Heritage Team Response 
Date – 17/10/2023
APP/23/00697 – 7 Bridgefoot Path, Emsworth   
Background
The application site is located in Bridgefoot Path and fronts onto the Mill Pond. It is located within the Emsworth Conservation Area. The site forms a semi-detached, two-storey property. It features a large bay window at first floor and a flat roof dormer window on the front roof elevation. The property is a similar design to the attached neighbour at No. 8 but although they were built as an identical pair, some physical changes have been carried out so that are no longer symmetrical. The properties either side of this pair of properties are Victorian in style and form small terrace rows. 
Proposal
· Replacement bay window 
· Replacement cladding 
· New timber frame balcony 

Legislative and Policy Context 
When assessing the proposal, the following legislation and policy context is taken in consideration. 
Section 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 requires planning authorities, when considering whether to grant planning permission for development which affects a Conservation Area, to have special regard to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character and appearance of that area.
NPPF (2023) – Chapter 16 
With regards to local planning policy, the following are relevant: 
Policy CS11 of the Core Strategy states that planning permission will be granted for development that:
Protects and where appropriate enhances the borough’s statutory and non-statutory heritage designations by appropriately managing development in or adjacent to conservation areas, listed buildings, scheduled ancient monuments, historic parks and gardens, archaeological sites, buildings of local historic or architectural interest.
Policy CP16 (1a) of the Core Strategy states ‘Planning permission will be granted for development that is designed to a high standard, which helps to create places where people want to live, work and relax. All development should demonstrate that its design:
Identifies and responds positively to existing features of natural, historic or local character within or close to the proposed development site’.
Policy DM20 of the Allocations Plan states that planning permission will be granted for development proposals that conserves and enhances the historic assets of Havant. It also states that application which affect, or have the potential to affect, heritage assets are expected to provide a Heritage Statement that: 
1. Describe the significance of the asset and its setting, using appropriate expertise
and where necessary original survey, at a level of detail proportionate to its
significance and sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal.

2. Sets out the impact of the development on the heritage assets and mitigation that is
proportionate to the impact and the significance of the heritage asset, including
where possible positive opportunities to conserve and enjoy heritage assets.
Emsworth Neighbourhood Plan 
The Emsworth Neighbourhood Plan has now been adopted and has relevant policies which are applicable to this application: 
Policy H1 – Design and Heritage 
Policy H2 – Locally Listed Buildings 

Officer Response: 

The replacement bay window raises no objection from a heritage perspective as there is already a large modern bay window in situ. The proposed vertical cladding would replace the existing clay tile hanging, which matches that on No. 8. This would introduce a more contemporary look to the front façade however, the proposed cladding is to be natural cedar or larch which would weather down to a very neutral tone. It would also be partially obscured by the proposed first floor balcony.  Whilst this would be a contrasting material with the cladding on No. 8, the properties are already visually different as No. 8 has white horizonal cladding around the ground floor entrance and other architectural variations. 

The proposed balcony would be at first floor level and supported on timber posts. The balcony itself would also be constructed from timber.  This structure would further unbalance No’s 7 and 8 however, there is nothing to prevent No. 8 from coming forward with a similar scheme in the future. There are several other examples of balconies along Bridgefoot Path, but mainly on modern style properties (19050’s onwards) such as the application site, and not on the more historic Victorian terraces. As No. 7 (and 8) are modern properties (likely 1960’s) construction, there is more scope to add contemporary features, without disrupting the historic context or uniformity as it would on the older, terraced properties. 

The balcony would be made from timber which is a material common in the local vernacular due to the mill pond / harbour setting. The depth of the structure would be greater adjacent to No. 6 Bridgefoot Path however, the building line of this property sits further forward than No. 7 and at an angle so the balcony has more scope to increase the depth at one end. 

Overall, the proposals would meet the test of Section 72 of the TCPA 1990 in that they would preserve and enhance the special qualities of the conservation area. The proposal would also accord with the relevant national and local planning policy. 

Conclusion 

No objection subject to the inclusion of the following materials: 

· An external material sample condition (including details / finish of cladding) 
· Details of the new first floor – colour of frame, style of glazing etc.. 
    
