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NOTES ON IMPERIAL GARDENS 
 
 
The gardens are an important feature in the town, containing established trees, 
fountain and statue feature, a garden layout which is unimaginative and is broken up 
with beds in a formal geometrical arrangement leaving little opportunity for 
‘recreation’ for the young or community sitting space. 
 
Three sides are against major residential and traffic roads, and that onto the Queens 
Hotel is permanently lined with car parking from residential and nearby office 
employment. 
 
The rear of the Town Hall has no presence as an important access into the building 
discharging onto a car park as a ‘back door’ to the building and adjoining an oddly 
located enclosed Skillicorn Garden which is generally inaccessible to the public. 
 
The town has become noted for its support of cultural, social and technical festivals 
and events throughout the year and whilst the gardens are accepted as a treasured 
asset to the town it must also be accepted that the Town Hall has become 
inadequate to accommodate certain of the festival displays and activities and the use 
of some portions of the gardens for overflow accommodation is reasonable if this can 
be provided without interfering basically with the amenity which the gardens provide. 
 
The proposals now being considered address only the location of tentage 
sporadically arranged across the existing garden pattern and providing no coherent 
and permanent resolution to the problem presented.  The multiplicity of large and 
small tents proposed and the wear and tear to the gardens caused by erection and 
demolition of the units would be disastrous and rather than attempt to provide the 
accommodation by proposing dual use of what is already there, the problem should 
be resolved permanently by comprehensively redesigning the whole area for such 
dual use planned by a competent designer, since to deal with the problem correctly 
alterations needed to the rear access to the Town Hall as well as the re-landscaping 
of the gardens.  The comment card questions are irrelevant to nay new and 
necessary approach to the dual use of the gardens as set out above. 
 
As a brief for the project the following is proposed:- 
 

1. The features of the garden to be maintained would include all the major 
trees on the perimeter of the area, the fountain and statue. 

 
2. The rear of the Town Hall to be improved to provide adequate and pleasant 

public access from the Town Hall into the gardens and vice-versa and to 
upgrade the immediately adjoining area to a presentable condition. 
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3. The Skillicorn Garden is badly sited and in view of its proposed re-planning 
an alternative location within the gardens better integrated with the overall 
design should be found. 

 
4. The proposed marquee space should be confined to a single area which 

would be prepared with a permanent hard surface integrated as a sitting and 
play terrace or piazza attached to the rear approach to the Town Hall with a 
separate permanent built kiosk to provide refreshments.  The gardens 
should be remodelled in a less formal style with a combination of hard, grass 
and garden surface providing recreation space more appropriate to current 
society.  The present existing geometrical formality is meaningless and 
unrelated in any way to the Town Hall or any other feature surrounding the 
area. 

 
5. There is no doubt a fear that creating hard surface in replacement of garden 

space is retrograde but this must be more acceptable than the proposal that 
the gardens proper should be covered presumably with temporary flooring 
over the existing flower beds to provide a base for temporary tenting.  The 
array of marquees and tents shown on the drawing have no pattern or 
reason and visually could be disastrously unattractive.  The gardens re-
planned with a substantial area of carefully chosen quality paving as a 
permanent base for a large marquee to meet the requirement s of the 
festivals would not only provide good recreational space when not in use for 
a festival but would allow a more imaginative landscaping for the remainder 
of the gardens.  These could be designed with the fountain and sculpture 
and new entrance to the Town Hall as focal points. 

 
6. The success of the scheme will depend much on the use of quality 

materials, particularly in the paved areas and the fixed furniture employed.  
The use of gravel for paths, however well bonded, is not appropriate. 

 
 
 
  
 
 
George Mathers A.R.I.B.A 
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