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This built heritage statem
ent has been prepared by CgM

s in order to assess 
heritage issues to support an application for proposed developm

ent of the 
’Garden Cott

ages’ and other m
ainly internal proposals at Tregarthen’s Hotel, 

Hugh Tow
n, St M

ary’s (hereafter referred to as ‘the Site’). The statem
ent 

includes an appraisal of the significance of heritage assets potentially affected 
by the developm

ent, including the contribution of setti
ng to that significance, 

and an assessm
ent of the schem

e’s im
pacts on built heritage assets. This 

statem
ent does not give any regard to archaeological issues, these are 

suffi
ciently provided for in the CgM

s archaeological desk-based assessm
ent 

(DBA), previously provided in 2016.  

The proposed Site is situated w
ithin the sett

lem
ent of Hugh Tow

n, w
hich is 

entirely contained w
ithin the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area. The Area w

as 
designated by the Isles of Scilly Council in 1975 and includes the w

hole 
archipelago. Several scheduled m

onum
ents and num

erous listed buildings, 
including the Grade I listed Star Castle Hotel, associated Grade I, II* and II 
listed buildings w

ithin the Garrison W
alls on The Hugh, fall w

ithin a 250 m
etre 

radius of the Site. Further num
erous Grade II listed buildings are close to the 

Site w
ithin the built envelope of Hugh Tow

n. Due to the topography of the 
surrounding landform

, the presence of intervening, dense built form
 and the 

occasional presence of som
e m

ature tree planting, m
ost of the assets w

ithin 
this radius w

ill not be affected by the Site’s developm
ent and are therefore 

not considered further in this statem
ent. N

early 40 designated built assets 
w

ithin the historic core of Hugh Tow
n are unlikely to be affected by 

developm
ent 

in 
the 

Site 
and 

are 
collectively 

considered 
w

ithin 
the 

assessm
ent of Hugh Tow

n as part of the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area (see 
m

ap of listed buildings in Appendix 1 of the CgM
s archaeological DBA 

previously provided for Phase I in 2016).  

O
w

ing to their high sensitivity, the Star Castle Hotel (N
HL 1291756), and the 

Garrison W
alls and Gatew

ay (N
HL 1291751) w

ill be assessed individually, as 
w

ill a num
ber of assets w

hose proxim
ity to the Site allow

s for varying degrees 
of inter-visibility w

ith part of Tregarthen’s Hotel. These assets include: 
N

ew
m

an House (N
HL 1328846); the Guard House (N

HL 1218940); Garrison 
Cott

age (N
HL 1141185); M

aster Gunner’s House (N
HL 1291742);  Pier House 

(N
HL 1141219); the Pier (N

HL 1141209) and the Hugh Tow
n tow

nscape 
elem

ent of the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area.  

In the preparation of the report, the HER and N
HLE records have been 

consulted, a m
ap regression carried out and  a Site survey undertaken on the 

11th and 12th N
ovem

ber 2015, and the 21st and 22nd M
arch 2016. these 

W
eather conditions did not im

pede the assessm
ent. The m

ap regression 
analysis and other data w

as review
ed in April 2018.  

TREG
ARTHEN

’S HO
TEL, HU

GH TO
W

N
, ST M

ARY’S, ISLES O
F SCILLY 

1.0 
IN

TRO
DU

CTIO
N

 

Figure 1: Site location 

Plate 1: View
 of Tregarthen’s Hotel from

 Rat Island 
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Legislation regarding buildings and areas of special architectural and historic 
interest is contained w

ithin the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas) Act 1990.  The relevant legislation in this case extends from

 Section 66 
and Section 72 of the 1990 Act. Section 66 states that special regard m

ust be 
given by the planning authority in the exercise of planning functions to the 
desirability of preserving or enhancing listed buildings and their setti

ngs, 
w

hile Section 72 refers to the special regard to be given to the preservation 
and/or enhancem

ent of conservation areas. 

The m
eaning and effect of these duties have been considered by the courts in 

recent cases, including the Court of Appeal’s decision in relation to Barnw
ell 

M
anor W

ind Energy Ltd v East N
ortham

ptonshire District Council [2014] 
EW

CA Civ 137. The Court agreed w
ithin the High Court’s judgem

ent that 
Parliam

ent’s intention in enacting Section 66 (1) w
as that decision-m

akers 
should give ‘considerable im

portance and w
eight’ to the desirability of 

preserving (i.e. keeping from
 harm

) the setti
ng of listed buildings.  

N
ational Planning Policy Fram

ew
ork (N

PPF) (M
arch 2012)  

The N
ational Planning Policy Fram

ew
ork (N

PPF) sets out the Governm
ent’s 

planning policies for England and how
 these are expected to be applied. 

W
hen determ

ining Planning Applications the N
PPF directs LPAs to apply a 

presum
ption in favour of sustainable developm

ent; the ‘golden thread’ w
hich 

is expected to run through the plan-m
aking and decision-taking activities.  

Section 12, ‘Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environm
ent’ (Paras 126-

141) 
relates 

to 
developm

ents 
that 

have 
an 

effect 
upon 

the 
historic 

environm
ent. This is the guidance to w

hich local authorities need to refer 
w

hen setti
ng out a strategy in their Local Plans for the conservation and 

enjoym
ent of the historic environm

ent. This should be a positive strategy 
w

here heritage assets should be conserved in a m
anner appropriate to their 

significance.  

O
f particular relevance in this case are Paragraphs 132-135 w

hich are 
concerned w

ith the potential im
pacts of a proposed developm

ent on the 
significance of a heritage asset. Paragraph 132 states that  great w

eight 
should be given to an asset’s conservation and that the greater an asset’s 
significance, the greater this w

eight should be. Paragraph 134 em
phasises 

that w
here a proposed developm

ent w
ill lead to less than substantial harm

 to 
the significance of an asset, this should be w

eighed against the public benefits 
of the schem

e, bearing in m
ind the great w

eight highlighted in Paragraph 132.   

Planning Practice G
uidance (PPG

) (M
arch 2014)  

N
ational planning guidance has subsequently been adopted in order to guide 

the application of the N
PPF. It reiterates that conservation of heritage assets 

in a m
anner appropriate to their significance is a core planning principle.  

2.0 
LEG

ISLATIVE AN
D PLAN

N
IN

G PO
LICY FRAM

EW
O

RK 
2.1 

N
ATIO

N
AL PLAN

N
IN

G
 LEG

ISLATIO
N

 AN
D GU

IDAN
CE  

structured, 
staged 

approach 
to 

the 
assem

bly 
and 

analysis 
of 

relevant 
inform

ation: 
1) 

U
nderstand the significance of the affected assets; 

2) 
U

nderstand the im
pact of the proposal on that significance; 

3) 
Avoid, 

m
inim

ise 
and 

m
itigate 

im
pact 

in 
a 

w
ay 

that 
m

eets 
the 

 
objectives of the N

PPF; 
4) 

Look for opportunities to bett
er reveal or enhance significance; 

5) 
Justify any harm

ful im
pacts in term

s of the sustainable developm
ent 

 
objective 

of 
conserving 

significance 
balanced 

w
ith 

the 
need 

for 
 

change; and 
6) 

O
ffset negative im

pacts to significance by enhancing others through 
 

recording, dissem
inating and archiving archaeological and historical 

 
interest of the im

portant elem
ents of the heritage assets affected.  

Historic Environm
ent G

ood Prac
ce Advice in Planning: N

ote 3 (G
PA3): The 

Se
ng of Heritage Assets 

This covers the m
anagem

ent of change w
ithin the setti

ng of heritage assets. It 
has been updated to ensure com

pliance w
ith the N

PPF and is largely a 
continuation of the earlier docum

ents. It does not present a divergence in 
either the definition of setti

ng or the w
ay in w

hich it should be assessed.  

Setti
ng is the surroundings in w

hich a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent 
is not fixed and m

ay change as the asset and its surroundings evolve’. Setti
ng 

is not a heritage asset or a heritage designation and its im
portance lies in 

w
hat it contributes to the significance of the heritage asset itself.  W

hile 
setti

ng is largely a visual concept, but can also be affected by other 
environm

ental factors, including historic associations. 

This docum
ent states that the protection of the setti

ng of a heritage asset 
need not prevent change and that decisions relating to such issues need to be 
based on the nature, extent and level of the significance of a heritage asset. 
The contribution m

ade to an asset’s significance by their setti
ng w

ill vary 
depending on the nature of the asset and its setti

ng. Different heritage assets 
have the capacity to accom

m
odate change differently w

ithin their setti
ngs, 

possibly w
ithout harm

ing the significance of the asset (or even enhancing its 
significance) and, therefore, setti

ng should be assessed on a case-by-case 
basis. Historic England recom

m
end using a ‘5-step process’ to assess any 

effects of a proposed developm
ent on the setti

ng and significance of a 
heritage asset: 
1)  Identifying the heritage assets affected and their setti

ngs; 
2) Assessing w

hether, how
 and to w

hat degree these setti
ngs m

ake a        
 

contribution to the significance of the heritage asset(s); 
3) Effect of the proposed developm

ent on the significance of the asset(s); 
4) M

axim
ising enhancem

ent and m
inim

ising harm
; and 

5) M
aking and docum

enting the decision and m
onitoring outcom

es. 

Key elem
ents of the guidance relate to assessing harm

. It states that substantial harm
 

is a high bar that m
ay not arise in m

any cases and that w
hile the level of harm

 w
ill be 

at the discretion of the decision m
aker, generally the degree of substantial harm

 w
ill 

only be at a level w
here a developm

ent seriously affects a key elem
ent of an asset’s 

special interest. It is the degree of harm
, rather than the scale of developm

ent that is 
to be assessed.  

Conservation Principles, Policies and G
uidance (English Heritage, 2008)  

Conservation Principles outlines Historic England’s approach to the sustainable 
m

anagem
ent of the historic environm

ent. W
hile prim

arily intended to ensure 
consistency 

in 
Historic 

England’s 
ow

n 
advice 

and 
guidance, 

the 
docum

ent 
is 

recom
m

ended to LPAs to ensure that all decisions about change affecting the historic 
environm

ent are inform
ed and sustainable. 

The guidance describes a range of heritage values w
hich enables the significance of 

assets to be established system
atically, w

ith the four m
ain 'heritage values' being:  

 
Evidential value: w

hich derives from
 the potential of a place to yield evidence 

about past hum
an activity; 

 
Historical value: w

hich derives from
 the w

ays in w
hich past people, events and 

aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present; 
 

Aesthetic value: w
hich derives from

 the w
ays in w

hich people draw
 sensory and 

intellectual stim
ulation from

 a place; and 
 

Com
m

unal value: w
hich derives from

 the m
eanings of a place for the people w

ho 
relate to it, or for w

hom
 it figures in their collective experience or m

em
ory.  

O
verview

: Historic Environm
ent G

ood Practice Advice in Planning 
The PPS5 Practice Guide w

as w
ithdraw

n in M
arch 2015 and replaced w

ith three Good 
Practice Advice in Planning N

otes (GPAs) published by English Heritage (now
 Historic 

England). G
PA1: The H

istoric Environm
ent in Local Plans provides guidance to local 

planning authorities to help them
 m

ake w
ell inform

ed and effective local plans. 
G

PA2: M
anaging Significance in Decision-M

aking includes technical advice on the 
repair and restoration of historic buildings and alterations to heritage assets to guide 
local planning authorities, ow

ners, practitioners and other interested parties. G
PA 3: 

The Se
ng of Heritage Assets replaces guidance published in 2011 and w

as updated 
Decem

ber 2017.  

Historic Environm
ent G

ood Prac
ce Advice in Planning: N

ote 2 (G
PA2): M

anaging 
Significance in Decision-Taking in the Historic Environm

ent 
This docum

ent provides advice on num
erous w

ays in w
hich decision m

aking in the 
historic environm

ent could be undertaken, em
phasising that the first step for all 

applicants is to understand the significance of any affected heritage asset and the 
contribution of its setti

ng to that significance. In line w
ith the N

PPF and PPG, the 
docum

ent states that early engagem
ent and expert advice in considering and 

assessing the significance of heritage assets is encouraged. The advice suggests a 
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b) 
Ensuring or facilitating the re-use of previously developed land and existing 
buildings for the econom

ic, social and environm
ental benefit of the islands and 

local com
m

unities taking into account any environm
ental designations set out 

in Policy 1; and  

c) 
U

tilising natural resources effi
ciently in the design, construction and future use 

of land and buildings including, w
here appropriate, energy conservation and 

the 
use 

of 
renew

able 
sources 

of 
energy 

generation, 
m

inim
ising 

the 
consum

ption and discharge of w
ater and w

aste and by securing the recovery 
and reuse of suitable building m

aterials’.  

Supplem
entary Planning Docum

ents 

The Isles of Scilly Design Guide w
as approved in 2006 to com

plem
ent the Local Plan 

and the AO
N

B M
anagem

ent Plan.  

The local authority has also published ‘A heritage and Cultural Strategy for the Isles of 
Scilly’ (January 2004) w

hich helps to guide policy and decision m
aking. 

The ‘Cornw
all and Scilly U

rban Survey: Historic Characterisation for Regeneration 
Hugh Tow

n 2003’ (Kirkham
, 2003) has also been published, w

hich provides an in-
depth assessm

ent of the historic character of Hugh Tow
n, in order to help guide 

developm
ent decisions in relation to the historic environm

ent. 

   

The  Isles of Scilly Council is the Local Planning Authority for the Isles and is a 
unitary authority. It adopted its current Local Plan in 2005. The Council are in 
the early stages of preparing a new

 Local Plan for the area, but have yet to 
produce draft policy w

hich requires any w
eight of consideration in the 

planning balance. Relevant saved policies relating to this application are as 
listed below

: 

Isles of Scilly Local Plan Policy 1 (Environm
ental Protection) 

‘To ensure that all relevant future developm
ent proposals respect and protect 

the recognised quality of the islands’ natural, archaeological, historic and built 
environm

ent, they w
ill be perm

itt
ed only w

here, as applicable, they: 

a) 
Conserve or enhance the natural beauty, w

ildlife and cultural heritage 
of the Area of O

utstanding N
atural Beauty and protect the unspoilt 

character and good appearance of the Heritage Coast; 

b) 
Preserve 

nationally 
im

portant 
archaeological 

rem
ains 

and 
their 

setti
ngs; 

c) 
Preserve or enhance the character of the Conservation Area and 
preserve the architectural or historic interest of all listed buildings, 
including their features and setti

ngs; 

d) 
Safeguard the integrity and nature conservation objectives of Special 
Protection 

Areas 
(SPAs), 

Ram
sar 

Sites 
and 

Special 
Areas 

of 
Conservation (SACs); 

e) 
Protect a statutorily-protected plant or anim

al species and the w
ildlife, 

geological and geom
orphological interest and features of designated 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest; and locally im
portant biodiversity 

habitats, species and landscape features; and 

f) 
Secure the future character, appearance and setti

ng of any Parks and 
Gardens of Special Historic Interest included in the English Heritage 
Register’. 

Isles of Scilly Local Plan Policy 2 (Sustainable Developm
ent)  

‘Developm
ent w

ill be perm
itt

ed in situations w
here a proposal w

ould, w
here 

practicable and appropriate, contribute to the sustainability of the islands 
environm

ent, econom
y or local com

m
unities through:  

a) 
Conserving or enhancing the landscape, coastlines, seascape and 
existing buildings of the island through appropriate design including 
siting, layout, density, scale, external appearance (i.e. details and 
m

aterials) and landscaping;  
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St M
ary’s has had a history m

ainly defined by w
arfare. Historically the m

ain 
tow

n on St M
ary’s w

as located at O
ld Tow

n to the southeast. This served as 
the m

ain sett
lem

ent w
ithin the group of islands. Follow

ing the failed Spanish 
Arm

ada in 1558, action w
as taken to protect the islands. Sir Francis Godolphin 

w
as given the lease of the islands, along w

ith a grant for the construction of 
defences w

hich he further subsidised out of his ow
n pocket. Star Castle 

form
ed the nucleus of the schem

e, being constructed in 1593. A length of 
curtain w

all w
as built across the neck of the headland w

ith bastions and a 
fortified entrance. [Gill, 1975] 

The construction of this fortification encouraged residents to m
ove closer to 

the castle for protection in the event of invasion. A survey of 1652 recorded 
few

er than tw
enty houses in Hugh Tow

n, w
ith a few

 m
ore w

ithin the 
Garrison. [Kirkham

, 2003] The sam
e survey recorded in excess of forty houses 

in O
ld Tow

n. Follow
ing this tim

e the population shifted and people m
oved to 

Hugh Tow
n, offering an explanation as to w

hy no properties w
ithin Hugh 

Tow
n date to before the seventeenth century.  

During the Civil W
ar (1642-1651) the Royalists initially held the Isles of Scilly. 

Prince Charles, later Charles II, stayed on the island for a short period before 
fleeing to Jersey. The Royalists surrendered to Parliam

ent in Septem
ber of 

1647. Follow
ing a revolt tw

o years later the Garrison again becam
e a Royalist 

stronghold. Follow
ing the capture of Tresco, the Parliam

entarians w
ere able 

to turn their guns on Hugh Tow
n in 1651, forcing the Royalists to surrender.  

[Gill, 1975] 

3.0 
ARCHITECTU

RAL AN
D HISTO
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A survey carried out in 1715 by Colonel Lilly [Fig.3] found that the fortifications w
ere 

in need of m
ajor repairs, and the recom

m
ended plans w

ere docum
ented. [O

ver, 
1974] The Curtain W

all of the Garrison w
as extended in the seventeenth and 

eighteenth centuries due to the threat of att
acks from

 France and Spain, and this 
fortification gradually surrounded the m

ajority of the headland. M
any of the surviving 

buildings in Hugh Tow
n date to this period. [Bow

den &
 Broadie, 2011] 

The econom
ic dependence of Hugh Tow

n on the Garrison began to be augm
ented in 

the m
id-eighteenth century by provision of sim

ilar services to the other islands, and 
the beginnings of w

hat w
ould evolve into the m

odern-day tourist industry. [Kirkham
, 

2003] Com
parison of the eighteenth-century illustrations of Hugh Tow

n [Figs 12 &
 13] 

show
 that this period saw

 the developm
ent of the area know

n as the Bank (above 
w

hich the Site is located), as w
ell as the beginnings of the enclosure of the parade at 

the eastern end of Hugh Street. Sim
ilarly historic m

apping [Figs 3 &
 4] show

 
eighteenth-century buildings on the slopes below

 the Garrison W
all at the position of 

the original Tregarthen’s House. 

In the nineteenth century the developm
ent of Hugh Tow

n’s shipbuilding industry, 
w

hich had begun on a sm
all scale in the preceding century, becam

e a m
ajor source of 

incom
e to the island, w

ith four ship yards in operation by the late 1830s. At this tim
e  

the lease of the island w
as taken over from

 the Godolphin fam
ily by Augustus Sm

ith, 
a Hertfordshire landow

ner, w
ho held ideas of im

proving the social and econom
ic 

status of the island. The visible result of his intervention is the late G
eorgian character 

of the architecture around the Parade and Church Street, the piecem
eal construction 

of w
hich is belied it being a planned streetscape. [Kirkham

, 2003]  

Figure 2: Illustration of the 1822 engraving  of Star Castle, based on a c. 1669 illustration  (taken from
 Adam

s, Star Castle and the G
arrison) 

The diversification of the industry and com
m

erce of Hugh Tow
n in the latt

er 
part of the nineteenth century saw

 its m
ost significant advancem

ent in the 
rise of the flow

er and bulb trade, the success of w
hich necessitated the 

further extension of the Pier. The developm
ent of the region’s tourist activity 

led to additional changes in the tow
n’s character through the building of a 

num
ber of purpose-built hotels. [Kirkham

,2003]  

From
 the tw

entieth century the legacy to Hugh Tow
n has been in form

 of the 
building program

m
e instituted in 1920s by the Duchy of Cornw

all after 
resum

ing the lease.  This saw
 changes to Hugh Street in the form

 of terraced 
housing, w

hich replaced eighteenth and nineteenth-century cott
ages, and 

the replacem
ent of the eighteenth-century m

arket and council house by 
prem

ises for The Scilly Steam
ship Co. [Gill, 1975] 

The second half of the tw
entieth century saw

 the sale by the Duchy of m
any 

of their freeholds, w
hich resulted in a surge of extensions and conversions of 

existing properties to form
 guest houses to capitalise on the boom

ing tourist 
trade. The rapid expansion of Tregarthen’s Hotel w

ith m
ultiple extensions 

stem
s from

 this era. Further expansion of the sett
lem

ent up against the 
Garrison W

alls, to the east on greenfield sites, and the creation of a new
 

school and health centre date from
 the latt

er part of the tw
entieth century. 

[Kirkham
, 2003] 

Figure 3: Detail from
 the Plan of the Hugh 1715  by Christian Lilly 
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Figure 5: 1890  O
rdnance Survey M

apping at 1:2500 

Figure 4: Detail from
 Hom

eck’s Plan of Hugh Fort 1744 
Figure 6: 1908 O

rdnance Survey M
apping at 1:2500 

Figure 7: 1963 O
rdnance Survey M

apping at 1:10  000 
 

Figure 8: 1980 –81 O
rdnance Survey M

apping at 1: 2500 

Figure 9: 1995 O
rdnance Survey M

apping at 1:2500  
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The earliest available historic m
apping for the Site com

es in the form
 of 

illustrative m
aps of the Isle of St M

ary’s dating from
 the m

id-eighteenth 
century. [Figs 5 and  6] O

w
ing to their scale and consequent lack of detail not 

m
uch m

ore than the presence of Hugh Tow
n as an established sett

lem
ent 

and its location in proxim
ity to Star Castle can be ascertained.  

By the 1890 O
S m

apping [Fig.5], the plan form
 of the sett

lem
ent is 

established, defined alm
ost exclusively by the restrictions im

posed by the 
geography of the isle. The principal street is Hugh Street w

ith a secondary 
Back Lane to the south and interconnecting routes to allow

 access betw
een 

the tw
o. Concentrated developm

ent is located on Hugh Street, w
ith a second 

area on the slope up to The Hugh. To the south and w
est of the m

ain routes 
developm

ent is m
uch m

ore loose grained. 

M
apping from

 the early tw
entieth century [Fig.6] show

s the extension of 
Tregarthen’s Hotel to the southw

est. Aside from
 this, and the addition of 

som
e sm

all ancillary buildings w
ithin the garden plots to the south of the 

sett
lem

ent, the plan form
 rem

ains essentially unchanged.   

From
 the 1963 m

apping [Fig.7], post-w
ar developm

ent of Hugh Tow
n can be 

seen 
to 

the 
south-w

estern 
and 

south-eastern 
sett

lem
ent 

fringes, 
w

ith 
considerable plot divisions m

arked indicating the intended spread of future 
developm

ent. This developm
ent patt

ern is substantiated by the 1980-1 
m

apping, the 1:2500 
scale version of w

hich [Fig.8] 
also indicates the 

increased footprint of the hotel itself, w
hich has expanded further to the 

northw
est. 

By 1995 developm
ent has occurred adjacent to the south of Star Castle 

[Fig.9], w
hich in its current use as a hotel has required tw

o further ranges of 
accom

m
odation in addition to that provided by the historic fabric. W

ithin the 
sett

lem
ent of Hugh Tow

n, only a sm
all degree of infill developm

ent is 
illustrated along Garrison Lane.  

O
S m

apping from
 2006 and 2015 illustrates the spread of urban developm

ent 
of Hugh Tow

n to the east [Figs 10 &
 11], including the building of new

 schools 
at Gw

aval Farm
.  

     3.0 
ARCHITECTU

RAL AN
D HISTO

RIC APPRAISAL 
3.2 

HISTO
RIC M

AP APPRAISAL 

Figure 10: 2006 O
rdnance Survey M

apping at 1: 10 000 

Figure 11: 2015 O
rdnance Survey M

apping at 1:10 000 
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Tregarthen’s Hotel 

Tregarthen’s Hotel occupies an irregularly shaped site of approxim
ately 0.3 

hectares in a prom
inent position overlooking the Pier [Plates 1, 9 &

 10]. Due 
to this coastal hillside location the Site is steeply sloping and terraced over a 
num

ber of levels. Tow
ards the northern border of the Site, against the sea 

w
all and W

ell Batt
ery of the Garrison W

alls, is a form
erly treed garden area. 

Sited to the southeast is ‘Gibson and Hendra’ one of tw
o separate historic 

cott
ages on the Site, the other being the paired, sem

i-detached, Grade II 
Listed cott

ages of ‘Port Light’ and ’Starboard Light’. These tw
in cott

ages are 
located to the south-eastern extrem

ity of the Site, abutti
ng and facing onto 

the junction of Hugh Street, Jerusalem
 Terrace and Garrison Hill, the Bank.  

Rising above these buildings up the slope is the core of Tregarthen’s Hotel 
itself. The m

ain access is at a level off Garrison Hill, but further subsidiary 
access is provided by a series of staircases and ram

ped pathw
ays from

 the 
Bank opposite the access to the Pier. The building is irregularly shaped w

ith 
num

erous extensions and conjoined elem
ents often set at different angles. 

This w
holly evidences the organic and piecem

eal m
anner in w

hich the Hotel 
has been continually developed and extended after its early days as a private 
residence. The original residence sits centrally to the Site, surrounded by 
num

erous later extensions. A further early hotel block is located in an 
elevated position close to the Garrison Gatew

ay and is aligned approxim
ately 

45
o to the core of the Hotel.  

To the southeast and east, the m
ain block of the Hotel is skirted by a single-

storey, glazed extension dating from
 the early 1920s [Plates 1, 9 &

 10; Figs 14 
&

 15]. A m
id-to-late tw

entieth-century single-storey, flat-roofed extension 
extends south-eastw

ards from
 the front of the original building, filling m

uch 
of the garden space betw

een the original front door and the Hotel’s gate on 
Garrison Hill. A late tw

entieth-century double-storey range, the ’staff block’, 
extends close to the Garrison W

all in the northw
est portion of the Site. A 

m
ore in-depth consideration of the phasing of the built fabric of the Hotel 

follow
s later in this section. 

The w
estern Site boundary is strongly defined by the m

ass-m
asonry Garrison 

W
alls form

ed in large blocks of w
ell-faced, w

ell-coursed and relatively finely 
jointed granite w

ith turf capping. This is part of the extensive sixteenth and 
seventeenth-century fortifications on the headland, The Hugh, to the w

est of 
Hugh 

Tow
n. 

The 
stretch 

adjacent 
to 

the 
Hotel 

includes 
W

ell 
Batt

ery, 
projecting beyond the line of the W

all at the northw
est corner of the Site, and 

Jefferson Batt
ery im

m
ediately north of the Garrison Gatew

ay. The latt
er is 

flush w
ith the Garrison W

all and partially obscured from
 view

 by the Hotel. 

 3.3 
SITE ASSESSM

EN
T  

 

at this tim
e the building w

as not rendered, being form
ed and faced in granite 

w
ith an open loggia-style area or veranda to the basem

ent-level floor facing 
the Pier. 

The 
O

S 
m

apping 
of 

1908 
[Fig.6] 

illustrates 
that 

the 
early 

east-facing 
extension, w

ith its distinctive chim
ney stack over the central arched w

indow
 

and the linked extension to the rear w
ere contem

poraneous.  

In m
any of the historic photographs the distinctive roof scape, form

ed by the 
four large chim

ney stacks (now
 rem

oved) on the elevated and hipped rear 
block, serves as a landm

ark feature. 

Historic photographs including the Hotel show
 com

m
unications m

asts in the 
background [Figs 15 &

 17]. These relate to the m
ilitary usage of the 

fortifications of the Garrison. The Garrison w
as decom

m
issioned in 1944, by 

w
hich tim

e the alterations undertaken at the Hotel had becom
e a litt

le care-
w

orn. 
This 

w
ould 

seem
 

to 
suggest 

that 
subsequent 

renovations 
and 

extensions included: the alteration of the m
ain block to fully extend the atti

c 
by dispensing w

ith the pitched roof and raising a parapet; extra fenestration 
to the ground floor; to form

 an enclosed veranda on the east-facing terrace 
after 1920 and then to glaze the veranda by c.1930 [Fig.17].  

By the 1960s there w
as clearly insuffi

cient vehicular provision available for 
the guests of the hotel, w

hich necessitated the creation of adjacent car 
parking and an area of landscaped garden [Fig.18]. In the building of the 
carpark and landscaping by the Pier, it appears that a further historic building 
originally found on the Site and evidenced in historic photography and 
m

apping [Figs 5 &
 15] w

as a casualty and is now
 lost. 

Tregarthen’s Hotel G
ardens 

In the northw
est portion of the Site, a relatively large open space survives. It 

is fram
ed by the seaw

all, a sm
all portion of the Garrison W

all, and Gibson and 
Hendra. Historic m

apping indicates that this area has been m
arginally 

reduced in size by the expansion of the Hotel, the addition of the drive and 
the construction of the tw

o garages/sheds against the G
arrison W

all in the 
later tw

entieth century. Historic m
apping [Figs 5-9] does not indicate the 

presence of a form
ally laid out garden design in this area and historic 

photographs suggest  rather ad hoc planting that cam
e and w

ent through 
tim

e. Figure 14 show
s m

ature trees against the  Garrison W
all, w

hile figures 
15 and 17 suggest a rather unkem

pt and overgrow
n character in the m

id 
tw

entieth century. Photography from
 the later tw

entieth century show
s 

extensive and m
ature vegetation entirely screening the Garrison W

all [Fig.18].  

The Garrison W
alls are designated as a scheduled m

onum
ent and this section is also 

listed at Grade I, w
hich includes the adjacent Garrison Gatew

ay. The Hotel extensions 
to the w

est sit tight against the historic w
alling, but do not touch.  

In the w
ider context of the Site, its elevated location to the northw

est of Hugh Tow
n 

generates visual relationships w
ith historic assets in proxim

ity to the Site. O
w

ing to 
the flatt

er topography of the area know
n as the Bank and the intervening built form

, 
view

s further into the historic core of Hugh Tow
n are less available. For this reason 

historic assets located on Hugh Street and further along Garrison Lane w
ill be 

considered as a group w
ithin the appraisal of the Hugh Tow

n elem
ent of the Isles of 

Scilly Conservation Area. 

Hugh Tow
n sits on a narrow

 neck of low
-lying land att

aching the roughly oval-shaped 
headland of the Hugh containing Star Castle and its associated fortifications, nam

ely 
the Garrison, to the rest of St M

ary’s. The Site occupies, in part, a prom
inent elevated 

position backing onto the Garrison W
alls overlooking the Pier and Rat Island. 

Consequently, 
the 

Hotel, 
w

hilst 
not 

particularly 
architecturally 

or 
aesthetically 

distinguished, is an uncom
m

only large building that occupies a visually notable 
position above the low

er roof scape of Hugh Tow
n, but below

 the skyline of the Hugh 
(unless at close quarters), not least due to its relatively uncom

m
on w

hite-painted 
render providing a contrast w

ith the raw
 granite brow

n/grey of m
ost buildings and 

structures in this part of Hugh Tow
n.  

Historic Developm
ent of Tregarthen’s Hotel 

Historic illustrations and m
apping from

 the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries [Figs 
2-4], w

hilst not entirely accurate in som
e respects of topography and buildings’ 

positions, clearly show
 that the Site now

 occupied by the Hotel included som
e open 

land on the upper slopes through these periods, w
ith buildings on the low

er slopes 
and the flatt

er land next to the Pier.  

O
riginally a private residential dw

elling built in the Regency style by about 1800 
[Kirkham

, 2003] the entrance façade of the building originally faced southeast, 
looking tow

ards Hugh Tow
n and addressing Garrison Hill behind a w

ell-stocked sub-
tropical garden [Fig.16].  The house w

as converted to a hotel by its ow
ner Captain 

Frank Tregarthen in 1849. Tregarthen w
as M

aster of the Scilly M
ail Packet betw

een 
1842 and 1858. It is possible that the fam

ily hom
e’s origins could date to the late 

eighteenth century.  

Historic photographs from
 the nineteenth century onw

ards [Figs 13-18] dem
onstrate 

that the original core of the property had a pitched roof, and that the bay w
indow

s to 
the entrance front w

ere later additions, w
ith that to the southeast being the first built 

follow
ed by the one to the southw

est. The gable end of the building’s pitched roof is 
prom

inent in historic photographs taken c.1920 [Figs 13 &
 15]. It is also apparent that 
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   3.1 
SITE ASSESSM

EN
T 

Figure 12:   Illustration of Hugh Tow
n and the Garrison from

 Buzza Hill, 1752 (Borlase 1756) 
Figure 14:  Photograph of Tregarthen’s Hotel  view

ed from
 the Pier after 1920  

Figure 15: Photograph of Tregarthen’s Hotel  from
 Rat Island before 1920 - now

 dem
olished cott

age 
Figure 13: Illustration of Hugh Tow

n and the Garrison in the early 1790s (Troutbeck 1796) 

Figure 16: Photograph of Tregarthen’s Hotel entrance from
 the m

id nineteenth century 
 

Figure 17: Photograph of Tregarthen’s Hotel from
 Rat Island post 1944  
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The Star Castle, St M
ary’s (Star Castle Hotel) and Bastions and W

alls of Star 
Castle 

Descrip
on 

This Scheduled M
onum

ent (N
HL 1015671) and Grade I listed building (N

HL 
1291756) and fortification (N

HL 1141188), is located c.115 m
etres w

est of the 
Site at the northern high point of the Hugh headland. It provides a nationally 
im

portant illustration of the evolution in m
ilitary fortification design w

hich 
took place during the sixteenth century. [Plate 2] 

After the Spanish Arm
ada of 1588, the construction of Star Castle evinced the 

evolution of the angled bastion and ram
part fortification as the m

ost effective 
form

 of defence. The intact nature of the fabric of the Castle and its 
surrounding bastions and related defensive w

all structures  m
ake it one of 

less than ten such surviving fortifications nationally. Its att
endant im

portance 
in the study of Elizabethan fortifications is further enhanced by its varied and 
evolving role as an integral part of the w

ider system
 of defences on the 

Garrison headland from
 the early seventeenth century until the tw

entieth 
century. [Bow

den &
 Brodie, 2011] 

The Grade I listed house w
ithin Star Castle dates from

 1593, w
ith late 

seventeenth-century alterations and w
as built by architect/engineer Robert 

Adam
s. The asset is constructed of rendered granite rubble w

ith granite and 

 3.4 
ASSESSM

EN
T O

F HERITAG
E ASSETS: LISTED BU

ILDIN
G

S, SCHEDU
LED M

O
N

U
M

EN
TS AN

D CO
N

SERVATIO
N

 AREA 

 

experienced principally as a roofscape view
ed as a part of the m

ass of urban 
developm

ent of Hugh Tow
n [Plate 10].  

The Site is situated w
ithin a potential glacis or prepared field of fire of the 

Garrison. The glacis, consisting of earthen slopes possibly faced w
ith stones 

w
ere placed in front of curtain w

alls and bastions (tow
ers) and enabled a 

degree of defence against cannon fire, by absorbing and deflecting the 
im

pact. They also provided a clear field of fire. O
n balance, it is considered 

that due to the w
hite rendered w

alls, the elem
ents of flat roofing and its 

close proxim
ity to the Garrison W

alls, the Hotel currently has a m
inor 

negative im
pact on the setti

ng of Star Castle. [Bow
den &

 Brodie, 2011]   

It should be noted, how
ever, that the prim

ary m
ilitary use of The Hugh 

through its period of m
ilitary usage, w

as as a site for artillery aim
ed at 

shipping and other m
ilitary craft. As such, the glacis in the context of an 

elevated position (eg W
ell Batt

ery and Jefferson Batt
ery) does not necessarily 

require cleared ground. The artillery fires over rather than through the Site. It 
rem

ains questionable that the Site w
as ever designed to be fired through 

during the Garrison’s m
ilitary life. U

p until the end of the nineteenth century, 
artillery w

ould not have been capable of suffi
cient depression of the barrel to 

fire through the Site. As noted above and in the historic m
apping, the 

presence of the Garrison actually att
racted housing and the form

ation of 
Hugh Tow

n. The historic m
apping [Figs 4-7] show

s the encroachm
ent of 

brick dressings and an M
-shaped, hipped slate roof. The w

indow
s are of the sash 

variety and the door has its original m
oulded granite architrave w

ith drip-m
oulded 

head. Tw
o heated ground floor cham

bers w
ith back-to-back stacks and stairs, as 

recorded in the plan of 1757, are all extant. The bastions of the Castle date from
 1593 

w
ith later eighteenth-century additions. The eight-sided star-shaped plan is draw

n 
from

 a com
m

on Renaissance type, and form
s an im

portant part of the fortifications 
centred around Star Castle, to w

hich it provides an im
portant elem

ent of its 
im

m
ediate setti

ng. 

Se
ng 

The im
m

ediate setti
ng of the assets is the enclosed fortified land of the Hugh on 

w
hich they are sited, together w

ith the associated structures and fortifications that 
com

prise the historic functional group of the Garrison. O
w

ing to its historic function 
and visual prom

inence, m
any of the Garrison’s assets have a strong relationship w

ith 
their w

ider setti
ng, w

ith long view
s available in m

any directions over Hugh Tow
n and 

across to adjacent islands. The presence of contem
poraneous fortifications on Tresco 

create an historic functional link w
hich is also an im

portant elem
ent of the assets’ 

w
ider setti

ng.  

The Site is to the im
m

ediate northeast of the Garrison, located adjacent to the 
Garrison W

alls, and is visually experienced in the foreground w
ith Star Castle and 

other elem
ents of the Garrison in key view

s from
 Rat Island. Return view

s from
 Star 

Castle itself, despite its elevated position, allow
 view

s of sections of the Hotel 

Plate 2: Star Castle, aerial view
 (courtesy of  cornw

all-living.co.uk) 
Figure 18: View

 of Tregarthen’s from
 Rat Island 1965, Francis Frith  

Plate 3: View
 of Site from

 Star Castle (im
age from

 google earth) 
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buildings through the eighteenth to the tw
entieth centuries w

hile the 
Garrison rem

ained an active m
ilitary site. The need for a cleared field of fire 

at ground level w
as clearly not param

ount to the effective operation of the 
base. All of the batt

eries on the Garrison retain inter-visibility w
ith The Road, 

St M
ary’s Sound and open sea despite the presence of the built form

 of Hugh 
Tow

n.  

Significance 
Star Castle and its Bastion W

alls are of extrem
ely high significance. This 

significance derives from
 a num

ber of values, key am
ong them

 being the 
evidential value of the Site in assisting the understanding of Tudor m

ilitary 
defences, and the historical and architectural value of the built fabric of the 
asset, w

hich is both of high architectural and aesthetic quality in construction 
and detail, and of exceptional im

portance in the rare survival of its typology.  

The asset gains further historical illustrative value through its dem
onstration 

of the evolution of m
ilitary architecture and defensive developm

ents through 
to 

the 
early 

tw
entieth 

century, 
and 

through 
its 

group 
status 

w
ith 

contem
porary m

ilitary structures across the islands, but m
ost particularly in 

this regard as part of the Garrison and, therefore, all the m
ilitary structures 

on the Hugh. The Garrison represents the Castle’s im
m

ediate setti
ng. 

The significance of Star Castle is also increased by its extended setti
ng. View

s 
are available of parts of Hugh Tow

n, St M
ary’s and the off islands. W

ithin 
these view

s a portion of the Hotel’s built form
 com

prises only a tiny part of 
vistas from

 the Castle, such that the Site currently presents a m
inor negative 

contribution to the setti
ng of the asset (due to the Hotel’s w

hite rendered 
w

alls and elem
ents of flat roofing, both uncharacteristic of Hugh Tow

n’s 
tow

nscape). 
W

hilst 
these 

view
s 

are 
an 

im
portant 

visual 
am

enity 
and 

functional elem
ent, in term

s of a m
ilitary field of fire it is not considered that 

it w
as ever the intention for artillery to fire into or through the Site. 

Furtherm
ore, such view

s are only one contributory elem
ent to the assets’ 

significance and, in consideration of the overall significance of the asset, the 
Site is currently considered to have a negligible negative im

pact on the 
significance of the asset.   

G
arrison W

alls  

Descrip
on 

Listed as a Grade I building (N
HL 1291751) in 1992 and located, at its nearest 

point, abutti
ng the Site boundary [Plate 1], the Garrison W

alls  w
ere begun by 

Francis Godolphin soon after 1601, w
ith the earlier section running from

 W
ell 

Batt
ery in the north to Benham

 Batt
ery in the south, separated the Hugh from

 
the rest of St M

ary’s. The section w
as form

ed in large dressed granite blocks, 

 3.4 
ASSESSM

EN
T O

F HERITAG
E ASSETS: 

 

Significance 
The Garrison W

alls is an asset of very high significance, w
ith this deriving 

principally 
from

 
the 

historic 
and 

architectural 
special 

interest 
of 

their 
construction and historic function. As w

ith other m
ilitary structures and 

building on the Hugh, there is a strong group value. The setti
ng of the asset 

contributes to its significance through the provision of context for the siting 
of the Garrison group,  w

ith the w
ider setti

ng providing som
e view

s of the 
asset w

hich help to explain its relationship to other assets w
ithin the group 

and, therefore, contributing som
e understanding of their collective historic 

functions.  

The im
m

ediate setti
ng of the original stretch of Garrison W

alls has been 
degraded to som

e extent w
ith its form

er openness and consequent visual 
prom

inence significantly reduced by predom
inantly nineteenth and tw

entieth
-century developm

ent up to the W
alls in Hugh Tow

n, but also w
ith a num

ber 
of inappropriate later tw

entieth-century housing developm
ents w

ithin the 
Hugh itself. The m

ost prom
inent and w

holly inappropriate exam
ples of the 

latt
er include W

hite Horses and Sanderlings to the south of the Pow
der 

M
agazine, and Gunners’ W

ell im
m

ediately adjacent to the W
alls w

est of the 
Site. 

The W
alls loss of visual dom

inance has been noted elsew
here; Paul Ashbee 

[cited by Kirkham
] condem

ned the im
pact of such developm

ent noting that 
‘In 1949 (…

) the Garrison Curtain W
all stood stark and clear above Hugh Tow

n 
(…

). The tasteless synthetic stone-faced holiday-hom
e developm

ent that now
 

m
asks it is sham

eful’. 

The Site, through its close proxim
ity to the asset and its siting w

ithin the likely 
position of the form

er glacis, is considered to m
ake a negative contribution to 

this section of the asset through sim
ilar m

asking of the W
alls as passionately 

related above. Long view
s of the Site from

 Buzza Tow
er, Telegraph Road and 

from
 Porthloo do not allow

 a clear understanding of the Garrison W
all. Closer 

view
s from

 w
ithin Hugh Tow

n are alm
ost absolutely lim

ited by interveaning 
built form

, but a sm
all num

ber of view
s through the Site do offer som

e 
experience of the Garrison W

alls.  

The dom
inant view

 through the Site to the W
alls is afforded from

 Rat Island 
at the end of the Pier w

ith som
e further view

s afforded from
 the Pier itself 

[Plates 1,  9 &
 10]. The m

ain bulk of the Hotel tow
ards Garrison Hill w

holly 
blocks view

s of the Garrison W
all, w

ith  the later flat roof ‘staff block’ and the 
tw

o blockw
ork ancillary buildings (sheds/garages) providing som

e screening 
of the W

alls. The form
er blocks a generic, non-diagnostic  section of the W

all, 
w

ith the Jefferson Batt
ery to the north of the Garrison Gatew

ay extended 
above this, w

hile the latt
er m

ask portions of the W
ell Batt

ery at the north-

w
ith an external dry ditch and potentially an external glacis (a prepared field of fire), 

w
hich w

as possibly also faced in granite.  

The later batt
eries and w

alls encircling the peninsula dated from
 1716-46 w

ere by 
Abraham

 Tovey, M
aster Gunner. The Garrison W

alls are constructed of dressed 
granite facings w

ith turf and granite coping. The batt
eries are m

ostly angular in plan 
and are located in large bastions, principally at M

orning Point, W
oolpack Point and 

south of Steval Point. To the east of the Gatew
ay is a stone sentry-box w

ith a 
segm

ental arched doorw
ay and ball finial to its pyram

idal roof. The Gatew
ay itself has 

a m
oulded arch doorw

ay w
ith sunk spandrels and an eighteenth-century bellcote 

surm
ounting it.  

Se
ng 

As the outer w
alls of the Garrison encircle the peninsula of The Hugh, their setti

ng 
varies greatly depending on their orientation. Clearly the w

alls all have a dom
inant 

shared focus w
ithin their setti

ng of the Star Castle and the Garrison, to w
hich they 

have a strong visual and historical functional connection, w
ith each ow

ing its 
existence to the presence of the other. The area of the w

all adjacent to the Gatew
ay 

exhibits a particularly concentrated grouping of structures in its vicinity w
ithin the 

Garrison enclosure, the siting of w
hich relates to their respective functions w

ithin the 
Garrison.  In the vicinity of the gatew

ay, the Site, by virtue of its extrem
e proxim

ity 
form

s part of the im
m

ediate setti
ng of the asset, and is partially visible in key view

s 
tow

ard the asset [Plates 1, 9 &
 10].  

The Site sits w
ithin the Garrison’s im

m
ediate setti

ng and this is contributory to the 
understanding the function of the historic defences as a w

hole and has specific 
bearing on this section of the w

alling. It is noted, how
ever in the 2016 Archaeological 

Desk-based Assessm
ent for Phase I of recent planning proposals for the Site, that no 

elem
ents of a structural nature, w

hether form
ed in stone of other m

aterials, w
ere 

identified during intrusive archaeological investigations in the Hotel’s northern 
garden in N

ovem
ber 2015.  

Additionally, w
hilst all parts of the w

all are functionally im
portant to the historic 

group, the focus of att
ention on the Gatew

ay endow
s it elevated status w

ithin the 
hierarchy of the structure, and this is reflected through the level of detailing w

hich 
has a decorative functional purpose rather than a m

ilitary functional or structural 
benefit. W

ithin the im
m

ediate setti
ng of this elem

ent of the asset, the Site currently 
m

akes an adverse contribution by filling a portion of the form
er potential glacis and 

blocking m
any view

s to and from
 the Gatew

ay and a portion of the Garrison W
alls.  

By virtue of distance, orientation and consequent lack of inter-visibility, the Hotel has 
no im

pact on other parts of the Garrison W
all. O

ther later tw
entieth-century 

buildings to the south also block view
s of further portions of the original stretch of 

the Garrison W
alls. 
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w
estern end of the garden. It is the tw

o batt
eries in this section of the 

Garrison W
alls that allow

 the W
alls to understood as a m

ilitary installation, 
rather than m

erely a large boundary w
all. 

W
hilst there are m

any sections of the W
all on w

hich the Site has no im
pact. 

The Hotel m
asks parts of a c.60 m

 section of the original c.450 m
 section of 

the Garrison W
alls. How

ever, the im
portance of the Gatew

ay to the asset and 
its associated group, m

eans that the negative im
pact of the Site on the asset 

as a w
hole is considered to present a level of m

inor harm
 to its significance in 

this very m
uch changed im

m
ediate setti

ng.     

The G
uard House and G

arrison Cott
age 

Descrip
on 

The Guard House (N
HL 1218940) is a Grade II* Listed house [Plate 4 ], located 

c.7 m
 w

est of the Site, w
hich historically perform

ed an im
portant function 

w
ithin the operation of the Star Castle fort and the Garrison. The Guard 

House dates from
 the early seventeenth century, w

ith later heightening, 
probably in the eighteenth century. It is constructed of coursed granite 
rubble, w

ith a roughly dressed granite to the first floor and a gabled slate roof 
w

ith a truncated left end stack. Fenestration dates from
 the nineteenth and 

tw
entieth centuries. It is show

n as the Guard House in the 1715 plan.  

Garrison Cott
age (N

HL 1141185) is a Grade II Listed house [Plate 5], dating 
from

 the eighteenth century and included for group value w
ithin the Star 

Castle and the Garrison grouping. Constructed of squared and coursed granite 
blocks, the asset has a slate roof. It is of tw

o-storey height w
ith a three-

w
indow

 first-floor range. Fenestration dates from
 the tw

entieth century.  

Se
ng 

The assets are located w
ithin the Garrison to the im

m
ediate w

est of the 
entrance gate. The Guard House and Gatehouse Cott

age form
 the im

m
ediate 

setti
ng for each other, as they are sited directly opposite on the north and 

south sides of the entrance route into the Garrison. Garrison Cott
age sits to 

the north of the road, slightly further east and opposite the Pow
der M

agazine 
aforem

entioned.  

Each of the assets has its ow
n private garden, form

ing an elem
ent of their 

im
m

ediate setti
ng and appropriate to their m

odern-day function. Although 
sited at a greater distance, the architectural dom

inance of Star Castle Hotel 
exerts its presence over the group and its elevated position w

ithin the Site 
assists w

ith the legibility of the hierarchy of buildings w
ithin the Garrison.  

The Gatew
ay and W

alls also form
 an im

portant part of the im
m

ediate setti
ng 

of 
this 

group 
of 

assets 
through 

their 
visual 

and 
historic 

functional 

 3.4 
ASSESSM

EN
T O

F HERITAG
E ASSETS: Plate 4: The Guard House, looking  southeast (source: Im

ages of England) 

Plate 5: Garrison Cott
age, looking  southeast (source: Im

ages of England) 

relationships. The proxim
ity of the Site to this group m

eans that it is 
experienced as part of the im

m
ediate setti

ng of The Guard House and 
Gatehouse Cott

age, and part of the w
ider setti

ng of Garrison Cott
age. The Site 

in its current state is considered to m
ake a m

inor negative contribution to the 
setti

ngs of these assets, through the visual intrusion of its scale and m
assing, 

although the natural slope of the landform
 assists in reducing this im

pact, as 
does the m

ature three planting to the rear (south) of the Site.  

Significance 
The 

Guard 
House 

and 
Garrison 

Cott
age 

are 
heritage 

assets 
of 

high 
significance. Their significance is principally derived from

 the historic and 
architectural special interest of their building fabric, individually in term

s of 
the aesthetic and architectural value of their m

ethods of construction and 
detailing, and as a group, through w

hich they gain additional historic 
illustrative value by describing the evolution of the fort’s developm

ent.  

Their setti
ngs contribute to their significance through provision of context, 

latt
erly in term

s of their garden plots in respect of their current residential 
usage, but form

erly and m
ore im

portantly, in term
s of their historic function 

w
ithin the operation of the Garrison. W

ith regard to setti
ng, the presence of 

Star Castle and the Garrison, its bastions and the outer w
alls of the fortress 

are key contributors, but the w
ider sett

lem
ent of Hugh Tow

n and its 
geographic location adjacent to the fort also furnishes a degree of historic 
illustrative value to the group. The Site contributes negatively to the setti

ng of 
the assets, but in term

s of their overall significance, is considered to have a 
negligible level of im

pact.     

N
ew

m
an House 

Descrip
on 

This Grade II* Listed building (N
HL 1328846) w

as form
erly the Garrison Stores 

and later a house [Plate 7]. Located c.190 m
etres northw

est of the Site, the 
asset w

as originally constructed in c.1716-1718, w
ith the porch and internal 

alterations by Richardson and Gill dating from
 1927. The w

hole asset w
as 

restored in 1971.  

Built of roughly coursed granite rubble w
ith dressed granite details; stone-

coped gabled slate roof and rendered end stacks, the asset has a double-
depth plan raised over tw

o storeys and atti
cs. Fenestration is dispersed in a 

sym
m

etrical five-w
indow

 range, com
prising segm

ental arches w
ith dressed 

voussoirs and keystones over horned eight/eight-pane sashes. The porch w
ith 

cam
bered roof has a sim

ilar sash to the front and a granite lintel over a four-
panelled door to the left return. Dressed quoins rise from

 a plinth to a coved 
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cornice, and at m
id-roof level are hipped dorm

ers w
ith slate-hung cheeks and 

segm
ental-arched horned six/six-pane sashes.  

The courtyard to the rear is enclosed by a m
id nineteenth-century extension 

to the south, a 1960s rear (east) range and a m
id nineteenth-century north 

range w
ith a brick segm

ental arch over the entry. This is connected to bays in 
the sam

e style as the early eighteenth-century range w
ith a keyed segm

ental 
arch over horned eight/eight-pane sash w

indow
s above a double entry w

ith a 
tw

entieth-century panelled screen and tw
entieth-century porch.  

Se
ng 

The asset is sited to the northern-m
ost point of The H

ugh peninsula and 
orientated w

ith a sea-facing view
 to the entrance façade of the principal 

building. Its im
m

ediate setti
ng is therefore defined by this view

, including the 
Garrison W

alls w
hich sit to the northeast and by the enclosed courtyard to 

the south. A law
n is situated to the w

est of the asset, w
ith a further garden 

plot lying also to the w
est. To the south and southeast the landform

 rises 
tow

ards Star Castle. There is a relatively heavily w
ooded area to the south-

east betw
een the asset and neighbouring listed buildings.  

The Site is experienced as a very sm
all part of this w

ider setti
ng and is largely 

view
ed as an elem

ent of roof scape w
ithin Hugh Tow

n. O
w

ing to its distance 
from

 the asset, the asset’s orientation and the presence of buildings of 

 3.4 
ASSESSM

EN
T O

F HERITAG
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ILDIN
G
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O
N

U
M

EN
TS AN

D CO
N
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M
aster G

unner’s House 

Descrip
on 

Dating from
 the m

id-eighteenth century, this Grade II listed house (N
HL 

1291742), located c.35 m
 w

est of the Site, is constructed of rendered granite 
w

ith a gabled slate roof and rendered end stacks [Plate 6]. Raised from
 a tw

o-
unit central-entry plan, w

ith a rear outshut and additional range to the rear, 
the asset sits centrally to its rectangular plot. It is oriented w

ith its principal 
façade facing north, w

ith view
s tow

ard Rat Island.  

Se
ng 

The im
m

ediate setti
ng of the asset is considered to be the garden plot w

ithin 
w

hich it is located, but extends to include neighbouring buildings w
ithin the 

Garrison W
alls, w

hich form
 part of the Star Castle and the Garrison grouping.  

W
hilst screened to the w

est by tree-planting, the sloping topography of the 
area m

eans that the asset is experienced in relation to w
ider view

s to the 
south-east, 

in 
w

hich 
it 

is 
experienced 

alongside 
the 

roof 
scape 

of 
developm

ent w
ithin Hugh Tow

n, including the Site. The m
assing and scale of 

Tregarthen’s Hotel m
eans it is prom

inent in the landscape view
s tow

ards the 
asset, but less so in return view

s from
 the asset, ow

ing to the slope of the 
topography. The Site is currently considered to have a m

inor negative 
contribution to the w

ider setti
ng of the asset. 

Plate 7: N
ew

m
an House, looking north (source: Im

ages of England)  
Plate 6: M

aster Gunner’s House,  looking northeast (source: Im
ages of England)  

substantially greater significance and visual dom
inance w

ithin the com
pound of the 

fortress, it is considered that the Site currently m
akes a neutral contribution to the 

setti
ng of the asset. 

Significance 
An im

portant and m
ostly com

plete exam
ple of its type, N

ew
m

an House form
s part of 

the Garrison group and is  one of the m
ost architecturally elaborate buildings on the 

islands. It derives its high level of significance principally from
 its historic and 

architectural value, w
hich resides in the construction and detailing of its built fabric, 

and also its level of survival.  

The im
m

ediate and w
ider setti

ng of the asset is im
portant in understanding the 

significance of the asset in term
s of its historic function, as the asset derives 

considerable illustrative value from
 its group status w

ithin the Star Castle fort 
com

plex. The w
ider setti

ng of the asset, including its relationship (as part of the 
group) to Hugh Tow

n, helps evidence the historic developm
ent of the tow

n in 
response to the presence of the Garrison. The Site contributes to this w

ider setti
ng, 

but as experienced from
 the asset, has only a neutral contribution to this elem

ent of 
the asset, and consequently a neutral contribution to the significance of the asset.   

 

Plate 8: Pier House, view
ed from

 the Pier (asset highlighted by arrow
) 
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Pier House 

Descrip
on 

This Grade II listed (N
HL 1141219) seventeenth-century house, located c.30 

m
etres east of the Site, is constructed in random

ly coursed granite rubble, 
w

ith a gabled slate roof and granite end stacks [Plate 8]. O
riginally of one 

storey height, the asset w
as heightened to tw

o storeys plus an atti
c in the  

early nineteenth century, w
ith sash fenestration dating from

 the later 
nineteenth century.   

Se
ng 

O
ccupying a corner site w

ith its principal frontage facing northeast, the asset 
looks out over Hugh Street tow

ards the rear elevation of the M
erm

aid Inn 
and beyond this tow

ard the old pier. In return view
s from

 the Q
uay and Rat 

Island, the asset is view
ed as partially occluded by The M

erm
aid [Plate 8] and 

its rear garden plot is entirely screened from
 view

.  

The Site falls w
ithin the w

ider setti
ng of the asset, although the asset’s 

orientation and the presence of surrounding built form
 allow

 for inter-
visibility only from

 the extended area of the asset. The asset’s quayside 
location is the principal elem

ent of its setti
ng, w

ith view
s along the historic 

pier available (although partially restricted by the M
erm

aid Inn). It is 
considered that the Site currently has a m

inor negative contribution to the 
w

ider setti
ng of the asset. 

Significance 
Pier House is an asset of high significance, w

ith this significance principally 
deriving from

 the historic and architectural special interest of its building 
fabric. Its setti

ng contributes its significance by providing historic context and 
a degree of aesthetic value, although this latt

er has been som
ew

hat eroded, 
principally by the presence of the M

erm
aid Inn.  The Site likew

ise contributes 
negatively to the w

ider setti
ng of the asset, but as this elem

ent of the asset’s 
significance is secondary to its principal values, w

hich are not affected by the 
Site, it is considered that the Site has a negligible im

pact on the significance 
of the asset overall. 

The Pier 

Descrip
on 

Located c.40 m
 northeast of the Site, this Grade II listed pier (N

HL 1141209) 
w

as begin soon after 1601 by Francis Godolphin as part of the w
orks to create 

the new
 harbour of St M

ary’s Port, associated w
ith the fortification w

orks 
including Star Castle and the Garrison W

all . The Pier w
as rebuilt in the m

iddle 
of the eighteenth century, extended to Rat Island in the early nineteenth 

 3.4 
ASSESSM

EN
T O

F HERITAG
E ASSETS: century and further north again in the late nineteenth century. The earlier part of the 

Pier is constructed of granite rubble, in vertically-coursed dry stonew
all technique, 

w
ith the later arm

s having shaped granite blockw
ork.  

Se
ng 

Extending northw
ards from

 H
ugh Tow

n into St M
ary’s Pool, the visual prom

inence of 
the asset creates a very broad setti

ng. Long view
s w

ithin w
hich it is legible are 

available from
 num

erous points from
 along the coast line as far as Carn M

orval Point. 
View

s obtained from
 Porthloo [Plate 19] show

 the asset in the context of Hugh Tow
n 

and Rat Island. W
ithin this view

 the Site is visually prom
inent, due to both its scale 

and choice of render. O
w

ing  to the broad frontage of the Tregarthen’s Hotel, w
hich is 

of a scale inappropriate to the urban grain of the neighbouring historic fabric, the Site 
is considered to m

ake a m
inor negative contribution to the w

ider setti
ng of the asset.   

Significance 
The Pier is an asset of high significance, w

ith this deriving prim
arily from

 the historic 
illustrative value of the building fabric. The asset also derives further significance from

 
the historic functional relationship it has to the fortification of the Hugh, and the 
developm

ent of Hugh Tow
n as a sett

lem
ent.  Its present day function as ferry 

term
inus and point of departure to other islands endow

s it w
ith present day 

com
m

unal value, as a view
point from

 w
hich the historic tow

nscape of Hugh Tow
n 

and the Star Castle fort are experienced.  

The asset further gains in historical associative value from
 its original architect, and by 

its being part of the w
ider fortifications and developm

ent of the Star Castle. It also 
gains associative value  in the w

ay it illustrates the developm
ent of the tourist trade 

in the islands 

The setti
ng of the asset contributes to the significance of the asset through assisting 

in the understanding of the historic relationship of The Pier to built fabric on the 
Hugh. W

ithin this w
ider setti

ng, the Site m
akes a m

inor negative contribution, but in 
term

s of the overall significance of the asset, its im
pact is considered to be negligible.   

Hugh Tow
n (Isles of Scilly Conservation Area) 

Descrip
on 

W
ith the w

hole of the Isles of Scilly having conservation area status, this report 
addresses the contribution of the Site to the character and appearance of Hugh 
Tow

n’s tow
nscape. The Tow

n’s individual designated heritage assets (those listed 
buildings not hitherto referred to) w

ill be considered collectively in this context. 

The historic centre of Hugh Tow
n focuses on the joining of Church Street and Low

er 
Strand, w

hich converge from
 the east to becom

e Hugh Street, w
ith Garrison Hill 

branching off to the southw
est to ascend to The Hugh, the Garrison and its associated 

designated buildings. Hugh Tow
n is a sett

lem
ent of dense, fine-grained urban area of 

generally low
 rise developm

ent, being one-and-a-half to tw
o-and-a-half 

storeys in height. [Figs 1,9 &
 10] 

O
w

ing to the orientation and location of the Site, the topography of the 
landscape, the strong sense of enclosure created by built form

 and the 
sinuous curve of the m

ain thoroughfare, the Site is not generally experienced 
in relation to the m

ajority of the sett
lem

ent or from
 w

ithin the Tow
n. The 

prim
ary exception is w

ithin long view
s from

 Rat Island, parts of the Pier and, 
to a m

uch lesser extent, Porthloo, w
here the distance renders m

ost building 
form

s indistinct. The Site’s proxim
ity to the sett

lem
ent’s historic core along 

Hugh Street and the Bank m
eans that it falls w

ithin this section of the 
Conservation Area and also w

ithin the setti
ng of Garrison Lane, Garrison Hill, 

Jerusalem
 Terrace and the north-eastern portion of the Garrison. 

W
ithin the historic core buildings are predom

inantly tw
o-storey and sm

all in 
scale. They are generally set back-of–pavem

ent, w
ith the continuous granite 

facades and fine urban grain creating a strong sense of enclosure to individual 
street scenes. This enclosure and fine grain of the historic core of Hugh Tow

n 
is relieved by periodic openings off the m

ain thoroughfare into alleys and 
lanes, and sudden glim

pses of the sea. The occasional w
hitew

ash render of 
historic properties provides a sim

ilar visual relief from
 the brow

n/grey palett
e 

of the historic granite.  

M
uch of the Site does not m

aintain this sense of enclosure; its raised location 
affords it strong open view

s of the sea and there is a sense of openness onto 
Garrison Hill and w

ith its northern garden adjacent to the Garrison W
alls and 

the sea w
all behind the Pier. How

ever, Port Light/Starboard Light, and 
Gibson/Hendra w

holly m
aintain the positive character and appearance of this 

portion of the Conservation Area. 

The broadly superior quality of building fabric w
ithin the sett

lem
ent core 

att
ests to the generally high quality built character at the core of the  

sett
lem

ent, w
hich is unified by the use of local building m

aterials, a 
harm

onious colour palett
e, and reserved use of classically inspired decorative 

ornam
entation to door cases and w

indow
s.  Beyond the core of Hugh Tow

n 
close to the Bank som

e of the quality of the tow
nscape is eroded by later 

tw
entieth-century piecem

eal and low
-quality extensions, particularly seen in 

the slope up to the Garrison. The Hotel is the one notable, visually prom
inent 

and large exam
ple of a building w

ith such extensions that has eroded the 
character and appearance of the quality of the sett

lem
ent’s tow

nscape in the 
north-w

estern portion of Hugh Tow
n. 

The m
any rubble boundary w

alls or ‘Cornish hedges’, echoing those of the 
Garrison (albeit on a sm

aller scale and in a m
ore rustic style and less w

ell-
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w
ithin the sett

lem
ent and their distance from

 the Site, m
eans that there is no direct 

inter-visibility, and the Site m
ight only be experienced in relation to these assets 

insofar as they form
 part of the collective built fabric of the tow

nscape of Hugh Tow
n, 

alongside w
hich the Site is experienced in long view

s. 

Se
ng 

The setti
ng of Hugh Tow

n’s tow
nscape (as a sm

all elem
ent of the Conservation Area) 

is huge and, in regard to the Site, m
uch of it is not of issue. The setti

ng of Hugh Tow
n 

is quite broad ow
ing to the concave nature of the bay w

hich creates the harbour and 
the long view

s across St M
ary’s Pool. W

ithin these the Site is often visually prom
inent 

ow
ing to the scale, spraw

ling extensions, and the w
hite render w

hich visually 
highlights the Hotel’s uncharacteristically broad sea-facing façade [Plates 1, 9 &

 10]. 

Given the extent of the area under consideration, how
ever, and the broad context in 

w
hich the Hotel is seen in long view

s from
 adjacent sites, the contribution of the Site 

to this aspect of the character and appearance of Hugh Tow
n, w

hilst negative, is of a 
very low

 order. The glim
psed and clear view

s available of the Site from
 the tw

o 
affected character areas identified, w

hilst negative, do not com
prom

ise the key 
elem

ents of character by w
hich each area is identified. O

n balance, therefore, it is 
considered that the Site currently m

akes an aggregate m
inor negative contribution to 

the character and appearance of Hugh Tow
n.  

Specific elem
ents and built form

s of the Site that cause harm
 to the Conservation 

Area’s character and appearance can be readily identified. These include the flat 

jointed form
) are noted as a key feature of the area. These, in conjunction 

w
ith the narrow

 lanes, create a strong sense of enclosure, relieved by 
glim

pses into private gardens, along lanes, and the opening up of seaw
ard 

view
s over the w

estern end of the sett
lem

ent. The Site includes exam
ples of 

such a treatm
ent in its boundary to the Bank adjacent to Port Light/

Starboard Light and in the north-w
estern garden.  

The principal character feature of the area defined by Garrison Lane, 
Garrison Hill and Jerusalem

 Terrace is the enclosed lanes w
hich thread 

through the area, creating vistas along their lengths, but obscuring lateral 
view

s  in m
any areas. The historic fabric in this area is generally of tw

o-storey 
height and m

odest proportions. The original historic fabric of Tregarthen’s 
Hotel, as a house, w

ould have been a typical exam
ple of this, although 

possibly grander than m
ost. The Cornw

all and Scilly U
rban Survey [Kirkham

, 
2003] notes the Hotel as being visually prom

inent w
ithin the area, but does 

not consider it to be of historical or architectural interest ow
ing to the high 

level of alteration and cum
ulative extension. It is neither recorded w

ith the 
Cornw

all and Scilly HER, nor is it noted in any other docum
ent or publication 

giving regard to Hugh Tow
n’s heritage or tow

nscape quality. The Hotel is not 
a heritage asset.  

There are nearly 40 listed buildings w
ithin the core of Hugh Tow

n not already 
considered individually w

ithin this report. W
hilst the Site form

s a sm
all part 

of the w
ider setti

ng of Hugh Tow
n, the orientation of the above buildings 

Plate 9:  View
 of Tregarthen’s Hotel from

 Rat Island 

roofed sections of the Site and the extended, spraw
ling m

ass of the w
hole 

Hotel, w
hich is visually exacerbated by the w

hite render finish. The flat roof 
negative elem

ents include the northern extension to the dining room
, the 

‘staff block’ extending further north, the enclosed veranda fronting the 
Hotel’s eastern elevation and the large, extended single-storey reception area 
and lounge projecting tow

ards the Garrison Hill access.  

Significance 
Hugh Tow

n’s contribution to the significance of the Isles of Scilly Conservation 
Area 

resides 
heavily, 

although 
not 

exclusively, 
w

ith 
the 

historic 
and 

architectural special interest of its m
any designated assets. The high levels of 

aesthetic value that the sett
lem

ent derives from
 the juxtaposition of these 

individual assets, is augm
ented by the scenic opportunities presented by the 

topography of this area of the island. The poor-quality later tw
entieth-century 

buildings and extensions have eroded the character and appearance of Hugh 
Tow

n’s tow
nscape in term

s of breaking w
ith traditional form

s and m
aterials, 

but not in term
s of scale.  

The Site is currently  considered to m
ake a m

inor negative contribution to 
Hugh Tow

n’s character and appearance, but has a negligible im
pact in term

s 
of its overall  significance on the w

hole Conservation Area as a single heritage 
asset. 
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The proposed developm
ent can be broken dow

n into areas of the Hotel: 

 
The Garden Cott

ages; 

 
C18th and C19th core of the Hotel facing northeast; and 

 
Rear of the Hotel (early C20th) adjacent to Garrison Hill. 

The proposed developm
ent is described as: 

Erection of pair of sem
i detached C3 use class dw

elling units for 
restricted holiday letti

ng.  Landscaping w
orks to include re-profiling of 

form
er garden to form

 outdoor am
enity areas for holiday letti

ngs. 
Alterations to external facade of hotel lounge and hotel bedroom

s 
including 

replacem
ent 

w
indow

s/ 
doors, 

form
ation 

of 
new

 
w

indow
,  rem

oval of existing chim
ney.  Form

ation of pedestrian 
opening in w

all to Garrison Hill.  Form
ation of external seating/ 

am
enity areas and new

 balustrades to hotel room
s and hotel lounge. 

Replacem
ent 

flagpole. 
Dow

nlights 
on 

existing 
lett

ering 
on 

hotel. 
Dow

nlights and  new
  external lett

ering on rear of m
ain hotel block. 

Additional external lighting to w
all on Garrison Hill (hotel side).   

 4.0 
PRO

PO
SALS AN

D ASSESSM
EN

T O
F IM

PACT 
4.1 

PRO
PO

SALS 

Plate 10:  Hugh Tow
n view

ed from
 Tow

n Beach looking northw
est tow

ards Star Castle and Tregarthen’s Hotel 
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The G
arden Cott

ages 

The Garden Cott
ages part of the proposal w

ill introduce an, in plan, ‘L-shaped’  
pair of cott

ages parallel to Gibson and Hendra. They w
ill have a sim

ilar  
character, scale and appearance of form

er fisherm
en’s cott

ages such as 
Gibson/Hendra and Port Light/Starboard Light. The Cott

ages w
ill have pitched 

roofs and a ridge height sim
ilar to Gibson/Hendra.  

The Garden Cott
ages w

ill only potentially have an im
pact on the experience of 

the Garrison W
alls, Star Castle, the Guard House, Garrison Cott

age, the 
M

aster Gunner’s House and  N
ew

m
an House from

 view
s on the Pier and from

 
Rat Island, and on the character and appearance of the Isles of Scilly 
Conservation Area [Plates 1 &

 9]. O
f these, Star Castle, the Guard House, 

Garrison Cott
age, the M

aster Gunner’s House and  N
ew

m
an House w

ill only 
face im

pacts on the experience of their significance in sequential rather than 
in direct view

s.  

Star Castle 
Star Castle is a Scheduled M

onum
ent and a Grade I listed building (located c. 

115 m
etres w

est of the Site at the northern high point of the Hugh headland 
[Plate 10]. It is of very high significance and dem

onstrates the evolution in 
m

ilitary fortification design w
hich took place during the sixteenth century.  

Its significance is prim
arily related to the architectural and historic special 

interest of its fabric, the evidential value regarding defence developm
ents, 

the strong group value it holds w
ith other m

ilitary structures in the Garrison 
and its im

m
ediate setti

ng, the Garrison. The w
ider setti

ng covers large areas 
of the Islands to the w

est, north and east, and m
uch of the roof scape of 

Hugh Tow
n. There is a lim

ited degree of inter-visibility betw
een Star Castle 

and the Site, although this is restricted to the roof of the 1920s’ hipped 
extension against the Garrison W

alls, the second-phase, pitched-roofed 
elem

ent of the original house and a portion of the flat-roofed ‘staff block’. 
[Plates 1 &

 10]   

The north-w
estern garden only appears in a sm

all part of the view
s (in the 

m
iddle foreground) of Star Castle from

 the Pier and Rat Island. There are 
notable sequential view

s from
 Rat Island and the Pier, w

ith the roofline of 
Star Castle seen on the skyline above and to the right of m

iddle-distance 
view

s of Tregarthen’s Hotel. Longer view
s, such as those across the bay from

 
Porthloo, allow

 indistinct experiences of the Site and the Castle but closer 
view

s, such as those from
 Buzza Tow

er and from
 the form

er school, allow
 for 

som
e visual interpretation of the relationship, differing historic functions and 

built m
orphologies betw

een the Site and the Castle. 

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages w
ill offer som

e change to 
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the w
ider setti

ng of Star Castle, w
hich w

ill be perceptible in sequential view
s from

 Rat 
Island and the Pier. The developm

ent w
ill introduce pitched roofed and gabled 

cott
ages w

ithin the north-w
estern garden that w

ill reintroduce a characteristic and 
historic tow

nscape m
orphology and scale that w

ill, to a sm
all extent, visually reduce 

the dom
inance of Tregarthen’s Hotel in this asset’s setti

ng.  

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages w
ill represent a sm

all change to a 
tiny portion of this asset’s huge extended setti

ng and w
ill result in no im

pact to Star 
Castle’s significance. 

The G
uardhouse, N

ew
m

an H
ouse, M

aster G
unner’s House and G

arrison Co
age 

The Grade II* Guardhouse and the three Grade II listed buildings are positioned 
across the north and north-eastern slopes of the Garrison. They are of high 
significance w

hich is prim
arily related to the architectural and historic special interest 

of their fabric, the strong group value they hold w
ith other form

er m
ilitary structures 

in the Garrison and their im
m

ediate setti
ng of the north-eastern portion of the 

Garrison.  

Their w
ider setti

ng is largely restricted to the Garrison. Elem
ents of the Site are also 

w
ithin their w

ider setti
ngs by virtue of those taller elem

ents close to the Garrison 
W

alls and these hold som
e lim

ited but direct inter-visibility w
ith the assets, but w

hen 
visually available , these are m

ost often in sequential view
s. The sequential view

s are 
m

ost particularly available from
 Rat Island and the Pier [Plates 1, 9 &

 10]. The 
proposed developm

ent of the Garden Cott
ages w

ill offer som
e change to the w

ider 
setti

ng of these assets, w
hich w

ill be m
ainly perceptible in sequential view

s from
 Rat 

Island and the Pier, w
ith Tregarthen’s Hotel in the m

iddle distance.  

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages w
ill introduce pitched roofed and 

gabled cott
ages w

ithin the north-w
estern garden that w

ill reintroduce a characteristic 
and historic tow

nscape m
orphology and scale that w

ill, to a sm
all extent, visually 

reduce the dom
inance of Tregarthen’s Hotel in this assets’ setti

ng.  

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages w
ill represent a sm

all change to a 
tiny portion of these assets’ large extended setti

ng and w
ill result in no im

pact to  the 
Guard House, Garrison Cott

age, the M
aster Gunner’s House and  N

ew
m

an House’s 
significance. 

G
arrison W

alls 
The Garrison W

alls are designated as both a Scheduled M
onum

ent and as a Grade I 
listed structure. A c.60 m

 section of the early seventeenth-century Garrison W
alls, 

running from
 W

ell Batt
ery in the north, through Jefferson Batt

ery and to the Gatew
ay 

in the south, form
s the w

estern boundary of the Site. It is of very high significance. 
Fourteen m

etres of this section are w
holly screened by the Hotel’s 1920s’ hipped-

roof extension in all but the m
ost acute angled view

s of the W
alls (e.g. from

 
the top of Garrison Hill). There is a degree of further screening from

 the flat-
roofed, m

id tw
entieth-century ‘staff block’ in the prim

ary view
s from

 the pier 
and Rat Island.  

The Garrison W
alls’ significance is prim

arily related to the architectural and 
historic special interest of its fabric, the m

ilitary evidential value, the strong 
group value it holds w

ith other m
ilitary structures in the G

arrison and part of 
its im

m
ediate setti

ng, also the Garrison. The im
m

ediate setti
ng on the Hugh 

Tow
n side has had its early openness and, consequently, the previous visual 

dom
inance and openness of the W

alls profoundly changed by the nineteenth 
and 

tw
entieth-century 

developm
ent 

on 
the 

slope 
up 

to 
the 

W
alls. 

Tregarthen’s Hotel is a prim
e exam

ple of such an effect on the W
alls, w

ith 
the 1920s’ block, the staff block and the tw

o ancillary buildings (shed and 
garage) 

causing 
significant 

screening 
of 

the 
W

alls’ 
external 

elevation, 
although the original eighteenth-century residence caused a degree of 
enclosure to the W

alls too. Additionally, the w
hole spraw

ling and visually 
dom

inant extent of the Hotel w
ith extensive and inappropriate flat roofs acts 

(in term
s of the tow

nscape character and appearance of Hugh Tow
n) as a 

negative tow
nscape elem

ent in the Hugh Tow
n setti

ng of the asset.  

The section of the W
alls adjacent to the Site has a setti

ng w
hich covers large 

areas of the Islands to the north and east, specifically Rat Island, the Pier and 
the northern tip of Hugh Tow

n adjacent to the Pier [Plates 1 &
 10]. There is a 

strong degree of inter-visibility betw
een the im

m
ediate section of the W

alls 
w

ith the north-w
estern garden. View

s of this section is largely restricted to 
those from

 the Site’s north-w
estern garden, the car park to the east of the 

Site, the Pier and m
ost particularly from

 Rat Island, the key view
 [Plates 1 &

 
10]. Longer view

s, such as those across the bay from
 Porthloo and from

 off 
islands, allow

 at best indistinct experiences of the W
alls and the asset’s 

significance is not legible. 

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages w
ill offer som

e changes 
to the im

m
ediate setti

ng of this section of the Garrison W
alls. These w

ill 
cause both positive and negative im

pacts to the significance of a lim
ited 

section of the w
hole of the G

arrison W
alls. These changes w

ill be perceptible 
in sequential view

s from
 Rat Island and the Pier. The developm

ent w
ill 

introduce pitched roofed and gabled cott
ages w

ithin the north-w
estern 

garden 
that 

w
ill 

reintroduce 
a 

characteristic 
and 

historic 
tow

nscape 
m

orphology and scale that w
ill, to a sm

all extent, visually reduce the 
dom

inance of Tregarthen’s H
otel in this assets’ setti

ng. The proposal w
ill not 

significantly change the current level of enclosure and screening caused by 
nineteenth and tw

entieth-century developm
ent in Hugh Tow

n up to the 
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Garrison W
alls. 

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages, w
hile introducing further 

built developm
ent close to the asset, w

ill represent a sm
all change to a tiny 

portion of this asset’s huge extended setti
ng and w

ill not affect direct view
s of 

this part of the asset, that is those from
 Rat Island and the Pier. O

nly localised 
experience of the asset w

ill be affected from
 w

ithin the Site (nam
ely from

 the 
drive w

ithin the north-w
estern garden and from

 the north end of the car 
park).  

It is clear that the Garrison W
alls are of very high national significance and 

despite the sm
all degree of negative im

pact, specifically from
 the highly 

localised screening to som
e experiences of the asset’s significance, the 

aggregate im
pact of the proposed Garden Cott

ages developm
ent provides a 

negligible level of harm
 w

ithin the spectrum
 of less than substantial harm

 to 
the experience of the significance of the Garrison W

alls.  

Hugh Tow
n Tow

nscape (Isles of Scilly Conserva
on Area) 

Hugh Tow
n’s contribution to the significance of the Isles of Scilly Conservation 

Area resides heavily w
ith the historic and architectural special interest of its 

m
any designated assets, including listed buildings and scheduled m

onum
ents, 

allied to the fine-grained and low
-scale m

orphology of the positive aspects of 
the sett

lem
ent’s tow

nscape. The high levels of aesthetic value that the 
sett

lem
ent derives from

 the juxtaposition of these individual assets w
ithin 

this 
fine-grained 

tow
nscape, 

is 
augm

ented 
by 

the 
scenic 

opportunities 
presented by the topography of this area of the island. The poor-quality later 
tw

entieth-century buildings and extensions have eroded the character and 
appearance of Hugh Tow

n’s tow
nscape in term

s of breaking w
ith traditional 

form
s and m

aterials, but largely not in term
s of scale. M

ost elem
ents of 

Tregarthen’s Hotel can be included w
ithin this criticism

 (notably excepting the 
Hendra/Gibson and Port Light/Starboard Light cott

ages). 

The Site is currently  considered to m
ake a m

inor negative contribution to 
Hugh Tow

n’s character and appearance but, as a very sm
all part of the w

hole 
Conservation Area, has a negligible negative contribution in term

s of the 
overall significance of the Area. The Site is currently a dom

inating and 
negative elem

ent in the northern part of Hugh Tow
n’s tow

nscape. Specific 
elem

ents and built form
s of the Site that cause harm

 to the Conservation 
Area’s character and appearance can be readily identified. These include the 
flat roofed sections and the extended, spraw

ling m
ass of the w

hole Hotel, 
w

hich is visually exacerbated by the w
hite render finish. The flat roof negative 

elem
ents include the northern extension to the dining room

, the ‘staff block’ 
extending further north, the enclosed veranda fronting the Hotel’s eastern 
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elevation and the large, single-storey reception area and lounge projecting tow
ards 

the Garrison Hill access. The Gibson/Hendra and Port Light/Starboard Light cott
ages 

represent positive contributors to the character and appearance of the Conservation 
Area. 

The proposed Garden Cott
ages developm

ent w
ill offer som

e change to the character 
and appearance of this sm

all part of the Conservation Area. The developm
ent w

ill 
introduce pitched roofed and gabled cott

ages w
ithin the north-w

estern garden that 
w

ill reintroduce a characteristic and historic tow
nscape m

orphology and scale that 
w

ill, to a sm
all extent, also visually reduce the dom

inance of Tregarthen’s Hotel 
w

ithin the tow
nscape.  

The proposed developm
ent of the Garden Cott

ages w
ill represent a sm

all change to a 
portion 

of 
this 

asset’s 
character 

and 
appearance 

and 
w

ill 
result 

in 
a 

m
inor 

enhancem
ent to the significance of  the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area. This w

ill be 
a notable positive enhancem

ent to the tow
nscape of the northern part of Hugh Tow

n 
at an im

portant point of focus of the sett
lem

ent, both functionally and historically, 
betw

een the Pier and those elem
ents of the Garrison that rem

ain externally 
perceptible elem

ents. 

As an aggregate, the Garden Cott
ages proposal w

ill provide a collective negligible/
m

inor enhancem
ent to the significance of the Garrison W

alls and to the Isles of Scilly 
Conservation Area. N

o other built heritage assets w
ill be affected by these proposals. 

O
ther Developm

ent Proposals 

M
ost of the other developm

ent proposals subject to planning are internal to the 
eighteenth/nineteenth century core of the Hotel and to the 1920s’ extension. These 
w

ill involve the re-ordering of som
e room

s. The aspects that w
ill have a degree of 

im
pact on the Hotel’s external appearance w

ill include the rem
oval of a rear chim

ney 
stack and som

e m
odifications to fenestration. In term

s of the latt
er, the m

ost notable 
is the reform

ation to he ground-floor w
indow

s to French w
indow

s on the south 
elevation of the 1920s’ extension and associated access to Garrison Hill. This w

ill 
require the opening of a new

 access point onto Garrison Hill.  

M
ost of these proposals w

ill have no im
pacts on the historic built environm

ent, 
how

ever the opening of the w
all onto Garrison Hill w

ill cause change to built form
 

w
ithin the setti

ng of listed buildings and w
ith the Conservation Area.  It is concluded 

that the w
all is not a heritage asset and that it w

ill not change the  current experience 
of relevant heritage assets’ experience. These proposals w

ill cause no im
pacts, 

positive or negative, to the historic built environm
ent. 
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This heritage statem
ent includes an appraisal of the significance of heritage 

assets potentially affected by the proposed developm
ents, including the 

contribution of setti
ng to that significance, and an assessm

ent of the 
schem

e’s likely im
pacts on built heritage assets’ significance. This statem

ent 
covers 

built 
heritage 

considerations. 
Archaeological 

considerations 
are 

covered off by the CgM
s archaeological desk-based assessm

ent of 2016, the 
conclusions and recom

m
endations in w

hich apply to the proposals set out 
here.  

The Site is situated w
ithin the sett

lem
ent of Hugh Tow

n, w
hich is entirely 

contained w
ithin the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area. Several scheduled 

m
onum

ents and num
erous listed buildings, including the Grade I listed Star 

Castle Hotel, associated Grade I, II* and II listed buildings w
ithin the Garrison 

W
alls on The Hugh, fall w

ithin a 250 m
etre radius of the Site. Additionally, 

there are a num
ber of other listed buildings around the Site w

ithin Hugh 
Tow

n itself.  

Due to the topography of the surrounding landform
, the presence of dense, 

intervening built form
 and the presence of som

e m
ature tree planting, m

ost 
of the assets w

ithin this radius w
ill not be affected by the Site’s developm

ent 
and are therefore not considered further in this statem

ent. N
early forty 

designated built assets w
ithin the historic core of Hugh Tow

n are unlikely to 
be affected by developm

ent in the Site and, w
here relevant, are collectively 

considered w
ithin the assessm

ent of Hugh Tow
n as part of the Isles of Scilly 

Conservation Area.  

As an aggregate, the Garden Cott
ages proposal w

ill provide a collective 
negligible/m

inor enhancem
ent to the significance of the Garrison W

alls and 
to the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area. N

o other built heritage assets w
ill be 

affected by these proposals. 

The decision m
aker has a statutory duty to give consideration to keeping the 

identified heritage assets from
 harm

 under the auspices of s.66 (in regard to 
listed buildings) and s.72 (in regard to conservation areas) of the Planning 
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. Follow

ing the statutory 
test, the decision m

aker w
ill need to w

eigh any harm
 that the schem

e causes 
to heritage assets’ significance (nam

ely a negligible degree of harm
 w

ithin the 
spectrum

 of less than substantial harm
 to the significance of a sm

all portion 
of the Grade I listed and scheduled Garrison W

alls) w
ith the schem

e’s public 
benefits, as required by paragraph 134 of the N

PPF.  

As set out in the Supporting Planning Statem
ent, it is show

n that the public 
benefits of the schem

e outw
eigh the negligible harm

 the proposal w
ill cause 

to the significance of a sm
all part of one heritage asset. In term

s of the 
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schem
e’s positive im

pacts on the tow
nscape of Hugh Tow

n and, therefore, the 
character and appearance of the Conservation Area, it can be further concluded that 
the proposed developm

ent m
eets and facilitates the planning authority’s statutory 

duty under s.72 of the 1990 Act such that ‘special att
ention shall be paid to the 

desirability 
of 

preserving 
or 

enhancing 
the 

character 
or 

appearance’ 
of 

the 
Conservation Area. The schem

e delivers a degree of enhancem
ent to the character 

and appearance of the Isles of Scilly Conservation Area. 
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Star Castle Hotel 

N
HL 1291756 

G
rade I 

Listed 12 Feb 1975—
latest am

endm
ent 14 Dec 1992 

House w
ithin Star Castle Fort. 1593 w

ith late C17 alterations. Architect/
Engineer Robert Adam

s. Rendered granite rubble w
ith granite and brick 

dressings; slurried M
-shaped hipped slate roof w

ith lateral,central valley and 
ridge stacks. Star-shaped eight-sided plan reflecting that of surrounding 
bastions (q.v.). 2 storeys w

ith atti
cs; 3 bays to each facade w

ith central tw
o-

sided salient projections. Each front has tw
o ground-floor 8/8-pane sashes, 

tw
o 2/2-pane sashes and salient projections; tw

o first-floor 2/2-pane and 8/8-
pane sashes. O

riginal granite m
oulded door architrave w

ith drip-m
oulded 

head. Flat-roofed dorm
ers w

ith late C19 horned 2/2-pane sashes. Interior: 
built w

ith tw
o accom

m
odation floors above basem

ent for storage. Plan 
recorded in 1757 by Abraham

 Tovey, M
aster Gunner, had 2 heated ground-

floor cham
bers w

ith back-to-back stacks and stairs all extant. Includes som
e 2

-panelled doors. Late C17 w
ooden dog-leg staircase through both upper 

floors, w
ith rectangular m

oulded handrail and continuous new
el to first floor 

only. Ground-floor m
ain cham

ber has late C17 m
oulded granite fireplace w

ith 
polished w

ooden half colum
ns. First-floor room

 above has w
hite m

arble 
baseless Greek Doric order fireplace and centrepiece w

ith oak leaves and 
laurels. Som

e blocked first-floor angle fireplaces. The m
ain fort in a defensive 

system
 built under Francis Godolphin to counter the threat posed by the 

Spanish after the 1588 Arm
ada. W

ith its outer bastions-and w
alls (qv), Star 

Castle com
prises an im

portant and com
plete exam

ple of an Elizabethan fort 
built to a com

m
on Renaissance plan. It w

as also used as a prison, notable 
inm

ates including Dr.Bastw
ick (1637) and Sir John Ireton (1662). Star Castle 

w
as the last Royalist stronghold, Prince Charles and his suite taking refuge 

here in 1646 after their retreat from
 the Batt

le of Bodm
in. It w

as converted 
into an hotel in 1933. 

Bastions and W
alls of Star Castle 

N
HL 1141188 

G
rade I 

Listed  12 Feb 1975—
latest am

endm
ent 14 Dec 1992 

Bastions and w
alls. 1593 w

ith C18 additions. Architect/engineer Robert 
Adam

s. Roughly coursed granite rubble w
ith dressed quoins; slate roofs; 

granite stacks. Eight-sided star-shaped plan. Single storey w
ith som

e second 

APPEN
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storey additions. Batt
ered w

alls to ditch has string-course divisions and coped 
parapet. Stairs, piers and w

alls across ditch to 2-storey entrance porch, slightly 
brought forw

ard w
ith m

oulded square-headed architrave, date 1593 and tablet w
ith 

m
onogram

 ER above, and pyram
idal roof to bracketed-out top storey above parapet 

level; C18 bellcote on parapet w
all to left. Parapet w

ith sally port openings. Ram
parts 

above 3 pyram
idal-roofed rectangular room

s, built as guardhouse, offi
ce, lock-up etc, 

w
ith slit w

indow
s, stacks, and C19/20 plank doors and glazing-bar casem

ents; that to 
the south-w

est angle is roofless. Raised platform
 at north-w

est angle. An im
portant 

com
ponent of the late C16/17 fort centred around Star Castle 

 O
uter W

alls and G
atew

ay 

N
HL 1291751 

G
rade I 

Listed 14 Dec 1992 

Bastion w
alls and gatew

ay. W
all and bastions across neck of the Hugh begun by 

Francis Godolphin soon after 1601; batt
eries and w

alls encircling peninsula of 1716-46 
by Abraham

 Tovey, M
aster G

unner. Turf and granite coping to facing w
alls of dressed 

granite, the C18 w
alls being of particularly w

ell-cut granite. Batt
eries are m

ostly 
angular in plan and are located in large bastions found principally at M

orning Point, 
W

oolpack Point and south of Steval Point; em
brasures to tops of batt

ery w
alls and 

gun em
placem

ents form
ed by large dressed granite slabs. Stone sentry box w

ith 
segm

ental-arched doorw
ay and ball finial to pyram

idal roof on ram
part to east of 

gatew
ay. Gatew

ay has label m
ould over 

m
oulded arched doorw

ay w
ith sunk 

spandrels; C18 bellcote above surm
ounts plaque w

ith date 1742 and GR m
onogram

 
above plaque w

ith m
onogram

 AT. The C18 batt
eries are m

ostly restorations or 
rebuilds of m

id C17 structures, and their construction follow
ed a report on the state 

of the defences by Colonel Christian Lilley in 1715. Part of an im
portant fortification, 

centred on Star Castle (qv). Scheduled as an Ancient M
onum

ent. 

The G
uard House 

N
HL 1218940 

G
rade II* 

Listed 12 Feb 1975—
latest am

endm
ent 14 Dec 1992 

House, form
er guard room

. Early C17 w
ith later (probably C18) heightening. Roughly 

coursed granite rubble w
ith first floor of coursed and roughly dresed granite; gabled 

slate roof w
ith truncated left end stack. 2-unit plan. 2 storeys; 2-w

indow
 range. 

Ground floor has 2 late C19 four-pane casem
ents set in cham

fered surrounds; first 
floor has tw

o 2-light 6-pane casem
ents. C20 door set in cham

fered suround of 3 

granite 
m

onoliths. 
Left 

gable 
end 

has 
C20 

w
indow

 
set 

in 
cham

fered 
rectangular suround. w

ith stubs from
 rem

oved m
ullions. Interior: ring beam

s 
on stone corbels; open fireplace to left set in cham

fered surround of 3 
granite m

onoliths. Show
n as a guard house in plan of Hugh Fort by Colonel 

Christian Lilley, dated 1713. 

G
atehouse Cott

age 

N
HL 1218853 

G
rade II* 

Listed 12 Feb 1975—
latest am

endm
ent 14 Dec 1992 

Store, now
 house. Late C16/ early C17 w

ith later C17 extension to right. 
Roughly coursed granite w

ith dressed blocks to right; gabled slate roof w
ith 

carved finials to stone coping; rendered granite ridge stack w
ith drip course. 

2-unit plan. O
ne storey w

ith atti
c; 2-w

indow
 range. Granite lintels over late 

C19 central plank door and late horned C19 3/3 and 2/2-pane sashes, that to 
right w

ith C17 ovolo-m
oulded lintel and jam

bs. Late C19 sash set in 
cham

fered surround to right gable end. C20 rear left outshut. Interior: 
cham

fered w
indow

 architrave adjoins C17 doorw
ay w

ith ovolo-m
oulded 

surround to rear left. O
ne C17 principal rafter w

ith curved foot. Show
n as a 

store on 1713 plan of Hugh Fort by Colonel Christian Lilley. An im
portant 

com
ponent of the late C16/C17 fort centred around Star Castle (qv). 

G
arrison Cott

age 

N
HL 1141185 

G
rade II 

Listed 14 Dec 1992—
latest am

endm
ent 14 Dec 1995 

Show
n on O

.S. M
ap as Star Cott

age. House. C18. Squared and coursed granite 
blocks; slate roof, half-hipped to right and hipped over outshut to left. 
Double-depth plan. 2 storeys; 3-w

indow
 first-floor range. Granite lintels over 

m
id C20 door to right and m

id C20 w
indow

s. Large m
id C20 dorm

er to 
outshut on left. Interior not inspected. Included for group value, as part of 
the im

portant group of buildings around Star Castle (q.v.). 



   

 

 
23 

N
ew

m
an House 

N
HL 1328846 

G
rade II* 

Listed  12 Feb 1975 

Garrison Stores, later house. c.1716-1718; porch and internal alterations by 
Richardson and Gill, 1927; restored 1971. Roughly coursed granite rubble 
w

ith dressed granite; stone-coped gabled slate roof; rendered end stacks. 
Double-depth 

plan. 
2 

storeys 
and 

atti
cs; 

sym
m

etrical 
5-w

indow
 

range. 
Segm

ental arches w
ith dressed voussoirs and keystones over horned 8/8-

pane sashes. Porch w
ith cam

bered roof has sim
ilar sash to front and granite 

lintel over 4-panelled door to left return. Dressed quoins rise from
 plinth to 

coved cornice . Hipped dorm
ers w

ith slate-hung cheeks and segm
ental-

arched horned 6/6-pane sashes. Courtyard to rear enclosed by m
id C19 

extension to south, 1960s rear (east) range and m
id C19 north range w

ith 
brick segm

ental arch over entry connected to bays in sam
e style as early C18 

range w
ith keyed segm

ental arch over horned 8/8-pane sash above double 
entry w

ith C20 panelled screen and C20 porch. Interior: cham
fered reused 

beam
s and early C18 dog-leg w

ith landing staircase w
ith m

oulded handrail 
and 

turned 
balusters 

on 
closed 

string. 
O

riginally 
built 

as 
the 

garrison 
storehouse at a cost of £306 15s 10d. An im

portant and m
ostly com

plete 
exam

ple of its type, part of an im
portant fortification and one of the m

ost 
architecturally elaborate buildings on the islands. 

M
aster G

unners House 

N
HL 1291742 

G
rade II 

Listed 14 Dec 1992 

Show
n on O

.S. M
ap as The W

hite House. House. M
id C18. Rendered granite 

w
ith gabled slate roof and rendered end stacks. 2-room

 central-entry plan 
w

ith rear outshut and additional range at rear. Tw
o storeys; sym

m
etrical 3-

w
indow

 range. M
id C20 stone porch w

ith doors to returns, architrave 
surround and pedim

ented glazed centre; 6-panelled raised and fielded door 
w

ith 3-pane overlight. Late C19 horned 2/2-pane sashes. Rocket house 
projecting at right angles to rear has gable-end door and angle ventilation 
hole. Interior not inspected. The cost of this house is recorded as being £128 
8s 4d. It is show

n on Shaw
's m

ap of 1744. 

APPEN
DIX A: LISTED BU

ILDIN
G

 CITATIO
N

S 
 

Pier House 

N
HL 1141219 

G
rade II 

Listed 12 Feb 1975 

House. C17, rem
odelled in early C19. Random

ly coursed granite rubble; gabled slate 
roof; granite end stacks. O

riginally of 2-room
 plan w

ith central entry. 2 storeys w
ith 

atti
cs; sym

m
etrical 3-w

indow
 range. Granite lintels over C20 plank door and late C19 

horned 2/2-pane sashes. Interior: C19 joists and open fireplace w
ith granite lintel. 

C17 house w
as of one storey w

ith atti
c, its steeply-pitched gable being clearly visible 

on the gable-end w
all. 

The Pier 

N
HL 1141209 

G
rade II 

Listed 12 Feb 1975 

Q
uay and breakw

ater. Begun by Francis Godolphin soon after 1601, rebuilt 1740 and 
1748; new

 pier extending north to Rat Island built 1835-8 for Augustus Sm
ith, Lord 

Proprietor of the Islands; lengthened 1889 for the flow
er trade. Granite rubble to 

earlier arm
 into harbour partly in vertically-coursed dry stonew

all technique, and 
shaped granite blockw

ork to later arm
s. Breakw

ater has canted w
all on sea side. Tw

o 
granite piers at south entrance and cast-iron upturned cannon reused as bollards. The 
construction of a pier for the new

 harbour, St. M
ary's Port, w

as associated w
ith the 

fortification of the Hugh begun by Godolphin w
hich included Star Castle and the 

Garrison w
alls (q.v.). 
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Figure 1: 
Site location 
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 Figure 2: 
Illustration of the 1822 engraving of Star Castle, based on a c.1669  
illustration (taken from

 Adam
s, Star Castle and the Garrison) 
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 Figure 3 
Detail from

 the Plan of the Hugh 1715 by Christian Lilly  
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 Figure 4: 
Detail from

 Hom
eck’s Plan of Hugh Fort 1744 
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 Figure 5: 
1890 O

rdnance Survey m
apping at 1:2,500 
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 Figure 6: 
1908 O

rdnance Survey m
apping at 1:2,500 
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 Figure 7: 
 

1963 O
rdnance Survey m

apping at 1:10,000 
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 Figure 8: 
1980-81 O

rdnance Survey m
apping at 1:2,500 
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 Figure 9: 
1995 O

rdnance Survey m
apping at 1:2,500 
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 Figure 10: 
2006 O

rdnance Survey m
apping at 1:10,000 
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 Figure 11: 
2015 O

rdnance Survey m
apping at 1:10,000 
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 Figure 12: 
Illustration of Hugh Tow

n and the Garrison from
 Buzza Hill, 1752  

(Borlase 1756) 
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 Figure 13: 
Illustration of Hugh Tow

n and the Garrison in the early 1790s  
(Troutbeck 1796) 
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 Figure 14: 
Photograph of Tregarthen’s H

otel view
ed from

 the Pier after 1920 
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 Figure 15: 
Photograph of Tregarthen’s H

otel from
 Rat Island before 1920—

 
Dem

olished cott
age  arrow

ed 
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 Figure 16: 
Photograph of Tregarthen’s H

otel entrance from
 the m

id nineteenth  
century 
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 Figure 17: 
Photograph of Tregarthen’s H

otel from
 Rat Island post 1944 
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 Figure 18: 
Photograph of Tregarthen’s H

otel from
 Rat Island 1965  
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Plate 1: 
View

 of Tregarthen’s Hotel from
 Rat Island 
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 Plate 2: 
Star Castle aerial view

 (courtesy of cornw
all-living.co.uk) 
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 Plate 3: 
View

 of the Site from
 Star Castle (im

age from
 Google Earth) 
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 Plate 4: 
The Guard House looking southeast (source: Im

ages of England) 
13 

 Plate 5: 
Garrison Cott

age looking southeast (source: Im
ages of England) 

13 
 Plate 6: 
M

aster Gunner’s House looking northeast (source: Im
ages of  

England 
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 Plate 7: 
N

ew
m

an House looking north (source: Im
ages of England) 
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 Plate 8: 
Pier House, view

ed from
 the Pier (asset highlighted by arrow

)  
14 

 Plate 9: 
View

 of Tregarthen’s Hotel from
 Rat Island 
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 Plate 10: 
Hugh Tow

n view
ed looking northw

est tow
ards Star Castle and  

the Site 
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