
Tllc South Fr~nl .  Kenwood - the long mirciug Adam enriehmcnts are heinl: restored by the G.L.C. during European 
Architectural Weritagc Year. (Photo :  G I C )  

European Architectural Heritage Year: 
The G.L.C. Contribution 
IT IS A little sad that 1975, the year when we 
might have decided to put conservation on a really 
solid financial footing, $h,ould have turned out to 
be the first cool year in what threatens to become 
an ice age, freezhg both pr,ivate and public spend- 
ing. Hard times do, of course, have their compen- 
sations. Although some thoroughly desirable con- 
servation schemes may be delayed, so also will 
some of the more destructive ;town centre and road 
schemes. A fair number of grandiose and out-dated 
renewal projects, it may be confidently .predicted, 
will never come out of wld storage. Similarly, 
although i t  is now becoming more difficult to tie 
a useful and expensive piece of conservation on to 

JOiHN EARL 
the tail of a massively profitable private develop- 
met, the development itself is less Likely ,to put the 
roller over some undervalued part of the town. 

Tf our present economic dificulties continue there 
is litkely to be a marked shift in ihe main area of 
conservation activity. The big 'renewal versus wn-  
servation' battles which have occupied so much of 
our time may already be in the past. The main 
problem for the future could well be neglect I t  is 
always dangerous to rely on  forward projection 
of half underaood trends, bmt there is at least a 
possibility here to consider and to prepare for. 

Meanwhile there is no need to be $00 depressed 
about Britain's showing in Heritage Year. Justifi- 
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able complaints are heard that some authorities are 
simply sticking EAHY la'bels on inexpensive (and 
often irrelevant) projects which they were already 
committed to, but the fact that complaints are 
heard at all is an indication that general standards 
of performance and the general level of .public 
expectation are rising all the time. 'Many solid con- 
servation gains are being made by both private 
and public enterprise. 

The list of the Greater London Council's special 
con'tributions to Heritage Year makes interest,ing 
reading 'but it represents only a small part of the 
activities of the Historic Buildings Board and His- 
toric Buildings Division during the course of the 
year. The Council's responsibilities for historic 
buildings are not to be compared with those of 
any other authority. 'Its area wntains nearly 10,000 
buildings of special architectural or historic inter- 
est included in the Department of the Environ- 
menit's statutory lists. The Council oversees up- 
wards of 1,300 applications for listed building con- 
sent each year and its Historic :Buildings Division 
officers dealt with more than 6,000 cases involving 
historic buildings during 1975, .including many re- 
quests for advice or informati'on by other counclls 
or building owners. The Council itself owns a re- 
markable varidty of his~toric buildings including 
Kenwood House (Fig. l), IMarble Hill House and 
Ranger's House, public monuments as diverse as 
Cleopatra's Needle and the prehistoric monsters at 
Crystal 'Palace, whole streets of neglected late 
Georgian houses acqu,ired for rehabilita~tion and 
ancient remains like the ruins of Lesnes Abbey. 

With such demanding responsibililties there is no 
time for complacency but it can be said that the 
Council's record of care for historic buildings has 
not been unimpressive. The special projects for 
1975 include:- 

1. Covent Garden: Stage I of the restoration of 
the Cenrral Market Building. (Covent Garden Con- 
servat,ion Area). 

2. ISt. Paul's Church, Deplford: A grant of 
£25,000 t'oward the restoration of an imporltant 
118th century church designed by Thomas Archer. 

3. Al'bury Street, Deptford: The restor,ation of 
a complete street of early 18th cantury houses and 
the provision of new housing in relation to the 
neighbouring Church of Sit. Paul, Deptford. 

4. Kenwood House, Highgate: The restoration 
of the Adam ornament on the south front. The 
restoration of the Adam colour schemes in ,the 
entrance hall and main staircase. The patent stucco 
enrichments on the south front failed soon after 
?hey were completed in 1767-68 and were never 
replaced. The facade has presented a plai~l appear- 
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ance ever since. Robert Adam's detailed intentions 
were, however, known wi,th certai.n~ty from an 
engraved plate in the Works in Architecture of 
Robert and James Adam. Adam's designs are being 
accurately reproduced in fibreglass which, after 
pxinting, will be indistinguishable from stuczo (see 
front cover). 

5. Ranger's House, Blackheath: Redecoration 
and adaptation of the house ito receive the Suffolk 
Collection of Tudor and Stuart portraits (now 
complete). 

6. Royal Watermen's Asylum, Penge: Rehabili- 
tation of former almshouses to form 23 dwellings 
and the restoration of :the gardens. The almshouses, 
by George Porter (1840-41), one of the most im- 
pressive and ambitious grougs of their kind and 
date in London, were saved from demolition by 
the Council's acquisition (fig. 2). 

7. Geffrye Museun~, Hackney: Restoration of 
forecourt railings and wall (now complete). 

8. Devonshire House, Battersea: Rest,oration of 
l&:h century railings and gates (now com~pletc). 

9. Educational project: The foundation of post- 
graduate studmtships in the Conservation of His- 
toric Build,ings. The first four students have been 
selected ,and are aotaohed to th'e Council's Historic 
Buildings Division. No formal qualificati,on for 
conservation work is recognised in Britain. Al- 
though some specialised courses have been insti- 
tuted there is, as yet, nothing com4parabl'e with 
French and Italian training schemes. The Historic 
Buildings Division course takes the form of an 
apprenticeship or a 'teaching hospital' training in 
which ,&he main em,phasis is on learning by prac- 
tical experience. 

A number of other events during the year are 
worth noticing. A grant of £1,000 is to be made 
toward the cost of an archaml~ogical excava~tion in 
Ratcliffe. The Council's travelling exhcbition, 
'Conservation and Restoration,' has been seen at 
the Royal Festival Hall and a number of northern 
and midland cathedrals. It was also sh'own at 
Por,tland Place during the week of the RIBA 
Con'fereuce. An exhibition of photographs of his- 
toric churches, whose restoration has been assisted 
by Council granits, has been shown at County Hall. 
Vol 38 of the Survey of London the meticulous, 
architeotural historical account which began with 
a slim vodume published by the London County 
Council in 1900, will appear later in the year. This 
volume, illustrated with many fine examples of 
the work of Historic Buildings Division draughts- 
men, will cover the museums area of South Ken- 
sington. At the end of )the year an illustra~ted in- 
ventory of the historic buildings cared for or re- 
stored by the Council and the Inner London Edu- 



Fig. 2. Two aspects of the Royal Waterman's Asylum, Pcnge 

cation Au,thority will be published by Academy No. 4 (Kenwood House, 'South Front) a special 
Ed,itions. commendation. ~M'ost gratifying of all, the Council 

Of the special projects listed above, N,os. 5 and itself has received one of the Trust's Special Her,it- 
6 (Ranger's House and Ithe Royal Watermen's age Year Awards for continuing contribu~tions ;to 
Asylum) have received Civic Trust awards, and conservation extending over many years. 

LAMAS Historic Buildings 
and Conservation ~ornm8tee  

THE ACTIVE funetions of the London and Middlesex 
Archaeological Society are largely devolved upon three 
committees. for Archaeological Research, for Local His- 
tory and for Hismtoric Buildings and Conservation. While 
the work of the first two is fairly well known, particularly 
through their annual conferences, the very existence of the 
last is largely unknown. 

The basic role of the H.B.C.C. is to comment on appli- 
cations for Planning Consent for works to  Listed Buildings 
and buildings in Conservation Areas, and indeed to build- 
ings of merit whatever their status; to press for Public 
Enquiries and to submit to them where consent (which is 
opposed) has or is likely to be granted; to press for the 
Listing or Scheduling as appropriate of unprotected struc- 
tures of value whether immediately threatened or not; and, 
where all else has failed, to record in advance of destruc- 
tion. 

The area of concern is the whole of Greater London, 
with particular emphasis on the former L.C.C. area. The 
objective is to provide a second line of resistance in con- 
cert with other bodies whose spheres of activity are more 
narrowly defined, whelther geographically, chronologically 

or typologically, and whose fields of vision though morc 
circumscribed are also more sharply focused. 

Though meetings are held regularly to co-ordinate 
activZties and consider especially vital or sensitive issues, 
the Committee is far less a forum for chin-waggers than 

European Architectural Heritage Year has come and 
will soon be gone and if it is to have meant more than 
just another opportunity for municipal and institu'tional 
self-congratulalti~n~ then, once the spo'tlight af fashionable 
newsworthiness has moved on to next year's charade, truly 
felt concern mus't not be allowed to die of neglect like so 
many orphan saplings from "Plant a tree in '73." 

We are most anxious to increase the level of aotivirty of 
the Committee for which, of course, the participation is 
needed of many more individuals and groups. Interest 
and ellthusiasm are the vital qualities; time and expertise 
can be cul'tivated, but membership of or affiliation to 
LAMAS is imrna?erial. All parties who can help or be 
helped are asked to wri'te to the Committee Secretary: 
Alasdair Glass, 43 Dalkeith Road, S.E.21. 


