was 
really important to have another ATM when 
there are so many in the vicinity of the War 
Memorial not far away.   However, if there 

were to be one at Muckles, it could be on 
the elevation facing town, which is still 
highly visible for security reasons but 
would not damage the windows on the front 
elevation.  
 
It was only in the last Newsletter that I 
reported an application for signs at the 
Brewers Fayre, Hornbeam Park.   Believe 
it or not, another application came through 
in April for revised signs. I am pleased to 
report that three of the signs were refused 
permission.   A large totem was refused  
because it would be detrimental to visual 
amenity and two other signs would result in 
advertisement clutter. One of these was an 
unnecessarily large disabled parking sign. 
The direction of the disabled parking could 
have easily been added to an existing park-
ing sign.  
 
I reported that Ashville College had four 
totem style signs refused by the Council 
because they were harmful to the visual 
amenities of the locality and to highway 
safety.   The College was not content with 
this refusal and went to appeal. The      
Planning Inspector did not agree with the 
Council regarding the highway safety     
reasons but dismissed the appeal because of 
increased size.   He noted that the new 
signs would appear as much more intrusive     
features in the streetscene, particularly to 
local residents, than the existing signs.  
 
You may have noticed that we have lost 
the chemists shop (Handford & Dawson) at 
1-2 Station Bridge.    It is now ‘SONY’.  
The shopfront is little changed with just 
minor modifications to the doorway. The 
new fascia sign over the door co-ordinates 
better with the shopfront than the previous 
chemists sign. We were, however, not keen 
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on the proposal for a set of high level letters 
on the corner though, and this has been   re-
fused. We are also pleased to see high level 
signs that related to the chemists’ removed. 
A second application for high level lettering 
above the doorway was refused in the same 
terms that it would be visually intrusive and 
detract from the character of the conserva-
tion area. 
 
The Co-op chemists at 111 Cold Bath Road 
has had an illuminated fascia sign refused.  
A non-illuminated totem sign was also     
refused at Oak Beck Park because of its size, 
height and position, which made it unduly 
assertive and intrusive.   It would have been 
nearly 7m high and a maximum of 3.5m 
wide.     One of our concerns was the possi-
bility of illumination which would have 
made it much worse - like many a garage 
forecourt sign. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Larger Housing Sites 
 

I have included here several applications 
that include other types of development 
along with housing. 
 
The planning story of the Schlatter     
Building on Station Parade (previously Stray 
FM premises) continues.   In the last news-
letter I described the first plans that were 
withdrawn.  The proposal was over-intensive 
and ugly.   The replacement application was 
scaled down - this time for four office units 
and fourteen apartments - instead of four of-
fice units and twenty-one apartments. This 

reduction was achieved by reducing the 
height of the building by one floor but still 
with an intensive footprint. We felt that the 
scale and design were again unsatisfactory 
for the conservation area. The design was 
all right angles and included much monoto-
nous glazing.    A little space on  Station 
Parade was allowed for small trees but this 
was not a satisfactory replacement for those 
with TPOs that would be lost.  The building 
would have been generally close to the foot-
way and little space was allowed for land-
scaping.  The design showed up very 
poorly, compared to 105 Station Parade 
next door.   The proposal had a flat roofed 
cuboid section next to Number 105, which 
looked utterly dreadful.   There was not 
even an obvious feature made of the        
pedestrian entrance from the street.  Perhaps 
it was anticipated that most people would 
arrive by car, which they would park in the 
basement and so enter the building from 
below ground.  There was no proper lay-by 
or off street provision for drop-off and de-
liveries.  Pedestrians using Station Parade 
would have had to take a confusing route to 
avoid the lay-by, because it cut into the 
footway, or walked out into the middle of 
the road to avoid  parked lorries etc. - 
highly unsatisfactory!  This application 
went to the planning committee on 8th April 
with a recommendation for refusal by offi-
cers).   The committee were told that further 
revised plans would be available in a week, 
so they decided to defer the application to 
22nd April meeting.   This, of course, gave 
only a bare week when the public would be 
able to comment on the amendments - if 
they had been lucky enough to know what 
was happening!   I had an advantage over 
most people as I was at the 8th April meet-
ing and got to the planning office on the day 
the plans came in.    I was able to offer 
some comment but although there were 
many beneficial changes, basic problems 
remained.   The officer recommendation 
had though changed from refusal to one of 
approval.  This surprised some Council 
members, who wondered what the           
developer had done to justify this change of 
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heart.      The over-intensive nature of the  
proposal was unchanged, as shown by the fact 
that no provision was made on site for deliv-
eries, servicing or dropping off and the       
replacement trees had no place on site.   I am 
happy to report that the Planning Committee 
took the same view as the Society, and the 
application was refused almost unanimously - 
just one abstention. The applicant has now 
appealed against the decision. 
 
The application for Spacey Houses Farm that 
I described in the last newsletter was        
withdrawn.  A new one came forward that  
reduced the number of houses from seventeen 
to fourteen.   The farmhouse and cottage on 
Princess Royal Way will not be demolished,  
but there seems no possibility of saving a barn 
and a cart shed that some would have liked to 
be listed. There are some benefits though. 
Several of the access points directly off    
Princess Royal Way will be closed and 
Walton Place will be widened and improved. 
We believe that some materials from the    
demolished buildings will be re-used. 
 
The block between the Ginnel and Parliament 
Terrace - 17-23 Parliament Street—is due to 
have upper floors converted to apartments and 
a new extension built to the rear.  The first 
application was withdrawn - I believe that  
officers showed some concern about the scale 
of the replacement extension.   The new appli-
cation includes 13 apartments (previously 14), 
a restaurant and three retail units.   A bar has 
been deleted. We were not content with the 
application that was withdrawn, but the     
current one is much improved.  The extension 
is less dominant and dormer windows are now 
included.   Malcolm Neesam found a wonder-
ful old photograph showing the original roof 
line that had grand dormers and the developer 
has commendably taken up this suggestion. 
We are pleased with the more modest exten-
sion, the dormers and dropping the drinking 
only use. 
 
There was a proposal to demolish No.2 
Dragon Road and the adjoining small      
commercial garage. The replacement building 

was to house fourteen ‘bed-sits’. We were 
not too concerned about the loss of a small 
employment site (although I suspect that 
the Council may be), but we were           
disappointed that apparently no thought 
had been given to conversion.    The     
proposed building was too large.   The   
applicant suggested that the garage use  
offered a poor degree of amenity for local 
residents, but a change of use does not in 
itself mean that demolition is necessary. 
Perhaps a change of use to an office would 
improve amenity for residents, but retain 
employment. The application was with-
drawn in March.    There is now a revised 
application which still includes demolition 
but the new building would be for only 6 
apartments. 
 
Elsewhere in this newsletter you will 
read about the Civic Society’s stance on 
future housing development in the Harro-
gate District.   One particular bone of   
contention is, of course, the possibility of 
development on the greenfield site pro-
posed for allocation at Penny Pot Lane.  
An outline planning application for 200 
homes on about half of the site (to as far 
north as the northerly parts of the Queen 
Ethelburga Estate) was understandably 
refused.   It is premature to allow such a 
proposal in advance of the Core Strategy 
Inspector’s conclusions on urban extension 
sites for housing and when there is land 
available in the form of permissions      
already given and more suitable brown-
field sites proposed for allocation. The 
Council’s reasons are heavyweight and too 
wordy for me to repeat here, but I will give 
you my in a nutshell version.  The decision 
notice said that there is no over-riding need 
to develop a greenfield site on land supply 
grounds.   Insufficient information had 
been given regarding the provision of    
affordable housing. The proposal would 
fail to deliver sustainable transport infra-
structure, and important elements of street 
design were not included.   Finally, the  
development would not be sustainable   
because of the absence of community    



facilities and lack of links to public trans-
port, pedestrian and cycle routes.   When 
will  a developer be able to overcome all 
these reasons for refusal?    Perhaps never - 
for many of us that could be the good news.  
I was at the committee meeting when the 
unanimous decision was made.    I did not go 
prepared to speak as I thought there would 
be objectors clamouring to use the three min-
utes ‘Opportunity to speak’, but there was 
no-one, so I felt obliged to say something. 
Strangely, no representative of the develop-
ers elected to fight their corner either! 
 
Another application that included housing 
was on Tower Street but I shall refer to this 
later because of other substantial issues. 
 
 

Smaller Housing Sites 
 

 
 
 

 
There has been a replacement application 
for flats at Back Gladstone Street.   The new 
application reduced the proposal from three 
flats to two, and we saw fewer problems 
with it regarding intensivity and overlook-
ing, but the Council have refused permis-
sion. An appeal has been lodged. 
 
I expect we have now come to an end of  
applications for 2A St Winifreds Road.   You 
may recall that the Council refused permis-
sion for part of the dormer bungalow to be 
made a separate dwelling.   However, it was 
taken to appeal and the appeal was granted. 
 
A revised application came forward for 12-
13 Regent Parade to convert the offices into 
two houses. The new plans were an improve-
ment, the heavy dormers having been deleted 
and just two modest ones included at the 
rear. Other alterations at the rear, to which 
the Council previously objected, looked   
unchanged. The application was, however, 
approved. 
 

There was a proposal for housing at the 
Bingo Club on Skipton Road.   It would 
have seen the frontage building retained but 
the rear building demolished.  This would 
have been replaced by a block of eight 
apartments. The planning officers recom-
mended refusal because of the loss of a 
community facility which the applicant had 
not appropriately marketed.  They also did 
not like the massing and design of the new 
block, which they considered would over-
look and overbear properties to the rear. In 
view of this recommendation, the applica-
tion was withdrawn from the planning com-
mittee agenda of 20th May. 
 
An unsatisfactory application to build a 
house behind 4 Cheltenham Crescent (the 
Leopard Imporium) has been refused.  It 
was an outline application with no detail on 
which to make a judgement. Last year an 
application for two flats on the site had been 
refused and subsequently dismissed on    
appeal.   With no detail to go on, the appli-
cation could not be appraised in the light of 
the Planning Inspector’s decision. The     
applicant refused to supply any detailed  
information regarding access, external     
appearance, layout and design.   For this 
reason, the proposal was refused as the 
Council concluded that it would harm the 
character and appearance of the conserva-
tion area. 
 
The car parking application at BMW Vic-
toria on Leeds Road was allowed on appeal. 
A very disturbing aspect of the Inspector’s 
decision is that he concluded that Policy 
CFX - for the protection of community    
facilities - did not cover the cleared site 
where the Spacey Houses Pub used to be. 
The argument he used was that no facility 
existed and that the land itself was not a  
facility.   This is rather disturbing because it 
would seem that all a developer has to do is 
to demolish a community facility and there 
is then no redress for the Council under this 
policy.    The intention of Policy CFX was 
that land and buildings in community use 
should be protected for that purpose. An 



alternative community use should be the 
first choice for redevelopment if the origi-
nal use was not viable. 
 
Carringtons night club on Station Parade 
applied yet again for an extension of open-
ing hours until 6am at the weekend. We 
objected in the same terms as last time, 
which I outlined in the last newsletter, so I 
will not repeat our reasons here, except to 
say that such operations can damage the 
town centre from a residential point of 
view. The application was withdrawn - why 
did they submit it again? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The County Council submitted plans for 
extension and internal alterations to the 
Harrogate Library on Victoria Avenue. 
Our District Council is consulted but does 
not have the authority to approve or refuse 
the application.   The application was con-
sidered early in the year, but some amend-
ments were made in May. Our Council 
planners had very strong objections to the 
designs in the original application and re-
peated these objections in respect of the 
revised plans.  We sent representations to 
the County Council with similar views.  
Unfortunately the extension amounted to a 
‘carbuncle’ that did nothing to enhance the 
building or the conservation area.   It was 
just a ‘box’ stuck on the side. We want 
something that will be admired in another 
100 years time that will truly look as if the 
building has been finished off. I think we 
have a right to expect a decent side eleva-
tion to the library, the town having lived 
with the blank rendered wall for so many   
decades!   I see that there is now a further 
revised scheme submitted which we have 
not looked at, at the time of writing. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In January we saw an application from the 
Rugby Club for facilities at Thistle 
Hill,Knaresborough.    As much as we 
would like to see the Club succeed in their 
ambitions, we could not support relocation 
to Thistle Hill.    The Council produced a 
Local Development Framework Document 
entitled ‘Community Sports Regeneration 
Area Action Plan’.   Their preferred option 
was to build the sports area around the 
Rugby Club ground at Claro Road and     
believe that it is the best location because of 
accessibility and lack of damage to country-
side. Thistle Hill is in the Green Belt and no 
doubt the Rugby Club would need large 
structures for a stand, clubhouse, training 
facilities etc. Anyway, the application was 
withdrawn.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
We saw two applications for car parking in 
front garden areas in the town centre. One 
was at 2 Albert Terrace which faces Station 
Parade.   Albert Terrace is a very attractive 
row of houses set back from the road, all 
with small front gardens and ‘the green’ in 
front. It would be very damaging to this 
listed terrace to allow the gardens to become 
parking spaces. The integrity of the terrace 
would be destroyed by such an incongruous 
feature.   It was, as expected, refused. 
 
The other car parking application was at 
24 Mount Parade and was refused because 
of harm to the conservation area due to loss 
of stone-walling, lowering of the forecourt 
etc. 



I come back now to Superbowl on Tower 
Street which I mentioned under larger hous-
ing sites.   The development was to include 
14 apartments along with a 48 bedroom 
budget hotel and a leisure use in the base-
ment.      This latter we expected to be a re-
placement ten-pin bowling alley.   We had no 
objection to demolition of the existing build-
ing, but were not content with the very inten-
sive use of the site.   No proper space was to 
be allowed for dropping off or deliveries etc. 
Tower Street already suffers congestion be-
cause of the various commercial premises 
and St. Peters School just around the corner 
on Belford Place.    The scale was too large 
in footprint and it is also on a level with the 
top of the multi-storey car park, which is too 
high compared with the modest buildings on 
the other side of Tower Street. It was refused 
due to massing and design, inadequate deliv-
ery and servicing arrangements and conse-
quent adverse effects on traffic flow etc. We 
are content with the types of use proposed 
and are particularly keen to see the bowling 
facility re-instated if redevelopment takes 
place, but agree with the Council regarding 
the reasons for refusal.   This was another 
application where the Planning Committee 
were not in agreement with the officers who 
had recommended approval. It was a heavy-
weight refusal - 15 to 0, with 1 abstention!  
 
And finally (although there are many        
responses that we have made that I have not 
covered here) an office development at the 
Old Swan Hotel.     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    
It was proposed to  demolish the range of 
lock-up garages, the old repair garage and 
the former gardener’s cottage and to build 
six detached office units.   We would be 
sorry to see the garages go because they do 
show some of the history of the Old Swan 
but they are in generally poor condition. 
The new offices would also have filled in 
some of the green spaces at the rear of the 
hotel.   We saw a possible need for small 
modern office accommodation and thought 
they fitted in reasonably well.     On this 
occasion though, the planning officers were 
strongly against the development, their   
reasons being that serious harm would be 
caused to the setting of the listed building 
and to the character and appearance of the 
conservation area. There would be a loss 
and  potential loss of trees (we agree that 
more trees were in danger than the devel-
oper admitted) etc.   Having seen the strong 
officer opinion, the applicant withdrew the 
proposal which was already on the planning 
committee agenda for 26th August. 
 
                                            Henry Pankhurst 

Your Committee  -  2008 
The following  were elected to the committee on 26th June 2008: 
 
Chairman:          Howard Hughes  89 Valley Drive, Harrogate, HG2 0JP   tel:  562820   
Vice Chairman:    Henry Pankhurst 38 St Clements Road, Harrogate HG2 8LX   tel:    884309  
Treasurer:             Victor Wild 
Membership:  Peter Brown, 38A Duchy Road, Harrogate, HG1 2ER  tel:  504079 
    Susan Amaku 
    Ian Brown 
    Mike Burke 
    Peter Hacker 
    Stuart Holland 
    Granville Simpson 



Housing Allocation in the Upcoming LDF Period 
 
This is a topical and contentious issue.   The Planning Inspector sent the Council’s 
original proposal back for further study in march this year    .    The planning officers’ 
revised proposal, as contained in the Harrogate and Knaresborough Urban     Ex-
tension Study Volume 2, is little different from the original and is supported by the 
Cabinet.   When the revised policy was put before the District Planning Committee 
in June, the Committee was divided and unable to agree to the proposal.     In the 
absence of any alternative, this revised proposal has now been forwarded to the 
Planning Inspector as representing the Council’s proposed policy - which the       
Society opposes for the reasons set out below. 



BLIND JACK STATUE 
Blind Jack was one of Knaresborough’s most colourful characters.   He was born in 1717 
but  blinded by tuberculosis at the age of six .    Despite this affliction, he  developed an  
extraordinary sporting talent,  excelling at both swimming and horse-riding.  He was also an 
accomplished violinist and played in many of the hostelries in Harrogate and Knaresbor-
ough.   As a young man, Jack was always keen for a wager but  he always made sure he 
would win before risking his money.   On one occasion, he  wagered he could cover the  
distance between York and Knaresborough faster on foot than could a mounted horseman.     
His intimate knowledge of the quickest tracks through the Knaresborough Forest ensured 
he won his bet.     In ‘the 45’, he led  General Wade’s troops to  battle at Culloden and also 
took part in the Battle of Falkirk .     He used his time in Scotland to import horses into   
England and to indulge in a little  smuggling of tea into Leith and thence south of the border. 
 
But it was for his road-building  that Blind Jack became famous and wealthy.     He was 
highly innovative in many of the techniques he used  - particularly for road foundations and 
the use of camber.   All this despite his lack of formal training or experience in construction.    
He built many miles of road in his native Yorkshire and in Lancashire and is ranked along-
side  Macadam and Telford as one of the leading road-builders of his time.   Jack died in 
1810 at the remarkable age of 93 with four children, nineteen grandchildren and over sixty 
great-grandchildren to his name.  He is buried in  Spofforth grave-yard. 
 
In early December, Black Jack’s extraordinary life  is to commemorated by Knaresborough 
Civic Society with the unveiling of a statue opposite Knaresborough’s   Market Cross and 
close to the “Blind Jack” public house.  The bronze statue has been designed by Barbara 
Asquith and depicts Jack sitting on a bench with his trusty viameter alongside. 
 
 Your committee has decided to donate £1000 from our Society’s funds towards the 
£30,000 cost which has been raised entirely by local subscription along with our congratula-
tions to the Knaresborough Civic Society for such a splendid achievement. 

Well-heads 
In 2000, the Society funded the building of two 
well-heads in the Valley gardens to mark and  
commemorate two of  Harrogate’s most impor-
tant springs  - the Magnesia and  Chalybeate 
wells.      From time to time, the well-heads 
have suffered from mindless vandalism that 
was not too difficult to rectify.     However a 
recent attack, carried out with the  aim of steal-
ing the lead soakers that underlay each corner 
on the two slate roofs, is rather more serious. 
 
Scrap lead value has greatly increased      
following recent rises in metal and other    
commodity prices.  The damage is now so  
serious that it poses a potential safety risk and 
needs to be rectified as a matter of urgency. 
 
A condition of the construction of the well-
heads was that  the Society, not the Council, 
would be responsible to any future mainte-
nance and upkeep.     We are, therefore, left 
with no alternative other than that of  repairing 
the two roofs if the well-heads are not to be 
completely dismantled. 

We are engaging a local roofing         
contractor to repair the well-heads by   
using poly-carbonate rather than slate 
tiles and sealing the hip edges with ridge 
tiles rather than lead soakers. This should 
hopefully deter future theft attempts and 
also be relatively vandal-proof. 
 
The cost will be approximately £3200.     
Unfortunately, this will wipe out the recent 
increase in the Society’s finances from 
the refund of Gift Aid that we recently   
received from the Inland Revenue.                                  
                                 Howard Hughes 



 
 

FORUM 
 

A History of British Theatre   
- 18th to the 20th Century 

 
by 
 

Dr David Wilmore  PhD BSc 
on 

Thursday 20th November at 7.30pm 
at Grants Hotel 

followed by wine and cheese 
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Thursday 2nd October at  7.30pm  in Ripon Town Hall -  

Ripon Civic Society Design Awards  -  followed by refreshments 

Saturday 30th October at 1pm in Allhallowgate Methodist Church, Ripon 

YHACS Quarterly meeting.    Guest Speaker will be Angela Brady, Civic Trust  

Design Award assessor.  A heritage walk will leave from the venue at 11am. 

Saturday 31st January 2009  

YHACS AGM at the White Hart Hotel, Harrogate.     Programme and guest speaker 
details to follow. 


