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The City Engineer, Surveyor and Planning Officer presented tlic following Report: " |U

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

PR.

PUBLIC WOIuCJ COMTCETTKIS

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

7th October 1971

Designation of Colmore Row arid Environs
as a Conservation Area

RECOMMENDATION:

That the area outlined on Plan No. PR.11101 be
designated as a Conservation Area under the Civic.
Amenities Act, 1967. . •

BACKGROUND:

I submitted to the last meeting of the Conservation Areas
Advisory Committee a. proposal to request your Committee to
designate the area outlined on Plan PR.11101 as a Conservation
Area under the Civic Amenities Act, 1967, and this was agreed
without modification.

*r- .

Action to conserve this part of the city centre has' been
closely linked with your Committee's resolution to abandon the
widening of Colmore Row and the decision to begin the
rehabilitation of some of the properties between Colmore Row
and Waterloo Street. - . "• .

" '... **
The" nucleus of -the proposed conservation area comprises,

three distinct elements which form an integrated-and attractive "
piece of Birmingham's townscape. These three elements are:-

1) St. Philip's Cathedral and churchyard. •

2) Colmore Row and Waterloo Street.

3) Victoria Square with the Town Hall and
Council House. ..

It is necessary to include also within the Conservation
Area those buildings and streets which give visual support to
the several parts of the central axis from Victoria Square to
St. Philip's Churchyard. " ' . • r .

To designate this Conservation Area will give your/,- . • .
Committee greater control in retaining one of its most - ; .
concentrated areas of historical and architectural heritage.
It would mean that the street patterns 'and external structure's
of Colmore Row, Waterloo Street and Bennetts Hill with their-;..-
buildings, many of which are listed, can be presery7Tj
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(ii)

alterations being carried out without affecting the
external appearance of the buildings.

Careful consideration will be given to street
furniture, landscaping and advertisements within the area
and if any changes of use are proposed these will be
controlled to ensure compatibility with the area.

In short the reasons v/hy I consider the area
outlined on Plan No. PR..11101 suitable for designation
as a conservation area are:-

1.

3-

The area contains the most important' collection
of buildings in 'the City ranging from the
early l8th century to the 1970's,

Colmore Row itself is as fine a late 19th century
business thoroughfare as can be found anywhere
in the country.

The area has an existing scale and atmosphere
wholly compatible with city centre users. By
carefully selected improvement and controlled
redevelopment the area can "be enhanced for their
enjoyment.

The larger measure of control which would be
effected by so 'designating this area would
ensure that the future development of streets
and their frontages would be in sympathy with
the existing scale and character, of the area.

To preserve for .the City what is an exceptionally
fine collection of the many styles of Victorian
and Edwardian Architecture.

cp/ac CITY ENGINEER.& SURVEYOR
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The City Planning Officer prtwnted the following
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The Department of the Environment Inspector considered that the
-historic interest of Area 3 could not be regarded as special, and
although it does have a few Victorian buildings of some merit, the
area when considered as a whole hasn
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RECQNMENDATTON:

CONSERVATION AREAS ADVISORY CONKETTEE

That the views of your Committee on the proposals outlined in the
foregoing report be invited, and the Planning Committee be advised
accordingly.

PLANNING COMMITTEE

That the Committee designate as an Extension to Colmore Row and
Environs Conservation Area, under Section 277 of the Town and Country
Planning Act, 1971, the sectors originally referred to as Areas 1 and 2,
as more particularly delineated in the plan annexed to this report.

I/D/JMD/MR CITY PLANNING OFFICER
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25th July, 1985

v) Land adjoining 1 Compton Road, Erdinqton

RESOLVED:- That the necessary action be taken, including the
institution of legal proceedings, if required, to secure the discontinuance of
the use of the premises as a builders yard at land adjoining 1 Compton Road,
Erdington, as referred to in the report now submitted.

vi) 772 Washwood Heath Road, Ward End

RESOLVED:- That the necessary action be taken including the institution
of legal proceedings, if required, to secure the cessation of the u£e of the
premises as a restaurant at 772 Wasnwood Heath Road, Ward End, as referred tc
in the report now submitted.

3. Cornwall Buildings, 45



VI

25th .July, 1985

Merrbers generally considered that appropriate action be taken to retain,
if possible, the facade of the buildings comprising Nos. 158 to 176 (evens)
Edmund Street, 37 to 43 (odds) Church Street and 24 Livery Street, City.

The Caimittee were also of the opinion that the Planning Brief would be
of valuable assistance in the attempt to achieve high quality redevelopment
within an area comprised of interesting buildings considered worthy of
retention.



PLANHDC OOMCTTEg
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Golmore How and Ehvirons
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The Conservation Areas Advisory Committee considered tola matter

at their June meeting and resolved (1) that the Planning Department's
Conservation Building Surveyor be requested to examine the condition of
the brickwork of 160 to 170 (evens) Edmund Street in the light of the
developers statement that retention would not be possible because



"IT you Committee agree to the planning brief it may be that you
would also wish to adopt resolution 3 of the Conservation Areas
Advisory Comntttee of 10th June and hold ijnoediate discussions with
the owners and developers.

RECCWffiNDATlON:

That your Conmittee consider the options set out in this report

CEH'/MAW


