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POLICY 41: Designated and Non-Designated Heritage Assets

3.

Designated Heritage Assets

. Proposals for development, including change of use, that involve a designated heritage

asset, or the setting of a designated heritage asset will be expected to:

a) conserve, enhance or better reveal those elements which contribute to the heritage
significance and/or its setting;

b) respect any features of special architectural or historic interest, including where
relevant the historic curtilage or context, its value within a group and/or its setting,
such as the importance of a street frontage, traditional roofscape, or traditional
shopfronts;

c) be sympathetic in terms of its siting, size, scale, height, alignment, proportions,
design and form, building technique(s), materials and detailing, boundary treatments
and surfacing, or are of a high quality contemporary or innovative nature which
complements the local vernacular, in order to retain the special interest that justifies
its designation;

d) ensure significant views away from, through, towards and associated with the
heritage asset(s) are conserved or enhanced;

e) in the case of a Conservation Area, to have regard to the established urban grain
and ensure that spaces between and around buildings, such as paddocks, greens,
gardens and other gaps, are preserved where they contribute to the Conservation
Area’s character and appearance.

. Proposals that will lead to substantial harm or total loss of significance will be refused

unless the substantial harm or loss is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits
that outweigh that harm or loss, and it can be demonstrated that:

a) the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site;

b) no viable use of the heritage asset can be found in the medium term through
appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation;

c) conservation by grant-funding or some form of not for profit, charitable or public
ownership is demonstrably not possible;

d) the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use.

Proposals that would result in less than substantial harm to the significance of a
designated heritage asset will only be supported where it can be demonstrated that the
public benefits will outweigh any harm identified.

Non-Designated Heritage Assets

4.

Proposals for development, including change of use, that involve a non-designated
heritage asset, or the setting of a non-designated heritage asset will be expected to:

a) have regard to the significance of the asset and its relationship with its setting;
b) be sympathetic to the local vernacular in terms of siting, size, scale, height,
alignment, design and form; proportions, materials;

. Proposals that will lead to harm to or loss of significance of a non-designated heritage

asset will only be supported where it can be demonstrated that:
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a) the asset’s architectural or historic significance is proven to be minimal; or

b) through an up-to-date structural report produced by a suitably qualified person, the
asset is not capable of viable repair; or

c¢) through appropriate marketing, the asset has no viable use; or

d) the public benefits of the scheme outweigh the loss of significance.

Archaeological sites

6. Where evidence suggests that significant archaeological remains exist on site,
proposals should be supported by an appropriate archaeological evaluation that
provides an assessment of the significance of the remains and considers how the
remains would be affected by the proposed development.

7. Where the ‘in situ’ preservation of archaeological remains is not possible or desirable,
suitable provision shall be made by the developer for the excavation, recording,
analysis, storage, relocation of assets and archiving, in accordance with a Written
Scheme of Investigation that has been approved by the Local Planning Authority.
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