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1. Attention is drawn to points 7.6–7.24 of Heritage Appraisal dated March 2022 by 
JB Heritage Consulting Ltd which relate to the unsoundness of the Heritage 
Impact Assessment carried out by the Council. Small Barn, which has an open 
aspect over the entire site, has been completely overlooked. 

2. Similarly, the Heritage Report by John Long is similarly unsound which fails to 
identify the existence of Small Barn (see pages 4-5).  

3. The table on page 10 of John Long’s report omits to list Small Barn. 
4. Page 12 of John Long’s report shows photographs of Small Barn. These are 

incorrectly labelled as Old Hall Barn. 
5. Old Hall Barn faces in on itself and has no views over the site. The windows of 

Small Barn, with the exception of one, have an open aspect over the entire site. 
There seems to have been repeated confusion as to establishing a distinction 
between Small Barn and Old Hall Barn. 

6. Although an area of open space to the west of the site has now been planned, 
this is totally insufficient to protect views to and from Old Hall and Small Barn, 
thereby eradicating the historic links of the heritage assets with the agricultural 
land which gives an understanding of their original function.  

7. The fact that the site is on an incline has been overlooked. This would result in 
views to and from Small Barn being completely obliterated, it being a single 
storey building.  

8. It is proposed that the planned footpath along the western edge of the site is no 
longer needed. This was included in the previous plan before the area of open 
space was introduced which now negates the need for a footpath. Furthermore, 
this proposed footpath would seriously impact on the privacy and outlook of 
Small Barn, possibly running within one metre of the building.  

9. There are covenants linked to both the Old Hall and Small Barn which state that 
any building is not permitted such as would obstruct views from the Old Hall. 
This development would clearly be in violation of such covenants. 

 
In summary, it is asserted that decisions are being made based on completely unsound 
evidence. This is unacceptable and Grade II heritage assets are being put at risk. 
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