Comments from CPRE Protect Kent on the Heritage Section for the Land Allocations Document
1. We have little comment to make on this proposed section for the Land Allocations Document (LAD), other than to say that we fail to see the point of it and that it should not be included in the LAD in this form.  The words presented essentially provide a summary of the heritage strategy, rather than taking forward its land use planning recommendations in the development plan.  This, according to the Council’s web-site, is the purpose of the proposed heritage section, but it completely fails to do so.  In particular, the section contains no policy guidance or specific proposals.  It does, rather oddly though, provide additional guidance on the criteria for local list selection.  Whilst we welcome this further guidance on local listing, it is out of place in the LAD and would probably sit most comfortably in the heritage strategy itself or in the proposed Heritage Action Plan.

2. In terms of how the strategy should be dealt with in the local plan, we consider that this should be the same as the issue of landscape character is dealt with in the plan.  This is dealt with by a development management policy presented in Annex 1 of the Core Strategy.  Here a policy (DM 16) is set out which explains the considerations to be given to landscape character in planning decisions, including the regard to be given to the landscape character assessment.  The policy is supported by brief text that explains the character and importance of the landscape as identified in the assessment, and the need to protect it.  In effect the heritage strategy comprises the equivalent assessment for heritage assets, so it seems to us that it should be dealt with in the plan in similar fashion.   To propose to include six pages of text that simply explains and repeats the heritage strategy is unnecessary and inappropriate.  The matter can (and should) be dealt with more efficiently (in under one page) in the same manner as has been done for landscape character.     
3. We appreciate that the LAD may not be a document where the Council would wish to present a development management type policy, but the content of the LAD is entirely up to the local planning authority and the plan making process is sufficiently flexible to enable the Council to do this.  Given that the heritage strategy has emerged since the Core Strategy was adopted and that, other than for historic parks and gardens, heritage assets are not covered at all by the development management policies in the Core Strategy or by saved local policies, the LAD provides the only opportunity to include an appropriate section and policy on heritage assets in the Local Plan.  Therefore, we would urge the Council to deal with the matter in the LAD as we suggest in paragraph 2 above.    
Page 1 of 1

