
Principal Conservation Officer – comments 

Policy 
 
The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which was published in July 2018 
sets down the policies that the Council must take into account when determining planning 
applications.  
 
Paragraph 127   seeks to achieve well designed places that are sympathetic to local 
character and history, including the surrounding built environment and landscape setting. 
 
Paragraph 193 of the National Planning Policy Framework states that 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. This is irrespective of whether any 
potential harm amounts to substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its 
significance. 
 
Paragraph 195 provides guidance in relation to development proposals that cause 
'substantial harm'. While, paragraph 196 of the National Planning Policy states that where a 
development will lead to 'less than substantial harm' to the significance of a designated 
heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal. 
 

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 development proposals must conserve and 
enhance the historic assets of Havant  
 

Assessment 

The north side of West Street still retains the character of the almost continuous street frontage 

which once lined West Street.  The buildings are essentially two storey and the individual building 

plots identified on early maps are reflected in property boundaries today. 



Despite a mixture of residential and commercial uses on the north side of West Street many of the 

gardens behind these properties still survive. They can be seen from the public car park to the north 

where they provide a natural and pleasant contrast to the surrounding urban fabric. Where garden 

have been lost to other uses such as storage and car parking there has been an obvious 

deterioration to the general character of this back-land area.  

I therefore consider that the erection of 3 dwellings on this site would result in a development that 

would appear unduly cramped and out of keeping with the prevailing character and spatial quality of 

the area to the material detriment of the Conservation Area. It is considered the development would 

not satisfactorily relate to its setting to strengthen, enhance, protect or create local character and 

would have an unacceptable adverse effect on the character and appearance of the locality and the 

adjacent Conservation Area.  

In particular, the cramped form of housing would be odds to the natural and pleasant contrast that 

currently exists which would harm the significance of the Conservation Area. As per previous 

applications on this site I should state that I am not convinced any development in this area would 

be appropriate for the Conservation Area. It is my firm belief that this area should remain as garden 

space that provides the contrast to the surrounding urban fabric. 

In this instance the harm would be less than substantial. In this context, the NPPF requires 

such harm to be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal. I cannot see that these 

proposals provide enough public benefit which would outweigh this harm. 

 

 


