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DOCUMENT FORMAT:

This heritage statement has been prepared to inform pro-

posals for adaptaon to Ha mi lton Co a ge,  No  8 Chur ch St reet .

The statement has been produced in order to comply with

policy 194 of the Naonal  Pl anni ng Pol icy Fr ame wo r k (NP PF)

given in the extract below.

“194. In determining applicaons ,  local  pl anni ng aut hor i es  shoul d

require an applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets

affected, including any contribuon ma de by thei r se n g.  The level  of

detail should be proporonat e to the as set s’  imp or tance and no mo r e

than is sufficient to understand the potenal  imp act of  the pr opos al

on their significance. As a minimum the relevant historic environment

record should have been consulted and the heritage assets assessed

using appropriate expers e wh er e necessar y.  Wh er e a si te on wh i ch

development is proposed includes, or has the potenal  to inc l ude,

heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning authories

should require developers to submit an appropriate desk-based as-

sessment and, where necessary, a field evaluaon. ”

This document has been prepared to supplement the design

process. A building survey & historic assessment has been de-

veloped during the survey stage of the building and its sur-

roundings and a statement of significance produced prior to

developing proposals for change. The approach complies with

the naonal  pl anni ng pol ici es  assoc i at ed wi th the cons er vaon

of the historic environment and Historic England’s advice on

Managing Significance in Decision-Taking in the Historic Envi-

ronment.

“Heritage assets may be affected by direct physical change or by

change in their se ng. Being able to properly assess the nature, ex-

tent and importance of the significance of a heritage asset and the

contribuon of  its se n g ear l y in the pr ocess is ver y imp or tant  to an

applicant in order to conceive of and design a successful development

and to the local planning authority in order to make decisions in line

with legal requirements and the objecv es  of  the devel opme nt  pl an

and the policy requirements of the NPPF.”

This statement of significance has also been guided by the cri-

teria set out in, Historic England publicaons  and Advi ce;

‘Informed Conservaon’  and ‘Cons er vaon Pri nci ples,  Pol i cies

and Guidance for the Sustainable Management of the Historic

Environment’

Conservaon pr i nc i pl es  pol icy and gui danc e:
“We define conservaon (under  Pr i nc i pl e 4. 2)  as  the pr ocess of  ma n-

aging change to a significant place in its se ng in ways that will best

sustain its heritage values, while recognising opportunies  to reveal  or

reinforce those values for present and future generaons . ”

Fig 03—O.S. Map—Churchtown (1895—1914)  WIDER CONTEXT

Fig 05—O.S. Map—Churchtown (1895—1914)  IMMEDIATE

CONTEXT

Fig 04—O.S. Map—Churchtown (1895—1914)  IMMEDIATE

CONTEXT

Hamilton Co age & Tudor Co age (No 8 & No 6)

Co ages North of MuncroH House—Grade II

Manor House & Manor Co age—Grade II

Village Cross– Grade II
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3.0 | HERITAGE APPRAISAL & ASSESMENT OF

SIGNIFICANCE

The following appraisal has been developed using guidance

published by Historic England and relates to the requirements

contained in clause 194 of the NPPF. The appraisal begins by

idenf yi ng the pot enal  range of her i tage val ues  a r i but ed t o

the building. These values will then be evaluated and ex-

pressed concisely within a statement of significance. This state-

ment will then be used as a foundaon from wh i ch to devel op

a raonal e for  any pr opos ed change,  ens ur i ng the si gni fic anc e

of tangible and intangible values are conserved and safeguard-

ed where possible and appropriate.

Heritage values are listed under the following headings: evi-

denal  val ue;  hi stor i c val ue;  commu nal  val ue;  aes thec val ue.

Headings expressed in Historic England guidance ‘Conservaon

Principles, Policies and Guidance (2008).

EVIDENTIAL VALUE

Historic England (2008) suggests that “Evidenal  val ue der i ves

from the potenal  of  a pl ace to yi el d evi denc e about  past hu-

man acv i ty”.

In this context Hamilton Co age may be viewed as embodying

the physical characterisc s remi ni scent  of  a mo c k Tudor  dwe l l-

ing house of c. late C19th construcon.  The ar chi tectur al  int er -

pretaon of  the co a ge is uni que to Chur cht own  as  ot her  ex-

amples are finite.

The seK ng of Hamilton Co age and its proximity to the

Churchtown Village nucleus within the Churchtown Conserva-

on Ar ea is cont extual ly si gni fic ant .  It is si tuat ed cent ral ly to

the village and as such makes a valuable contribuon to the

historic significance to the street scene leading to and from St

Helen’s Church. The style and characterisc s of  Ha mi lton and

Tudor Co age mean there is one principal elevaon wi th they

share giving the appearance of being one single dwelling.

HISTORICAL VALUE

Historic England (2008) suggests that - “Historical value derives

from the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life

can be connected through a place to the present. It tends to be

illustrav e or  assoc i ave”.

Hamilton Co age & Tudor Co age has considerable associa-

ve and illus trave his tori c val ue.  Its associ ave value i s  de-

rived from strong connecons  wi th the cont ext  of  Chur cht own .

The illustrave val ue stems  from the ma nner  in wh i ch the

buildings enable interpretaon of  the lives  of  thos e wh o int er -

acted with them. In this regard, Hamilton Co age adds to the

understanding of place, and how its developed historically to

Fig 09—Ground Floor Plan as Exisng

Fig 10—Ground Floor Plan as Proposed
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present.

AESTHETIC VALUE

English Heritage (2008) suggests that: “Aesthec  val ue der i ves

from the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual

smu l aon f rom a  place”.

Although an architect is unconfirmed, Hamilton Co age & Tu-

dor Co age are of conscious aesthec ,  techni cal  des i gn and

construcon.  The co a ges  ar e vi sual ly a r acve i n t hei r  con-

text and provide an example of later mock style architecture

that is different from other architectural styles in the Church-

town Area. Their juxtaposion is si gni fic ant ,  bei ng flanked by

two pairs of listed dwellings north and south, which are visual-

ly different and add to the irregular grain of the street scene.

Their collecv e pos i oni ng cent r al l y t o Chur c htown i n proxi mi-

ty to the village cross is aesthec al ly si gni fic ant .

The aesthec  val ue of  Ha mi lton Co a ge is mo s tly assoc i at ed

with the perimeter views. Hamilton Co age & Tudor Co age

can be viewed from within the realm of the street. Views to

the front (Church Street) principal elevaon and si de have a

relav el y hi gher  aes thec val ue t han t hat  of the r ear  (gar den)

and side elevaons .

COMMUNAL VALUE

English Heritage (2008) suggests that: “Communal value de-

rives from the meaning of a place for the people who relate to

it, or for whom it figures in their collecv e exper i enc e or

memory”.

Linked to the evidenal  and hi stor i cal  val ue di scus sed above,

as the building stands today, it offers both insight into the past

occupants of the building and how they would have perceived

the building and their insight into examples of rural village ar-

chitecture.

Hamilton Co age is primarily viewed from the public realm,

Fig 12—Elevaons  as  Pr opos ed

Fig 11—Elevaons  as  Exi sng
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therefore general public awareness of its presence is very high.

This is of high importance because the buildings will be viewed

as a symbol of shared historic pride and ident y in the cont ext

of Churchtown.

The proximity of St Helen’s Church is of parc ul ar l y hi gh si gni fi-
cance. Principally the view of the church and the approach

along Church Street is highly significant when considering past,

present and future public and civic events, be it, church events

or village occasions through me .

To summarise, in terms of communal interest, Hamilton

Co age of great importance as a significant contributor to the

local historic environment and as such possesses notable com-

munal heritage value. Its presence in the public realm of

Churchtown and its contribuon to the street  scene in the con-

text of St Helen’s Church are highly significant.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANCE

Having assessed the heritage values associated with Hamilton

Co age, it is possible to take a more informed approach to the

assessment of the buildings significance, giving specific consid-

eraon and cons er vaon pri ori es i n li ght of propos ed change.

An exploraon of  the her i tage val ues  assoc i at ed wi th the bui ld-

ing, conducted through visual inspecon and deskt op res ear ch,

has revealed a diverse range of heritage values which relate to

the buildings evidenal , hi stor i c,  commu nal  and aesthec qual -

ies .  The si gni fic anc e of  thes e val ues  var i es ,  howe ver  the

greater significance being the communal and aesthec  val ue.

Of primary importance is the presence of Hamilton Co age in

the public realm of Churchtown and its central posion in cl os e

proximity to the village cross and flanking grade II listed Manor

House & Manor Co ages to the north and Co ages 10 & 12

Church Street to the South. The building is a major contributor

to the historic and irregular connui ty of  the street  scene.  The

significance of this is extremely high and should be preserved.

Any disrupon to thi s exter nal  connui t y coul d s everel y har m

the significance of Church Street and immediate listed build-

ings.

In order to conserve the building’s value and significance it is

important that adaptaon does  not  unneces sar i ly har m the

principle significant a ributes of the building. Instead it should

seek to safeguard significance through preservaon and sens i -

vel y ma naged change for  the fut ur e us e of  the bui ldi ng.

In summary, and mindful of the direcon gi ven by pol ici es  in

the NPPF, conserving the significance of the building as a herit-

age asset can be readily achieved by adopng the fol lowi ng

design principles:
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Prioris e the cons er vaon of signi ficant  elemen t s  of archi t ec-

ture. A sensiv e scheme  of  repai r and decor aon s houl d be

adopted in accordance with policy. Contemporary principles of

building conservaon shoul d al so be obs er ved.  Thes e ar e out -

lined in BS7913 (2013) ‘Guide to the Conservaon of  Hi stor i c

Buildings.

Conserve the principle elevaon to ma i nt ai n connui t y and

preserve the primary views of the building in the public realm.

Fully consider any proposed external alteraons .  We i ght

should be given to preserving the significance and appearance

of older aesthec  el eme nt s.

Significant external alteraon shoul d be jusfied agai nst  any

proposed funcon and fut ur e us es .  Cr eave des i gn s houl d not

be deterred, however it must be mindful of the values and

significance a ributed to the building and the public realm of

Churchtown.

In addion to these pr i or i es  i t shoul d be not ed t hat  interpre-

taon of  the bui ldi ng’ s evol uon may  alt er as elemen t s  are

exposed and repair works proceed.

4.0 | ANALYSIS OF PROPOSALS

elevaon of  Ha mi lton Co a ge and extend at  the rear .  Thi s

would include a minor adaptaon of  the exi sng whi c h i n-

cludes changing the exisng ki tchen to a boot  room,  showe r

room and ul ity and the int roduc on of a pit ched s late r oof  to

the current flat outrigger.

Decoraon of  the pr i nc i pl e el evaon wou l d be a col l abor ave

exercise with neighbouring Tudor Co age. This to avoid a visu-

al disparity and maintain harmony of the semi-detached pair.

The demolion of  the exi sng gar age,  wou l d f aci l itate spac e

for a rear extension forming open living, kitchen and garden

room. The desire for this has come out of a necessity to adapt

the house in a way that is more suited to modern living with

be er connecons  to the gar den at  the rear .  It sees  the ex-

isng ki tchen,  wh i ch cur rent ly suffer s from poor  nat ur al

lighng handed over  to ul i ty uses and new k it chen accommo -

daon strat egi cal ly pos i oned out war d over  the exi sng gar-

age footprint, ensuring the new space would benefit from nat-

ural light throughout the day. Externally, the single storey ex-

tension would be of simple form with a dual pitch roof.  The

ridge has been carefully posioned to the cor ner  of  the ex-

In accordance with the Naonal  Pl anni ng Pol icy Fr ame wo r k

here follows an objecve revi ew of  the pr opos ed scheme  to

verify to what extent conservaon of  si gni fic anc e has ei ther

been secured or compromised.

It is proposed to preserve and decorate the exisng pr i nc i pal
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isng rear  out ri gger ,  thi s to gi ve the extens i on a mo no- pi tch

appearance from the public realm of Church Street. The mass

would be of subservient appearance by maintaining a low

ridge and eave levels below that of the exisng.  A lar ge open-

ing with French doors and sidelights would be introduced to

the rear/west elevaon.  Thi s wo ul d gi ve mo r e connecvi t y t o

the rear garden and provide more natural light to living spaces,

further aided by rooflight windows posioned in a vaul ted roof

construcon.

The front elevaon wo ul d be bui lt wi th a hal f-mbe r  faced

frame construcon wi th infil l render  to ma t ch & ma i nt ai n a

connui ty wi th the exi sng pri nci pal  elevaon.  Side el evaons

would be blockwork, faced with plain white render. The rear

elevaon wo ul d be cons truc ted of  cour sed rubbl e sands tone

with dressed ashlar cills, heads and jambs to all proposed win-

dow and door openings. The roof is to be constructed of natu-

ral blue/grey slate to match the exisng roof . The roof  wo ul d

be interrupted with flush fit ‘conservaon type’  roof  light s.

External hardstanding would be altered to accommodate a

new path along the southern boundary of the proposed.

5.0 | SUMMARY & CONCLUSION

This heritage statement has explored the significance of Hamil-

ton Co age and has assessed the likely impact of the proposed

adaptaon wo r ks upon that  si gni fic anc e.  The over al l findi ngs

of the statement are that proposals would be mostly beneficial

and a re-arc ul aon exi sng i nter nal  space wi th  sympat hec

extension will enhance and preserve significance of the princi-

pal frontage and the view in the context of Church Street.

The alteraons  have an inf or me d raonal e and wil l not  have a

detrimental impact or cause harm to the more significant

a ributes of the building. The minor adaptaon of  the exi sng

building at the rear to facilitate a new extension doesn't inter-

fere with historically sensiv e fabr i c,  and int er venon j usfied

due to the diminished significance of the rear of the building.

The posioni ng of  the pr opos ed rear  extens i on wo ul d be set  at

a generous distance from the street. Its mass would be subser-

vient, lowered in relaon to the exi sng r idge and eaves

heights. The construcon wo ul d be comp l eme nt ar y to the ex-

isng pr i nc i pal  front age of  Ha mi lton Co a ge.  Thi s shoul d en-

sure the proposals are discreet and correspond to the exisng

when viewed from the public realm and preserve the external

view of both Tudor Co age & Hamilton Co age which contrib-

ute to the significance of the street frontage.

Considering the contribuon Ha mi lton Co a ge ma kes  wi thi n

the context of Churchtown and its presence in the public

realm in terms of communal value, external connui ty and
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primary significance is safeguarded.

The proposals have taken into consideraon al l of  the above

advice provided including other guidance supplied.

In summary, the proposals appear fully supportable and in

accordance with the requirements of the Naonal  Pl anni ng

Policy Framework.
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6.0 | APPENDIX


