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Are you responding, 
to object to, or in 
support of the Plan? 

  To which statutory requirement 
does your response relate? 

  If your response is about the Plan’s 
“soundness”, to which of the 
soundness tests does it relate? 

 

Object   
X 

 1) Legal compliance 
 

 
 

 a) Positively prepared 
 

 
 

   2) Compliance with the Duty 
to Cooperate 

 
 

 b) Justified 
 

 
 

Support  
 

 3) Soundness 
 

 
X 

 c) Effective  
 

 
 

      d) Consistent with national policy 
 

 
X 

 
Please provide details about what part/ parts of the Local Plan your representation relates (as 
appropriate) 
Section/ Chapter   Policy/ paragraph   Policies Map  

Number/ reference 6  Number/ reference EN15  Number/ reference  

Heading Social 
Capital 

 Heading Non-
Designated 
Heritage 
Assets 

 Heading  

 
Statement 

How does the Plan, section, or policy/ paragraph meet, or fail to meet, the relevant statutory requirements 
[(1)-(3), above] and/ or soundness test [(a) – (d), above]? 
National Trust does not consider that Policy EN15 is consistent with National Policy (soundness test d). The 
second part of the policy states that “The assessment of proposals for the demolition or total loss of a non-
designated heritage asset will take into account the significance of the asset and the scale of harm or loss.” 

The firstly fails to recognise that the starting point when dealing with applications that will impact on heritage assets 
is conservation. Paragraph 184 of the NPPF states that: “Heritage assets range from sites and buildings of local 
historic value to those of the highest significance... These assets are an irreplaceable resource, and should be 
conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance”. This is supported by paragraph 185 which states that 
“Plans should set out a positive strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic environment…” 

It is also unclear why this policy wording relates only to demolition or total loss, whereas paragraph 197 of the 
NPPF includes a similar but broader statement relating to all non-designated heritage assets: “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.” 

 

For an objection, how could the Plan, section, or policy/ paragraph be amended in order to meet 
the stated statutory requirement and/ or soundness test? 
Proposed alternative wording: 

Non-designated heritage assets should be conserved in a manner consistent with their significance. The 
assessment of proposals for new development that would impact on the demolition or total loss of a non-
designated heritage asset will take into account the significance of the asset and the scale of harm or loss. 

 
 


