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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Summary of the Scheme 

Proposals to bypass Rillington were first put forward in the late 1980s and were followed by 

extensive public consultation. A safety study identified Rillington as a suitable location for a 

single carriageway bypass. Four options, one of which would pass through Scampston Park 

were considered in a Stage II DMRB Cultural Heritage assessment, undertaken in June 

2000.  A preferred route for Rillington Bypass was subsequently announced in July 2002.  

Following the preferred route announcement, assessment of further options for the tie-in of 

the bypass to the west of Rillington were also undertaken. Detailed (Stage III) assessment of 

the impact of the current proposals has not yet been undertaken as the scheme will be 

procured under ECI..  

The current scheme and mitigation proposals are presented on drawing 

5012019//HW/GD/0005 rev B. It is this scheme drawing which will be referred to in this 

document when describing the proposals.  

1.2 Recent assessment of Scampston Park 

Since the early 1990s, several pieces of work have been commissioned which include 

descriptions and assessments of the development of the designed landscape at Scampston. 

These are predominantly based on the findings of a report by Turnbull produced in 1990. 

Subsequent documents, including the restoration and management plans, and the English 

Heritage designation description draw heavily on Turnbull’s documentary and cartographic 

assessment and conclusions.  

These descriptions and assessments include: 

Elizabeth Banks Associates Ltd, 1992. Scampston Park, Landscape Restoration Plan,

Volume I, including as Appendix B Turnbull D, 1990. A History of the Gardens and 

Park at Scampston Hall
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The Landscape Restoration Plan was commissioned by Sir Charles Legard Bart., joint-

owner of the Scampston estate, as a condition of the application for the Scampston Hall 

estate to be designated as a national heritage property under the provision of Section 31 (1) 

of the Inheritance Tax Act 1984. The plan area encompassed approximately 170 ha. 

Volume I briefly describes the nature and background of the estate and sets out 

recommendations for future (restoration) landscaping works at the site. Volume II comprises 

the Turnbull Report, providing detailed historical background of the gardens and park at 

Scampston Hall, principally concentrating on the development of the house and estate 

during the C17th and C18th  

English Heritage 1999, Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest in 
England: North Yorkshire: Scampston Hall 

The English Heritage description of the Scampston Hall draws heavily on the Turnbull 

document and includes a short explanation of the historical development of the estate and 

also describes the location of the park, boundaries, landform, setting, entrances and 

approaches, principle buildings, gardens and pleasure grounds, and the kitchen gardens. 

The value of the park is not assessed and the description does not make specific reference 

to those elements which are of particular or exceptional historic interest, although it does 

emphasise the association with the C18th landscape gardener Capability Brown. The full EH 

description can be found in Appendix A of this document. 

Historic Landscape Management (HLM), June 2003. Scampston Hall Estate, North 

Yorkshire: Heritage Management Plan

The Heritage Management Plan was commissioned by Sir Charles Legard, Bart., joint-owner 

of the estate, as an update to the original EBA restoration plan, which is part of the 

requirements of the estate’s signed undertakings from Inland Revenue Capital Taxes for 

designation as a heritage property. The area covered by the assessment and proposals in 

the Management Plan is very similar to that designated by English Heritage in their Register 

of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest, and that previously addressed in the EBA 

restoration plan. 
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1.3 Purpose of this document 

It is clear that the existing documents and assessments of the designed landscape of 

Scampston have been undertaken for a variety of reasons. However, despite this wealth of 

material, it is difficult to draw definitive conclusions as to key dates, designers and elements 

of the Park’s evolution, not least because it is often difficult to disentangle conjecture and 

inferences from the evidence originating from the documentary sources. It follows that it 

remains difficult to determine the significance of the designed landscape and the magnitude 

of the potential impacts of the proposals for the A64 as it passes through Scampston Park, 

or what would be appropriate mitigation measures. 

The principal aim of this document is to identify and clearly set out the documentary, 

cartographic and pictorial sources that contribute to our understanding of the importance of 

the designed landscape of Scampston Park, drawing a clear distinction between 

understanding of the park based on primary data and conclusions which are based on 

conjecture and inferences. The document also addresses the various discussions, 

arguments and opinions which have been expressed regarding the significance of the 

designed landscape and impacts of the proposed A64 highway improvement scheme. The 

document also sets out guidance for future work needed to complement this current 

understanding, to provide a robust assessment of the proposed highway improvement 

works. 

The purpose of the document is therefore to review the currently available baseline 

information and to suggest targeted further assessment. The study area is confined to within 

the boundaries of the Park and is concerned only with the issues related to the designed 

landscape. It is not itself an assessment of the importance of Scampston Hall and Park. 

1.4 Designations 

Register of Parks and Gardens of Historic Special Historic Interest 

Scampston Park was registered as a Grade II* park in 1989 and the description was updated 

in 1999.  English Heritage defines this grade as a site of ‘exceptional historic interest’ (but 

not of international importance which would warrant a Grade I Listing). By inclusion on the 

register, English Heritage seeks to ensure that key elements or features of the parks or 
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gardens are safeguarded during ongoing management programmes or through changes to 

the landscape which could affect them.  The inclusion of a site on the Register of Parks and 

Gardens of Special Historic Interest does not allow for additional statutory protection. 

However, registration of a site is a material consideration in the planning process (PPG 15, 

2.24, 1994). 

Listed Buildings 

Within the park are numerous listed structures. These are mostly Grade II, save for 

Scampston Hall, Palladian Bridge and Deer Park House, which are all Grade II* (described 

in further detail below). Section 7 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 

Act 1990 identifies the requirements and restrictions of work to a listed building. Other 

sections of the Act identify the requirements for applying for consent prior to works to be 

undertaken on a listed building. Sections 16 and 66 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 require authorities considering applications for planning 

permission or Listed Building consent for works which affect a listed building to have special 

regard to certain matters, including the desirability of preserving the setting of the building. 
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2. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DESIGNED LANDSCAPE 
OF SCAMPSTON PARK 

2.1 Introduction 

The Scampston Park estate contains the following key elements 

1) The Park; including several buildings and structures that contribute to the designed 
landscape 

2) The buildings of Scampston Hall 

3) The gardens of Scampston Hall 

In addition, the views within, as well as to and from Scampston Hall and Park are key 

elements of the designed landscape. The following section briefly summarises the entry for 

Scampston Park in the English Heritage Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic 

Interest in England: North Yorkshire. The description summarises the broad layout and key 

features of the park. 

2.2 General Description 

Scampston Park is situated on the A64 Trunk Road, the main route between Leeds and 

Scarborough.  The Park lies immediately east and south of the village of Scampston, c 6km 

north east of Malton, in an area which is rural and agricultural. The c 170ha site is on level 

land at the southern edge of the Vale of Pickering. The park encompasses approximately 2 

sq km of land, forming an irregular L-shape, 1.5 km north-south and 1.5 km east-west, which 

rises southwards away from Scampston Hall. A series of linear features: lanes; an avenue; a 

beck; and a row of narrow lakes, radiate southwards from the Hall, subdividing the park into 

separate areas. The A64 runs north-east/south-west across the Park, dividing it into two 

unequal parts, while Sands Lane runs across the west corner of the park, giving access to 

the village of Scampston from Rillington. 



8

The eastern boundary of the Park is formed by Sandy Lane and by Top Avenue and Rock 

House Plantation. Town Street in Scampston village and plantations sheltering The Plain, 

form the north and north-west boundary. To the south-west the boundary is formed by the 

A64 and by Wintringham Road running south from the A64 to Scampston Mill Farm. There 

are three main entrances. On the south side of the site there is an entrance with a lodge and 

gates on the A64 from which a drive runs north-east to the Hall. On the north-west side of 

the site there is a pair of stone gate piers (Listed Grade II) and gates off Town Street in 

Scampston, shown in a painting of c 1790 by Francis Nicholson, from which a drive leads 

east to the rear (north side) of the Hall and stable yard. An entrance on the east side of the 

park from the A64 leads to a drive running through a belt of woodland called Top Avenue to 

a set of simple stone gate piers c 600m east of the Hall, from which point the drive runs 

north-west as a lime avenue and continues westwards to the rear (north) side of the Hall as 

an avenue called Chain Avenue. 

2.3 The Buildings 

There are a number of structures and buildings surviving within the estate most of which are 

listed, these include: 

Grade II* 
Scampston Hall 
Deer Park House 
Palladian Bridge 

Grade II 
Stable yard buildings/Carriage House 
Scampston Bridge 
The Lodge and entrance gates and piers, to the north of the A64 
Entrance gates and gate piers to the west of Scampston Hall 
Milestone 
Ice House 
Pump house 
Sundial 
Garden Wall 
Field buildings (probably ex stable buildings) 
Ha-ha (not listed) 

Scampston Hall is the principal building within the estate and it lies towards the centre of the 

north side of the site. It probably originated in the late C17th, possibly on the site of a 

medieval manor house, and it was altered in the late C18th. The garden (south) front has a 

central semicircular bay capped by a lead dome and the entrance (west) front has a similar 

balustraded bay without a dome which has a central entrance flanked by detached Tuscan 
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columns. The Hall is in use as a private residence (2004). 40m north-east of the Hall there is 

a carriage house, stables and ancillary buildings (late C18th and C19th) ranged around a yard 

entered through a gateway with octagonal piers and ironwork gates. 

2.4 The Park 

The park is divided by three lakes which run north/south and are fed by a stream which was 

diverted to feed Scampston Mill at the south end of the estate. The southernmost lake called 

Swan Beck or High Fish Pond is contained by a dam hidden by Scampston Bridge. On the 

north side of the bridge The Lake, which is of serpentine shape with an island, is divided 

from Lower Lake by a cascade believed to be designed by Brown. A late C18th or early C19th

icehouse lies c 5m east of the cascade. Lower Lake is contained by a dam concealed by the 

Palladian Bridge and water flows over a cascade on the north side of the Bridge into a 

reflecting pool with stone edging. There are views from the park of the Hall across the water, 

and of the Palladian Bridge at the top of Lower Lake. 

The land west of the lakes is largely in use as pasture and there are scattered mature trees 

in an area called The Plain. To the east of the lakes the land is mostly under arable 

cultivation and within fields c 380m south-east of the Hall there is a C18th horse barn (with 

C19th or C20th alterations). The line of the A64 is concealed by a bank and sunk fence 

constructed c 1772. Scampston Bridge, where the line of the A64 passes over the water 

features, with its three rusticated arches and a balustraded parapet, is visible from various 

points within the park and south garden. The edges of the park are sheltered by plantations 

which run around most of the perimeter apart from areas at the south end of the site. In the 

south-east corner of the park, which is called the Deer Park, is Deer Park Lodge. It has a 

castellated gothic northern facade and lies c 1.3km south-east of the Hall. The building 

probably dates from c 1767 when estate accounts mention works connected with it. 

2.5 The Gardens (including the Kitchen Garden) 

The gardens are on the south and east sides of the Hall and they are divided from the park 

on the south side by iron railings which are late C20th replicas. Some 40m south-east of the 

Hall there is a late C19th walk-in rock and water garden. There are views to the south over 

the park with glimpses of the lakes and cascade (see above) and of Scampston Bridge. 
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The east side of the garden is bounded by Lower Lake, the northernmost of a chain of lakes 

running across the park. At its north end, c 100m north-east of the Hall, is the Palladian. The 

bridge has three arches carrying a pavilion with paired Ionic columns and cannot be seen 

from the Hall but is prominent in views from the park and parts of the garden. A ruinous 

Pump House stands in the lawns c 80m east of the Hall.  

The kitchen garden lies c 120m north of the Hall and consists of a brick-walled enclosure 

with a conservatory, probably of early C20th date, against the inner north wall. A doorway in 

the centre of the south wall leads to a grass path bordered by flower beds which runs north 

to the conservatory. The garden is shown in its present position on the 1766 map and 

glasshouses are shown on the 1829 plan. 

2.6 Views 

One of the key characteristics of designed park landscapes of the C18th and early-C19th are 

the long views. Some of the key views and vistas of the original landscape would have been 

across the park and lakes from the Hall to Scampston Bridge (the road bridge) (and visa-

versa); from the Hall to various key points in the surrounding landscape; and from the road 

bridge to Deer Park Lodge. Many of these key views are obscured by C20th planting. 

The significance and appreciation of the surviving key views is enhanced by the collection of 

paintings by William Marlow and Francis Nicholson. The paintings depict the key structures 

such the Hall, the Bridges, Deer Park House and views, such as those across the park and 

lakes that would have been appreciated in the C18th. 
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3. THE PRIMARY DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE 

3.1 Introduction 

There is a wealth of primary evidence relating to the development history of the park and 

estate. However, no primary cartographic evidence relating to the park’s phasing, including 

the much discussed Capability Brown designs survive. The contemporary paintings provide 

information in relation to the mid-to-late C18th form of the landscape, and surviving account 

books also provide valuable information as to the dates of key phases of buildings and park 

and garden remodelling. The various documents are held at several different repositories but 

most are relatively easily accessible. 

A fuller bibliography including secondary sources can be found in Volume II, Appendix B of 

the EBA Landscape Restoration Plan, but the primary documentary sources are listed 

below. 

3.2 Cartographic, Pictorial and Documentary Sources 

Cartographic Sources (ordered chronologically):
Warburton, J  1720 County Map 

Bridgeman, C  c.1731 3 plans for gardens and park at Scampston Hall 

Luccock,  D 1766 Map of Scampston village and estate 

Jefferys, T 1771 County Map 

Page, B 1829 Map of Scampston village and estate 

OS 6” to 1 mile: 1st edition published 1854 

OS 25” to 1 mile: 1st edition published 1891 

Pictorial Sources:
View south-east across lake to Deer Park House, showing the road bridge. By William 

Marlow c.1763 

View from road bridge south-eastwards to Deer Park House. By William Marlow c.1763 
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View of lake, Deer Park House and sailing boat. By unknown painter c.1763 

View of Deer Park House. By William Marlow c.1763 

View of Scampston Hall and lake from road bridge. By William Marlow c. 1763 

View of Scampston Hall from south-east. By William Marlow c.1763 

View across lake from south-east showing Scampston Hall. By William Marlow c. 1763 

View of Scampston Hall from south-east. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View of Scampston Hall across lake from south. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View to Deer Park House. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View of Rillington Church. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View of York-Scarborough road bridge (Scampston Bridge). By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View of Palladian Bridge. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View of cascade from the north-west. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

View of north-west gates to Scampston Village. By Francis Nicholson c.1790 

Documentary Sources:
Hull University Library (HUL)

DDSQ, DDSQ(2), DDSQ(3), DDSQ(4) Documents Relating to the Family of St. Quintin 

of Harpham and Scampston deposited by Lady 

Legard, Scampston Hall 

DRA (particularly 1115-1116)  Documents relating to the Hustlers and St. 

Quintin’s at Scampston 

Humberside County Record Office, Beverley (HCRO)

E179 East Riding Hearth Tax Returns (microfilm) 

Register of Deeds (T) 1708-1758 

Yorkshire Archaeological Society Leeds (YAS)

DD89  Manorial Records 

Ms 709 (a/b)  Valuation of William Thomas St. Quintin’s lands including Scampston, 1796 

Ms 712 St. Quintin property transactions; letters, photographs,. etc. 

MD 229 Deeds relating to the St. Quintin family 

Petworth House Archives

1415(formerly D27/2) 1577 Survey of Lord Latimer’s possessions 

Drummonds Bank (Royal Bank of Scotland), London
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Ledgers 1751-75 Debit and contra accounts of Sir William St. Quintin, 4th Bart. (d.1770) 

Smith, Roddam & Company, Solicitors, Bishop Auckland

Hustler family papers (one trunk relating largely to Acklam Hall in the C19th) 

Scampston Hall (Dining Room cupboard)

Survey of Scampston (undated, pre 1795) quarto notebook 

2 Stewards Account Books 1758-1775, 1774-1805 

3 architectural plans by Thomas Leverton for Scampston House, 1800 

Pakenham Papers (Dorothy Stroud)

Letter Sir William St. Quintin 5th Bart. to Capability Brown, March 2 1773 

Newcastle University Library

Capability Brown Account Book (microfilm Mf555) - f.115 original at the Royal Horticultural 

Society, London 

Bodleian Library, 0xford

4 plans attributed to Charles Bridgeman: 

MSGD a4 fo.27; fo.37; fo.66; fo.73 
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4. SUMMARY BIOGRAPHY OF THE DESIGNED LANDSCAPE 
OF SCAMPSTON PARK 

4.1 Introduction 

Below is a summary of the key events in the development of the designed landscape of 

Scampston Park (it does not include details of the development of the Hall itself). The 

summary is principally derived from Turnbull report, but it distinguishes between that which 

can be verified from primary evidence (bold text) and information which is based on 

conjecture/ inference or where the primary source is unknown (italics). 

4.2 Timeline 

Date Event Evidence/Source 

Bronze Age 

Creation of funerary landscape including  
ring barrows (since ploughed out), and 
burials (potentially still extant) within the 
boundaries and to west of the current 
park boundaries 

Find spots, air photographs of 
crop marks; SMR references 

1066-86 

In Scameston Orm had 4 carucates of 
land for geld. There is land for 2 
ploughs. Now Ralph has (it) and it is 
waste [Ralph de Mortemer]. In 
Scameston (there are) 4 carucates for 
geld.  In the same place Orm (had) 1 
I/2 carucates for geld.   

Domesday Survey 

1122 - 1253 Various descriptions of gifts of land at 
Scampston including reference to the mill

Referred to by Turnbull, source 
unknown 

1577 

Description of ‘bounder of 
Scampston’ demesne lands include 
manor site and orchard; herbage of 
park, closes, pasture, warren of 40 
acres, water mill, etc… 

Survey of Lord Latimer’s 
estate held in Petworth 
House archives 

1598 - 1719 Various records of land transferences 
and purchases relating to Scampston 

Family papers and letters 
(see Turnbull report for full 
references) 

1720 Plan of county showing Scampston 
without lakes or pailings Warburton County Map 
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1723 
Reference to period prior to this date 
as ‘… the troublesome time of 
building there [Scampston] …’ 

Will of Sir William St Quintin, 
3rd Bart. 

1725 - 1730 
Various references to land 
acquisitions by Sir William St Quintin, 
4th Bart. 

Registry of Deeds at 
Humberside CRO 

c. 1730 Plans drawn up for Scampston 
gardens Charles Bridgeman Plans 

Between 1730 
- 1759 

The implementation (or partial 
implementation) of the Bridgeman plans. 

EBA report, source unknown, 
possibly corroborated by 
presence of faint earthworks 

1746/1747 Dates engraved on avenue posts 
within park    ----------    

1750 Date on chain-avenue gate post    ----------    
1759 Reference to filling in of canal Scampston account books 

Late 1750s to 
1760s 

Visits by Brown to Yorkshire including 
Scampston, when he advised on the 
layout of the Lakes 

Turnbull reference, source 
unknown 

1760/61 Reference to new bridge and new 
turnpike road Scampston account books 

c. 1763 
Paintings by Marlow of views across the 
lake from the bridge show Deer Park 
House 

Marlow paintings 

c. 1763 Painting of sailing boat on lake with Deer 
Park in background Unknown Artist 

1763/64 
Payments to William Marlow, painter, 
presumably for the paintings of the 
same date 

Bank account details of Sir 
William St Quintin, 4th Bart. 

1766 Map of Scampston showing lake and 
island 

Survey map of Scampston by 
Luccock 

1767 Reference to transcribing Scampston 
survey Scampston account books 

1767/68 References to building of new lodge Referred to in Turnbull report, 
unclear reference 

1771 
(August) 

Further purchases of land adjoining 
Scampston Hall 

Family papers and letters 
(see Turnbull report for full 
references) 

1771 
(October) 

Reference to Luccock drawing a plan 
to send to Brown Scampston account books 

1772 (75) 
Plan showing Scampston with 
boundaries, kink in road, planting, 
lake etc. 

Jefferys’ Map of Yorkshire 

1772 First visit by Capability Brown  
Reference in Stroud, D. 1975, 
Capability Brown. Faber and 
Faber 

1773 Brown sent design for Palladian 
bridge and for cascade 

Capability Brown Account 
Book 1773 

1773 
Correspondence and payments 
between Sir William St. Quintin Bart. 
and Brown 

Pakenham papers 

1774 Reference to construction of Cascade Scampston account books 
1774/77 Date stones at Scampston Mill    ----------    
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1776 

 “Sir William St. Quintin Bart inclosed 
the greatest part of Scampston Field, 
and separated it at a place called the 
Steeds from the town field of 
Rillington” 

Scampston account books 

1777 References to building ha-ha Scampston account books 
1778 Date stone on pumping engine house    ----------    
1780 Date stone on Carriage House    ----------    
1787 Description of Scampston ‘Scarborough Guide’ 

c.1790 
Watercolours of Scampston including 
views of the principal buildings and vistas 
from the Hall across the lakes etc. 

Francis Nicholson paintings 

1829 
Plan showing Scampston with 
boundaries, kink in road, planting, 
lake etc. 

Page’s Plan 

Pre-1829 - 
1891 

Planting of trees in the park (including 
Sands Wood to the southwest) and in the 
plains (the western part of the estate) 

Annotated on Page’s plan 

1903 Changes to the south garden HLM Management Plan 
(original source unknown) 

1911 Construction of terrace in front of Hall HLM Management Plan 
(original source unknown) 

1912 
Planting of Lodge Plantation  (north of 
A64 west corner of park), Planting of 
Boat House Wood (west of lakes),  

EBA (original source unknown) 

1933 Widening and re-profiling of Scampston 
Bridge 

Listed Building description 
(original source unknown) 

1950s 
Eastern boundary planting, extension of 
Deer Park Plantation (on west side of 
Sandy Lane. 

EBA (original source unknown) 

1980 Planting of Rock house plantation (east 
of hall) EBA (original source unknown) 

1992-to 
present day 

Various ‘restoration works’ including 
some attempts to restore elements of 
the C18th designed landscape and 
others to enhance the setting of later 
features including the masking of the 
present A64. 

   ----------    
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5. GAPS AND INCONSISTENCIES IN THE EVIDENCE 

5.1 Gaps in the documentary sources 

Some of the buildings and structures within the park are well-documented, and the date of 

the various phases of construction for most is known. However, the timeline shows clearly 

the gaps in our understanding of the various phases of the development of the designed 

landscape, and where it is unclear who exactly was responsible for their design and 

implementation. Until these questions have been answered, a full assessment of the 

significance of the landscape, the impact of proposed development and the nature of 

suitable mitigation is difficult to determine. The most prominent issues are: 

1) Were the Bridgeman plans ever implemented? What were they, and how many of 

these features survived later redesign?   

2) What were the Brownian plans and how much was actually implemented? Did these 

include the lakes, the route of the road, and which of the existing structures were 

planned by Brown? Only the Cascades are almost certainly Brownian in origin, 

having been designed by Brown and implemented in the following year. The only 

Bridge to which Brown can almost certainly be linked is the Palladian Bridge east of 

the house, and even this is disputed by some secondary sources. 

3) How much of any Brownian design survived later additions and alterations in the 

C19th? 

4) How much of the original park landscape has been lost to piecemeal sale of land, 

and when did this occur? 

5) What extent of the existing planting is definitely post-Brownian and thus detracts from 

the late C18th design? 
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6. THE CONCLUSIONS OF PREVIOUS REPORTS AND 
FORMAL CONSULTATIONS 

6.1 Summary of issues arising from previous assessments 

Inconsistencies in previous assessments and descriptions of the Park stem predominantly 

from the missing data summarised above. There is little doubt that Brown was consulted 

during the mid-to-late C18th when changes were being made to the landscape around the 

Hall, and there are several contemporary records that support this. However, a lack of 

evidence, including lack of plans of what was proposed or implemented, leave open the 

question of how much of the C18th park landscape was based on Brown designs. In 

particular, the quality and origins of the various views in and around the park is in dispute, 

but so is the origins of numerous features, such as the lakes, Scampston Bridge and 

planting east of the Lakes. 

There is also no analysis within any of the assessments of the value of the various features 

or their relative significance either within the park, or in relation to comparable landscapes 

elsewhere to enable justification of current proposals and requirements for mitigation by 

various parties. Without a full understanding of the development of the park, and the value of 

individual features to the significance of the park as a whole, mitigation measures put 

forward by previous assessments cannot be considered robust. 

6.2 Elizabeth Banks Associates (EBA) Landscape Restoration Plan 

Understanding of the development of the various elements of the park is drawn from the 

Turnbull report (EBA; Vol. II). The report acknowledges gaps and deficiencies in the scope of 

its own assessment and the nature of the archival sources viewed. The assessment draws 

on various sources of primary and secondary evidence, and comments on the reliability of 

many of the sources. It also identifies areas requiring further assessment, such as 



19 

complementing the current understanding of the development of the landscape to include 

C19th and C20th changes. 

The EBA plan does not include an assessment of the importance of the park as a whole or 

its various elements or character areas, and some of the conclusions which are based on 

conjecture in the Turnbull Report, are presented in the main text as fact. The plan 

acknowledges that much of the proposed future landscaping at the park is a combination of 

both attempting to restore or enhance ‘key historic views’ as well as augmenting C20th

additions to the landscape such as those which mask the vehicular traffic on the A64. Strictly 

the plan is not a restoration plan and certainly not one which aims to restore the C18th

landscape, which in any case would not be desirable. 

6.3 Historic Landscape Management (HLM) Heritage Management Plan 

The HLM Management Plan reviews and updates the EBA Restoration Plan; no additional 

research into the development of the estate was undertaken and the conclusions and 

discussions in the EBA plan are used. The HLM Plan does describe the significances/values 

of some of the elements of the landscape within the estate and follows these with proposals 

and policies set to ensure their safeguarding and future enhancement. The value of the park 

landscape is described as a ‘…significantly important, designed landscape with an overriding 

eighteenth century character. The design of the park, particularly the influence of Lancelot 

Brown can still be easily ‘read’ in the existing landscape and the views across the park are 

quintessential of his work and the late eighteenth century style of landscape 

gardening.’(HLM, 2003:10). This statement does not overstate the known facts especially 

regarding Browns involvement. However, many of the views across the park are masked by 

post-Brownian changes (referred to elsewhere in the HLM Plan); the statement ‘… 

significantly important …’ is not adequately quantified and ‘underlying eighteenth century’ 

may better describe the character. 

The nature of the post-Brownian development of the park and its influence on the value of 

the C18th designed landscape is only occasionally referenced in the plan. However, where it 

is referred to, the value of the more recent additions to the landscape are often seen as 

essential in reducing the impacts of other C20th changes such as the increased traffic flow 

experienced on the A64. 
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The policies within the Management Plan include a mix of proposals for future management 

of the landscape and the buildings. None of the general or specific future management 

proposals refer to restoring the landscape entirely to the C18th design and no references are 

made to ‘restoring the Brownian landscape’. Most of the references relate to restoring the 

‘historic views’ or ‘historic planting’; it is often unclear as to which periods in history these 

relate to, although it can be assumed that the ‘historic views’ are those as described in the 

EBA Plan (see discussion above). 

6.4 English Heritage Description and Consultation 

English Heritage defines a Grade II* park as a site of ‘exceptional historic interest’ but not of 

international importance (warranting a Grade I Listing). The designation description for 

Scampston draws heavily on the EBA Plan. The description begins stating that Scampston is 

‘A park laid out by Sir William St Quintin to a design by Lancelot Brown during the 1770s 

which incorporated earlier C18 landscape features, possibly designed by Charles 

Bridgeman, and a garden also possibly designed by Bridgeman which was completely 

remodelled in the late C18/early C19 and in the early C20.’ As discussed above, Browns 

influences on the original late C18th landscape is not in question, and communications 

between both Sir William St Quintin and Brown, and visits to Scampston by Brown, are 

documented. However, the lack of any surviving (or known to be surviving) plans by Brown 

for the park does leave the question open as to how much of Brown ‘plan’ was fully 

implemented. The EH description also lacks any details as to the nature and extent of the 

C19th and C20th changes to the park, i.e. those which alter or mask the Brownian influenced 

designs. 

In December 2003, following several meetings and discussions regarding the impact of 

scheme proposals on the registered Park and Garden of Special Historic Interest, English 

Heritage formalised their opinion on the potential impacts of the scheme. These were based 

on the scheme and landscaping mitigation drawing number 5012019/HW/GD/005 produced 

in October 2003. A copy of the letter can be found in the Appendix of this document. In 

summary it is English Heritage’s position that they will oppose the proposal to take the 

bypass through the registered park unless firm assurances regarding the scheme design 

and mitigation proposals can be agreed. 

The assurances required focus on the following issues: 
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(a) The general setting of the park, in particular that the design of the new road 

should respect the ‘Brownian’ landscape, to be more fully assessed and 

characterised by a specialist in Brown’s work. 

(b) The reinstatement of the former A64 as a footpath, and details of proposed 

lighting, signage, drainage and the effects of pollution 

(c) The remodelling/restoration of a number of features including the restoration of 

the High Fishpond, the ha-ha and the Grade II Listed Scampston  Bridge. 

(d) Mitigation measures to be undertaken in connection with proposed 

developments, in particular re-landscaping 

(e) Appropriate measures regarding archaeological mitigation 

(f) Visitor access issues 

(g) The nature of any future upgrades to currently proposed roads 

For these assurances to be given, a full understanding of the layout of the park, who was 

responsible for different elements of the design, including the original road, setting and 

nature of the original bridge, and the character of High fishpond will be needed. These 

details are not available from any of the assessments carried out so far. 

6.5 Countryside Agency Consultation 

Consultations have also been held with the Countryside Agency regarding proposals for re-

aligning the A64 through the estate. A key issue in their response to the proposals has been 

that the important view from the Hall will be affected by the road improvements. This view is 

considered by the Countryside Agency to be an intact original view, but this cannot be 

supported by any of the documentary assessment carried out so far. 
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7. TOWARDS AN ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPACT OF THE 
SCHEME ON THE DESIGNED LANDSCAPE 

7.1 Introduction 

This section examines the issues that will need to be addressed in order to achieve a robust 

Environmental Statement for the scheme in terms of historic landscape issues. A full 

assessment, which will satisfy the requirements of statutory bodies and produce the best 

result for the integrity of the Park will require: 

1) A full baseline, including clear phasing and dating of features of the Park 

2) Understanding of the current survival and condition of features relating to each phase 

3) An assessment of the value of individual features and their contribution to the 

landscape as a whole 

4) Full details of proposed impacts 

5) An appropriate mitigation strategy 

  

7.2 Baseline Information available 

There is a great deal of primary documentary evidence relating to the designed landscape of 

Scampston and its development. However some of these features are not identifiable in the 

primary and documentary evidence and despite the analysis and synthesis of that evidence, 

there remain some gaps. In particular, the extent to which Bridgeman’s plans was executed 

and how much Brown influenced the design of the later C18th landscape is still unclear. 

Changes to the landscape after Brown’s influence are also uncertain. There are also a 

number of structures within the park with uncertain dates for their construction. These gaps 

lead to uncertainty when attempting to characterise the design intentions and 

implementation of different phases of the landscape, and also the understanding of the 

significance of those features and structures which survive today. 
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7.3 Additional Baseline information required 

An expert in Brownian Landscapes needs to be approached to corroborate or discuss further 

those elements which still survive within the landscape today which can, if not directly 

attributed to Browns plans, be described as being of late C18th and/or heavily influenced by 

the design aspirations of Brown. Further assessment of the changes, and rationale behind 

those changes made to the park during the post-Brownian period is required to fill the 

current gaps of understanding on the complete development history of the park. A simple 

cartographic comparison between the late C18th layout of the park and the survey of the park 

today including the future proposals (not incorporating the realigned carriageway) would be a 

first stage in this additional assessment. 

7.4 Condition 

The condition of the various elements of the designed landscape is referred to in the HLM 

Plan. The assessment was undertaken in 2003 and builds upon the EBA assessment. It 

identifies and describes the condition of many of the elements of the park, which in some 

cases informs the value of appraisals of the various character areas. However a more 

detailed description of how each area has developed, followed by a brief description of its 

current condition would better inform the full assessment of value (below). In addition to any 

compromises to the character of the park already created by existing infrastructure, the 

effects of previous and ongoing management work will need to be considered.  

7.5 Value of the resource 

The HLM Management Plan makes a number of value judgements on the landscape as a 

whole, and also comments on the value of some individual elements and character areas. 

The value of the park landscape is described as a ‘…significantly important, designed 

landscape with an overriding eighteenth century character. The design of the park, 

particularly the influence of Lancelot Brown can still be easily ‘read’ in the existing landscape 

and the views across the park quintessential of his work and the late eighteenth century style 

of landscape gardening.’(HLM, 2003:10). This statement is in keeping with the current 

understanding of the park and does not overstate the known facts especially regarding 

Browns involvement. However, the loss of elements of the estate and the inclusion of a 

considerable amount of C20th planting undoubtedly devalues the importance of the designed 

landscape. Furthermore, there has been no comprehensive assessment so far of the value 
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of all the features of the park or how they contribute to the value of the park as a whole or 

detract from it. A full evaluation of the surviving elements of the park will need to be carried 

out prior to any assessment of impact, as well as analysis of the value of the various 

features or their relative significance in relation to comparable landscapes elsewhere. 

7.6 Impacts of the Scheme and Mitigation Proposals 

The current scheme designs, photomontages landscaping proposals as set out on drawing 

number 5012019/HW/GD/005 provide details to inform the assessment of impacts. This will 

in turn inform the determination of an appropriate mitigation strategy and assessment of the 

residual effects of the scheme.  

To summarise, impacts will include: 

1) Alteration of the historic layout of the designed landscape: the shape and form of the 

Deer Park and Atkinson’s Park to the north will be altered; the Upper Lake (Swan 

Beck) will be more closely integrated with the northern section of the park. 

2) Realignment of the A64 closer to Deer Park Lodge and the Mill site. This may affect 

the setting of the Listed and unlisted buildings as well as introducing increased noise 

and vibrations.  

3) Alteration (improvement) in views from the Hall southwards and towards the Hall 

from Deer Park Lodge, to and from Scampston Bridge, from the Lodge House and 

from the Hall/Park entrance. Improved views would include those represented in two 

of the Marlow paintings and one painting by an unknown artist, depicting views from 

middle lake southwards over the water, towards the bridge and across the deer park.  

4) The bypassing of Scampston Bridge, allowing the bridge to be restored to its original 

state and its setting reinstated.  (At present, there are modern safety features 

attached to the bridge, such as safety fencing and road signs.  Existing services 

crossing the bridge may also have to be diverted)  The existing A64 on the 

approaches to the bridge could also be reduced in scale.  

5) Removal of traffic from the setting of Lodge House and the associated entrance 

features (gates, piers and walls) which lie directly on the northern side of the A64. 
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6) The down-grading of the current carriageway as it passes near to Lodge House and 

ha-ha. 

7) Opportunities for improvements in access to Swan Beck (the Upper Lake) and the 

Listed Scampston Bridge.  

7.7 Conclusion and Priorities 

In summary, the current understanding of the site will not allow for complete assessment of 
the potential effects of the proposed scheme. The existing documentation, such as the HLM 
Management Plan and the previous EBA Restoration Plan, was not intended to provide a 
baseline for which a scheme such the Rillington Bypass could be assessed.  

The priorities for the advancing of the assessment of impacts, mitigation and overall effects 
of the scheme are as follows:  

• The appointment of a Brownian Landscape specialist to carry out a full phasing and 

characterisation of the Park, including an evaluation of individual features, their 

contribution to the value of the park as a whole, and their relative value in 

comparison with other landscapes in the region. 

• Further and more comprehensive analysis of impacts in liaison with the Highways 

Agency and scheme design team. 

• The consideration of issues raised by English Heritage regarding the landscaping, 

drainage, signage and other issues connected with the proposed scheme in liaison 

with the design team. 

• Determination of a mitigation strategy that takes into account the value and 

significance of the features of the Park, whether Brownian or belonging to other 

phases of Park development. 


