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LAND SOUTH OF IWADE, IWADE, KENT
1.0
INTRODUCTION
This Built Heritage Assessment has been researched and prepared by CgMs
Consulting on behalf of Hume Planning Consultancy Ltd to support the
allocation of land south of Iwade, Kent, for a housing development.
The land in question, hereafter referred as ‘the Site’, is located southwest of
Iwade and mainly comprises of agricultural land. It is bound by Sheppey Way
to the southeast, agricultural land to the southwest, School Lane to the
northwest, and by a new residential development to the northeast, some of
which is still under construction. A small stream flows through the heart of
the Site and splits it into north and south. The Site falls within the
administrative boundary of the Swale District Council.
Desk-based research and an on-site assessment have identified one heritage
asset whose setting may be affected by the development of the Site. This is
the Grade II Listed Coleshall Farmhouse, which is located within the Site.

Figure 1: A view of the Site looking southwest from Sheppey Way. Coleshall Farmhouse is just about visible behind a row of trees.

Paragraph 128 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) requires an
applicant to explain the significance of heritage assets likely to be impacted
by a proposed development, including consideration of their settings, and to
demonstrate the impact that the development will have upon that
significance. This report fulfils this requirement.
This report makes reference to the relevant legislative framework contained
within the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, as
well as national and local planning policy and guidance. In addition, relevant
Historic England guidance has been consulted to inform the judgements
made. Furthermore the assessment has been based on the findings of
detailed historical research, a site walkover survey, an assessment conducted
from publicly accessible locations around the Site, map regression studies,
and the application of professional judgement.

Figure 2: Grade II Listed Coleshall Farmhouse.

Figure 3: View of Coleshall Farmhouse from the southeast. The view is largely screened by a row of
trees.

All photos, maps and plans are for illustrative purposes only.
All photos are author’s own unless otherwise stated.

Figure 4: A view of the Site looking southeast from School Lane. A new housing development borders the Site to the east. Coleshall Farmhouse is screened from view by a row of trees .
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2.0
2.1

LEGISLATIVE AND PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK
LEGISLATION, NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY AND GUIDANCE

The current policy regime identifies, through the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF), that applicants should consider the potential impact of
development on Heritage Assets. This term includes both designated heritage
assets, which possess a statutory designation (which include World Heritage
Sites, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Listed Buildings, Protected Wreck Sites,
Registered Parks and Gardens, Registered Battlefields or Conservation Areas),
as well as undesignated heritage assets.
Legislation
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Area ) Act 1990
Where any development may affect designated or undesignated heritage
assets, there is a legislative framework to ensure proposed works are
developed and considered with due regard for their impact on the historic
environment. This extends from primary legislation under the Planning (Listed
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The relevant legislation in this case extends from Section 66 of the 1990 Act,
which states that special regard must be given by the planning authority in
the exercise of planning functions to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing listed buildings and their settings.
In addition, Section 72 of the Act emphasises the value of conservation areas
in built heritage planning. In relation to the duties and powers of the planning
authority, it provides that special attention should be paid to the desirability
of preserving or enhancing the appearance or character of an affected
conservation area.

granted as long as this does not create conflict with specific polices or guidance
outlined in the NPPF.

heritage assets can make to sustainable communities, including their
economic vitality, should be considered.

Section 7 of the NPPF, ‘Requiring Good Design’ (Paragraphs 56 to 68), reinforces the
importance of good design in achieving sustainable development by ensuring the
creation of inclusive and high quality places. This section of the NPPF affirms, in
paragraph 58, the need for new design to function well and add to the quality of the
area in which it is built; establish a strong sense of place; and respond to local
character and history, by reflecting the built identity of the surrounding area.

As stated in Paragraph 128 of the NPPF, when determining applications , LPAs
should require applicants to describe the significance of the heritage assets
affected and the contribution made by their setting. Adding that the level of
detail provided should be proportionate to the significance of the asset and
sufficient to understand the impact of the proposal on this significance.

Section 12, ‘Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment’ (Paragraphs 126141), relates to developments that have an effect upon the historic environment. This
is the guidance to which local authorities need to refer when setting out a strategy in
their Local Plans for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic environment. This
should be a positive strategy and should include heritage assets which are most at
risk through neglect, decay or other threats. It is also noted that heritage assets
should be conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance. For clarification,
the NPPF provides definitions of terms relating to the historic environment. For the
purposes of this report, the following are important to note:





National Planning Policy
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (March 2012)
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), published 27th March 2012,
is the principal document which sets out the Government’s planning policies
for England and how these are expected to be applied. It has purposefully
been created to provide a framework within which local people and Local
Planning Authorities (LPAs) can produce their own distinctive Local and
Neighbourhood Plans reflecting the needs and priorities of local communities.
When determining Planning Applications the NPPF directs LPAs to apply the
approach of presumption in favour of sustainable development; the ‘golden
thread’ which is expected to run through the plan-making and decision-taking
activities. In terms of plan-making, LPAs are advised to positively seek
opportunities to meet the development needs of the area whilst having
sufficient flexibility to adapt to change. In terms of decision–taking this
involves approving development proposal that accord with the development
plan, and in the absence of a development plan, permission should be

Heritage asset: This is a building, monument, site, place, area or landscape
identified as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning
decisions. These include designated heritage assets and assets identified by
the local planning authority; and
Significance: The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations
because of its heritage interest. This interest may be archaeological,
architectural, artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage
asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting.

Paragraph 126 of the NPPF advises local authorities to take into account the following
points when drawing up strategies for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic
environment, and when determining planning applications:



The desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets
and preserving them in a viable use consistent with their conservation;



The wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that the
conservation of the historic environment can bring;



The desirability of new development in making a positive contribution to local
character and distinctiveness; and



Opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment
to the character of a place.

These consideration should be taken into account when determining planning
applications, and in addition, the positive contribution that the conservation of

According to Paragraph 129, LPAs should also identify and assess the
significance of a heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal and should
take this assessment into account when considering the impact upon the
heritage asset.
Paragraphs 132 to 136 consider the impact of a proposed development upon
the significance of a heritage asset. Paragraph 132 emphasises that when a
new development is proposed, great weight should be given to the asset’s
conservation and that the more important the asset, the greater this weight
should be. It is noted within this paragraph that significance can be harmed or
lost through the alteration or destruction of the heritage asset or by
development within its setting.
Paragraph 134 advises that where a development will cause less than
substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm
should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, including
securing its optimum viable use.
Paragraph 135 notes that the effect of an application on the significance of a
non-designated heritage asset should be taken into account in determining
the application. Adding, that in weighing applications that affect directly or
indirectly non designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be
required having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of
the heritage asset.
Paragraph 136 stipulates that local planning authorities should not permit
loss of the whole or part of a heritage asset without taking all reasonable
steps to ensure the new development will proceed after the loss has
occurred.
Paragraph 137 encourages LPAs to look for new development opportunities
within Conservation Areas, and states that developments which better reveal
or enhance the significance of a designated heritage asset and it is setting,
will be looked upon favourably. Paragraph 138 also states that not all
elements of a Conservation Area will necessarily contribute to tis
significance. The loss of a building or other element within a Conservation
Area should be treated appropriately according t its relative significance and
its contribution to the Conservation Area as whole.
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The NPPF follows the philosophy of PPS5 in moving away from narrow or
prescriptive attitudes towards development within the historic environment,
towards intelligent, imaginative and sustainable approaches to managing
change. English Heritage characterised this new approach, now reflected in
the NPPF, as 'constructive conservation'. This is defined as “a positive and
collaborative approach to conservation that focuses on actively managing
change. (…) the aim is to recognise and reinforce the historic significance of
places, while accommodating the changes necessary to ensure their
continued use and enjoyment”. (Constructive Conservation in Practice,
English Heritage, 2009).
National Planning Guidance
Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) (March 2014)
This guidance has been adopted in support of the NPPF. It reiterates the
importance of conserving heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their
significance as a core planning principle.
It also states, conservation is an active process of maintenance and managing
change, requiring a flexible and thoughtful approach. Furthermore, it
highlights that neglect and decay of heritage assets is best addressed through
ensuring they remain in an active use that is consistent with their
conservation.
Key elements of the guidance relate to assessing harm. It states, an important
consideration should be whether the proposed works adversely affect a key
element of the heritage asset’s special architectural or historic interest.
Adding, ‘it is the degree of harm, rather than the scale of development that is
to be assessed’. The level of ‘substantial harm’ is stated to be a high bar that
may not arise in many cases. Essentially, whether a proposal causes
substantial harm will be a judgment for the decision taker, having regard to
the circumstances of the case and the NPPF.

Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance (English Heritage, 2008)
Conservation Principles outlines English Heritage's approach to the sustainable
management of the historic environment. While primarily intended to ensure
consistency in English Heritage’s own advice and guidance through the planning
process, the document is recommended to local authorities to ensure that all
decisions about change affecting the historic environment are informed and
sustainable.
This document was published in line with the philosophy of PPS5, yet remains
relevant with that of the current policy regime in the emphasis placed upon the
importance of understanding significance as a means to properly assess the effects of
change to heritage assets. The guidance describes a range of heritage values which
enable the significance of assets to be established systematically, with the four main
'heritage values' being:
Evidential value: which derives from the potential of a place to yield evidence about
past human activity. It can be natural or man-made and applies particularly to
archaeological deposits, but also to other situations where there is no relevant
written record.
Historical value: which derives from the ways in which past people, events and
aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present. It can be illustrative
(illustrative of some aspect of the past) or associative (where a place is associated
with an important person, event, or movement).
Aesthetic value: which derives from the ways in which people draw sensory and
intellectual stimulation from a place. Aesthetic values can be the result of the
conscious design of a place, including artistic endeavour, or they can be the seemingly
fortuitous outcome of the way in which a place has evolved and been used over time.

Importantly, it is stated harm may arise from works to the asset or from
development within its setting. Setting is defined as ‘the surroundings in
which an asset is experienced, and may be more extensive than the curtilage’.
A thorough assessment of the impact of proposals upon setting needs to take
into account, and be proportionate to, the significance of the heritage asset
and the degree to which proposed changes enhance or detract from that
significance and the ability to appreciate it.

Communal value: which derives from the meanings of a place for the people who
relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory.
Communal values are closely bound up with historical (particularly associative) and
aesthetic values, but tend to have additional and specific aspects. Commemorative
and symbolic values reflect the meanings of a place for those who draw part of their
identity from it, or have emotional links to it. Social value is associated with places
that people perceive as a source of identity, distinctiveness, social interaction and
coherence. Spiritual value attached to places can emanate from the beliefs and
teachings of an organised religion, or reflect past or present-day perceptions of the
spirit of a place.

Importantly, the guidance states that if ‘complete or partial loss of a heritage
asset is justified, the aim should then be to capture and record the evidence of
the asset’s significance, and make the interpretation publically available.’

The Principles emphasise that ‘considered change offers the potential to enhance and
add value to places…it is the means by which each generation aspires to enrich the
historic environment’ (Paragraph 25).

Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning (English Heritage,
March 2015)
On the 25th March 2015 Historic England (formerly English Heritage)
withdrew the PPS5 Practice Guide. This document has been replaced with
three Good Practice Advice in Planning Notes (GPAs), ‘GPA1: Local Plan
Making’ (Published 25th March 2015), ‘GPA2: Managing significance in
Decision-Taking in the historic Environment’ (Published 27th March 2015) and
‘GPA3: The Setting of Heritage Assets (25th March 2015). A further document
entitled ‘GPA4: Enabling Development’ is yet to be adopted.
The GPAs provide supporting guidance relating to good conservation practice.
The documents particularly focus on the how good practice can be achieved
through the principles included within national policy and guidance. As such,
the GPAs provide information on good practice to assist LPAs, planning and
other consultants, owners, applicants and other interested parties when
implementing policy found within the NPPF and PPG relating to the historic
environment.
In addition to these documents Historic England has published three core
Advice Notes (HEAs) which provide detailed and practical advice on how
national policy and guidance is implemented. These documents include;
‘HEA1: Understanding Place: Conservation Area Designation, Appraisal and
Management’ (25th February 2016), ‘HEA2: Making Changes to Heritage
Assets’ (25th February 2016) and ‘HEA3: The Historic Environment and Site
Allocations in Local Plans’ (30th October 2015). In addition to these ‘HEA4:
Tall Buildings (10th December 2005), ‘Seeing the History in the View’ (31st
May 2011) and ‘Managing Local Authority Heritage (2nd June 2003)’ provide
further information and guidance in respect of managing change within the
historic environment.
Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 1 (GP1): The
Historic Environment in Local Plans (March, 2015)
This document stresses the importance of formulating Local Plans that are
based on up-to-date and relevant evidence in relation to the economic, social
and environmental characteristics and prospects of an area, including the
historic environment, as set out by the NPPF. The document provides advice
on how information in respect of the local historic environment can be
gathered, emphasising the importance of not only setting out known sites,
but in understanding their value (i.e. significance). This evidence should be
used to define a positive strategy for the historic environment and the
formulation of a plan for the maintenance and use of heritage assets and for
the delivery of development, including within their setting, that will afford
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appropriate protection for the asset(s) and make a positive contribution to
local character and distinctiveness.
Furthermore, the Local Plan can assist in ensuring that site allocations avoid
harming the significance of heritage assets and their settings, whilst providing
the opportunity to ‘inform the nature of allocations so development responds
and reflects local character’.
Further information is given relating to cumulative impact, 106 agreements,
stating ‘to support the delivery of the Plan’s heritage strategy it may be
considered appropriate to include reference to the role of Section 106
agreements in relation to heritage assets, particularly those at risk.’ It also
advises on how the heritage policies within Local Plans should identify areas
that are appropriate for development as well as defining specific
Development Management Policies for the historic environment. It also
suggests that a heritage Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) in line with
paragraph 153 of the NPPF can be a useful tool to amplify and elaborate on
the delivery of the positive heritage strategy in the Local Plan.
Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 2 (: Managing
Significance in Decision-Taking in the Historic Environment (March, 2015)
This document provides advice on the numerous ways in which decisiontaking in the historic environment can be undertaken, emphasising that the
first step for all applicants is to understand the significance of any affected
heritage asset and the contribution of its setting to its significance. In line with
the NPPF and PPG, this document states that early engagement and expert
advice in considering and assessing the significance of heritage assets is
encouraged, stating that ‘development proposals that affect the historic
environment are much more likely to gain the necessary permissions and
create successful places if they are designed with the knowledge and
understanding of the significance of the heritage assets they may affect.’
The advice suggests a structured staged approach to the assembly and
analysis of relevant information, this is as follows:
1. Understand the significance of the affected assets;
2. Understand the impact of the proposal on that significance;
3. Avoid, minimise and mitigate impact in a way that meets the objectives of
the NPPF;
4. Look for opportunities to better reveal or enhance significance;
5. Justify any harmful impacts in terms of the sustainable development
objective of conserving significance and the need for change; and

6. Offset negative impacts on aspects of significance by enhancing others through
recording, disseminating and archiving archaeological and historical interest of the
important elements of the heritage assets affected.
The advice reiterates that heritage assets may be affected by direct physical change
or by change in their setting. Assessment of the nature, extent and importance of the
significance of a heritage asset and the contribution of its setting at an early stage can
assist the planning process resulting in informed decision-taking.
This document sets out the recommended steps for assessing significance and the
impact of development proposals upon a heritage asset, including examining the
asset and its setting and analysing local policies and information sources. In assessing
the impact of a development proposal on the significance of a heritage asset the
document emphasises that the cumulative impact of incremental small-scale changes
may have as great an effect on the significance of a heritage asset as a larger scale
change.
Crucially, the nature and importance of the significance that is affected will dictate
the proportionate response to assessing that change, its justification, mitigation and
any recording which may be necessary. This document also provides guidance in
respect of neglect and unauthorised works.
Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3: The Setting of
Heritage Assets (March, 2015)
This advice note focuses on the management of change within the setting of heritage
assets. This document replaces ‘The Setting of Heritage Assets’ (English Heritage,
March 2011) in order to aid practitioners with the implementation of national policies
and guidance relating to the historic environment found within the NPPF and PPG.
The guidance is largely a continuation of the philosophy and approach of the 2011
document and does not present a divergence in either the definition of setting or the
way in which it should be assessed.
As with the NPPF the document defines setting as ‘the surroundings in which a
heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and may change as the asset and
its surroundings evolve’. Setting is also described as being a separate term to
curtilage, character and context. The guidance emphasises that setting is not a
heritage asset, nor a heritage designation, and that its importance lies in what it
contributes to the significance of the heritage asset. It also states that elements of
setting may make a positive, negative or neutral contribution to the significance of
the heritage asset.

odour, while setting may also incorporate perceptual and associational
attributes pertaining to the asset’s surroundings.
This document provides guidance on practical and proportionate decision
making with regards to the management of proposed development and the
setting of heritage assets. It is stated that the protection of the setting of a
heritage asset need not prevent change and that decisions relating to such
issues need to be based on the nature, extent and level of the significance of
a heritage asset, further weighing up the potential public benefits associated
with the proposals. It is further stated that changes within the setting of a
heritage asset may have positive or neutral effects. It is stated that the
contribution made to the significance of heritage assets by their settings will
vary depending on the nature of the heritage asset and its setting and that
different heritage assets may have different abilities to accommodate change
within their settings without harming the significance of the asset and
therefore setting should be assessed on a case-by-case basis. Although not
prescriptive in setting out how this assessment should be carried out, noting
that any approach should be demonstrably compliant with legislation,
national policies and objectives, Historic England recommend using the ‘5step process’ in order to assess the potential affects of a proposed
development on the setting and significance of a heritage asset, with this 5step process continued from the 2011 guidance:
1. Identification of heritage assets which are likely to be affected by
proposals;
2. Assessment of whether and what contribution the setting makes to the
significance of a heritage asset;
3. Assessing the effects of proposed development on the significance of a
heritage asset;
4. Maximising enhancement and reduction of harm on the setting of heritage
assets; and
5. The final decision about the acceptability of proposals.
The guidance reiterates the NPPF in stating that where developments
affecting the setting results in ‘substantial’ harm to significance, this harm can
only be justified if the developments delivers substantial public benefit and
that there is no other alternative (i.e. redesign or relocation).

While setting is largely a visual term, with views considered to be an important
consideration in any assessment of the contribution that setting makes to the
significance of an asset, setting, and thus the way in which an asset is experienced,
can also be affected by other environmental factors including noise, vibration and
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Historic England Advice Notes
Historic England Advice Note 1 (HEA1): Conservation Areas (February 2016)
This document forms revised guidance which sets out the ways to manage
change in order to ensure that historic areas are conserved. In particular
information is provided relating to conservation area designation, appraisal
and management. Whilst this document emphasises that ‘activities to
conserve or invest need to be proportionate to the significance of the
heritage assets affected,’ it reiterates that the work carried out needs to
provide sufficient information in order to understand the issues outlined in
Paragraph 192 of the NPPF, relating to the assessment of any heritage assets
that may be affected by proposals.
There are different types of special architectural and historic interest which
contribute to the significance and character of a conservation area, leading to
its designation. These include:
Areas with a high number of nationally designated heritage assets and a
variety of architectural styles and historic associations;
Those linked to a particular industry or individual with a particular local
interest;
Where an earlier, historically significant, layout is visible in the modern street
pattern;
Where a particular style of architecture or traditional building materials
predominate; and

Section 71 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservations Area) Act 1990 places
on LPAs the duty to produce proposals for the preservation and enhancement of
conservation areas. This document provides guidance for the production of
management plans, which can ‘channel development pressure to conserve the
special quality of the conservation area’. These plans may provide polices on the
protection of views, criteria for demolition, alterations and extensions, urban design
strategy and development opportunities. Furthermore, it includes information
relating to Article 4 Directions, which give the LPA the power to limit permitted
development rights where it is deemed necessary to protect local amenity or the well
-being of an area.

designated heritage assets, including effects on their setting. Furthermore,
this document highlights the ways in which the process of site allocation may
present opportunities to better reveal the historic environment. It sets out a
five-step methodology which can assist in appropriate site selection:

Historic England Advice: Note 2 (HEA2): Making Changes to Heritage Assets
(February 2016)

Step 4: Consider maximising enhancements and avoiding harm; and

The purpose of this document is to provide information in respect of the repair,
restoration and alterations to heritage assets. It promotes guidance for both LPAs,
consultants, owners, applicants and other interested parties in order to promote well
-informed and collaborative conservation.
The best way to conserve a building is to keep it in use, or to find an appropriate new
use. This document states that ‘an unreasonable, inflexible approach will prevent
action that could give a building new life…A reasonable proportionate approach to
owners’ needs is therefore essential’. Whilst this is the case, the limits imposed by the
significance of individual elements are an important consideration, especially when
considering an asset’s compatibility with Building Regulations and the Equality Act. As
such, it is good practice for LPAs to consider imaginative ways of avoiding such
conflict.

Areas designated because of the quality of the public realm or a spatial
element, such as a design form or settlement pattern, green spaces which are
an essential component of a wider historic area, and historic parks and
gardens and other designed landscapes, including those included on the
Historic England Register of parks and gardens of special historic interest.

This document provides information relating to proposed change to a heritage asset,
which are characterised as:

Change is inevitable, however, this document provides guidance in respect of
managing change in a way that conserves and enhances areas, through
identifying potential within a conservation area. This can be achieved through
historic characterisation studies, production of neighbourhood plans,
confirmation of special interest and setting out of recommendations.
Paragraph 127 of the NPPF states that ‘when considering the designation of
conservation areas, local planning authorities should ensure that an area
justifies such status because of its special architectural or historic interest,’
this document reiterates that this needs to be considered throughout this
process.



Repair;



Restoration;



Addition and alteration, either singly or in combination; and



Works for research alone.

Historic England Advice: Note 3 (HEA3): The Historic Environment and Site
Allocations in Local Plans (October, 2015)
This document provides information for those involved in the site allocation process,
particularly when implementing historic environment legislation, relevant policy
within the NPPF and related guidance found within the Planning Practice Guidance
(PPG).
The inclusion of sites within a Local Plan can provide the opportunity to ensure that
new development will avoid harming the significance of both designated and non-

Step 1: Identify which heritage assets are affected by the potential site
allocation;
Step 2: Understand what contribution the site (in its current form) makes to
the significance of heritage asset(s);
Step 3: Identify what impacts the allocation might have on that significance;

Step 5: Determine whether the proposed site allocation is appropriate in light
if the NPPF’s tests of soundness.
Historic England Advice: Note 4 (HEA4): Tall Buildings (December, 2015)
This document updates and supersedes ‘Guidance on Tall Buildings’ (2007)
previously published by English Heritage and CABE. The 2007 guidance
provided an explanation as to the approaches that the two organisations take
when evaluating tall buildings proposals.
Due to their size and widespread visibility tall buildings can significantly affect
the character, appearance and identity of towns and cities. When positioned
within the right locations and designed to a high standard they can provide
excellent examples of architecture and make a positive contribution to the
townscape and urban life of an area. Tall buildings situated within the wrong
area and/or not well-designed, however, can harm the valuable qualities of a
place.
Historic England notes that the definition of a ‘tall building’ is informed by the
surrounding townscape. For example a ten-storey structure within
neighbourhood of two-storey buildings is thought of as a tall building by
comparison, whereas the same building proposed within the built-up city
centre may not.
As previously discussed, Paragraph 132 of the NPPF makes clear that ‘great
weight’ is attached to the conservation of designated heritage assets,
including their settings and, furthermore, the design policies found in
Paragraphs 56 to 68 reference the importance of good design which responds
to local character and history, as well as the importance of integrating new
buildings into the historic environment.
This document endorses the plan-led approach included within the NPPF
which encourages LPAs to identify locations where tall buildings could be
acceptable and generally consider the scope for tall buildings when producing
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Local Plans. This document outlines the advantages of including tall building
policies within Local Plans.
In terms of planning applications it advocates discussing proposals with the
LPA and Historic England at an early stage, in correspondence with
Paragraphs 188-195 of the NPPF. Furthermore a clear and concise checklist of
application documents is included.
The following design criterion is provided in order to assist applicants in
design development:

Views provide an important role in shaping our appreciation and understanding of
the historic environment. Some have been deliberately designed, such as at
Greenwich Palace and Stowe Landscape Garden, whilst more often a significant view
is formed of a ‘historical composite’, as a result of a long process of piecemeal
development. Such views often contain focal buildings and landmarks which enrich
daily life, attract visitors and help communities prosper.
This document states that the assessment of heritage significance within a view can
be divided into two phases:
Phase A Baseline Analysis: the following five steps assist in defining and analysing
heritage significance within a view:



Architectural quality;



Sustainable design and construction;



Step 1: Establishing reasons for identifying a particular view as important;



Credibility of the design;



Step 2: Identifying which heritage assets in a view merit considerations;



Contribution to public space and facilities;



Step 3: Assessing the significance of individual heritage assets;



Consideration of the impact on the local environments (and
particularly at ground level); and



Step 4: Assessing the overall heritage significance in a view; and



Provision of a well-designed inclusive environment.



Step 5: How can heritage significance be sustained?

Furthermore, it is essential that a scheme of high quality will have a positive
relationship with the following:

Phase B: Assessment: assesses the potential impact of a specific development
proposal on heritage significance within a view, as analysed in Phase A through the
following steps:



Topography;



Development proposal;



Character of place;



Establishing magnitude of impact on heritage significance; and



Heritage assets and their settings;



Significance of Effect.



Height and scale of development (immediate, intermediate and townor-city-wide);



Urban grain and streetscape;



Open spaces;



Rivers and waterways;



Important views including prospects and panoramas; and



The impact on skyline.

This document provides further information and guidance relating to feeding the
Baseline Analysis into an ES Chapter if necessary

Seeing the History in the View (May, 2011)
This document provides guidance relating to the assessment of heritage
significance within views. It gives a method that can be applied to any view
that is considered significant in terms of heritage. Historic England is currently
in the process of revising this document to reflect the NPPF and recent case
law.
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2.2

LOCAL PLANNING POLICY AND GUIDANCE

Many local planning policies (not only those for design and conservation) can
affect development with regard to heritage assets. For instance polices on
sustainable development, meeting housing needs, affordable housing,
landscape, biodiversity, energy efficiency, transport, people with disabilities,
employment and town centres can all have an influence on development and
the quality of the environment. However, policies concerned with design
quality and character generally take greater importance in areas concerning
heritage assets. As aforementioned these policies, along with other matters,
will figure in the on-going management of development in the given area.
The Site at Iwade is within the Swale District, Kent. Hence, the planning
policy framework for this district applies.
Swale Borough Local Plan (adopted 2008)
The Swale Borough Local Plan provides policies and proposals relating to the
development and other use of land in the Borough, it was formally adopted
on 20 February 2008 after receiving the Inspector's Report in December 2007.
The Adopted Swale Borough Local Plan comprises a Written Statement which
sets out the Councils planning policies for the Borough, together with a
written justification for them. The Council highlights that the Local Plan
should be read as a whole, and it will be necessary for proposed development
to comply with all appropriate policies, not just the policy that relates to the
specific development being proposed. In particular, development will need to
comply with all the appropriate Development Control Policies. In summary, all
the policies and proposals in the Swale Borough Local Plan should be read as
if they contained the caveat: subject to all other relevant policies contained
within the wider Development Plan as well as other material considerations,
such as the emerging Draft Local Plan: Bearing Fruits 2031 (published for
consultation in August 2013). In July 2010, an application was made to save
policies from the current Swale Borough Local Plan beyond 20 February 2011.
The following policy has been saved and is relevant to the proposal.
Policy E14—Development Involving Listed Buildings
Proposals, including any change of use, affecting a Listed Building, and/or its
setting, will only be permitted if the building's special architectural or historic
interest, and its setting, are preserved.
Proposals will pay special attention to the:
a) design, including scale, materials, situation and detailing;
b) appropriateness of the proposed use of the building; and
c) desirability of removing unsightly or negative features for restoring
or reinstating historic features.

The Emerging Local Plan (December 2014)
Swale Borough Council is preparing a new Local Plan. It will be organised in two parts:
Part 1 - Bearing Fruits 2013: Swale Borough Local Plan; and Part 2 – Swale Borough
Local Plan: Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations. The council has been through a
number of consultation stages and a version of the new Local Plan has been
submitted for independent examination in April 2015. The Swale Borough Local Plan
will be the most important planning document for Swale, setting out the vision and
overall strategy for the area and how it will be achieved for the period from 2011
until 2031. The following policies are relevant to the proposal.
Core Planning Policies
Policy CP 8—Conserving and enhancing the historic environment
Development will preserve or enhance designated and non-designated heritage
assets to sustain the historic environment whilst creating for all areas a sense of place
and special identity. Development proposals will, as appropriate:


Accord with national planning policy in respect of heritage matters;



Preserve and enhance Swale's designated and non-designated heritage assets
and their settings in a manner appropriate to their significance and, where
appropriate, in accordance with Policy DM30 to Policy DM34;



Respond to the integrity, form and character of settlements and historic
landscapes; and



Respect the integrity of the original design and setting of historic assets, whilst
meeting the challenges of a low carbon future.

Development Management Policies
Policy DM 32—Development involving listed buildings
Development proposals, including any change of use, affecting a listed building,
and/or its setting, will be permitted provided that the building's special architectural
or historic interest, and its setting and any features of special architectural or historic
interest which it possesses, are preserved.

weight accorded to them will be increased if they have been subject to public
consultation (SPG and SPD agreed by Swale Borough Council has been subject
to public consultation). The relevant document for this case is highlighted
below:
SPG Listed Buildings: A Guide for Owners and Occupiers
The Council has yet to prepare an SPD relating to Listed Buildings, however its
Supplementary Planning Guidance note, Listed Buildings: A Guide for Owners
and Occupiers, remains a material consideration to the determination of
proposals, in due course this will be reviewed and re-issued as an SPD as
outlined in the Local Development Scheme.
Although dated, the interim purpose of this document is to provide additional
guidance for householders, architects and developers for listed buildings in
the Swale Borough, and to assist the successful implementation of policies
within the current Swale Borough Local Plan (2008) and the emerging Local
Plan: Bearing Fruits 2031.
With regards to the proposed scheme, Section 6 ‘Setting of Listed Buildings’
of the SPG stipulates that:
“The setting of a listed building is often an essential feature of its character,
especially if a garden or grounds have been laid out as an integral part of the
design and layout of the building. The setting of a listed building may be its
immediate surroundings or may include land some distance from it”.
It adds that:
“If development takes place near a listed building it should have careful
regard not only to its exiting landscape features which may contribute to its
character and setting, but also to any proposed new landscaping. Tree and
shrub planting should be typical of that which may have been planted at the
time of construction of the building”
It ends by stating that the Borough Council will have special regard to
preserving the setting of listed buildings when considering planning
applications which affect them.

Supplementary Planning Documents
Throughout the Local Plan reference is made to Supplementary Planning Guidance
(SPG) and Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD). These publications set out, in
more detail than is possible in the Local Plan, certain standards and approaches of
which developers should normally take account. SPD’s replaced SPGs in the new
planning system introduced under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act, 2004
and perform the same function. That said the Government considers that both SPG
and SPD can be taken into account when considering planning applications, and that
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3.0
3.1

HISTORICAL APPRAISAL
HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF IWADE, KENT

The name ‘Iwade’ is found as ‘Ywada’ in documentation dating back to 1179
and refers to the ’the crossing place where yew trees grow‘. This crossing
would have led to the Isle of Sheppey(Poulton-Smith, 2013). Until fairly
recently, Iwade stood as a tiny hamlet with only a handful of houses and the
ancient Parish Church of All Saints which dates back to the thirteenth century.
The tithe map of 1838 shows the hamlet flanking what is now The Street,
surrounded by a patchwork of fields, marshes, and several rural farmhouses,
including the one at Coleshall. Coleshall has been recorded since the
fourteenth century and the name is believed to describe ‘the halh or corner
of land of a man called Col’ (Poulton-Smith, 2013).

The settlement at Iwade is nowadays substantially larger than the one that stood in
the late nineteenth century and today Iwade can be described more precisely as a
substantial suburb to Sittingbourne rather than a village. Most of the orchards that
surrounded Iwade in the past seem to have been removed.

Bibliography:
Poulton-Smith, A. (2013). East Kent Place Names: The Home of Kentish Men
and Maids. Great Britain: DB publishing.

In the late nineteenth century, as the 1896 Ordnance Survey Map illustrates,
Iwade was still a very tiny village with a handful of houses clustered around
the small parish church of All Saints. Nonetheless, there was an inn: the
Woolpack Inn, which still stands, and a small school, located at the junction
between The Street and School Lane. A vicarage was located south of Iwade
at the junction between what are now Grovehurst Road and Sheppey Way.
Iwade was surrounded by a series of fields and large orchards.
By the 1930s, as the 1938-39 Ordnance Survey Map shows, Iwade had
expanded a little. Rows of new housing were built along School Lane and
what is now Ferry Road, while a new school was built to the west of the old
school, where Iwade County Primary School now stands. More orchards had
been planted around the village.
In the 1960s, as the 1963-67 Ordnance Survey Map illustrates, a section of the
Sheppey Way, north of Iwade, was reconstructed and diverted straight
through the fields to connect directly to Kingsferry Bridge on the Swale River.
Further houses were built along School Lane, while semi-detached houses
were built along the newly laid out cul-de-sacs of Sheerstone. A new village
hall was built along Ferry Road and the local primary school was extended to
accommodate the rise in population.
By the late 1970s and early 1980s, Iwade had grown some more and had
continued to spread southwards. New housing was built along the newly laid
out cul-de-sacs of Evergreen Close, Springvale, and Meadow Rise, while the
rise in vehicle traffic necessitated the construction of a service station along
Sheppey Way.
The rest of modern-day Iwade was built in the 1990s and 2000s. Indeed,
hundreds of new houses were built to the east of Ferry Road, to the north of
School Lane, and along the southern edge of Iwade. The construction of
housing is still ongoing all along Holly Blue Drive, to the south of Iwade. In
2006, a new section of the A249 was opened to bypass Iwade to the east.

Figure 5: 1838 Tithe Map: Showing the little hamlet of Iwade (top right corner).
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3.4

HISTORICAL MAP APPRAISAL FOR LAND SOUTH OF IWADE

Figure 6: 1869 OS Map (Promap, 2016): In the mid-nineteenth century, the Site was bound by School Lane to the northwest
and by Sheppey Way to the southeast. It consisted mostly of a patchwork of fields with a small stream splitting it in two
halves. Coleshall Farm and its farmhouse stood in the middle of the Site. It is not clear how many buildings were within the
farmstead. However, its seems there were at least six buildings, including the farmhouse. A group of trees seem to have
been located northwest of the farmstead and a row of trees bordered the southern edge of the farmhouse’s immediate
grounds.

Figure 7: 1908 OS Map (Promap, 2016): By the early twentieth century, the arrangement of the fields within the Site
changed slightly and an orchard was planted to the southeast of Coleshall Farm. The fields northwest of Coleshall Farm
would have been used as sheep pastures as the map marks two tiny structures which are labelled as ’sheepfold’ and
’sheepwash’, located just north of the farm. The farmstead itself consisted of seven structures, including the farmhouse.
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3.4

HISTORICAL MAP APPRAISAL FOR LAND SOUTH OF IWADE

Figure 8: 1938-39 OS Map (Promap, 2016): By the 1930s, the arrangement of the fields within the Site had remained
roughly as it was in the beginning of the twentieth century. However, the two fields directly south of Coleshall Farm were
established as orchards. The trees within these orchards would have provided the farm with a sense of seclusion and would
have limited the southerly views from the farmhouse. A wind-pump was located to the west of the farmhouse.

Figure 9: 1963-1967 OS Map (Promap, 2016): By the 1960s, one of the buildings at Coleshall Farm and the wind-pump were
removed, while two large sheds were built to the north of the farm. The trees that had been located northwest of the farm,
along the small stream, were removed, while another orchard was established to the west of the farm. The trees within
these orchards would have limited the southerly views from the farmhouse.
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3.4

HISTORICAL MAP APPRAISAL FOR LAND SOUTH OF IWADE

Figure 10: 1977-1986 OS Map (Promap, 2016): By the 1980s, the arrangement of the fields within the Site had changed. To
the south of the stream, the two orchards that were located here were removed and the fields were amalgamated into one
large field. This would have opened up views from Coleshall farmhouse to the south and east. To the north of the stream,
the orchard that was located here was retained but the other small fields were amalgamated. A new pathway/driveway
connecting Coleshall Farm with School Lane was constructed, while electricity high-tension cables and pylons were installed
to the southeast of the Site.

Figure 11: 2010s Aerial Map (Google Maps, 2016): By the 2010s, the arrangement of the fields within the Site had changed
yet again. To the north of the stream, the remaining orchard was removed and all the fields were amalgamated into one.
Within the farmstead of Coleshall Farm, most of the agricultural buildings were removed and a new residential house
(Chestnut House) was constructed. Indeed, the agrarian character of the farmstead changed to a domestic one. Trees were
replanted along the small stream to the northwest of the Coleshall Farm, while the boundaries of the farmhouse’s garden
were also lined with trees. To the north, the expansion of Iwade reached the northern edge of the Site.
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3.5

SITE ASSESSMENT

The Site is located southwest of Iwade, Kent. It is bound by School Lane to the
northwest, by Sheppey Way to the southeast, and by a new residential
development to the northeast, part of which is still under construction. The
southwestern boundary of the Site is not defined by an existing boundary but
runs through two large fields.
The Site largely comprises of two parts of two large fields and the farmstead
of Coleshall Farm. A tree-lined, small stream flows through the heart of the
site from the southwest to the northeast. The topography of the Site is largely
flat.
The Grade II Listed Coleshall Farmhouse and its grounds are located within
the Site. Chestnut House and two large nondescript sheds are also located
within the Site, a few metres away from Coleshall Farmhouse. However these
are not considered to be heritage assets. This group of buildings can be
accessed from Sheppey Way through a bridle road that runs along the northeastern boundary of the Site.

Figure 12: Map showing the Site (Google Maps, 2016).
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3.6

ASSESSMENT OF HERITAGE ASSETS

The proposed development is not going to have a direct impact on any
heritage asset. However, the use of Historic England’s Historic Environment
Good Practice Advice in Planning: Note 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets
(Historic England, 2015), a desk based assessment, and a site walkover, has
enabled the identification of the Grade II Listed Coleshall Farmhouse whose
setting may be affected by the proposals.

The wider setting of Coleshall Farmhouse can be defined by the surrounding
agricultural land and by the residential settlement of Iwade to the northeast.
The surrounding agricultural land makes a positive contribution to the
significance of the heritage asset as it emphasises the rural setting in which
the farmhouse is located. The residential settlement at Iwade makes a neutral
contribution as the significance of the listed building can still be appreciated.

The assessment of this heritage asset, including consideration of its setting, is
included below.

With regards to the surrounding agricultural land, Coleshall Farmhouse has
some limited views towards the field that surrounds it to the southwest and
southeast. The wood that is located to the northwest of the farmhouse block
the views towards the large field beyond. Hence, this latter field contributes
less to the significance of Coleshall Farmhouse.

ASSETS WHOSE SETTINGS MAY BE POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BY THE
PROPOSALS
Coleshall Farmhouse—Grade II Listed Building

Planning History of Coleshall Farmhouse

Coleshall Farmhouse was first designated as a Grade II Listed Building in
February 1974. Its listing was amended in November 1984. Coleshall
Farmhouse is a sixteenth century, timber-framed, two-storey building which
was altered and extended in subsequent centuries. The original part of the
farmhouse was possibly a Wealden as there is evidence of a jettied front.
However, it was clad in painted brick and extended in the eighteenth century
and a two-storeyed, slate-roofed wing was added in the nineteenth century
(refer to Appendix 1 for Historic England listing description).

On the 19th June 2015, the Swale Borough Council granted a listed building
consent (Ref: 15/503154/LBC) to demolish a side extension, which was
deemed to be of minimal historic or architectural significance, and a planning
permission (Ref: 15/502740/FULL) to erect a new single storey extension,
including internal and external alterations.

The significance of Coleshall Farmhouse lies mainly in its evidential value, as
a place that can yield information about medieval architecture, and in its
aesthetic value, as a building of architectural interest. Moreover, Coleshall
Farmhouse’s setting also contributes to a degree of its significance.
The immediate setting of Coleshall Farmhouse can be defined by: the
driveway and grassed areas, located to the northeast; the gravelled parking
area, located directly in front of it; the large, well-tended garden, located to
the back and southeast, which contains numerous large trees, shrubs, and
expanses of lawn; the large, rectangular grassed areas, located to the
southwest and northwest; a medium-sized shed, located to the northwest;
the small stream and wooded area, also located to the northwest; and
Chestnut House with its surrounding grassed area. On the whole these make
a positive contribution to the significance of the heritage asset as they mark
the boundaries of the original farmstead. However, as most of the original
agricultural buildings at Coleshall Farm have been removed and replaced by
Chestnut House, which has a suburban character, it is not immediately
apparent that Coleshall Farm was originally a working farm with a farmhouse
at its heart. The relationship between the farmhouse and the small stream is
particularly important as Coleshall Farm would have originally depended on
this water source.

Figure 13: Coleshall Farmhouse and its immediate setting (Google Maps, 2016).

Figure 14: A view towards Coleshall Farmhouse from the northeast.

Figure 15: Grade II Listed Coleshall Farmhouse.
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3.6

ASSESSMENT OF HERITAGE ASSETS

Figure 16: A view towards Coleshall Farmhouse from Sheppey Way.

Figure 17: A view towards Iwade from the site of Coleshall Farm showing also the two nondescript sheds.

Figure 18: A view towards Iwade’s new development from School Lane.

Figure 16: Grade II Listed Coleshall Farmhouse (Photo: author’s own, 2016)

Figure 19: A view towards Coleshall Farmhouse from School Lane. A small wood screens the
farmhouse from this view.

Figure 20: New houses along Holly Blue Drive, located adjacent the Site.

Figure 21: Ongoing construction of new houses adjacent to the Site.
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4.0
4.1

PROPOSALS & ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT
PROPOSALS

The proposed development mainly comprises of a number of new dwellings
and a system of new residential streets and open green spaces. The new
streets will connect to both Sheppey way and School Lane, while the open
green space will include Coleshall Square and The Green. The proposed
development will also include a new school and a community hall.
Coleshall Farm and its farmhouse will be left intact within the heart of the
proposed development. The small wooded area located to the northwest of
the farm will also be left intact. A new bund and a wooded area along the
southwestern edge of the Site is proposed to soften the visual impact of the
proposed development on the surrounding landscape.

Figure 22: Proposed Development (Lee Evan Partnership, 2016)
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4.2

ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT

The assessment of impact has been undertaken in conjunction with the
assessment criteria set out in Historic England’s The Setting of Heritage
Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning 3 and
paragraphs 133 and 134 of the NPPF.
Whilst no heritage asset will be affected directly by the development of the
Site, the previous chapter has identified one heritage asset, the Grade II
Listed Coleshall Farmhouse, whose setting may be affected. This section of
the report will assess any impact that the proposals may have on the setting
and significance of this heritage asset.

its setting. However, despite this, no harm to the heritage asset was identified and
planning permission was eventually granted to the housing development.
Moreover, the Council is also considering an application that seeks to demolish the
existing building within Area D (refer to Fig. 25) and erect six four-bed detached
houses and two three-bed semi-detached houses with garaging access and

landscaping. The application (Ref: 15/508514/FULL) was submitted on the
16th October 2015 and a decision has not been made yet. The said site is
considered to be within the wider setting of Coleshall Farmhouse. However,
despite this, the Council did not highlight the latter as a constraint.

Coleshall Farmhouse - Grade II Listed Building
Coleshall Farmhouse and its grounds are located within the Site. The Site is
considered to form part of the farmhouse’s immediate and wider setting.
The proposed development will preserve the immediate setting of Coleshall
Farmhouse. It will also preserve the important relationship between the
farmhouse and the small stream that flows close to it. Moreover, the
proposed development will also preserve the small wood to the northwest of
the listed building and hence, the wood will continue to provide a sense of
enclosure within the immediate setting of the farmhouse.
However, the proposed development will contribute towards the erosion of
some of Coleshall Farmhouse’s wider agricultural setting. This is especially
true for the proposed development within Area A of the Site (refer to Fig. 23)
as there is some visual relationship between this area and the listed building.
On the other hand, the proposed development within Area B of the Site (refer
to Fig. 23) will contribute less towards this erosion as there is a lack of visual
relationship between this area and the farmhouse.

B

C
D

Hence, the proposed development is considered to cause a small degree of
harm to the asset’s setting, in line with paragraph 134 of the NPPF. However,
since the proposed development will not effect the asset’s evidential value
and aesthetic value, which together make up most of the asset’s significance,
the harm is considered to be at the bottom end of the ‘less than substantial’
scale.
Having said this, on the 16th October 2008, the Swale Borough Council
granted a conditional planning permission (Ref: SW/08/1127) to develop
housing, public open spaces, a pavilion, roads, cycle paths, footpaths, stream
crossings, landscaping, and ancillary works, on a site measuring 3000sqm,
located directly north of Coleshall Farmhouse (marked as Area C in Figure 23).
This large housing development was constructed in phases and is now in its
final phases. During the planning process, the Grade II Coleshall Farmhouse
was considered to be a constraint as the said site was considered to lie within

A
Figure 23: A layout of the proposed development showing Area A, Area B, Area C, and Area D (Lee Evan Partnership, 2016)
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5.0

CONCLUSION

This Built Heritage Assessment considers the impacts of a proposed housing
development on a site that is located to the south of Iwade, Kent. The
proposed development is mainly comprised of a number dwellings, a school,
a community hall, and landscaped open spaces. At this stage, the Site is being
proposed for allocation.
Coleshall Farmhouse, a Grade II Listed Building, has been identified as the
only heritage asset that is likely to be affected by the proposed development.
Its assessment, including consideration of its setting, has been assessed as
part of this Heritage Assessment.
It has been demonstrated that the proposals may cause a small degree of
harm to the asset’s setting and in turn its significance. This harm is considered
to be at the bottom end of the ‘less than substantial’ scale and so should be
weighed against the wider public benefits of any proposals in accordance with
Paragraph 134 of the NPPF, having first been given special regard following
the requirements of Section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas) Act, 1990.
In order to reduce further the possibility of harmful impacts upon the
significance of the Coleshall Farmhouse, an opportunity exists for the
inclusion of further open spaces within Area A of the Site (refer to Fig.23)
which would preserve some of the original wider agricultural setting.
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7.0

APPENDIX 1: HISTORIC ENGLAND LISTING DESCRIPTIONS

COLESHALL FARMHOUSE

Reasons for Designation

List Entry Summary

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

This building is listed under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990 as amended for its special architectural or historic interest.

History

Name: COLESHALL FARMHOUSE
List entry Number: 1116241
Location
COLESHALL FARMHOUSE, FERRY ROAD COLESHALL FARMHOUSE, SHEPPEY
WAY

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details
TQ 86 NE IWADE FERRY ROAD SHEPPEY WAY (west side)
2/11 Coleshall Farmhouse (formerly listed under Sittingbourne & Milton)
13.2.74 II

Grade: II

Farmhouse. C16, clad C18 and extended C19. Timber framed and clad with painted
brick and plain tiled roof, and painted brick and slate roofed extension. Entrance
front: 2 storeys on plinth, with slate roofed C19 wing left, 1 glazing bar sash to each
floor, 2 storey gabled porch, with half-glazed door, and wood casement on first floor,
returned hip of C16 building to centre and C18 hipped wing recessed with 1 wood
casement to right. Stacks rear centre and right front. Left return: 2 storeys, hip and
gablet roof, central stack, 3 glazing bar sashes on each floor, with centre-right oriel on
first floor, and central glazed door with open pediment on fluted pilasters. C19 wing
to right. This is the original, possibly a Wealden, wing. Interior: evidence of jettied
front, possibly Wealden or continuous jetty. Curved braces, coupled rafter roof,
probably later.

Date first listed: 13-Feb-1974

Listing NGR: TQ8972967153

Date of most recent amendment: 27-Nov-1984

Selected Sources

Legacy System Information

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details

The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.

National Grid Reference: TQ 89729 67148

The building may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.
County: Kent
District: Swale
District Type: District Authority
Parish: Iwade
National Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Legacy System: LBS
UID: 176145
Asset Groupings
This list entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings
are not part of the official record but are added later for information.
List entry Description
Summary of Building
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
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Appendix 7 –

Omission Site

Omission Site

Appendix 8 -

Ridham Marshes
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