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1. Introduction
2.1 Domestic Renewables: Solar energy equipment

1 Do you agree with the proposed permitted development rights for solar panels attached to domestic properties in conservation areas?
Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes largely. The intention is clear and the approach is measured, but some comment is needed:

a. There is a potential discontinuity with the eligibility for PDR whereby PDR is presently not operable within National Parks or National Scenic Areas. This
is overly draconian and, in line with the general acceptance that renewables have a place and will become a normalised part of our landscapes, this needs
to be regularised.

The fact that it is being relaxed in Conservation Areas in order to maximise uptake of decarbonisation technologies is timely and it would be hoped that
this same enlightened attitude will see the removal of the NSA & NP exclusions. Clearly there are places where new additions to the landscape should be
controlled, but the normalisation of renewables should be welcomed and encouraged in most of the NSA. OREF has submitted comment upon this
before. See additional information.

b. Itis not clear how defensible the exclusion of the front face is from isolated or ‘individualistic’ properties. In terms of isolated properties in the
countryside. there are many examples of properties where the road bends around a property and the first view of it is from the side. The front face of the
property is square to the road, but the sides are visible. No ‘offence’ is caused by renewables being visible on any face of the building, so it is not clear
why the vista presented as one approaches the front door is being so ‘defended'. In the case of a row of uniform houses one can foresee the continuity
being important to some, however where such a street-scape is made up of different individually styled properties, the need for a continuity seems
indefensible. There seems little benefit from a policy of ‘no visible renewables’ in such a case.

2 Do you agree with the proposed permitted development rights for the installation of solar panels on outbuildings ancillary to, and within
the curtilage of, a dwellinghouse?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:
Broadly yes, although it is not clear why the ‘front facing’ exclusion should apply. See 1. above.

2.2 Domestic Renewables: Air source heat pumps

3 Do you agree with the proposed amendments to permitted development rights for air source heat pumps?

Not Answered

Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes although there seems to be a strange habit that has developed whereby heat pumps have to be hidden in boxes. This feels ‘Victorian’ and prudish,

but for no particular value. If people want to disguise them then that should be a matter of personal and architectural taste, not dictated by the Planning
Authority.

2.3 Domestic Renewables: Ground and water source heat pumps

4 Do you agree that classes 6D and 6E should be amended to include reference to the installation etc of pipework and associated connections
required to operate a ground or water source heat pump?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes. This is a logical step and in keeping with the policy intent.
2.4 Domestic Renewables: Free-standing wind turbines

5 Do you agree with the proposed amendments to permitted development rights for free-standing domestic wind turbines?



Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Largely Yes. Whilst the removal of the overly cautious space limit is sensible, practical experience of turbines in Orkney would suggest that some sort of
minimum distance from adjacent dwellings would be advisable. Wind turbines are not silent and the noise can be intrusive, particularly to neighbours. A
minimum distance of 100m to occupied rooms in neighbour's dwellings would seem prudent

6 Do you agree with the current list of designated areas where the permitted development rights do not apply, noting that the list does not
currently include national parks or National Scenic Areas?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

See 1a. above, but it is not clear whether this question applies just to NSAs and just to wind-turbines. The issue of the over restriction of renewable
deployment is wider than both. All renewable kit, including EV chargers, should be covered by PDR. PDR should not be extinguished in NSAs and National
Parks. In World Heritage Sites there should be presumption that ‘invisible’ renewables in such areas (hidden by landscape or on elevations that do not
face the reason for the designation) should be permitted. The listed Building restrictions should still apply.

2.5 Domestic Renewables: Wind turbines attached to a dwelling

7 Do you agree with the proposed new permitted development rights for wall or roof-mounted wind turbines attached to a dwellinghouse?
Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes, but with reservations. It seems inconsistent that the 1m bubble is breached for such devices, but not for other technologies. It is also not clear that
the devices will provide useful energy and the vibration caused by them may be intrusive. They should not be permitted on flats or buildings in multiple
occupancy as a default.

It is also not clear why they cannot be installed on outbuildings, especially when PV is to be so permitted under changes proposed herein. This seems an
unnecessary prohibition if they are to be permitted on dwellings.

2.6 Domestic Renewables: Flues for certain heating systems

8 Do you have any comments on the potential removal of permitted development rights for flues for wood burning stoves (including wood
burners and log burners), biomass boilers and biomass heating systems?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:
No.

9 Noting that current permitted development rights (PDR) cover the installation, alteration or replacement of flues, should any removal of
these PDR be limited to installation of new flues, or also prevent existing flues being altered or replaced under PDR?

Please comment:

No comment
3.1 Non-Domestic Renewables: Solar panels

10 Do you agree with the proposed amendments to class 6) permitted development rights for solar panels attached to non-domestic
buildings?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes. The ‘stand off' to edges has never made sense and as panels begin to be normalised they need no longer be hidden. Furthermore they may become
incorporated not roofs in future and should be so permitted during re-roofing.

11 Do you have any comments on the potential to amend the current restrictions that apply to solar panels on non-domestic properties (class
6)) and solar canopies in parking areas (class 9M) within 3km of airports and technical sites associated with civilian and military air traffic
services?

Not Answered



Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes. The relaxation on 3km seems sensible in the light of experience gained with installations generally.

12 Do you agree with the proposed new permitted development rights for solar panels within the curtilage of non-domestic buildings?
Not Answered

Please comment in support of your answer:

Generally yes although it is not clear why there is a restriction in NSA or National Parks.
3.2 Non-Domestic Renewables: Solar canopies in parking areas

13 Do you agree with the proposal to extend the Class 9M permitted development rights to allow these to apply to solar canopies generally,
rather than only those for which the primary use is charging of electric vehicle?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:
Yes. The relaxation on the destination of the electricity from car ports is reasonable.

14 Do you agree that any extension of Class 9M permitted development rights to be for the purposes of producing electric power generally,
should not have a maximum power generation capacity?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes. There seems to be no valid reason for Planning to control output. That is a matter for the energy regulators and network operators.
3.3 Non-Domestic Renewables: Air source heat pumps

15 Do you agree with the proposed permitted development right for air source heat pumps on non-domestic buildings?
Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Largely yes although it is not clear why there is a restriction on World Heritage Sites when Listed Building consent would control activities.
3.4 Non-Domestic Renewables: Ground source and water source heat pumps

16 Do you agree with our proposed amendments to class 6l permitted development rights for ground and water source heat pumps on
non-domestic buildings?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes. This is a logical step and in keeping with the policy intent.
4. Thermal Efficiency: Replacement windows

17 Do you agree with the proposed permitted development rights for replacement windows of domestic buildings located in conservation
areas?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:

Broadly yes although the definition of a side ‘facing’ a road will need to be clarified. There are examples where properties face squarely onto a road, but
as one walks past the building one can see down the side. Over zealous planning officers have therefore deemed that this would constitute a side ‘facing’
a road. This should be clarified as ‘facing’ is not the same as ‘visible from’ a road and such side views should not be so material.

18 Do you have any comments on the conditions that we propose the permitted development rights for replacement windows would be
subject to?

Not Answered



Please comment in support of your answer:
Yes. The relaxation on the choice of materials is especially welcomed. It is not clear if the same level of zeal is needed in ensuring nothing looks different

at all in all cases. There is ample evidence of the reluctance of the planning authorities to allow trivial change in a Conservation Area that has impeded or
added significant cost to refurbishment. The effective implementation of PDR is therefore essential and its success should be audited.

OREF would also comment that the conditions applied to some listed buildings is excessive in the light of the climate emergency. An effective dialogue
with conservation bodies, HES and planning authorities is needed to ensure our historical environment is not damaged by under investment or drive
owners into fuel poverty.

19 Do you agree with the proposal to align non-domestic buildings with domestic buildings, as regards permitted development rights for
replacement windows? Are there any types of non-domestic building that should be excluded?

Not Answered

Please comment in support of your answer:

Yes.

NOTE: There is no question about external cladding, however the following is offered: In the light of the general acceptance that PV panels and heat
pumps can be put on any elevation except the front, it is not clear why external cladding should not also be so treated. The prohibition on the front face is

understandable, but less so on the sides and rear. Whilst it is recognised there will be a transition between the sides and front, a slightly wider building
when viewed from the front should not be an issue that would justify such a prohibition.

5.1 Electricity Undertakings: Overview

20 Do you agree that class 40 permitted development rights should be amended to clarify that they can be applied by statutory undertakers
for the purposes of ‘smart meter communications’ and the ‘distribution’ and ‘interconnection’ of electricity as well as its ‘generation’,
‘transmission’ and ‘supply?

Not Answered
Please comment in support of your answer:
No comment

7. Assessment of Impacts

31 What are your views on the findings of the Update to the 2019 Sustainability Appraisal Report at Annex A?
Please comment:

OK

32 Do you have any comments on the partial and draft impact assessments undertaken for Phase 3?

Not Answered

Please comment:

No

33 Do you have any suggestions for additional sources of information on the potential impacts of the proposals that could help inform our
final assessments?

Not Answered
Please comment:
No
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