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Summary Proof of Evidence 

 

1.1 I am Melanie Lloyd Morris and I have over 35 years’ of experience working 

within the historic environment. 

 

1.2 My evidence addresses the impact of the development on the setting of the 

heritage asset, the Church of St. John the Baptist, Broughton (listed grade II*).   In 

my professional opinion other heritage assets are unaffected by the proposed 

development.  The reasoning for this is set out in my main Proof of Evidence but, in 

short, the land on the application site has no historic association with either 

Broughton CofE Primary School or the Church Cottage Museum and is not part of 

the surroundings in which these listed buildings are experienced. There are no 

shared views and no places where the site and the school or the museum are seen 

or appreciated together.  The application site has no economic, social or historical 

relationship with the listed buildings and is remote, ephemeral and disconnected 

from them. 

 

1.3 I have prepared a stand-alone Heritage Statement, which incorporates the 

evidence base for this proof of evidence and is attached as Appendix 1 to my Proof 

of Evidence. This is supplemented with historic map evidence. 

 

1.4 My overall conclusion about impact is that the impact on the grade II* listed 

Church of St. John the Baptist varies according to where the new development is 

experienced, ranging from low, in one view from the north-east, where only the 

minaret will be prominent, to negligible in other views from the current road network, 

to no impact in other key historic alignments to the church. A holistic assessment of 

impact is based on the impact being low to negligible in the “less than substantial” 

range.   

 

1.5 I have also considered the weight that should be given to the statutory duty 

under section 66(1) of the “Listed Buildings Act 1990”.  In my view the weight takes 

into account the various factors arising from the location of the development and the 

relationship with the grade II* listed church and the changes to the landscape.  I 



have given ‘moderate weight’ (not great weight or limited weight) to the s66(1) duty 

for the view from the north-east, which combines both the church and the minaret. 

 

The Application Site 

1.6 The application Site formed the eastern part of the site of Church Farm and 

was predominantly a field or paddock prior to being developed for construction traffic 

in 2017.  It was developed piecemeal and created out of the acquisition of farmland 

for highway works, the demolition of farmhouse and farm buildings, and the creation 

of graded banks and highway embankments, which have an artificial character. The 

site is bounded by the M55, the A6 dual carriageway, D’Urton Lane and a field 

boundary. 

 

The listed building – St. John the Baptist’s Church 

1.7 The Heritage Statement submitted as Appendix 1 to my Proof describes that 

the grade II* listed church has clear architectural and historical values.  

 

1.8 The architectural values are derived from a clear sequence of purpose-built 

and designed phases: from the church tower of 1533, which is a local landmark, 

which is still evident in certain views and is part of the experience of the church from 

the graveyard and beyond, to the nave of 1823 and the offices and chancel of 

1905/06.  Each subsequent phase has been informed by the earlier building and 

standing remains, a conscious and thoughtful design. 

 

1.9 The church tower is not particularly tall (18.5 metres), does not extend above 

the tree canopy, and is not experienced from a wide area.  This and the amount of 

tree cover and the construction of the M55 with its high embankments naturally limits 

how far it is experienced. 

 

1.10 The historical values relate to its role as part of the cultural identity of 

Broughton, symbolised by its continual use for Christian worship from the medieval 

period.  Its primacy has changed over the centuries from when it was first 

established as a chapelry and in relation to the community that it then served and 

has reduced in part also. It is now one of over 30 churches and chapels providing 



Christian worship and other non-Christian sites of worship, all serving the same 

geographical area. 

 

Contribution of Setting 

1.11 The elements of its setting which contribute to significance are:   

 

• linear views, based on paths and roads which are aligned with the church, 

where we can say with some certainty that the desire-line to the church is deliberate, 

designed (or intended) and of longevity, 

 

• local views within 500 metres, where the church can be appreciated within its 

ecclesiastical setting (the extensive graveyard) and its isolated relationship with the 

dispersed settlement, which once had a rural character. 

 

1.12 The road network has harmed the rural setting, and tranquillity, of the church 

over many decades, by, in chronological order: 

• the construction of the M6 roundabout – Broughton Roundabout (from 1958) 

• the construction of the M55 – high-level road, bridge and embankments (from 

1977) 

• the construction of James Towers Way – four-lane carriageway and by-pass 

of Broughton Four Lane Ends (from 2017) 

• the traffic noise and congestion around all of these roads – loss of tranquillity 

• the urbanisation of the area from the creation of car parking serving the 

church on the south side of the Blundell Brook, as well as the street furniture 

and clutter around all road junctions. 

 

1.13 The setting of the church, therefore, includes certain aspects of the transport 

infrastructure which have impacted negatively, including the traffic noise from the 

M55 and the A6 and the high visual impact of James Towers Way, which has 

changed the historic rural setting on the south side of the Blundel Brook, and the 

introduction of urban characteristics: street furniture and pelican crossings, road 

junctions and traffic management measures, large traffic signboards, street lighting 



columns, close-boarded fences, artificial embankments, a car park and areas of 

hardstanding.   

 

1.14 The setting of the church to the south has changed significantly from the early 

20th century, when the building was fully-formed.  The changes are so great that 

they have the effect of largely, if not completely, severing the church from its rural 

setting on the south side of the Blundel Brook and visually disconnecting it from its 

ecclesiastical parish along D’Urton Lane and beyond. 

 

Impact of Development 

1.15 In addition to very local views from Church Lane and the graveyard, there are 

four linear views aligned with historic approach routes to the church, which could be 

classified as designed or associative views – three of them are unaffected by the 

proposed development. The fourth view, which is a view from a public footpath, will 

be affected by the development but the impact is limited because: 

a. The development is off-set, further away than the church, and clusters with 

existing development at D’Urton Lane; 

b. The development does not affect the silhouette of the church or block views of 

the church, and its landmark qualities are preserved; 

c. The larger mass of the mosque is not noticeable in the view, as it is well-

screened; 

d. The minaret is slender, linear and appears as a distinct landmark in its own 

right; 

e. The presence of the A55 James Towers Way has diminished the rural setting 

of the church and the experience of the view. 

 

1.16 Apart from these views, the remaining ways that we appreciate the church are 

either private views from properties or privately-owned land, or public incidental 

views from the road network, which are by their nature degraded and affected by a 

high level of urban intrusion and traffic noise.  These are not highly valued views and 

do not contribute to the significance of the church. 

  

1.17 From a few places, therefore, the proposed Mosque and its minaret will have 

a visible presence which will have an influence on the surroundings in which the 



church is experienced.  Just one location where they are both experienced in the 

view has a strong connection with the way that the church has been experienced in 

the past and its historic setting.  Many places have a negative and considerably 

altered setting.  The effect of development of the mosque will be to see this largely in 

the context of the later alterations to the post 1950 road infrastructure.  There will be 

some limited distraction from the minaret but no competition from the massing of the 

mosque building.   

 

 


