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15.1

Full name: Dee Woods
Organisation (where relevant): Otter Valley Association
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Paragraph

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: 15.1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapteris sound?: Yes

3(a). If yes, and you wish to support the soundness of this part of the Our
Outstanding Historic Environment chapter, please use this box to set out your
comments.: This chapter is good with strong protective policies, and includes locally
listed Heritage Assets. Itis guided by the revised and more detailed Heritage Strategy
2024-2042.
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Full name: Community Campaigner David Barton
Organisation (where relevant): Community Campaigner David Barton
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Paragraph

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: 15.1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
Historic Buildings

1. Create a Designated AND a Non-Designated Heritage Asset List, such as AHV
whereby existing buildings and those that may yet return can be logged and recorded to
combat the Climate Crisis whilst making heritage work for LAs in modern day with
attractive locations timeless for everyone to appreciate enhancing the investor appeal,
all-round interest and acknowledging the industrial pioneering legacy of the City.

2. Clearance of vegetation along the Railway Lines alongside other equivalent parts
of the Line to eradicate the perceived neglected aesthetic.

3. Exception Areas, such as those at risk or recently restored have the real potential
for wider grant funding for ambitious projects out of the realm necessarily of
undisclosed third party investors supporting Property Owners, therefore all and any
supportin reaching these person(s) will greatly contribute to all possible tangible
success in the interim period.

4, Providing key guidance, such as agreed in-keeping historic street furniture, such
as Cast Iron Lamp Posts, Bins, Planters approved upon inspection of historic
photographs, agreed installation and where appropriate maintenance by the LA will
ensure the iterative success of this transferring to other Conservation Areas, etc.
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5. Scheme to rebuild and reconstruct long-lost buildings, prioritising vacant sites
that could adapt some mixed use with residential accommodation and commercial
application thereby supporting Climate Action, creating employment and recordable
success through placing of necessary economic drivers, such as offices for Technology
Sector if original use cannot be sourced in sufficient time simultaneously meeting
housing targets.

6. Archive Blueprints for historic conurbations that have suffered architecturally
over time through building conversions, demolitions, etc should be provided to key
stakeholders, if necessary with a printing charge available for official spiral hard copy
version to view detailed historic plans covering layouts, etc.

7. Those people and organisations that have either/ both maintained their
properties well over the years or may wish to provide additional support to others, such
as restorative support, archive blueprint guidance, etc should be eligible for
discretionary reductions by the Council across various property taxes where they may
be suffering hardship or through personal circumstances.

8. “Newer” style housing with true authentic rhythm, such as Suburban style faux

Tudor fascia frontages with red clay tile pitched roofs and terracotta design windows
(tile hung walls) are a good compromise whereupon finance and scheduling may
otherwise adversely impact on housing settlements.

9. Fascia Frontage details should be reinstated whether in a Conservation Area or
not, especially where approval has been granted to rebuild an entire house using breeze
block to produce a stereotypical black, white and grey dwelling out of place. 10. LAs
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should work closely with Foundries to procure raw materials and building services in the
event of harnessing their own Contractor Firm(s) in-house that could work cross-
authority to make net savings whilst ensuring particular new housing neighbourhoods
conform to an appropriate style.

11. Modern “Carbuncle” extensions should not be permitted at any one area-
instead an authentic style addition may be used to retain blending.

12.  Discretionary financial support packages to assist House Builders choosing the
traditional vernacular route should be considered and utilised where it can be proven
that this third party will restore the historic streetscape yet making it applicable or
modern day requirements- residential or commercial. This may be especially so where
they are able to help others prevent the demolition of a prized Old Build built before the
1950s. Traditional Vernacular Architecture

1. Provide a directory of approved and trusted Conservation Specialist Contractors-
this will be key for repairs and maintenance reducing costs for all parties, expediting the
physical process of regeneration and smoothen planning work schedules so that finer
detail may be considered on priority cases or those that may be at risk of consequential
repair, such as Places of Worship and detached Buildings with flat roofs, etc at higher
risk of damage than customary dwellings.

2. These same people should be readily contactable for new construction
3. Encourage smart building methods and use of TVA as meticulously explained in
this

SPD outlining “Breathing” Solid Wall Construction using older style materials thereby
reducing maintenance cost which combined with the approved contractor directory will
further drive down costs, time and effort for everyone.
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4, Alterations- must introduce a simplified listed building consent form and
application process thatis streamlined encouraging better maintenance of Old Builds
and reducing the rising propensity of builders to allow buildings to deteriorate, such as
the Historic Pub that had to be rebuilt in Kilburn, London post 2015.

5. Provide specialist Heritage Arts & Craft Skills Programmes that anyone can learn
and use so that these high cost tasks can eventually stabilise in price making them
more affordable and available to those that don’t have the time to do this themselves or
may be risk averse even.

6. Extensions- there must be a proactive emphasis on in-keeping structural fabric
to prevent future errors, such as the Municipal Building depicted in the SPD being
replicated again thereby harming the Conservation value.

7. New Housing Estates should adopt historical archival blueprints, ie. A Georgian,
Victorian or Edwardian layout with the likeliest period architecture utilised where this
area remained greenbelt until the 1950s.

8. Area Expansion of housing must revert to traditional timeless designs that confer
many practical advantages over modern styles that are harder to maintain are timeless
with regard to dating and ensure a more evenly distributed community atmosphere in
the long-term future.

9. Infrastructure should be appropriately considered for existing and new areas so
that no one area is at risk of becoming congested through traffic for a particular
commodity, such as Schools, Doctor Practice, Dental Practice, etc.
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10.  Site Layouts should complement the historic layout with a view to Post 1950s
contemporary Architecture out of place being one day demolished to reinstate Long-
lost beloved buildings from before the World Wars that could blossom economically
today.

11.  Building Form shouldn’t permit for dated modern structures that delineate and
essentially divide communities between the old and new parts of any one location.

12. Facade Design mustn’t be compromised for contemporary architecture,
especially in view of coveted Heritage Status for any one area being at risk of being lost
if said contemporary architecture is pursued. Making an application

1. Identify recurring applicants that are harming civic heritage, be this across
Conservation Areas, Non-designated heritage assets or elsewhere with experience of
demolition to date- this should be considered before granting permission to apply or
acquire planning approval.

2. Enforcement Penalties for key stakeholders that purposely allow their properties
to fallinto decline and hoped eventual demolition through this tactic, which is more
prevalent since 2020.

3. Create an Action Plan to deter persons or organisations from pursuing
demolition, such as financial incentives, sincere investor network directory set by
Central Government to offload for profit and enforced Design Codes that cannot be
manipulated through semantics like Design Guides in isolation as has happened
elsewhere. This must be kept for emergency instances where there is an expected
threat of decline or demolition.

4, Agreed that temporary alteration of heritage sites, such as stairs or ramps for
wheelchairs should be utilised to prevent deleterious loss of historic surroundings and
features alike.
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5. Full Pre-Consultation publicised and utilised to ensure appropriate Design
Codes for new housing alongside positioning and layout in case volunteer assemblies
may assist property owners with restoration of historic buildings.

6. Brick by brick Analysis undertaken of projects set for Traditional reconstruction
so that these statistics may provide both the Council with evidence for green grant
funding support for other key infrastructure projects, such as Transportation and
Drainage Defences and property owners may incur a discretionary reduction in
associated reconstruction costs of heritage buildings and vistas.

7. Ability to lock feedback in for Consultation automatically unless the council can
alert interested consultees in taking part again whether they are locally, regionally or
nationally based.

8. Special partnerships with Property Owners of historic buildings at risk of decline/
demolition to discreetly support them with the option to publicise this accordingly to
reach out to others in the same position to secure alternative use for these structures as
opposed to demolition.

9. Proactive effort to stop Breaking and Entering style of “Urban Explorers” who are
coincidentally apparent whenever demolition is scheduled for buildings especially
since 2020.

10. LAsto proactively work closely alongside Community Champions and other
leading Heritage Groups, such as English Heritage giving these organisations a voice on
the frontlines, especially where so many buildings are presently being overlooked for
additional guidance and/ or support due to cost and time restraints facing these same
groups and organisations (including the LA). MISCELLAENOUS
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1. Provide all possible support for the reconstruction of Old Builds as is happening
elsewhere across Europe, especially Budapest, Hungary, North America, etc to
significantly increase Embodied Energy/ Carbon storage.

2. Establish a Plan to adopt Unadopted Roads or supply key services, such as
carriageway resurfacing as disabled access and entry/ exit of Emergency Vehicles is
presently a cause for concern.

3. Provide Pre-Approval and agreement of specialist Conservation Area style
Historic Street Furniture, such as Cast Iron Lamp Posts, Bins and Planters for this prime
Conservation Area including installation, maintenance costs (where appropriate).

4. Provide full access to the Archive Resources (at no/minimal cost) as an
invaluable incentive for existing and parallel undisclosed third Party Investors.
Discretionary waivers may be appropriate for those third parties proactively working to
prevent decline and demolition of historic buildings.

5. Car Parking on and off street should be supported to ensure freedom of choice
for everyone, accessibility and connectedness.

6. Car Parking abodes should be tastefully designed like modern-day stables for
vehicles that are in-keeping with the built historic environment.

7. Provide publicly published names of consultees willing to work alongside the
Local authority and other key stakeholders, such as property owners and undisclosed
third party investors, etc.

10
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8. Provide select tours for prospective investors and housebuilders of existing
traditional architecture where Design Codes of this identical style would complement
both old and new architecture bending the area better more cohesively, eg. the form
and layout of Oxford City Centre which has changed minimally structurally since the
1800s.

9. Provide a focused effort on utilising people’s skillsets on a meritocratic basis, ie.

Procure specialists and volunteers that could work together on key emergency projects,
such as Historic buildings at risk without layered bureaucracy on achieving positive
outcomes, such as Community Assets where deadlines can be thwarted by separate
third parties.

10. Create a Top Ten Historic Buildings at Risk Register where appropriate
conditions, such as security against Urban Exploration, etc can be utilised safeguarding
these structures, providing the respective property owners peace of mind whilst actual
scope for revitalising these for solid economic gain.

11.  Infrastructure assessments should be fully outlined, such as Air Quality risk from
new construction at presently congested areas, hence the case for Traditional
Architecture that will confer longevity benefits in the long-term with as much free car
parking as possible.

12.  Free Car Parking may be monitored through expected proof of purchase when
visiting, eg. minimal £1.00 at a shop encouraging partnerships between private
businesses and LAs.

11
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15.1-15.20

Full name: Robin James Meadwell
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Paragraph

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: 15.1 - 15.20

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.: As
with the policy for protection of the landscape, the protection of the historic nature of
East Devon should be paramount. It is the character of East Devon which attracts so
many tourists to the area year after year and preserving this character is essential. The
proposals for so much development in Exmouth, Axminster, Seaton, Topsham,
Sidmouth, Ottery St Mary and Honiton collectively will substantially alter the aesthetic
appearance of these areas and the detrimental impact of so much development will not
be felt until after construction. | have witnessed the effects of over developmentin
other parts of the Country where developers have "promised" new construction would
be sympathetic to and in keeping with the surrounding area. However, construction of
housing in the numbers proposed can and does have a detrimental effect to the original
area.

5. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?: No, | do not wish to
participate in hearing session(s)

12
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HEO1

Full name: Zoe Mason

Organisation (where relevant): Lichfields

Other party name (if relevant): Mr M and Mr R Nanciekivell
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.: The
Landowner supports the preservation of archaeological and heritage assets.

5.17 Strategic Policy HEO1 outlines requirements for preserving the historic
environment. This is out of keeping with National Policy, and therefore is not considered
sound. The identification of heritage assets “through the planning application process”
is considered to be in conflict with the Planning Practice Guidance, which suggests that
in most cases Non- Designated Heritage Assets should be identified and published by
the LPA and only in rare cases, normally associated with archaeological discoveries,
should they be identified through the Planning Application Process.

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: To ensure the policy
is in keeping with PPG it should be amended - additions in square [] brackets Non-
desighated heritage assets, where identified through local or neighbourhood
planmaking, the Local List119, Conservation Area Appraisal or review or through the
planning application process [(in exceptional circumstances)], will be recognised as
heritage assets in accordance with national guidance and any local criteria.
Development proposals that directly or indirectly affect the significance of a non-
designated heritage asset will be determined with regard to the scale of any harm or
loss and the significance of the asset.”

13
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Full name: James McMurdo

Organisation (where relevant): McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd
Other party name (if relevant): Stuart Partners Ltd

Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd on behalf of Stuart Partners Ltd.

Objection (maintained) Reasons (as per previous representations)

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: Either:

¢ Delete the policies and rely on Chapter 16 of the NPPF;
e Amend the policies to mirror Chapter 16 of the NPPF;

¢ Provide detailed, reasoned justification for those aspects out of kilter with the Chapter
16 of the NPPF and reconsult.

14
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Full name: Chrissie Hunn
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

1(c). If the comment is related to a site, please state the site reference here::
EXMO_17

2. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is legally compliant?: No

2(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter legally compliant, in respect of
any matters you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification
will make this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter legally
compliant. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised
wording for the relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: The
proposed development of EXMO_17 would be close to Littleham grade 2* church and
other heritage assests. Exmo_17 site is in plain view from the heritage coast path that
runs along the World Heritage Jurassic Coast.

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

15
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Full name: Community Campaigner David Barton
Organisation (where relevant): Community Campaigner David Barton
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:

1. Enhancement of Historic Areas to remove modern street furniture with the
integration of classical style timepieces should be encouraged and pursued wherever
possible with clear preferred guides set out for each part of the City.

2. Enhancement of Setting with funding grants and financial incentives from all
tiers of Government for Private Investors especially those contributing actively towards
achieving Net Zero through Embodied Energy/ Carbon Capacity rich measures, i.e.
Retention of Old Builds.

3. Archive Pooling of invaluable source material, such as Historic Photographs, Oil
Paintings, such as “Memory Lane” featured on InYourArea Magazine to enrich existing
material archives.

4, New officialising of Non-Designated Heritage Assets must be actively supported
even if informed by the (wider) community thereby providing some possibility of
removing these from risk of demolition.

16
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5. Incentives must be provided to those dependable sincere third party investors
that take on, maintain and protect said sites against their annihilation from the
streetscape with rescue-packages actively promoted and supported once again with a
trusted Directory creating goodwill amongst the local community.

6. Opportunity to meet or correspond on Zoom Conference Call regarding key
areas, buildings and places at risk where key stakeholders, such as property owners
may be better placed to engage in positive and constructive discussion through third
parties, such as myself and a trusted panel of experts in their fields and sectors who
could enable these people and organisations to maximise their civic heritage, whilst
proactively striving to protect more historic buildings from decline and/ or demolition
where a strategy package for raising the revenue to do this could be arranged and
facilitated.

7. Defining Character Areas- zoning symmetrical parallel construction
recommended where distinctive individualised properties remain as checked against
authentic archive blueprints. This will ensure high-quality housing for everyone reducing
the societal divides between misperceived “good areas” where affluent people reside in
historical style properties and less advantaged reside in contemporary ones.

8. Industry should be conserved at former industrial complexes, such as Economic
Docks with equivalent sites offering modern-day uses, alongside traditional uses such
as export and import of raw materials at places such as Docks and Port encompassing:
ICT sector, Green Research & Development, etc.

9. Every effort must be made to reach out to Property Owners, especially
Housebuilders that are pursuing demolition of long-beloved buildings, especially those
with demonstrable evidence of Holy Worship.

17
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10. Every effort must be made to reach out to Property Owners, especially
Housebuilders that are pursuing demolition of landmark buildings, especially those
with key links to an area’s founding or history locally.

11.  All Powers to monitor, collaborate with existing and/ or new property owners to
conserve these buildings should become mandatory with appointed Community
Champions for Civic Heritage that area direct link between Local Authorities and said
wider key stakeholders to prevent demolition of structures that may be at risk of
destruction from vandalism, urban exploration and demolition.

12. Reconstruction Programme harnessing existing limited crafts people’s skillsets
to be used as a fundraising vehicle to bring back buildings that may have been
demolished to dissuade future demolition as a choice by property owners and by
means of expanding these otherwise lost skillsets that are at live risk of becoming
extinct from the UK.

13.  Checklist of buildings at high risk must be expanded beyond the existing groups
and organisations that are saturated with high caseloads, such as SAVE Britain’s
Heritage, etc so that dialogue channels can be created and fostered between
Community Champions for Civic Heritage.

14. Bespoke-tailored funding packages for Properties at Risk of decline or demolition
should be integrated with Local, Regional and Central Government-funding as a means
of regional economic output through the return on investment that may support other
key grant funding capital infrastructure projects, such as transportation and drainage
improvements.

18
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Full name: Margaret Leppard
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO1

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.: A
question - are we just too nostalgic about historic environment? | refer to buildings not
parks etc Green infrastructure. Let’s design for sympathetic transition from historic to
21st century?

19
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Full name: Kim Miller
Organisation (where relevant): Historic England
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO1

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: Yes

3(a). If yes, and you wish to support the soundness of this part of the Our
Outstanding Historic Environment chapter, please use this box to set out your
comments.: We welcome the addition of text to Policy HEO1 to ensure it is clear that
applicants must assess the impact of their proposals on significance.

We also welcome the adjustments to paragraphs 15.8 and 15.9 which broadly align
with the changes requested in our response to the Regulation 19 Local Plan.

20
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HEO2

Full name: James McMurdo

Organisation (where relevant): McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd
Other party name (if relevant): Stuart Partners Ltd

Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE02

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd on behalf of Stuart Partners Ltd.

Objection (maintained) Reasons (as per previous representations)

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: Either:

* Delete the policies and rely on Chapter 16 of the NPPF;
e Amend the policies to mirror Chapter 16 of the NPPF;

¢ Provide detailed, reasoned justification for those aspects out of kilter with the Chapter
16 of the NPPF and reconsult.

21
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Full name: Nick Matthews

Organisation (where relevant): Savills

Other party name (if relevant): Mac Mic Strategic Land
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE02

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
Savills on behalf of Mac Mic Strategic Land

There is an internalinconsistency in the tests set out within Policy HE0O2 which must be
addressed prior to Local Plan adoption.

4. The opening paragraph and Criterion A of the policy states at all proposals "will be
expected to: ... Conserve, enhance or better reveal those elements which contribute to
the heritage significance and/or it's setting". This sets a binary no loss or no harm test for
proposed development which, in itself is incompatible with heritage policy in the
Framework (2024).

5. The policy approach in the Framework however is an integrated into the subsequent
two sections of the Policy which relate to circumstances where development would
cause substantial, or less substantial, harm to a heritage asset or its setting.

6. At present therefore the policy both states that there will be in effect no harm
permitted but then recognises that harm could exist and explains how development
proposals should respond in those circumstances.

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: Due toitin
compatibility with the Framework, we recommend that the first section of Policy HEOQ2 is
deleted.

22
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Full name: Kim Miller
Organisation (where relevant): Historic England
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE02

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: Yes

3(a). If yes, and you wish to support the soundness of this part of the Our
Outstanding Historic Environment chapter, please use this box to set out your
comments.: We welcome changes to the third part B of this policy and to paragraph
15.12 which respond to matters raised in our Regulation 19 response.

24
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HEO3

Full name: James McMurdo

Organisation (where relevant): McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd
Other party name (if relevant): Stuart Partners Ltd

Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO3

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd on behalf of Stuart Partners Ltd.

Objection (maintained) Reasons (as per previous representations)

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: Either:

* Delete the policies and rely on Chapter 16 of the NPPF;
e Amend the policies to mirror Chapter 16 of the NPPF;

¢ Provide detailed, reasoned justification for those aspects out of kilter with the Chapter
16 of the NPPF and reconsult.
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Full name: Community Campaigner David Barton
Organisation (where relevant): Community Campaigner David Barton
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HEO3

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:

1. Alterations for Listed Building Consent must be simplified with additional
streamlined testing methodologies, such as proof of legitimate third party support, such
as correspondence chains between applicant and Groups, such as The Victorian
Society that can assist LAs complete workload much sooner allowing more attention for
challenging cases, such as Non-Designated Heritage Assets at live or upcoming risk of
demolition by Housebuilders, etc.

2. Highways & Street Furniture should be duly supported across the whole of an
area to enhance its historic appeal to the commercial community as much to its
indigenous community; as this is supported greatly in equivalent Public Realm Strategy
SPDs-where any and all guidance and support must and should be provided, with key at
risk projects being an exceptional anecdote that may be cited in future documents or
versions of this and other consultations to stimulate economic construction and
restoration across other designated Conservation Areas, etc or otherwise.

3. Provide incentives for the return of lost adornments and decorative features,
such as roof fixtures like Chimney Stacks once again with an approved contractor
directory to make Old Builds practical to own, live and work in the 2020s onwards. If a
Directory cannot be provided then specific wording and guides on esoteric restoration
and new traditional building styles that would see modern-day use of decorative
features must be provided by the Local Council.
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4. Permissions for authentic replica and more durable materials, such as
reproduction sash windows must be supported to prevent exorbitant high costs through
procuring these, limited longevity and economic climates being unstable. This must be
assessed on a case by case basis.

5. No more deliberate manipulation and selective misinterpretation of using
contemporary modern designs using old-style fabric raw materials, such as stone
cladding for new housing where the design and shape clearly undermine the concept of
blending within or around a Conservation Area.

6. Compendium of approved and recognised TVA Architects based across the UK
with a view to supporting the training in time of more Northern counterparts to reduce
cost associated with travel expenses, etc. This will actively reduce the level of
demolition applications countering the purpose of this SPD and other live Policy. If a
Directory cannot be provided then specific wording and guides on esoteric restoration
and new traditional building styles that would see modern-day use of decorative
features must be provided by the Local Council.

7. New Conservation Areas should be established covering areas of surviving built
historic environment to positively reverse fascia changes to more modern ones.

8. Blue Plagues should be fully supported across as many different Conurbations,
especially if Applicants reach out for endorsements.

9. Discretionary Rate Relief should be provided to those proactively support LAs
with conserving their respective Conservation Areas through their own resources,
skillsets and time as an incentive to others to work alongside the Council positively and
constructively.
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10.  Where long-lost prized buildings are reconstructed whether based in a
Conservation Area or not this should confer discretionary financial support, e.g. Rate
Relief for the length of time taken to produce this outcome acknowledging the
embodied carbon now contributing positively towards the LA’s Climate Change Action
Plan Targets.

11.  Retention of historic street furniture, such as Lamp Posts adorning high streets
or Promenade style streetscapes with collaborate fundraising models utilised from key
stakeholders, such as property owners, undisclosed third party investors, Residents’

Groups, etc.

12.  Retention of historic street furniture, such as Lamp Posts adorning high streets
or Promenade style streetscapes with authentic identical reproductions permitted
where all options to secure finance have been fully exhausted and/or the existing
streetscape is at imminent risk of receiving contemporary replacement street furniture
on health and safety grounds, eg. Lap Posts.
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HEO4

Full name: Zoe Mason

Organisation (where relevant): Lichfields

Other party name (if relevant): Mr M and Mr R Nanciekivell
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE04

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.: We
are broadly in support of Policy HEO4, however it is noted that the statement
“development must protect the site and setting of Scheduled Monuments, designated
or undesignated archaeological remains, including ancient routeways and milestones,”
is unclear on the degree to which undesighated archaeological remains are to be
protected, and infers that all archaeological remains, whether designated or not, are to
be protected in all circumstances which is contrary to National Policy.

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: Given the sentiment
behind the statement is repeated in the subsequent policy wording, which provides
more clarity on how non-designated archaeological remains are to be considered, we
propose that the first sentence of the policy be omitted to ensure soundness.
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Full name: James McMurdo

Organisation (where relevant): McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd
Other party name (if relevant): Stuart Partners Ltd

Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE04

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
McMurdo Land Planning and Development Ltd on behalf of *** Personal details have
been removed ***

Objection (maintained) Reasons (as per previously)

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: Either:

* Delete the policies and rely on Chapter 16 of the NPPF;
e Amend the policies to mirror Chapter 16 of the NPPF;

¢ Provide detailed, reasoned justification for those aspects out of kilter with the Chapter
16 of the NPPF and reconsult.
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Full name: Nick Matthews

Organisation (where relevant): Savills

Other party name (if relevant): Mac Mic Strategic Land
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE04

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
Savills on behalf of Mac Mic Strategic Land

For the same reasons as we object to Policy HE02, we also object to Policy HEO4.

4.The opening sentence a Policy HE04 establishes a requirement to "protect” schedule
monuments and other archaeological artefacts whether designated or not. If this policy
statement is to be complied with then there could be no harm arising from
development, however, the policy later goes on to state that:

"Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the
significance of such remains, this harm will be weighed against the public benefits of
the proposed development."

The policy approach is therefore inconsistent as it is setting two separate and
incompatible tests for development proposals.

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: To remove this
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incompatibility in the Policy and the inconsistency with the Framework, the opening
sentence of Policy HE04 should be deleted.
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Full name: Kim Miller
Organisation (where relevant): Historic England
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE04

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: Yes

3(a). If yes, and you wish to support the soundness of this part of the Our
Outstanding Historic Environment chapter, please use this box to set out your
comments.: We welcome the removal of the reference to ‘exceptional cases’ in this
policy as a point of clarification. This responds to an issue raised in our Regulation 19
response.
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HEOS

Full name: Nicola Wilson
Organisation (where relevant): Devon County Council
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE05

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3(c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of
the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound, in respect of any matters
you have identified above. You will need to say why each modification will make
this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter sound. It will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the
relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible.: The county council
requests that the paragraph proposed to be removed in this policy is retained. Historic
Landscapes, Parks and Gardens are heritage assets and those on the register should be
considered as designated heritage assets.
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Full name: Tamsin Robertson
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE05

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: No

1(c). If the comment is related to a site, please state the site reference here::
Exmo_17

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: No

3(b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the Our Outstanding
Historic Environment chapter is not sound. Please be as precise as possible.:
Chapter 15: Historic Environment

The proposed estate would be close to Littleham’s medieval church where *** Personal
details have been removed *** is buried. There is also an old farmhouse on the
perimeter.

These National Landscape fields are in plain view from the coast path that runs along
the World Heritage Jurassic Coast.
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Clinton Devon ended the lease to Woodlands farm, of fields around Quentance farm,
some 84 acres. There's a rumour that Clinton Devon is selling this land to Bloor Homes.
If this is true, it indicates that Clinton and Bloor are confident that EDDC will allow them
to build on another large tranche of protected National Landscape. This is the domino-
effect that could happen if Bloor Homes are allowed to build a big estate on Exmo_17.
This land is too precious to present and future generations for it to be destroyed.

| beg you not to build on our beautiful land.
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Full name: Kim Miller
Organisation (where relevant): Historic England
Proposal: 15. Our Outstanding Historic Environment

1. To which part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment chapter does your
representation relate?: Policy

1(a). Please write down the paragraph, policy or figure number that your
representation relates to.: HE05

1(b). Does your comment relate to one of the changes listed above?: Yes

3. Do you consider that this part of the Our Outstanding Historic Environment
chapter is sound?: Yes

3(a). If yes, and you wish to support the soundness of this part of the Our
Outstanding Historic Environment chapter, please use this box to set out your
comments.: We support the adjustments to this policy which address issues raised in
our Regulation 19 response.
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