	PROPOSAL 1 RIVERSIDE, TOTNES:



	

	9.21 Proposal 1- Riverside, Totnes

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	About 220 houses, with as high a percentage of affordable housing as is viable and deliverable (more than 50%);


	The Town Council rejects the Preferred option of Site 5, Bridgetown Riverside, for housing development. The proposal for 220 houses in an area with poor infrastructure, re transport and accessibility – including private, public as well as community transport; community facilities, health and commercial services. 

In particular the access to and from Bridgetown including Bridgetown Hill and Steamer Quay Road.is poor and potentially dangerous
See also proposals for alternative housing sites, section 3.2
	Rejected, for the reasons laid out by the Town Council, and because we would prefer to see smaller, compact developments.



	

	
	
	The Council would support

[1] a reduced number of houses 50/60 surrounding a school site within the upper field and well screened from the river.

 [2]: a number of houses on the part of the Riverside Proposal; that is the development of  the area of the Caravan site and along the north side of the road.

See also reservations and proposals on: b) to m)
	We support the Town Council’s alternative proposals. It is important that a revised plan follows the topography of the hill sympathetically.
	

	b)
	About 1ha of employment land, planned on a mixed use basis;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation.

a) any redevelopment of the quayside to provide commercial outlets to be a cohesive and unified plan, incorporating appropriately designed access to the passenger boats accessing the quay.
	Agreed.


	

	c)
	A site of about 2ha for a new primary school;


	This needs to be clarified. The Council has the following reservations;

a) St. Johns school should stay where it is, and this becomes the 3rd school in Totnes, if one is considered necessary. 
b) to be sited in area -5, with a minimal amount of housing   surrounding it, on the top field, and not the indicated site. 
c) The Council questions the need for a new school. Consideration should first be given to redeveloping St. Johns on its existing site to increase its roll for any increasing demand.


	There is confusion about whether three sites are needed, what DCC’s plans are, and whether parents want to see The Grove re-sited. This needs to be clarified before we can comment. 
	

	d)
	Public open space, 
including:

I.  a significant single area of new public open space of about 3.4ha;

II. linkage via a new area of public open space between the riverside and the Bridgetown  

Green Corridor; 

III. enhanced riverside public open space, including continuous riverside access and improved play provision;
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.

a) If the Caravan area is developed, then an area further down the riverfront is acquired and used for caravan park.

b) Provision for the Totnes Boating Association – club house and boat storage, and sea Scouts provision  would be replaced if land is acquired for development. 
c) If the current coach park is developed on the river frontage then the caravan site onwards could incorporate some alternative car/coach parking. 

d) The significant single area of new public open space of about 3.4ha should be acquired and developed as an open space for the town.

e) ensures that the public open space, includes continuous riverside access and improved play provision, and provision for disabled access.

f) any public Open Space, should be incorporated into the TTC Open Space Strategy and consultation on its use take place.
	We support these proposals, and the Council’s provisos.
	

	e)
	Children’s play provision on site and a contribution towards enhancement of existing facilities nearby;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 
a) the first priority should be towards creating a suitable equipped play area nearby
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	f)
	An extensive network of footpaths and cycleways within the site and linking to the adjoining and wider Totnes area, including:

I. a footbridge link from Steamer Quay to Vire Island and from the Island to the west bank;

II. a circular footpath link from Longmarsh to the top of Bridgetown at Weston Lane;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation.

[I] a) any footbridge design would be designed sympathetically and with the cooperation and involvement of the Town Council in all aspects. 
b) The bridge would not interfere with any navigation or moorings used by the TBA and visitors.

[II] c) Footpath and cycle access should be used and developed for both leisure and access routes to facilities in Bridgetown and Totnes Town.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s provisos. The bridge needs to include provision for cyclists as well as pedestrians.
	

	g)
	A contribution towards off site improvements to the local highway network;
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.

a) the contribution should properly reflect the cost to the community and support community facilities rather than infrastructure 

	Agreed.


	

	h)
	Car and coach parking of at least the same amount as presently exists;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 
a) decked car parking sympathetically designed could be considered. 
Ib) i any car parking is lost due to development on the quay it should be replaced in any development behind the quay. C) consideration should be given to pontoon moorings to provide space for visiting boats.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s comments.
	

	i)
	Provision for enhanced tourist, visitor, café and boating facilities
	This was agreed, with the following reservations. 
a) any redevelopment took into account provision for a caravan park, sea scout/youth facilities and the TBA. Provision. 
b) any move should be preceeded with consultation and agreement of those associations.

c) consideration should be given to the development of a watersports area. This could be by Longmarsh where any relocation due to the development could be situated near the rowing club. 
d) the area should not be overdeveloped and should be of appropriate design.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s provisos.
	

	j)
	Allotments on the site;
	This was agreed with.
	Agreed. However, we want to see many more allotments, and other new sites also identified.
	

	k)
	A contribution towards education provision;
	This was agreed with. If there was no development of a new school this should be to community and youth facilities.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	l)
	Provision for public art; and ?
	This was agreed with.
	Agreed.
	

	m)
	Strategic landscaping and parkland / landscape enhancement.
	This was agreed with. 

Any development should take into account that the river is the gateway to Totnes the landscape should be preserved and enhanced.
	Agreed.
	


	PROPOSAL 2 MEADOWSIDE, DARTINGTON AND TOTNES



	9.29 Proposal 2 – Meadowside, Dartington and Totnes

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	About 150 houses, with as high a percentage of affordable housing as is viable and deliverable (more than 50%);
	The Town  Council rejects this proposal for the reasons given by the Strategy Group. However, the Council supports investigation of their alternative proposals for a smaller housing development on site 24, a co-housing project on site 23, and rejects any housing development on site 22. We have  the following  reservations:
a) any hydrological and environmental concerns are fully investigated. 
b) Any development should be at the highest sustainable standard.
	We reject this proposal as it stands, as it impacts adversely on the gateway to Totnes and Dartington Estate, and is too large.  We propose a smaller housing development on site 24, a co-housing project on site 23, and reject any housing development on site 22, possibly with an alternative development on site 21, Puddavine, or an alternative site (see Section 4.3.3)

	

	
	Public open space and children’s play provision on the site;
	This was agreed with.
	Agreed
	

	b)
	Direct linkage from the site to the Totnes-Dartington footpath / cycle way;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) the footpath and cycle way from Brutus Bridge to the railway bridge be upgraded allowing safe access to the town and included within the Open space strategy.
	Agreed.
	

	c)
	A contribution towards education provision;
	Any 106 monies must be used for community enhancement and Youth Facilities e.g contribution to the development of the Market Square project, not solely infrastructure works.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	d)
	Strategic landscaping, particularly along the site’s northern boundary, including:

I.  retention of existing mature broadleaf trees at 
that boundary and across the site;

II. retention of hedge banks along the eastern and  

southern boundaries of the site and hedge bank 
reinforcement / landscaping along the Dartington Lane frontages.
	This was agreed with
	Agreed.
	

	PROPOSAL 3 – MARKET SQUARE AND CIVIC HALL, TOTNES



	9.36 Proposal 3 – Market Square and Civic Hall, Totnes

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 

	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	Provision of a new indoor multi-function facility to serve the Totnes community;
	This was agreed, with the following reservations. 

a) any new indoor multi-function facility should be of the  same size but in a more appropriate configuration

b) the construction must be sympathetically designed and built with the full cooperation of the Town Council and the community.
	We support this proposal in principle and the Town Council’s provisos. We must ensure that the existing Market Traders livelihoods are adequately protected, particularly during work on the site.
	

	b)
	Provision of significant high quality outdoor public realm;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) the civic square as a public open space must be retained in the design 
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	c)
	The above two elements to provide for the continued functioning of the site as a civic area incorporating the town’s markets;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) there would be no reduction in Market Space
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	d)
	Retail uses at ground floor level; 
	This was agreed with. dependent on the design and community consultation outcome.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	e)
	Scope for commercial, office and residential uses above ground floor level, including as much affordable housing as is viable (in excess of 50%);
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.

a]  Initially any development should be considered without housing if it was financially  viable.

b] if not the provision of affordable housing would have to be incorporated sympathetically and be appropriate and managed to the benefit of the community.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso. We do not believe housing is suitable for this site.
	

	f)
	Access through the site to facilitate public pedestrian movement between High Street and South Street;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) that vehicle access for the market Traders be retained.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	g)
	All aspects of design to be of the highest standard respecting the setting of the site;
	This was agreed with. 


	Agreed.
	

	h)
	Possible provision of a new library;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) every effort should be made to include a new library on the site.


	We support this proposal, and share the strong desire to see the Library included here. 
	

	PROPOSAL 4 – BIDWELL, DARTINGTON  



	

	9.46 Proposal 4 – Bidwell, Dartington.  

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 

	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	Employment development of 4ha of new employment land, providing for a mix of B1, B2 and B8 uses;


	We oppose this development and support Dartington Parish Council’s alternative position..  TTC concerns were;

a] That Dartington Parish should lead the consultation. 

b] The unsuitability of the development, if it enclosed a new primary school and an existing special school.

c] the increase in through traffic and transport and Environmental issues. 

d] Reconsideration should be given to for a mix of B1, B2 and B8 uses;
	We reject this proposal. We believe densification on existing sites will enable new jobs without the loss of a green field site. Dartington is unsuitable for heavy lorries or high levels of freight. If the need exists, this should be sited nearer the A38. If a Greenfield site is unavoidable, we support Dartington  Council’s alternative proposal of limited land at Beacon Park  
	

	b)
	Footpath/cycleway links from the site across Bidwell Brook linking to the existing footpath and beyond to the A385 and a connection from the Totnes/Dartington/Steiner School footpath/cycleway into the site;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) that it ensured a safe route from Totnes –Dartington – Steiner school and beyond!
	We support cycle paths linking key sites throughout Dartington and Totnes.
	

	c)
	Strategic landscaping immediately to the west of the site.
	This was agreed, with the following reservation. 

a) that Dartington Parish should lead on this, whether it was on this site or another site to ensure a sympathetic and appropriate layout/design.
	Agreed, wherever it is ultimately appropriate.
	


	Proposal 5 – Baltic Wharf, Totnes


	9.54 Proposal 5 – Baltic Wharf, Totnes

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	Employment provision. Significant new purpose-built employment floor space, predominantly in Use Class B1, with some B2 uses;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation.

a) that it was used for employment and no housing.
	Agreed. The Strategy Group does not object to housing provided all the other employment and public realm considerations can be met. It must however count towards the 400 DPD target and not be additional.
	

	b)
	Retention of boatyard and associated facilities on an area of at least 5,000 m2;
	Any change in overall space to be allocated to marine facilities to be determined with existing marine businesses and the community. 
	We support the Town Council position. 


	

	c)
	Public Open Space. Formal public realm within the site and along the river frontage and on-site play provision; and the fields to the west of Baltic Wharf to be managed as an informal recreation area for their visual and ecological value,
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  
a) the industrial part of the site is not suitable for a play area or riverside access.

b) open space needs to be kept separate from industrial areas and ease of access ensured.

c) any public Open Space should be incorporated into the TTC Open Space Strategy and consultation on its use take place.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s provisos.
	

	d)
	Enhanced and formalised cycle path and footpath provision including riverside access on and adjacent to the site.
	This was agreed, with the following reservation.  

a) that the access was not onto the industrial development of the wharf.
	Agreed.
	


	Proposal 6 – Dairy Crest site, Totnes


	9.63 Proposal 6 – Dairy Crest site, Totnes

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	Employment provision. Significant new purpose-built employment floor space in Use Classes B1 / B2;
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  
a) the site is to be kept wholly for employment.

b) in any proposed development the Sustainable Business Park Group should be consulted and involved.
	We support this proposal and the Town Council’s proviso. We believe there is considerable scope for densification, exploitation of the railway connection etc, notwithstanding concerns about the flood zone status of part of the site.
	

	b)
	Footpath / cycle path through the site linking the main road to the riverside;
	This was agreed with.

	Agreed
	

	c)
	Enhanced public realm adjoining the River Dart with improved pedestrian linkages along the riverside and to the town.
	This was agreed, with the following reservation

a) the footpath and cycle way from Brutus Bridge to the railway bridge be upgraded allowing safe access to the town and included within the Open Space Strategy.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s comment.
	


	PROPOSAL 7 – WEBBERS YARD, DARTINGTON  
     

	

	9.69 Proposal 7 – Webbers Yard, Dartington                              

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	Employment provision. Significant new purpose-built employment floor space, predominantly in Use Class B1, with some B2 uses;
	This was agreed with, although the Town Council wish to ensure that Dartington Parish Council lead.on this proposal.

We support the Strategy Group position - that there is scope for densification which calls into question the need for Bidwell.
	The Strategy Group supports this proposal, and believes there is considerable scope for densification, which calls into question the need for a new green field site at Bidwell.
	

	b)
	Environmental enhancement including sensitive treatment of the A385 frontage;
	This was agreed with.


	Agreed.
	

	c)
	Retention of the Lescaze building and respect for its setting;
	This was agreed with.
	Agreed
	

	d)
	High quality design of the buildings and spaces between them;
	This was agreed with.
	Agreed
	

	e)
	Provision of public open space within the site;
	This was agreed with.
	Agreed
	

	f)
	Enhanced pedestrian and cycle access in and around the site.
	This was agreed  with the following provision 
a) that it should link to the existing footpath and beyond to the A385 and a connection from the Totnes/Dartington/Steiner School footpath/cycleway.
	Agreed.
	


	PROPOSAL 8: - TOTNES TOWN CENTRE ZONE



	10.10 Proposal 8: - Totnes Town Centre Zone

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	A Town Centre Zone is designated to help sustain and enhance the vitality and viability of central Totnes. Within the Town Centre Zone, a Primary Shopping Area and a Core Zone are defined to provide a focus for retail activity.
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) the car parking-traffic issues are recognised and dealt with.

b) any retail development outside of the Town Centre Zone e.g. proposal for superstore or equivalent, must not endanger the viability of the commercial and market activities carried on within the Town Centre Zone.
	We support this proposal and the town council’s provisos..


	

	b)
	Within the Core Zone, in order to safeguard its special shopping character:

I. At least 70% of the frontage should remain in  

    Use Class A1;

II. Proposals for residential development at ground  

   floor level will not be permitted;
	This was agreed, with the following reservation.

a) encouragement should be given to the fullest residential use above the commercial premises in the town centre zone.


	We support these proposals and the Council’s proviso.
	

	c)
	Amusement centres will not be permitted in Totnes except where they would cause no harm to conservation interests, road safety or the

amenity of local residents, and will not conflict with other Town Centre Zone policies.


	This was agreed, with the following reservation.  

 a) Amusement centres will not be permitted in Totnes except where they would cause no harm or intrude onto conservation interests, road safety or the amenity of local residents, and will not conflict with other Town Centre Zone policies.


	Agreed.
	

	PROPOSAL 9: TOTNES POLICY AREAS



	10.31 Proposal 9: Totnes Policy Areas

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	Development for educational, sport, recreational and community purposes will be permitted within Policy Area 1 at KEVICC.
	In principle, the Town Council supports the alternative proposals for housing on the KEVICC lower field, and wishes to see further detailed work to assess its suitability as a preferred option site. 
	Agreed. The Strategy Group is keen to see detailed plans drawn up for KEVICC lower field site, and assessed in the context of all potential housing developments. Further community consultation is needed before this can go forward as a “preferred option”.
	

	b)
	The Grove Primary School site, shown as Policy Area 2, should be retained for community uses, providing a youth centre and associated facilities and public open space including retention of the existing play pitch and provision of children’s play facilities.
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a] the Grove School to be retained and rebuilt on an identified and accessible site within Totnes

b] There is a lack of car parking in the immediate area.

c] The consultation with DCC – the responsible authority for the provision of new schools, should be entered into as a matter of urgency.

d] All educational primary options referred to in the document should be discussed.
	(See comments on school provision re Riverside, proposal 1)

If it proves appropriate for the Grove School to be re-sited, we support this proposal. If it does not, provision for improved Youth facilities needs to be made, possibly within one of the development schemes under consideration or the opportunity will be lost. 
	

	c)
	At The Rotherfold, shown as Policy Area 3, re-development to deliver a comprehensive enhancement scheme will be acceptable in principle. This should include a substantial public open space and environmental enhancement.
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) the issue of  parking – amount – location needs to be addressed urgently

b) The area needs to be enhanced but not in isolation of the town and its environmental enhancement should reflect the needs of the community of the Narrows and town. 
c) the substantial area of public open space should be for multipurpose use. 

d) the residents and commercial users of the Narrows and the Rotherfold should be involved in any consultation on the redevelopment of the Narrows/Rotherfold area.
	We support this proposal and the council’s provisos. We would not support housing in the Rotherfold.
	

	d)
	Changes of use resulting in the loss of land or premises from Use Classes B1 and B2 and other employment uses will not be permitted within Policy Area 4 at Malt Mill, Policy Area 5 at Babbage Road, Policy Area 6 at St Peter’s Quay and Policy Area 7 at Steamer Quay Rd. 
	Clarification is required about the current development and how it fits into this DPD policy.

Otherwise, this was agreed,
b) any redevelopment has to reflect the character and buildings of its immediate area. 
	Agreed.


	

	e)
	Borough Park, shown as Policy Area 8, should be retained for sport, recreation, leisure and public open space uses.
	This was agreed with.


	Agreed. We would oppose any future proposals which reduce the overall size of Borough Park.
	

	f)
	The area around Totnes Castle, shown as Policy Area 9, should be kept free from development and retained predominantly as open space in order to maintain the vital contribution it makes to the setting of the castle and the visual character of the area.
	This was agreed, and needs to be developed within the context of the Totnes Town Councl Draft Open Space Strategy.
	Agreed.
	

	g)
	Developments that would increase the number of vehicles on the roads in the area around Cherry Cross, delineated as Policy Area 10, will not be permitted.
	This was agreed with.


	Agreed.
	

	h)
	Development that would damage or alter the low density and character of, or increase the number of vehicles in, Policy Area 11 in northern Bridgetown will not be permitted.
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) that DCC highways urgently address and provide solutions for the traffic black spots.


	Agreed.


	

	i)
	The open area comprising the Bridgetown green corridor, shown as Policy Area 12, should be retained as open space in order to maintain the contribution it makes to the visual character and amenities of the area.
	This was agreed with.


	Agreed.
	

	j)
	Development adjoining the river should include provision for continuous riverside access for pedestrians and cyclists and improvements to the riverside public realm.
	This was agreed with.


	Agreed.


	

	k)
	A wetland amenity area is proposed on the low-lying land adjacent to the River Dart between Totnes Bridge and Brutus Bridge.


	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) That it included walkways and an educational context was built into its setting

b) That all relevant local Environmental and wildlife bodies/groups are consulted. 
	Agreed. However, we believe local environmental groups should be consulted to determine whether walkways are appropriate. We would support educational activity if it could be accommodated.
	

	PROPOSAL 10: TOTNES ACCESS AND TRANSPORT


	10.44 Proposal 10: Totnes Access and Transport

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 
	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	A pedestrian priority scheme is proposed in Fore Street and High Street. Traffic management in the town centre will be promoted in conjunction with any pedestrian scheme. 
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) clarification of what  is defined as pedestrian priority

b) that SHDC join with TTC to address this issue and get it resolved with DCC.
	We support this proposal and the Council’s provisos. We would like to see a reduction in traffic levels, effective traffic calming measures and potentially restrictions on delivery vans.
	

	b)
	A park and stride scheme is proposed at a site adjoining the A381 at Brutus Bridge. 
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) the need for more car parking facilities is recognised but it should include a variety of alternative options e.g. rickshaws, community transport.

b) suitably lighted path/cycleways, which join up with existing path/cycleways need to be developed in conjunction with this proposal including the footpath and cycle way from Brutus Bridge to the railway bridge be upgraded allowing safe access to the town or onto Dartington.
	We strongly support this proposal and support he Council’s more general comments in support of alternative methods of transport and the need for a network of path and cycle ways..
	

	c)
	Riverside walks on both banks of the River Dart and footpath connections to these from surrounding areas are proposed. A new

pedestrian footbridge link across the river from Steamer Quay to Vire Island and on to Town Marsh is also proposed. Development schemes

on sites adjoining the River Dart in Totnes should include provision for continuous public access to the riverside (or a financial contribution

towards such provision) and a financial contribution towards the provision of a new pedestrian link across the River Dart. 
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  
a) in any development of the footbridge, consideration is given to the importance of boating with passage along the river and access to moorings in Totnes.
b) that any footbridge would be designed sympathetically and with the cooperation and involvement of the Town Council in all aspects. 
c) the bridge would not interfere with any navigation or moorings used by the TBA and visitors.
d) hat consultation should involve the boating community e.g. with TBA, Dart Harbour navigation., Rowing Club etc.

e) consideration should be given to public pontoon moorings for access to the town by visitors arriving by boat.

If) f there was no development of a new bridge this should be towards community and youth facilities and not infrastructure.
	We support these proposals and the Council’s provisos.
	

	PROPOSAL 11: DARTINGTON POLICY AREAS
 
   

	


	10.57  Proposal 11: Dartington Policy Areas

	
	SHDC 
Preferred Options
	Totnes Town Council 

	Strategy Group
	
	

	a)
	 The open areas to the north of Forder Lane (Policy Area 13), west of Newman Crescent (Policy Area 14), between Hunters Moon Estate and the Cott Inn (Policy Area 15) and within the Hunters Moon Estate (Policy Area 16), should be retained as open spaces in order to maintain the contribution they make to the visual character of the area.
	N.B. The Council wishes Dartington Parish Council to lead on these proposals.

This was agreed with.


	Agreed.


	

	b)
	Development which would significantly alter the density of buildings or damage the landscape and character of the area around Hunters Moon House and Winthills, shown as Policy Area 17 will not be permitted.
	This was agreed, with the following reservations.  

a) that existing sporting facilities should be kept
	We agree with this proposal and the Council’s proviso.
	

	c)
	A site of about 4.5 hectares opposite Webbers Yard is proposed for sports pitches and public open space.


	We support the position of Dartington. 

Parish Council
	We support the position of Dartington Parish Council.

	

	d)
	Development for educational, agricultural, cultural, research, renewable sustainable energy, small scale employment initiatives or rural diversification purposes within the Dartington Special Policy Area, shown on the Proposals Map, will be permitted provided that it will have little adverse impact on the appearance, tranquillity or amenities of the area and that there is no significant loss of agricultural land. Alternative uses other than those listed above may be permitted to Listed and other historic buildings within the Special Policy Area, provided it can be demonstrated that the proposal will sustain the Listed or historic buildings.
	This was agreed with.


	Agreed.
	


