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In my view the solar panels would remove an important aspect of the special historic
and architectural character of the listed building through significant loss of the stone
slate roof. This would not act to support the policy aims of preservation or/and
enhancement. The building is highly prominent within the street-scene and plays a
strong and important part within the area visually, historically and architecturally. Whilst
the roof-slopes sit behind parapets, the stone slates are visible from the public realm
and in any case the concept of preservation and enhancement of heritage assets need
not be limited to the visual reception of significant elements such as roofing materials.
The NPPF (paragraph 206) sets out that 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 Il listed buildings, or grade Il registered parks or gardens, should be
exceptional.

| note the heritage impact assessment submitted by the applicant, but this falls short of
justification that should be regarded as exceptional.

It is for the LPA to conclude the level of harm in NPPF terms as substantial or less that
substantial, but we assert that the harm is substantial as the setting of this important
building has in the main being lost therefore emphasising all other heritage elements.
Subsequently, paragraph 207 of the NPPF is relevant and directs that where a
proposed development 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.

Wider public benefits would not exist through those loss of significance and the
benefits would be limited to the applicants use of the building.

| therefore take the view that the solar panels would amount to harmful development
and removal of historic fabric of this locally important Listed Building and that the harm
amount to substantial in NPPF terms as well as falling short of the policy aims of the
Local Plan.

It is respectively requested that the solar panel are not supported




