
Appendix 2 - Comments received to draft consultation document

North of England 
Civic Trust 

Historic England Papcastle Parish 
Council

United
Utilities

Crosscanonby
PC

Response to 
comment

General
comments

Adoption of the SPD 
cannot replace the 
need for an adopted 
character appraisal for 
each of the 21 
conservation areas. 
Appraisals are 
fundamental to good 
area conservation as 
they provide the 
agreed reference 
point for what it is that 
we are seeking to 
conserve

The document comes to an 
end rather abruptly, you could 
introduce a paragraph to sum 
up what the reader should 
have learnt from your SPD, 
with a contact for further 
design and heritage advice.

No
comments
to make at 
this stage 
but wish to 
be included 
in any 
further
consultation
.

The Parish 
Council felt that 
Crosby should 
be included in 
the document.

An additional 
Chapter has been 
added to 
Summarise the 
main purpose of the 
document.  Crosby 
has not been 
included as it is not 
a conservation 
area.  However 
many of the 
principles contained 
within the SPD are 
relevant outside of 
conservation areas. 

Chapter 1 The document would 
be strengthened if a 
paragraph was 
included which 
covered the 
opportunities that 
conservation areas 
bring e.g. for 
regeneration,
investment, tourism 
and community 
engagement

Historic England supports the 
overall purpose of a generic 
Conservation Area design 
SPD for Allerdale. To 
maximise its value we 
recommend adding weblinks 
to best practice guidance to 
reinforce the points that are 
being made.

A sentence has 
been added to the 
beginning of para 
1.1 pointing out the 
economic
opportunities within 
conservation areas

Consultees
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Para 2.2 You could summarise the Part 
II principles and LA duties at 
s69, 71, 72, 74 and 76, also 
the grant making opportunities 
at s 77, 79 and 80

The relevant 
sections have been 
added

Para 2.3 Para 2.3 It would be 
worth mentioning that 
the conservation of 
heritage assets is one 
of the NPPF's 12 core 
principles (in Para 17)

A weblink to the relevant 
NPPF guidance would be 
useful

Added reference to 
NPPF core 
principles at Para 
2.3

Ppara 3.1 Readers might benefit from a 
link to the national register: 
https://historicengland.org.uk/li
sting/the-list/ and to contact 
details for the Cumbria HER

This link has been 
added

Para 3.2 In light of NPPF s128/129, it 
would be helpful to provide a 
link to sources of professional 
advice to help understandwhat 
is meant by 'significance'.
http://www.aabc-
register.co.uk/,
https://www.careregister.org.u
k
http://www.buildingconservatio
n.com/directory/prodlist.php?c
ategor Conser ation+plannin

Links have been 
added

Chapter 3 

Chapter 2
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Para 3.4 Suggest adding 
Materials to the list of 
issues to be taken into 
account when 
assessing the 
character of a site 
being affected by 
development.

Materials has been 
added as a 
separate section at 
Para 3.24

Para 3.6 It should be made 
clear that the principle 
of public beneft 
outweighing harm 
applies to 
development affecting 
a conservation area in 
any way rather than 
just affecting its 

Any harm has been 
added to the 
relevant sentence 
for clarity. 

Para 3.8 It would be worth 
mentioning that 
topography can have 
a strong influence on 
the impact of a 
development's
roofscape.  Viewing a 
site from above due to 
topography increses 
the importance of 
understanding the 
character of the 
roofscape

Seeing History in the View 
could be a useful link here: 
https//historicengland.org.uk/i
mages-
books/publications/seeing-
history-view/

Reference to 
roofscape has been 
added
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Para 3.13 It would be good to refer to 
those contextual elements that 
help to define 'local 
distinctiveness'

A sentence has 
been added

Para 3.14/3.16 Reference to the role and 
value of snickets and ginnels 
(or their local names) could 
usefully be added here, along 
with a few words about design 
for legibility (landmark corners, 
signalling entrances etc).   I 
also recommend adding a 
paragraph on the significance 
of 'back of pavement' 
development especially in the 
urban context and designing 
for light and shadow 
(understanding the sun's path 
and the delight of shadow on 
articulated facades - recessed 
doors and windows etc).

Reference to back 
yards and lanes 
and the contribution 
of sun/shade 
contrasts has been 
added.
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Para 3.17 I suggest you emphasise the 
importance of understanding 
the relationshipbetween 
building height and the width 
of space(s) (street/plot ratios) 
and how this proportion can 
change the overall sense of 
enclosure and feeling of a 
place.  The image of Fleming 
Square is a good one; would 
an image of Portland Square 
be useful to illustrated the 

Para 3.19 I advise removing 'unless they 
are causing a particular 
problem' from this paragraph. I 
recommend adding these web 
links to your streetscape 
section:
https://historicengland.org.uk/i
mages-
books/publications/streets-for-
all-north-west/,
http://www.rudi.net/files/paper/
optional_files/WEB_Creating_I
nspiring_Spaces_Low_res_0.
pdf,
http://www.gov.uk/government
/publications/manual-for
streets-2

unless they are 
causing particular 
problems' has been 
removed
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Para 3.23 Last sentence I suggest 
revising to say "..their form, 
height, scale, materials, 
architectural style, surface 
articulation, colour and 
detailing."

The suggested 
wording and links 
have been added.

Para 3.28 A useful point here to refer to 
CABE/HE building in context 
guidance.
http://historicengland.org.uk/im
ages-
books/publications/building-in-
context,
https://historicengland.org.uk/i
mages-
books/publications/constructiv
e-conservation-sustainable-
growth-historic-places/,
https://historicengland.org.uk/i
mages-

The suggested 
references have 
been added.

Chapter 4 Recommend taking the 
opportunity to say more about 
design and development 
ambitions for each of the CAs. 
For example any good 
planning approvals that 
haven’t been built or 
aspirational
enhancement/development
projects that could be 
illustrated or promoted e.g. 

Further references 
to problems and 
ambitions for 
specific
conservation areas 
have been added.
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Para 4.1 Pleased that 
Papcastle has 
been identified 
seperately.

Noted

Para 4.4 The message in para 
4.4 is one of the most 
important in the 
document and I 
suggest it is worth 
highlighting it in some 
way to strengthen its 
importance to 
development
management
decisions.

Some of this has 
been added at 1.1.

Para 4.13 Perhaps the economic/market 
issues refered to affect other 
Town Centre CAs. Could you 
end on a positive note. 

A new Conclusion 
has been added 
which outlines how 
positive current 
guidance and 
policies are. 
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Para 4.29 The document 
states that 
Papcastle is 
adjacent to the 
site of the Roman 
Fort.  The Fort is 
inside Papcastle.
The Village 
developed with 
large early 
Victorian houses.
Its character 
should be 
retained by not 
allowing its 
boundaries to 
extend and 
merging, in 
particular with 

The text has been 
corrected and 
added to where 
relevant. Relevant 
policies are 
contained within the 
Local Plan. 


