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Constant care

I

I often cycle past William
Morris’ former home,
Kelmscott House in
Hammersmith, west
London, and consider
his wise words from the
Society for the Protection
of Ancient Buildings’
(SPAB) 1877 manifesto: “to
stave off decay by daily
care”. I fondly imagine him
there, looking over the
Thames, setting down the
principles we still use to
think about conservation.
But revisiting the manifesto
recently, I was surprised by
a couple of things.
First, it was written a
year before Morris moved
into his riverside home;
second, parts of the
document are challenging
to my 21st-century eye. For
instance, he wrote: “if it has
become inconvenient for
its present use [it is better]
to raise another building
rather than alter or enlarge
the old one”. We should
“treat our ancient buildings
as monuments of a bygone
art, created by bygone
manners, that modern art
cannot meddle with without
destroying”, he added.

Our contemporary
view of what we think
of as heritage has
broadened, though, and
we are much keener to
keep old buildings viable
through adaptation and
alteration. However, what
the manifesto was trying
to fight against – the
unnecessary loss of old
buildings that represent
our shared heritage – still
requires constant vigilance.
SPAB has dropped the
assertion that it would
rather see a restored
building demolished
than have it ultimately
be illegible – part of the
evolving narrative of
development. But Morris
was indeed pivotal in
advancing the concept of
custodianship, and was
principally influenced
himself by John Ruskin’s
essay “The Seven Lamps
of Architecture” of 1849.
We owe Morris a huge
debt of gratitude: writing
overarching principles
such as he did is always
challenging, and inevitably
these are the products of a
particular time and place.
Having spent a great
deal of time recently
working on the second
edition of Conservation
Principles, Policies and
Guidance, first published
by English Heritage in
2008, Historic England
canvassed views on the
updates and additions in

Duncan McCallum is Policy Director
at Historic England
duncan.mccallum@
historicengland.org.uk

a consultation that closed
early in February.
The new edition will seek
to retain the essence of the
original document, while
recognising that the world
has moved on with the
emergence of the National
Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) in 2012. The revised
version also responds
to the need to strip
supporting guidance down
to the bare essentials.
Central to the changes
is a new explanation of
“significance” that focuses
on heritage interests – that
is, historic, architectural,
archaeological and artistic
interests, the terms used
in legislation and planning
policies that we and our
partners implement.
Despite our best efforts
to express our approach
to conservation in a more
accessible language that
aligns with the NPPF, some
consultation respondents
feel that we are moving
backwards, for example by
over-emphasising the role
of experts and by changing
the words used to analyse
impact on heritage.
Our objective is not to
draft a set of principles that
will last for 150 years, as
Morris managed. Rather,
we want to supply a clear,
flexible and practical
framework for the current
context so that we can
successfully manage
change to our heritage. C
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New measures
for old sites
Bill Zajac details recent changes to Welsh historic
environment legislation and work that is still planned

T

he Historic
Environment (Wales)
Act 2016 is the first
legislation enacted
specifically to cover
the Welsh historic
environment. Now,
two years after its
passage, most of its provisions and a
number of supporting measures are in
force, and significant steps have been
2 8 M A R C H /A P R I L 2 0 1 8

taken to improve the protection and
management of the historic environment.
The act has placed Wales’s historic
environment records on a secure,
statutory footing. The online records
(https://archwilio.org.uk/arch/) provide
local planning authorities, developers and
others with the information they need
to make sound management decisions
and promote public understanding of the
historic environment. Their importance

is underscored by statutory guidance for
certain public bodies, Historic Environment
Records in Wales: Compilation and Use
(http://bit.ly/2wmIOKy).
Wales also has a statutory list of
historic place names – a first for the
UK, if not the world. The list is publicly
accessible online (http://bit.ly/2vxrgOc)
as well as through the historic
environment records, and will raise public
awareness of historic place names and
encourage their continued use. The
guidance includes instructions for the
relevant public bodies on using the list to
name and rename developments, streets
and properties.

Consultation
Wales has led the way in introducing a
formal requirement for consultation with
owners and occupiers before scheduling
a monument or listing a building. However,
many feared that open consultation
would place historic assets at risk,
Images © Visit Wales
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because unscrupulous individuals might
deliberately damage or destroy them to
prevent designation.
Interim protection therefore safeguards
an asset during the consultation period
as if it were already scheduled or listed.
In certain circumstances, owners and
occupiers may ask for a review of a
designation decision, which will be
conducted by the Planning Inspectorate
(http://bit.ly/1PcNKE0).

Scheduled monuments
The 2016 act made important
amendments to the Ancient Monuments
and Archaeological Areas Act 1979,
the essential legal framework for the
designation, protection and management
of scheduled monuments in Wales. For
instance, the definition of a monument
now encompasses any site that offers
evidence of past human activity. A small

“
A number of early
Porth Wen brickworks

prehistoric sites as
well as battlefields
and other sites
devoid of structures
will now be eligible
for protection
Gardens at Powis Castle

number of early prehistoric sites that
are nationally important – often just
scatterings of artefacts – as well as
battlefields and other sites devoid of
structures or works will now be eligible
for protection as scheduled monuments.
There are more than 4,000 scheduled
monuments in Wales, and most owners
manage these responsibly. However,
every year some are damaged by
unauthorised works and other activities.
The Welsh Government’s Historic
Environment Service, Cadw, is now able
to serve a temporary stop notice to halt
unauthorised works; a complementary
enforcement notice can require
restoration, or, if that is impractical or
undesirable, the alleviation of any effects
that the unauthorised works have had.
A loophole in the 1979 act has
also been closed so people can no
longer escape prosecution for serious
damage by claiming ignorance of a
scheduled monument’s location or
status. A defendant has to prove that all
reasonable steps were taken to find out
whether planned works or other activities
would cause harm to such a monument.
Cadw’s online, map-based designated
assets database, Cof Cymru
(http://bit.ly/2hC8zmN), has been
launched to make it easier to obtain
reliable information on scheduled
monuments and other historic assets.

Listed buildings
The 2016 act also amended the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990. Local planning
authorities can now use temporary
stop notices to put an immediate halt to
unauthorised works on listed buildings,
and these dovetail with existing listed
building enforcement notices.
Urgent works can now be carried out
for the preservation of any listed building,
provided they do not unreasonably
interfere with residential use. The
legislation also reduces the financial risk
of urgent works for local authorities by
making the costs a local land charge and
allowing an authority to levy interest on
any outstanding sums.

Preservation notices
The 2016 act has also laid the
groundwork for establishing preservation
notices, which would give local authorities
a new tool to deal with listed buildings in
disrepair. The legislation makes specific
provision for civil sanctions to support the
notices, which could bring fixed financial
M A R C H /A P R I L 2 0 1 8
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penalties for owners who permit listed
buildings to decay.
While the act provides the basic
structure for preservation notices, further
regulations are needed to bring them
into effect. Research commissioned to
inform their development has also been
published on the Cadw website
(http://bit.ly/2DhQTGB).

Historic parks and gardens
Wales has had a non-statutory register
of historic parks and gardens since 1994;
nearly 400 sites have been logged.
These will be transferred to a statutory
register after a programme of boundary
review and consultation with owners is
completed later this year. The statutory
register will introduce no additional legal
restrictions, however, and changes to
historic parks and gardens will still be
managed through the planning system.

Heritage partnerships
Heritage partnerships are voluntary
agreements into which owners,
consenting authorities and other
interested parties can enter for the
long-term management of scheduled
monuments or listed buildings. Such
agreements can incorporate relevant
consents for agreed works, so will be
particularly attractive to multiple asset
owners who need to make frequent, and
often repetitive, consent applications.
Since these agreements will last for
several years, it is important that the
supporting regulations and guidance
are well founded and practical. Cadw is
therefore working with partners on the
development of proposals.

Complementary measures
From its beginnings, the 2016 act was
intended as the core of an integrated
body of measures for the careful
management of change in the Welsh
historic environment. The guiding tenets
of the conservation philosophy were
embodied in Cadw’s Conservation
Principles for the Sustainable
Management of the Historic Environment
in Wales (http://bit.ly/2vwtzkM).

Heritage impact statements
A central tenet of Conservation Principles
is that decisions about the future of
an historic asset must be based on a
sound understanding of its significance.
Regulations that came into force on
1 September last year substituted
heritage impact statements for design
3 0 M A R C H /A P R I L 2 0 1 8

The Park and Dare Workmen’s Institute and Hall, now a theatre, Treorchy
and access statements in applications
for listed building and conservation area
consents. The fundamental basis for
a heritage impact statement will be a
thorough but proportionate evaluation of
a building’s significance.
It will also include a structured
assessment of the objective of proposed
works, design and access considerations,
where appropriate, and strategies to
mitigate any impacts. New best-practice
guidance, Heritage Impact Assessment
in Wales, has been published to assist
owners, agents and local planning
authorities (http://bit.ly/2gEN1FV).

Planning policy and advice
The development of the 2016 act
afforded an opportunity for a review of
the Welsh government’s planning policy
and advice for the historic environment. A
revised historic environment chapter was
issued as part of Planning Policy Wales 9
in November 2016 (http://bit.ly/1OQjCN9).
Technical Advice Note (TAN) 24: The
Historic Environment followed at the end
of May 2017 (http://bit.ly/2veLr37), and
is the first TAN for the Welsh historic
environment. This replaced outdated
Welsh Office historic environment
circulars 60/96, 61/96 and 1/98 and
covers all areas in which the planning
system touches on the management of
historic assets.

Best practice
Cadw is preparing a wide range of
best-practice guidance that is freely
available online (http://bit.ly/2flXjdj). Ten

titles have already appeared, including
two likely to be of wide general interest:
Managing Change to Listed Buildings in
Wales, aimed principally at owners and
agents, and Managing Listed Buildings at
Risk in Wales, for local authorities.
These should complement existing
UK-wide guidance, such as BS 7913
Guide to the Conservation of Historic
Buildings (http://bit.ly/2mz0deI), which
may be the first port of call for many
non-specialists who are aware of British
Standards but have no established links
with conservation bodies. Work is under
way on further best-practice titles,
including one on the management of
scheduled monuments.

The future
The 2016 act and these supporting
measures will give Wales a robust
structure for the effective protection
and responsive management of its
precious historic environment. That in
turn will provide a stable foundation
for the future development of coherent
legislation and policy. C

Bill Zajac is Legislation and Policy Officer at Cadw
bill.zajac@gov.wales

For any general enquires to Cadw, please email
cadw@gov.wales
For updates on the 2016 act, please email
historicenvironmentleg@gov.wales

RICS B UI L D I N G
CONSERVATION
JOURNAL

M ATE R I A LS I N FO R M ATIO N
SHEET

BUILDING MATERIALS INFORMATION SHEET 3

Limewashes and
lime paints

This Materials Information
Sheet was compiled by
Rosamond Artis MRICS,
RICS Accreditation in
Building Conservation,
Director of the Scottish
Lime Centre Trust
director@scotlime.org

Summary
Limewash is still used all over the world, and has traditionally been tinted with cheap, local earth or mineral pigments. In northern
Europe, warmer limewash colours have traditionally been favoured under the greyer skies.

Composition and performance
Limewashes and lime paints are traditional external and internal
finishes for many stone and brick buildings, applied either
directly to the masonry or, more commonly, to a coating of lime
plaster, render or harling. Being vapour-permeable, limewash
is the most effective and aesthetically appropriate finish for
traditional buildings.
As with other lime-based materials such as mortars and
plasters, limewashes and lime paints can incorporate a variety
of lime types and additives to augment their decorative and
protective qualities. Traditionally based on thinned-down lime
putty – air lime CL90 – they can be made from hydraulic lime
powders or slaked straight from fresh quicklime. Lime paints
are typically based on hydrated or powdered air lime, CL90, to
which pigments and water are added, and they are chemically
no different from limewashes. Local coloured earths can provide
pigments for limewashes from off-whites, yellows and bright
orange to deep browns (see image, right).
For internal works and other sheltered areas, an air
lime-based limewash is likely to be most appropriate. By
contrast, the weather and exposure to which the building
is subject, the nature of the masonry and lime jointing, the
properties of any applied finishes and the building detailing
should all be assessed when formulating limewash or paint
mixes for external coverage.
No limewash should be denser than the material it is covering
as this may accelerate the substrate’s decay. As limewashes
and lime paints are very thin coatings of lime, they readily cure,
carbonate and become fully durable given the appropriate
conditions – meaning they can be used successfully in the
harshest of environments.

Traditional farmhouse, Gotland,
Sweden. Poor maintenance
has resulted in distress
of limewash at the
gable wall head

An array of earth pigments available from southern France

Lime finishes can easily be damaged by
excess moisture, pollution and mechanical
abrasion and will gradually develop a
patina of age, which, unlike most modern
paint systems, can be beautiful as they
mature and decay.
In certain lights, limewash finishes may
appear to glow – particularly at sunrise
and at sunset – partly as a result of light
refracting through the calcite crystals in
two different directions.

n
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n Identification and application

Limewash has a lively finish that reacts to weather conditions,
appearing darker while wet but returning to its original colour
on drying. Lime more faithfully reproduces historic finishes
than modern paint, and appears more aesthetically pleasing
as a result. Some pattern staining may develop at points of
concentrated run-off, but can be observed on any similar
traditional building and is not directly related to use of lime.
As with any painted finish, limewash must be re-applied at
intervals, so a long-term programme will greatly prolong the
lifespan of lime harls and renders as each successive coat
improves stability. The necessary intervals depend on conditions,
but after a sufficient number of coats, once every 10 to 15 years
should be adequate.
After initial application of the limewash – perhaps a thin coat
each day for five or more days – some weathering is often
allowed before a further two or more thin coats. As well as
sealing hairline cracks, this enables the progress of the harl to
be monitored and any problem areas remedied.
bb Any necessary repairs to plaster, render, harling or the
surface of other walling materials should be carried out
in advance, in matching materials, and be allowed to cure
thoroughly before limewashing.
bb Vegetation should be removed with a scrubbing brush
and a dilute solution of household bleach, brushing off loose
flaking material and thoroughly wetting the wall the day before
applying limewash. The surface should be lightly brushed down
or plastic or wood scrapers used to remove loose material and
moss, lichens, algae, and the masonry cleaned with a bristle
brush dipped in dilute household bleach. If not totally removed,
lichens will regrow through the limewash within a few years; use
biocides if necessary.
bb Old limewash does not require removal, and can be
strengthened by repeated spraying with limewater before
treatment, or by the preliminary application of a very diluted coat
of limewash.
The application process for of homemade limewash, prepared
from mature lime putty CL90, is as follows.
bb Immediately beforehand, dampen the wall surface about two
square metres at a time, then apply the limewash as the surface
stops glistening.
bb Limewash should be kept well stirred and applied with a thick,
soft bristle brush. It should be well brushed into the surface,
working in all directions.
bb The limewash must be thin and should appear transparent
when first applied. Thick coats will crack and flake.
bb The required density of coverage and colour is built up by
applying several coats. Normally, at least five will be required on
new lime-based external surfaces, and further coats are likely to
be necessary on slightly more impervious backings.
bb Each coat should be allowed to dry slowly and thoroughly
before application of the next.
bb As the top coat starts to gel, the surface should be burnished
with the brush to produce a smooth silky texture and improve
the durability and water-resistant properties.
bb The completed work should be protected from wind, sun and
rain or frost, and maintained in a humid condition for around a
week to 10 days to ensure adequate curing.
bb As best practice, a further coat of limewash should be
applied the following year, and the finish may then be expected
to last for a number of years with minor attention, unless it is
subject to pollution or poor building maintenance.
3 2 M A R C H /A P R I L 2 0 1 8

Effects of water-repellent
tallow limewash

bb Existing limewashed surfaces should be well dampened
before application of fresh coats, as noted above for new
limewash. Where full scaffold protection is impractical, the
work should be carried out in cool, moist weather and surfaces
protected from rain or direct sunlight until dry. If further coats
are required, these should be applied to a re-dampened surface
once the previous coat has thoroughly dried.
bb Historic glass can be etched by limewash, so place
protective panels over windows before work.

Types of limewash
bb Simple basic limewash: this provides the most permeable
finish and is the foundation for a number of variations.
bb Coloured, including copperas limewash: the addition of
various lime-fast pigments to plain limewash can produce a
large number of different colours and shades. Dark, intense
colours are not easily obtained, and exact colour matching
between batches is difficult; if a consistent colour is required for
large quantities, then all batches should be intermixed before
starting work.
bb Tallow limewash: this will shed water, but has increased
resistance to moisture vapour and is therefore less breathable.
Those with a high proportion of tallow will often not accept a
second coat until the surface has weathered, which can take
several years; alternatively, further hot coats can be applied. For
external use, particularly where the limewash was subjected to
severe water problems or positive waterproofing was required,
tallow was sometimes added to the mix, normally at the slaking
stage. The addition of a small quantity of alum or common
salt assists in emulsification; however, the latter is now not
recommended because of the risk of damage to building fabric
from repeated salt crystallisation.
bb Sanded limewash: for backgrounds that may be rather too
impervious to accept a plain limewash, small quantities of very
fine silica sands may be added to the undercoats to improve
bonding and provide a more substantial base for later coats.
bb Casein limewashes: this is more weather-resistant than
plain limewash, but is still highly permeable. The calcium
caseinate formed is less soluble than calcium carbonate.
bb Hydraulic and gauged limewashes: these are more durable
but less permeable than non-hydraulic limewashes. They should
be applied in thin coats to reduce flaking. b
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Retrofit for the future
Sara Crofts explains why the Heritage Lottery Fund has revised guidance on
sustainability to ensure that good practice is followed by all grant recipients

H

eritage Lottery
Fund (HLF) Chief
Executive Ros
Kerslake delivered
the keynote speech
at the Fit for the
Future Network
Harvest last
November (https://fftf.org.uk), explaining
how we are leading action to adapt to
climate change in the heritage sector.
Fit for the Future is a partnership
between the National Trust and Ashden,
a charity that celebrates and supports
sustainable energy trailblazers. The
network, which is only open to client
organisations, comprises more than
80 such bodies whose members work
together to make them climate-friendly,
adaptive and resilient. The partnership
operates on the principle that, when it
comes to making buildings, land and
organisations more sustainable, solutions
are, more often than not, already
available. It encourages organisations
from the not-for-profit sector and beyond
to join the network so they can learn from
others and share their stories, to continue
to develop good practice.

Messages that matter
As the largest funder of UK heritage
projects, HLF has always been
acutely aware of its environmental
responsibilities. The policies we set
and the funding decisions we make
send strong messages about what
matters most in the long-term care of
our heritage. We aim to show leadership
on key issues and encourage all those
involved in caring for the natural and built
environment to be good custodians, so
we can pass on our heritage to future
generations. We were one of the early
major funders to focus on environmental
sustainability, introducing our first
environmental impact policy in 2008.
This was intended to deal with the
most significant negative environmental
consequences of projects that we fund,
and covered energy, water, construction
material and waste, timber, soil,

“
Many grant

recipients told us
that they already
have a strong
environmental
ethos and expert
technical advisors

biodiversity and visitor transport. In
more recent years, we have included
“reducing negative environmental
impacts” as one of the outcomes in our
current strategic framework.
General awareness of the need to
consider environmental sustainability in
relation to climate change has moved on
a great deal in the past 10 years. Many
measures such as low-energy lighting,
renewable energy generation, recycling
and rainwater harvesting are now
commonplace in capital projects.
We also know much more about how
to retrofit old buildings in a way that does
not harm their character or performance,
thanks to pioneering work by the
Society for the Protection of Ancient
Buildings and the Sustainable Traditional
Buildings Alliance. Building owners and
their professional teams have access
to excellent sources of advice, and can
learn from projects where measures have
been successfully implemented to reduce
energy use.

Grants and guidance
So it came as no surprise when
research we commissioned last year – to
investigate how well HLF grant recipients
were tackling environmental sustainability
– showed us that for many project teams
this has become a mainstream issue
(http://bit.ly/2lPPL2j).
Given the abundance of good practice
guidance now available to culture and
heritage organisations, we were also

keen to understand whether there was
a need to update ours to ensure that
people focus on the most relevant issues.
Many grant recipients told us that, as
they already have a strong environmental
ethos and expert technical advisors,
HLF’s guidance did not make a significant
difference to overall outcomes.
This has given us the confidence to
suggest a change in our approach to
environmental sustainability; we now feel
that it is entirely reasonable to expect
that all of our applicants should address
the issue as an integral part of delivering
good projects.
In the future, we will send a clear
message that we expect projects
to follow best practice on climate
change adaptation and environmental
sustainability measures, in the same
way that we expect them to follow
best practice in terms of conservation
approaches and evaluation. However,
we recognise that some organisations
will need support to do this, so we are
encouraging grantees to build a closer
relationship with Fit for the Future in order
to tap into the knowledge and experience
of others.
HLF-supported projects are already
doing great things in this respect, but by
pooling knowledge and resources we
can achieve much more. You can read
online about how two such projects have
tackled this issue in our case studies on
the Capability Brown Festival
(http://bit.ly/2n8En23) and the
transformation of the Whitworth Art
Gallery (http://bit.ly/2n6wWZV).
As always, if you have any suggestions
for us, then it would be great to receive
your feedback. C

Sara Crofts is Head of Historic Environment at
Heritage Lottery Fund
sara.crofts@hlf.org.uk
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Heritage Agenda is compiled by
Henry Russell OBE FRICS,
Department of Real Estate and
Planning, University of Reading and
Chair of the Heritage Alliance’s Spatial
Planning Advocacy Group
h.j.g.russell@reading.ac.uk

Heritage Counts marks 50 years of conservation areas
Heritage Counts, the annual stocktake
of England’s historic environment, was
published in December. The key theme
of the 2017 edition is conservation areas,
which celebrated their 50th anniversary
having been introduced in the Civic
Amenities Act 1967, as distinct from
individual listed buildings or scheduled
monuments. Heritage Counts says such
areas need not limit growth, reporting that
5.1% of new-build property transactions
took place there in 2016, compared with
6.9% for the country as a whole.
Heritage Counts also includes a
heritage indicators section, which this
year reports that England has 377,388

listed buildings, 19,885 scheduled
monuments and 10,100 conservation
areas. The number of listed buildings rose
by 811 over the year, with the largest rises
in the South West, the North East, the
South East and the East of England.

Heritage Statement promises policy
coordination
The Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS) has recently issued its
Heritage Statement, recognising the sector as a powerful economic asset. It claims that
in England, heritage is estimated to have generated a gross value added of £987m in
terms of the economy, society and the environment.
The statement reviews heritage policy and initiatives to date, with the promise of an
action plan for the future. It also celebrates the 50th anniversary of conservation areas,
using them as an example of how communities can be engaged in their own heritage.
The government has meanwhile announced the creation of a ministerially chaired
Heritage Council, which will have a remit
to coordinate heritage policy across
departments. DCMS adds that tax and
other financial incentives available for
conservation will continue to be reviewed.
VAT has long been an issue as there are
strong tax incentives for new-build, which
makes adaptation of existing buildings less
attractive, it notes.
n http://bit.ly/2BIBfAz

Fund given ringing
endorsement

The government has undertaken a
tailored review of the Heritage
Lottery Fund’s activities, concluding
that the organisation’s finances have
been proving “transformative” for
both the cultural heritage and natural
heritage sectors.
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While 79% of survey respondents
from the UK saw it as a very or
extremely effective funding body,
though, there are recommendations
to strengthen its effectiveness by
establishing relationships with other
funders and experts, streamlining the
application process, and improving
internal processes and transparency.
n http://bit.ly/2iWiaD5

Images © Henry Russell

Local lists are encouraged by the
National Planning Policy Framework,
and 50% of all district councils and
unitary authorities now have one.
However, coverage varies, with 94%
of local authorities in London having a
list compared with just 19% in the East
Midlands region.
Heritage Counts also reports that the
Heritage Lottery Fund awarded nearly
£500m for 1,775 projects in 2016/17, and
has distributed more than £7.6bn since
1994, making it the largest source of
public funding for the historic environment
in the UK.
n http://bit.ly/2gByPvY

Organisations
express energy
efficiency concern
Heritage bodies including the
National Trust, the Sustainable
Traditional Buildings Alliance,
the Country Land and Business
Association and the Church
of England have expressed
their concern about energy
conservation policy and its impact
on historic buildings.
In a letter to ministers, the
organisations note that current
energy efficiency policy is
predicated on modern buildings,
which may result in measures
being taken that damage old
buildings. They maintain that policy
lacks a “whole building approach”
and an insufficient appreciation
of building physics, such as the
way traditional properties and
structures need to breathe. They
also refer to a lack of clarity about
a listed building exemption in the
Private Rented Sector Energy
Efficiency Regulations.
n http://bit.ly/2ms2tW1
n http://bit.ly/2mDCWI1

The only BBA certiﬁed
and guaranteed gutter
refurbishment system
BBA
certiﬁed

25 year single
point guarantee

1 million
metres installed

full speciﬁcation
support

• Site survey

We manufacture the non-bonded, bespoke Plygene Gutterline
challenges of the gutter environment in the industrial and
commercial sectors.

UK
manufacturing

How we support you:

Plygene® Gutterline. Engineered
to guarantee leak prevention
system. It is speciﬁcally engineered to meet the many

building lifecycle
performance

• Speciﬁcation
• 25 year single point guarantee
• Site audit and inspection
• Quality approved Trained
Contractor network

Our CPD: Why gutters fail and the options to repair, replace and
refurbish: A speciﬁer’s guide
As part of its speciﬁcation support service the
Sharman’s CPD “Why gutters fail and the options to
repair, replace and refurbish: A speciﬁer’s guide”, is
interactive in its design. The programme explores the
common causes of gutter failure in the commercial and
industrial sectors and the options to repair, replace
and refurbish. It ﬁnishes with a practical gutter network
demonstration using a purpose made rig.

Call:

01298 812371

Visit:

hdsharman.co.uk/cpds

Recognised by RICS and 1600 other
professional bodies
• Accrue points

• Certiﬁcate awarded

Commercial / Industrial Roofing
Accredited CPD Sessions
Designed and presented by Building Surveyors
Based on 40 years building surveying
experience, our Accredited CPD sessions
will help you with dilapidations, condition
and acquisition surveys.
Conducted nationwide at your premises:

Asbestos Roofing
Examines fault diagnosis, replacement,
over-cladding patch repairs, coating
solutions and warranties.

Cut Edge Corrosion
and Metal Roofing
Challenges conventional thinking with an
interactive Assessment of what’s actually
happening on metal roofs.

For more information call

0121 709 5352
Liquasil works.
Guaranteed!

Asbestos Roofs
Asbestoseal – the only
BBA Approved asbestos roof
coating on the market.
LATENT
DEFECTS
GUARANTEE

Liquasil Limited
Unit 3 Radway Industrial Estate
Radway Road, Solihull, West Midlands B90 4NR
t 0121 709 5352
e info@liquasil.com
www.liquasil.com

Metal Roofs
Complete metal
profiled roof refurbishment
system with unique hardened
silicone technology.
LATENT
DEFECTS
GUARANTEE

Cut Edge
Corrosion
Finally, a cut edge corrosion
solution that’s easier to apply
and economical to use.
LATENT
DEFECTS
GUARANTEE

