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This document has been prepared in accordance with the scope of GC Planning Partnership Limited’s contract with its client and is subject to the terms of that 

contract.  It is addressed to and for the sole and confidential use and reliance of G C Planning Partnership Limited’s client.  G C Planning Partnership Limited accepts 

no liability for any use of this document other than by its client and only for the purposes for which it has been prepared and provided.  No person other than the 

client may copy (in whole or in part), use or rely on the contents of this document, without the prior written permission of the Director of G C Planning Partnership 

Limited.  Any advice, opinions or recommendations within this document should be read and relied upon only in the context of the document as a whole. 
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1 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 This combined Planning, Design and Access Statement together with a Heritage Statement has been prepared to support a planning 

application for the siting of an array of solar panels and enclosure at land adjacent to and at Glebe House, Church Lane, Reed, SG8 8AL. The 

solar panels will be sited adjacent to the host dwelling and will be enclosed by low level fencing and landscaping surround.  For the avoidance 

of doubt, the solar panels will serve the installation of ASHP to the host dwelling at Glebe House. It will result in the removal of a oil storage 

tank. That proposal will be subject to a separate application under the householder application process.  

1.2 This Statement explains the design thinking behind the application for planning permission. It includes a written description of the proposal, 

its setting, considers the planning history and planning policy, and provides justification for the proposal with regard to the Development 

Plan and taking into account any material considerations.  
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2    THE SITE AND SURROUNDINGS  

2.1 The site is located to the south of the built-up form of Reed, which is a 

rural village located to the east of the A10, approximately 4km south of 

Royston.  The site is situated on the west side of Church Lane and within 

the Conservation Area. There is one listed building (grade I listed Church 

of St Mary) and three non-designated heritage assets within 100m of the 

site. The site is designated as a Rural Area beyond the Green Belt.  

2.2 The site consists of a parcel of land adjacent to the dwelling house. The 

front elevation of the host dwelling is south-facing, and the public 

highway lies to the east. The host dwelling is set back from public highway 

by approx. 25m. By virtue of mature natural boundary treatment, views 

into the site and surrounding land is heavily obscured (images shown). 
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3     RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY  

3.1 80/00093/1 - Erection of two storey rear extension and additional garages and store – granted 29 February 1980. 

3.2 07/00246/1 – Change of use of land from agricultural to domestic garden use – granted 20 March 2007. 

3.3 08/00232/1HH – Two storey side and rear extension. Detached double garage following demolition of existing garage – granted 06 March 

2008. 

3.4 10/02208/1HH – New double garage with store at the rear (as variation of permission granted under ref 08/00232/HH), new wooden 

garden shed and erection of wall to run between new double garage and house for screening – granted 02 November 2010. 

3.5 10/02971/1NMA – Insert window into gable ends of proposed double garage (non-material amendment to planning application 

10/02208/1HH) – granted 17 December 2010. 

3.6 13/02644/1HH – Two -storey front extension – granted 12 December 2013. 

3.7 22/03262/FPH – Part single-storey, part two-storey rear extension to include hip to gable roof extension, single-storey side extension and 

erection of detached single storey equipment/storage/outbuilding following removal of existing detached shed – Granted 1st February 2023 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

www.gcpp.co.uk 

 

7 

 

 

4     PLANNING POLICY AND GUIDANCE  

 

4.1 In accordance with Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, the proposal should be determined in accordance with 

the Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. The Development Plan for this area includes the North Hertfordshire 

Local Plan (2011-2031). 

4.2 The policies  

Policy HE3 – confirms that development that leads to harm to non-designated heritage assets will be granted provided that the a balanced 

judgment has been made to scale of harm to the significance of the non-designated asset.  

  Policy HE11 – Planning application relating to designed heritage assets, or their setting shall be accompanied by a heritage assessment. The 

policy confirms amongst other things that development that preserves the heritage’s significance will be granted.  

  Policy SP5 – In relation to development with rural areas the Council operates a general policy of restraint in Rural Areas beyond the Green 

Belt through the application of our detailed policies.  

 Policy NE2: Planning permission will be granted for, amongst other things, development that does not cause unacceptable harm to the 

character and appearance of the surrounding area.  

 Policy D1- Planning permission will be granted provided that development amongst other things, reduce energy consumption and waste, 

future proof for changes in technology and lifestyle  
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National Planning Policy Framework (as amended 2023) (“Framework”) 

4.3 This document sets out the Government’s planning policies for England and how these are expected to be applied. 

 

4.4 The Framework confirms that planning law requires applications for planning permission to be determined in accordance with the 

development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. The National Planning Policy Framework must be taken into account in 

preparing the development plan and is a material consideration in planning decisions. 

4.5 The Framework confirms that the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of sustainable development. At a very 

high level, the objective of sustainable development can be summarized as meeting the needs of the present without compromising the 

ability of future generations to meet their own needs. 

4.6 The Framework identifies three overarching objectives in achieving sustainable development.  These are economic, environmental and social. 

These are independent and need to be pursued in mutually supportive ways so that opportunities can be taken to secure net gains across 

each of the different objectives.  

• The Economic Objective – to help build a strong, responsive and competitive economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the right 

types is available in the right places and at the right time to support growth, innovation and improved productivity; and by identifying 

and coordinating the provision of infrastructure;  

 

• The Social Objective - to support strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by ensuring that a sufficient number and range of homes 

can be provided to meet the needs of present and future generations; and by fostering well-designed, beautiful and safe places, with 

accessible services and open spaces that reflect current and future needs and support communities’ health, social and cultural well-

being; and  
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• The Environmental Objective – to protect and enhance our natural, built and historic environment; including making effective use of 

land, improving biodiversity, using natural resources prudently, minimising waste and pollution, and mitigating and adapting to climate 

change, including moving to a low carbon economy. 
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4.7 The Framework confirms that at the heart of the Framework is a presumption in favour of sustainable development and paragraph 11 states 

that plans, and decisions should apply a presumption in favour of sustainable development. 

4.8 Paragraph 157 states that the planning system should support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate. It should encourage 

the reuse of existing resources. 

4.9 Paragraph 160 highlights the need to provide a positive strategy for use and supply of renewable and low carbon energy and heat.   

4.10 Paragraph 163 confirms that when determining application Councils should not require applications to demonstrate the overall need for 

renewables and recognize that even the small scale projects provide a valuable contribution to significant cutting greenhouse gas emissions. 

Councils should approve permission if its impacts are (or can be made) acceptable.  

4.11 Paragraph 164 confirms that when determining planning applications should give significant weight to the need to support energy efficiency 

and low carbon heating improvements to existing buildings both domestic and non-domestic.  
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5     ANALYSIS 

5.1 From an assessment of the site and a review of planning policies, it is considered that the main determining issues, in this case, are as follows: 

• Principle of the development; 

• Provision of renewable energy 

• Loss of Agricultural land 

• Effect upon the character and appearance of the area;  

• Impact upon the living conditions of neighbours;  

• Impact upon the heritage assets (to include a Heritage Statement). 

 

Principle of the development  

 

5.2         Local Plan Policy confirms that development proposals within the rural area will be assessed on the detail of the application and consideration 

of the Local Plan Policies when read as a whole.  

 

5.3 It is proposed to provide an array of solar panels to the south of the host accommodation at Glebe House. The development will consist of a  

15kW array consisting of 30 x 500W Panels. The panels will be single and portrait orientation and at their highest point no more than 1326mm 

from ground level. The panels will be in 6 rows facing due south. The panels will be enclosed by low level post and rail fencing with landscaping 

screening both the panels and fencing. The inverter for the panels will be attached to one panel in the northern-most row. There is no 
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requirement for a kiosk. Battery storage for the panels will be by the mains input into the dwelling and will consist of a 2x Tesla Powerwall 

battery, to be mounted near to the existing oil boiler (to be removed).  

 

5.4 Subject to an assessment of the factors below, the principle of the development is acceptable.  

 

Renewable energy  

 

5.5 As stated above, the proposal will consist of a 15kW array consisting of 30 x 500W Panels. The Local Plan is generally silent in relation to 

smaller scale renewable energy projects; however, National Guidance is clear that the planning system should support the transition to a low 

carbon future in a changing climate. It should encourage the reuse of existing resources1. The Framework understands the need to provide a 

positive strategy for use and supply of renewable and low carbon energy and heat2.   

5.6 It is advised that when determining applications, Councils should not require applications to demonstrate the overall need for renewables 

and recognize that even the small-scale projects provide a valuable contribution to significant cutting greenhouse gas emissions. Councils 

should approve permission if its impacts are (or can be made) acceptable. Furthermore, it directs that when determining planning applications 

should give significant weight to the need to support energy efficiency and low carbon heating improvements to existing buildings both 

 
1 Para157 
2 Para160 
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domestic and non-domestic3. However, it is recognized that where development may affect heritage assets Chapter 16 of the Framework 

applies.  

Loss of agricultural land  

5.7 The proposal will be located on agricultural land, however, given the scale and size of the proposal (enclosure 24m x tapering to 13m),and 

the fact that the development does not constitute permanent destruction of the land there is no adverse impact on the loss of agricultural 

land.   

Effect upon the character and appearance of the area 

5.8 The character and appearance of the surrounding area provides the design context for the proposal.  Once the context has been assessed 

along with the appearance and character of the site, it is then appropriate to assess the features of the proposal under consideration in terms 

of its design. 

5.9 The surrounding context4 is rural residential development whereby each dwelling (or group of dwellings in the case of the terraced properties) 

encompass their own character in terms of scale, form, materials, layout and bulk (images below/overleaf). Most dwellings are detached 

although there is a row of terraced dwellings approx. 130m south of the site along Church Lane. Many of the dwellings are pre 1st World War 

as identified on the Reed Village Map attached to the Design SPD, with farmsteads of medieval origins and later C18-C20 dwellings albeit with 

later alterations and additions. There is a modern barn conversion ‘The Grain Barn’ approx. 300m southwest of the site. While there is some 

use of stone and galvanized sheet steel in the area, the most common materials are brick and render with dark timber barns/outbuildings as 

 
3 Para 163 & 164 
4 The immediate area outside of the built-up form of Reed (south). 
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a characteristic feature. The residential plots are predominantly irregular in form and vary in scale albeit generally large and well landscaped, 

set amongst open agricultural fields contrasting with a strong wooded landscape beyond. 

 

5.10 The application site itself encompasses its own individual character as per the other residential properties in the area. The site consists of the 

main red brick dwelling house (identified as a pre 1st World War building on Reed Village Map attached to the Design SPD, although the 

Applicant advises it was built in approximately 1939-1940 to their knowledge), with modern extensions as shown through the planning history. 

It is well set-back from the road (25m), with landscaped gardens and a detached ‘barn-style’ double garage in dark timber that lies immediately 

northeast of the dwelling in close proximity to the east boundary of the site. The front elevation of the application dwelling is south-facing, 

and the public highway lies to the east. By virtue of mature natural boundary treatment, views into the site are heavily obscured. 

 

5.11 This heavily mature boundary treatment is a common feature along the highway. The proposed site will be located behind this mature 

landscaping. Further landscaping is proposed to add this mature feature. The panels will be raised above ground but no higher than 1326mm 

from ground level with a low-level post and rail fence enclosure. The enclosure will measure around 24 x 13m (max). 

 

5.12 Given its size and scale and extensive mature boundary landscaping, there are no public vantage points towards the proposed site. There is 

no adverse effect upon the character and appearance of the area. In terms of the heat source pump, they will be located to the rear of the 
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dwelling providing no effect upon the character of the area. The removal of the oil tank will be an improvement on the setting of the 

immediate area, vehicle movement trips (deliveries), and improving climate change.   

 

5.13 It is proposed to provide a landscape enhancement scheme around the low-level enclosure as outlined on the submitted plans. Overall, it is 

therefore concluded that the proposed development would respect the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside and would not result 

in harm to the character and appearance of the area.  

 

 

Impact upon the living conditions of neighbours  

 

5.14 The proposed development would not have an adverse impact upon neighbours in terms of noise, overlooking, overshadowing or outlook 

given the nature of the development and distance from surrounding properties.   
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Impact upon the heritage assets 

 

5.15 The site is located within the Conservation Area and within the setting of a Grade I listed building and three non-designated heritage assets. 

The impact of the proposed development upon the setting and significance of the designated and non-designated heritage assets is assessed 

within the Heritage Statement below, which concludes that the impact of the proposal upon the setting and significance of the heritage assets 

s neutral and thus there is no harm to the significance of the heritage assets and paragraph 208 of the Framework is not triggered. The 

proposal therefore complies with Section 16 of the Framework.  
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6 HERITAGE STATEMENT 

 

Relevant Legislation & Policy 

 

 

Statutory Constraints 

 

6.1 There is a statutory duty under the provisions of Section 66 (1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 for special 

regard to be given to the desirability of preserving listed buildings and their settings or any features of special architectural or historic interest 

which it possesses. 

6.2 There is a statutory duty under the provisions of Section 72 (1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to give 

special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the area. 

 

National Planning Policy Framework (“Framework”) 

6.3 Applicants should describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by their setting. 

6.4 When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to 

the asset’s conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be). This is irrespective of whether any potential 

harm amounts to substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its significance. 
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6.5 Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its 

setting), should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of:  

a. grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be exceptional;  

b. assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites, registered battlefields, grade I and II* listed 

buildings, grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional. 

6.6 Where a proposal will lead to substantial harm to (or total loss of significance of) a designated heritage asset, LPA’s should refuse consent, 

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

harm or loss. 

6.7 Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be 

weighed against the public benefit of the proposal including, where appropriate, securing its optimum viable use.   

6.8 The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the application. 

In weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be required having regard 

to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset. 
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Local Plan 2011-2031  

 

6.9 Historic Environment and Heritage Assets confirms that planning applications relating to Designated heritage assets shall be accompanied 

by a Heritage Assessment/Justification Statement that:  

i. Assess the significance of heritage assets, including their setting, impacted by the proposal;  

ii. Justify and detail the impacts of any proposal upon the significance of the designated asset(s); and  

iii. Inform any necessary mitigation measures to minimise or mitigate against any identified harms;  

Planning permission for development proposals affecting Designated Heritage Assets or their setting will be granted where they (as 

applicable):  

a. Enable the heritage asset to be used in a manner that secures its conservation and preserves its significance;  

b. Incorporate a palette of materials that make a positive contribution to local character or distinctiveness, where it is appropriate and 

justified. 
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Methodology for Assessment  

 

The Key Documents  

 

6.10 In line with best practice advocated within Historic Environment Good Practice Advice No.2 (Planning Note 2) & No.3 (Planning Note 3), and 

Conservation Principles have been used for this assessment attached to Appendix GC-1, GC-2 and GC-3 respectively.  

Heritage Significance  

 

6.11 In the Framework, heritage significance is defined as: 

“The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest. The interest may be archaeological, architectural, 

artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting.” 

 

Heritage Value 

  

6.12 Planning Note 2 gives advice on the assessment of significance as part of the application process. It advises understanding the nature, extent, 

and level of significance of a heritage asset. In order to do this, Planning Note 2 also advocates considering the four types of heritage value 

an asset may hold as identified in Conservation Principles, aesthetics, communal, historic and evidential. These essentially cover the heritage 

‘interests’. Conservation Principles provides further information on the heritage values, it identifies: 

• Evidential value: Evidential value is the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity.  This value is derived from 

physical remains, such as archaeological remains, and genetic lines. 
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• Historical Value (illustrative and/or associative):  Historical Value is the way in which past people, events and aspects of life can be 

connected through a place to the present.  It would be illustrative or associative.  Illustration is the perception of a place as a link 

between the past and present people and depends upon visibility.  In contrast, associative value need not necessarily be legible as an 

asset, but gives resonance through association with a notable family, person, event or movement.  For example, the association of 

Chartwell, now owned by the National Trust, with Winston Churchill.  

 

• Aesthetic value: Aesthetic value is the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place. 

 

• Communal Value: Communal value is the meanings of a place for the people who relating to it, or for whom it figures in the collective 

experience or memory. 

 

6.13 Significance results from a combination of any, some or all of the values described above.  

 

6.14 Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas are designated for their special architectural and historic interest.  

 

 

Assessing Significance including any Contribution from the Setting  

 

6.15 As previously noted, the Framework confirms that “significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its 

setting.” 
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6.16 As defined by the Framework, the setting of a heritage asset is “the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not 

mixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the 

significance of an asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.” 

 

6.17 Planning Note 3 documents how alteration to setting should be assessed. Important to this application are Steps 1-3, as listed below. 

 

• Step 1 - identify the heritage assets affected and their settings.   

• Step 2 - assess whether, how, and to what degree settings make a contribution to the significance of the heritage asset(s). 

• Step 3 - assess the effect of the proposed development on the significance of the assets(s). 

• Step 4 – explore ways to maximise enhancement and minimise harm. 

• Step 5 - make and document the decision and monitor outcomes. 

 

6.18 Planning Note 3 confirms that understanding the level of significance is important as it provides the essential guide as to how the policies 

should be applied. There are four key levels of significance, these are – 

1) Designated heritage assets of the highest significance comprising Grade I and II* Listed buildings; Grade I & II* Registered Parks and 

Gardens; Scheduled Ancient Monuments; Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Battlefields and some conservation areas; 

 

2) Designated heritage assets of less than highest significance comprising Grade II Listed Buildings and Grade II Registered Parks and Gardens 

and some conservation areas; 
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3) Non-designated heritage assets such as archaeological remains and locally listed buildings. 

 

4) Sites, buildings or areas of no heritage significance.  

 

 

Assessing Harm  

6.19 The assessment of harm is articulated in terms of policy and law that the proposal will be assessed against. As part of this, setting may be a 

consideration. This statement follows the process advocated in Planning Note 3, and fundamental to this is identifying what aspects of the 

setting contribute to the significance of the heritage asset(s) and why.   However, it should be noted that setting is not a heritage asset nor a 

heritage designation.  It is necessary to consider any impact on the significance of a heritage asset itself through changes to setting.   

 

6.20 When assessing the impact of a development upon the significance of a heritage asset, the following levels of harm may be identified: 

substantial harm, less than substantial harm, and no harm.  There are differing levels of impact within each of these categories.   
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Assessment  

 

Identification of the Heritage Assets  

 

6.21 The site is located within Reed Conservation Area, which is a designated heritage asset. Furthermore, from a search of local and national data 

records concerning the Historic Environment, within a search area of approx. 100m from the application site (as appropriate with regard to 

the nature of the proposal which is extensions to an existing dwelling) the following heritage assets are identified from the following sources: 

❖ The Hertfordshire Historic Environment Record (HER) and St Albans Urban Archaeological Database (UAD); 

❖ The National Heritage List for England, 

❖ The National Monument Record (NMR). 

 
 

National Heritage List for England 
 
6.22 There is one building within the study area listed as being of architectural or historic interest, which is the Grade I listed Church of St Mary 

6.23 The identified listed building is described as “Parish church. Early C11. Chancel rebuilt mid C14. Tower of C13 or C14 raised with other 

alterations in C15. Restored with S porch added 1863-4 by Slater. Coursed flint rubble with Barnack stone and clunch dressings. Red brick 

repair. Some cement rendering. Tiled roofs...”  

6.24 There is also one scheduled monument within the study area, which is the double moat and fishpond at Queens Manor (now known as 

Queenbury). It is a large, moated site sold to Queen Eleanor by Henry III and is a double island moated site situated on the eastern side of 

Reed village. The site consists of a large, moated enclosure, in the south-east quadrant of which is a smaller moated enclosure, and an 
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associated fishpond. The north-east corner of the larger moat is built over and believed to be heavily disturbed and is not included in the 

scheduling.  

 

 
Hertfordshire HER and St Albans UAD 

 
6.25 A review of the HER within approx.100m from the site identifies three heritage assets, including the Grade I listed Church of St Mary and the 

double moat and fishpond which is a schedule monument (described above). The remaining search result is described below.  

HER No. Address Summary Description 

18255 SITE OF VILLAGE 

POUND, CHURCH 

LANE, REED 

Post-medieval animal pound beside the parish church (1501 AD to 1900 AD) 

  

 

National Monuments Record 

 

6.26 No entries identified within the study area. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

www.gcpp.co.uk 

 

26 

The Significance of the Identified Heritage Assets – including any Contributions from the Setting 

 

-  Reed Conservation Area - 

 

6.27 Reed Conservation Area was designated in 1974. The character and special interest of the Conservation Area is identified within the Reed Conservation 

Area Character Statement (2019), with the distinctiveness of the Conservation Area deriving from: 

• Four lanes enclosing a central square area of open farmland; 

• Presence of several moated sites; 

• Prevalence of dark painted weatherboarding among domestic historic buildings which enhances the rural feel to the area; 

• Unusual early medieval plan comprising a collection of buildings scattered around three greens; 

• Groups of historic cottages and farmsteads; 

• Low density of historic and modern buildings fronting country lanes; 

• Openness; no suburban quality and predominantly an abundance of space in between properties; 

• Historic buildings, many of which are listed, including the Church of St Mary; 

• Mature trees provide an almost continuous coverage along narrow country lanes, forming distinctive avenues which connect modern 

housing, historic cottages and farmsteads to the church and country houses. 

 

6.28 The Character Statement confirms that the historic buildings in the Conservation Area are arranged in a loose, organic pattern, with several 

exhibiting later extensions. In the areas surrounding the church (in south and western areas), buildings tend to comprise large country houses, 

former manorial sites and farm buildings. It identifies the use of different brick, render, timber cladding in the area. Glebe House (the host  

building) is identified as a building which makes a positive contribution to the character or appearance of the conservation area. 
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6.29 In terms of setting contributions, the wider landscape of open countryside farmland beyond the conservation area is considered to contribute 

to its significance, as this is the historic setting of the conservation area.  

6.30 Given the level of historic and architectural interest within the conservation area including three scheduled monuments, nine grade II listed 

buildings and one grade I listed building, it is considered that Reed Conservation Area is of highest significance.  

 

- Listed Building, Scheduled Monument and Archaeology – 

 

6.31 The identified Grade I listed Church and the Scheduled Monument at Queens Manor (double moat site) are of highest significance. St Mary’s 

Church (Grade I) encompasses evidential, historical, aesthetic and communal value, marking the focal point of the historic settlement with 

Saxon work in the nave. The double moat site derives its significance from its evidential and illustrative historic value in association with 

Queen Eleanor. 

6.32 The only archaeological finding in the area is the medieval animal pound. Archeological findings are generally be considered non-designated 

heritage assets. However, some may be considered of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments and thus should  be considered subject 

to the policies for designated heritage assets. In this case, it is considered that the identified archaeology is a non-designated heritage asset. 

 

- Non-designated heritage assets – 

 

6.33 The historical value of the identified medieval animal pound is not of national heritage significance, although it has some degree of local 

significance due its historic fabric and illustrative value. This non-designated heritage asset is of less than highest significance in the hierarchy 

of significance levels identified within the methodology.  
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The Impact of the Proposed Development upon the Significance of the Heritage Assets  

6.34 The proposed development is for an array of solar panel (30x500W)  in an enclosure measuring around 24m x 13m. It is further proposed to 

locate heat pumps to the rear of the house and remove the existing oil storage tank5.  As previously identified, the modern extensions to 

Glebe House have been of high-quality design given that Glebe House indeed makes a positive contribution to the conservation area, as 

identified in the Character Statement. Glebe House is recognised as being in an area of the conservation area characterised by large dwellings. 

This Statement has demonstrated that the proposed development will be low key in terms of outlook proportionate to its function as domestic 

renewable energy paraphernalia.  Views into the site from the street scene are highly limited (if at all) given the distinctive tree lines and 

mature boundary treatment.   

6.35 Given the above points, it is therefore contended that the proposed development would not depart from the existing context of the site and 

would therefore preserve the character and appearance of the conservation area and have a neutral impact the setting and significance of 

the designated and non-designated heritage assets. 

6.36 Therefore, it is argued that there would be no harm to the significance of the identified heritage assets. Paragraph 208 of the Framework is 

not triggered, and no further assessment is required in this respect. The development should not be refused on heritage grounds. 

 

  

 

 

 

 
5 Subject to a separate householder application  
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7     PLANNING BALANCE  

7.1 The proposal is acceptable in principle. The proposed development would not have a harmful effect upon the character and appearance of 

the area. There would be no adverse impacts upon the living conditions of future occupiers or neighbours. There would be no detrimental 

loss of agricultural land. The proposal would introduce renewable energy paraphernalia which the Framework recognizes to combat climate 

change. Significant weight is attributed to this matter. The proposed development would not cause any harm to the setting or significance of 

the identified heritage assets; thus paragraph 208 of the Framework is not triggered. 

7.2 The proposal complies with the development plan and the Framework. The proposed development constitutes sustainable development and 

thus there lies a presumption in favour of the proposed development and planning permission should be granted. 


