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20 August 2018 

 

Dear Councillors, 

 

Proposed Local Green Space- Field in Leven Valley, Hutton Rudby 

 

This letter has been written on behalf of Mr Richard Readman and seeks to address the 

proposal for the site he owns dubbed “Field in Leven Valley”, to be put forward as a Local 

Green Space.  

As we understand it, the ‘Field in Leven Valley’ site has been put forward for an assessment as 

to whether it is suitable for designation as a Local Green Space by a local resident in response 

to a (now refused) planning application by Mr Readman to build a house there. This site has 

not been considered by Hambleton District Council in their Local Green Space: 

Recommendations Report (2017), but is being considered as a designation in the emerging 

Neighbourhood Plan being prepared by Rudby Parish Council. 

Local Green Space sites need to comply with stringent criteria which are compliant with 

guidance in the NPPF. Hambleton District Council have set these criteria out in broadly the 

same way as other Councils who have wished to designate Local Green Space. To be eligible, 

a parcel of land must be:  

• Demonstrably special to local community  

• In reasonably close proximity to the community it serves  

• Local in character  

• Not an extensive tract of land 

• Not an area with extant planning permission within which the Local Green Space could 

not be accommodated 
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Additionally, land must be shown to hold particular local significance for at least one of the 

following reasons: 

• Beauty; 

• Historic Significance;  

• Recreational value; 

• Tranquillity; or 

• Wildlife  

Whilst some of these criteria are not disputed, the ‘Field in Leven Valley’ site is not felt to meet 

the “demonstrably special to the local community” test, or the “particular local significance” 

test. Therefore its submission as a potential Local Green Space would represent an 

inconsistency in applying the criteria which could cheapen the argument for the designation 

of other more locally valued or significant sites.  

 

Particular Local Significance and Demonstrably Special to the Local Community 

 

The site does not demonstrate any of the attributes to the level required to justify being 

described as “particularly locally significant”.  

• Beauty is subjective/ difficult to quantify but is hard to see how this particularly applies 

to a featureless grass field. The trees at the boundary/ lining the river provide beauty, 

but their protection is not reliant on a Green Space designation. A distribution power 

line runs north-south in the western half of the site impairing any special beauty.  
 

• Historic significance- there are no historic structures within the site, and nor does the 

site have a particular local significance with regard to the history of the community or 

settlement such as historic village events or landscape features present on site with a 

particular connection to the local community. Views from the listed church and bridge 

are largely obscured by dense tree cover along the site’s eastern boundary so in this 

sense the site does not add to the significance of the nearby historic buildings.  
 

• Recreational value- the site has no recreational value for local residents as there is no 

public access to it, and it therefore cannot be used for local events, children’s play, dog 

walking, etc.   
 

• Tranquillity- the site is enclosed by a road to the east and residential development to 

the north and therefore does not have a remote, tranquil feeling. A powerline also 

passes through.  
 

 

• Wildlife- the site is grazing land of limited biodiversity value. The trees bordering the 

site may have biodiversity value but again their protection does not rely on a Local 

Green Space designation.  

 

The only document by which to assess the local significance of the site in terms of many of 

subjective criteria such as “beauty” and “tranquillity” is the Hutton Rudby Village Design 



Statement. Whilst this makes reference to the significance of the River Leven, and the wildlife 

resources along its banks (again, the trees lining its banks within the site do not require a Local 

Green Space protection), no assessment is made as to the specific value of green areas such 

as the site in question. Therefore local significance is not demonstrated, and nor is the criteria 

of being “special to the local community.”  

 

Soundness 

 

Proposals for land to be designated as Local Green Space must be evidence-based, and arise 

from robustly applied criteria. They will be tested for soundness by an Inspector when the 

Neighbourhood Plan is put forward. Any discrepancies in applying the criteria will be picked 

up on, and if found will cast doubt on the soundness of the whole set of sites proposed as 

Local Green Space. There have been cases recently where Local Green Space designations were 

found by Inspectors to not have met the relevant tests, which then called into question the 

validity of the whole set of designations. For example following concerns expressed by 

Inspectors South Cambridgeshire District Council had to rethink how they applied their criteria 

and significantly reduce the sites they put forward for designation. Most commonly this was 

because sites were not shown to be of particular local significance or demonstrably special.  

 

Conclusion 

 

The “Field in Leven Valley” site is within private ownership, has no rights of way crossing it, and 

is not the most appropriate local site for Green Space designation. For example, the land to 

the south of the Leven River has a public footpath that follows the river, allowing residents to 

enjoy a river walk and appreciate the visual amenity of the Leven Valley. The site was only 

suggested as a response to a planning application (now refused) on the site. It does not meet 

the necessary tests and its inclusion would cast doubt on the soundness on the set of sites put 

forward.  

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 

Philippa Baruch 

Planning Consultant 

Steve Hesmondhalgh and Associates Ltd 


