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www.climatechangeandyourhome.org.uk, which is another valuable resource for 
homeowners interested in balancing these two aspects of sustainable development. 
 
English Heritage advises, in relation to Policy CE7 concerning Contaminated Land (and the 
justification paragraphs on pages 84 and 85) that archaeology can have a significant role to 
play in the remediation of such land. As pointed out, in paragraph 36.3.45, contaminated land 
is part of the legacy of industrial sites in the Royal Borough. English Heritage notes that such 
sites have other valuable legacies to offer in archaeological form and, on occasion, the 
contaminated land itself may have archaeological value. English Heritage’s main concern is 
that the processes for the remediation of contaminated land incorporate archaeological 
issues appropriately. 
 
 English Heritage notes the definition of ‘listed building’ in the glossary of the local plan. We 
consider that this now seems unusual in the context of the NPPF’s preference for ‘heritage 
assets’ and would recommend that this term also be included in the glossary (assuming its 
use elsewhere in the document).  
 
Draft Policy Consultation on Conservation and Design 
 
The majority of additions and alterations serve to clarify and provide greater context to a 
robust policy framework. However, there are a number of statements and policies which we 
consider would benefit from clarification or further explanation.  
 
Paragraph 33.4.3 regarding the 2012 Streetscape Guide 33.4.3, we would recommend 
substituting explains or defines instead of the guide introduces the concept of streetscape.   
 
Paragraph 34.3.25 regarding Conservation Areas and Historic Spaces, is unclear. We assume 
this paragraph is intended to state:  Proposals for the partial or full demolition of structures 
requires very careful and consideration. Where a justification for the loss is demonstrated 
careful consideration will be given in assessing the appropriateness of the replacement 
structure. Owners of development sites may be tempted allow these to fall into disrepair as 
a justification for partial or full demolition. Where this is the case, and repair is no longer 
feasible, a replacement replica may be required.  
 
Paragraph 34.3.27 is repeated as 34.3.29 and should be deleted.  
 
Paragraph 34.3.31 we would recommend that this is amended to “Listed buildings are in the 
great majority of instances best used for their original purpose”. This acknowledges that some 
historic functions are no longer viable or practicable. 
 
Paragraph 34.3.54 regarding Existing Buildings – Extensions and Modifications states “Side 
extensions may have an unfortunate effect in closing an unintentional or unintentional 
townscape gap…”. We assume one of these should read “intentional”. 
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