Rudy Parish Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group Meeting 6/8/2018

Proposed Green Spaces
(Continued from SG meeting of 2/7/18)




NPPF: Green Space Designhation

The Local Green Space designation will not be appropriate for most green areas or
open space. The designation should only be used:

* where the green space is in reasonably close proximity to the community it
serves; [HDC Criterion 3]

* where the green area is demonstrably special to a local community and holds a
particular local significance, for example because of its beauty, historic
significance, recreational value (including as a playing field), tranquillity or
richness of its wildlife; and [HDC Criteria 4-9]

* where the green area concerned is local in character and is not an extensive tract
of land. [HDC Criterion 2]

To be eligible for designation a site must satisfy all 3 NPPF tests.

HDC'’s assessment process breaks the middle criteria into several sub-criteria based
on the key words in the NPPF definitions (para 77 in old version, para 100 in new)



Agenda / Methodology

* HDC Assessed Green Spaces — What are we considering today?
» Decision: Support or Oppose HDC recommendation
» Key issues supporting the NP recommendation

» |dentify precedents to ensure consistency across sites & lessons for NP
assessed sites.

» |If sites have distinct sections, does each part ‘win on its own merits’?

e Additional Proposals from Community Consultation
» Decision: Support / Oppose designation or insufficient evidence
» Key issues for each site
» Specific justification for any decisions.



Proposed Green Spaces
HDC Assessed Sites



HDC Assessed Sites

Cricket Pitch —HDC & NP Recommended

Allotments — HDC & NP Recommended

Land between North Side and River (Honeyman’s field etc.)* — HDC & NP Recommended
Main Green —HDC & NP Recommended

North Green —HDC & NP Recommended

Belbrough Lane / Station Lane (consider in two parts)
O Recreation Area — HDC & NP Recommended
U Field — HDC & NP Rejected

Sexhow Lane — HDC & NP Recommended
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Churchyard* - Not yet discussed.
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Rudby Farm (considered as a whole and in sub-sections)* - Not yet discussed.

* Also considered later as part of a potential whole Leven Valley designation
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Churchyard — HDC Preferred Site
ALT/S/125/007/G

e Area round footpath very different
in character. Gulley not designated
as deciduous woodland!

* HDC Preferred Site

* Include new graveyard?
e (very similar in character)

* “Local significance because of its
historic significance” [ not
considered beautiful by HDC]

* Flowing water in gulley on steep
ground absorbed into boggy
ground on valley bottom




Rudby Farm — Originally preferred, but now

not preferred by HDC (S/125/004/G)
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Valley bottom land

Upper field

Bank wood (SINC)

Lower field with archaeology

Crossed by footpaths — recreation use.
Adjacent to conservation area and
listed building

Consider as a whole, as parts and as
part of a Leven Valley designation?
“Local significance in terms of
recreation, tranquillity, and richness of
wildlife’. Note: tranquillity criteria is
not consistent with interpretation on
other HDC assessments.



Rudby Farm —S/125/004/G .

Rudby Farm from lower field footpath Rudby Farm & Rudby Green from footpath

View towards Folly Hill along footpath at top field Bank wood and rear of Woodside from footpath



Rudby Farm - S/125/004/G

Rear of Woodside from footpath View across valley to Hutton Rudby from footpath



Rudby Farm — Bank Wood
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0 * Footpaths on western and eastern edge
ﬂ and crossing site East/West - recreational
7 use for walking.

 Bank Wood is ASNW and a SINC — habitat
bio-diversity.

* Archaeological remains

e Adjacent to but not within conservation
area.

HDC Comparators

* Honeyman’s field — richness of wildlife &
recreational use




Rudby Farm — Lower Field

Key points:

* Footpaths on western edge and crossing
site from SW corner to East side -
recreational use for walking

e Adjacent to but does not include to Bank
Wood SINC

e Cultivated land of limited bio-diversity.

* Archaeological remains

* Adjacent to Grade Il Rudby Green — last
remaining open space associated with
former use.

HDC comparators

 Honeyman’s field — recreational use &
historic significance




Rudby Farm — Upper Field

Key points:

* Western edge crossed by footpath -
recreational use for walking.

* Adjacent to but does not include to Bank
Wood SINC

e Cultivated land of limited bio-diversity.

* Not adjacent to any heritage assets.

HDC Comparators

» Station lane field — but Rudby Farm
upper field has footpath

* Honeyman’s field — but no historic
significance or rich wildlife.




Rudby Farm — Valley Bottom
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Key points:

* Road to sewage works is not a right of
way so no right of public access on or
adjacent to site (PRoW lies slightly to
south).

e Adjacent to but does not include to Bank
Wood SINC

e Cultivated land of limited bio-diversity.

* Not adjacent to any heritage assets.

HDC Comparators
e Station lane field



Proposed Green Spaces

NP Assessed Sites
(No HDC Assessment, but uses HDC criteria / pro-forma)



NP Assessed Sites

» Linden Crescent / Linden Close
 South (Pump-house)
d North

» Village Hall (Bowling Green, Tennis Courts, Play Area)

» Enterpen
 Flagpole field
 Paddock

» Leven Valley (Field Only)

» Leven Valley whole area designation
» Hundale Gill near Paddocks End

» Middleton Churchyard & Play area



Lindens N & S — No HDC Assessments

Open rectangular area
Informal recreational use?

Plots of similar scale to open
spaces at entrance splays

Policy protection for all
smaller spaces rather than
Green Space designation?

Area around pump-house
- Owned by adjacent houses
Attractive tree cover




Lindens N & S— No HDC Assessments
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* Open rectangular grassed area
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Village Hall = No HDC Assessment




Village Hall- No HDC Assessment

Include:

___—* Bowling Green?

__—+ Play Area?

___—+ Tennis Courts?

Exclude:

e Car park?

* Club houses?

HDC Comparator sites / issues

Recreation area

Cricket Pitch

HDC SCA “Parkland setting of
Linden Grange is significant”



Fields in Leven Valley — No HDC Assessment




Field in Leven Valley — No HDC Assessment

Key points

* Grazing land of limited biodiversity

 Row of TPOs along lane & riparian habitat

* Adjacent to Grade Il listed Leven Bridge, Grade |
Parish Church, & in conservation area

e VDS: “the whole of the valley is of the utmost
importance to the Village as a landscape feature, as
a wildlife and recreational resource and for the
setting of the most historic building in the Village -
the Parish Church All Saints”.

HDC Comparator Sites
e Station Lane Field: agricultural, visual amenity, no
public access.

* Field proposed by resident
* Possible additional areas of similar character
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Leven Valley — Whole VaIIey De5|gnat|on?
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conserve & enhance biodiversity,
maintain gap between settlements
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Hundale Gill Behind Paddocks End

* Paddocks End development
* Potential Green Space
* Preferred Site (part of this area)

A

Key Points

e Public footpath alongside Gill

e Suggested as amenity area in consultation

* Riparian habitat

* Crossing point over the Gill will be needed to access
preferred development site

* Green Space Proposal would need to be developed
as part of site design brief to avoid conflicts.




Middleton Play Area & Churchyard

* Parish Council owned/managed play area
— recreational use

e Grade Il Listed Church

* Only public spaces in Middleton

HDC Comparators
* Recreation area at Station Lane
e All Saints Churchyard




