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Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting #26

6th November 2018, Chapel Schoolroom, Hutton Rudby

1. Attendance & Apologies

In Attendance: Allan Mortimer (Chair), Karen Consterdine, Adrian Davey, Richard Readman,
Derek Simpson (secretary), Katie Atkinson (KVA),

Ten members of the public

Apologies: Mike Fenwick (working), Emma Foden (work commitment), Bridget Fortune
(HDC event), Liam Percy (prior appointment), Tom Pickering (working)

2. Welcome

As there were a number of members of the public attending for the first time, the Chair
introduced the members of the NPSG and outlined KA's role as a consultant. As the NPSG is a
sub-committee of the Parish Council the same Standing Orders applied.

The Chair outlined the guidance on conflicts of interest. For some items, members of the NPSG
were likely to withdraw so the quorum of four members may not be met. Any decisions on these
items would have to be deferred.

3. Procedural Issues
Approval of Minutes of 1st October 2018

A member of the public believed a question he had raised concerning the "top field" of the
proposed green space at Rudby Farm had not been recorded in the minutes. The Chair
advised that no changes to the recommendation on Green Spaces had been made at the
October meeting, and that decisions made at the July and August meetings and recorded in
the approved minutes are the current position. Any clarification given at the October meeting
should have been consistent with the position as documented in the approved minutes, and if
any of the Chair's statements had been inconsistent with the minutes this was an inadvertent
error. The member of the public said he may write to the Chair outlining his concerns.



The minutes were accepted.

4. Costs / Budget / Grants
The costs to date are £11,030.25 of which £116 has been charged to the precept.

With publication of HDC's Local Plan slipping to June 2019 (see 5. a. below), it is likely the NP
costs will increase cost. It is estimated that there may be a further charge to the precept of £500.

5. HDC's Local Plan Update
a. Local Plan Timetable

HDC's cabinet is meeting today (1st October) to approve a new LDP timetable which gives a
publication date for the plan of June 2019. This is a slippage of around five months from that
previously announced. The “purdah period” for HDC local elections in May may be part of the
reason for the slippage.

b. Housing Need Survey/Housing Targets for Neighbourhood Plan

HDC's housing needs survey has been circulated around the Parish. As it is part of the local
plan evidence base, it uses a standard format for consistency. RPC/NPSG will only see the
collated results and will have no access to any personal data. The closing date is 16" Nov with
the hope that the summary results will be available in mid-December. The results from the
survey will feed into the housing target HDC will set for the Parish.

A member of the public raised a query concerning conflicting statements in the covering letter
and the survey itself. The covering letter from the Parish Council asked every household to
complete the survey while the survey only asked those in need of housing to complete the
form beyond the front page.

A member of the public noted the survey was not available on the Parish's web site (it can be
completed online on HDC's website).

Another member of the public stated they had not received a copy.

The Chair said that a return that indicates a particular household does not have immediate or
future was also useful information. Clarification had been obtained form HDC that those with
future need should complete the form and note the timescale in the comment box.

6. Green Spaces & Settlement Character

The Chair noted that Due to potential conflicts of interest, the NPSG may not be quorate for all
items. Any conflicts of interest will be dealt with item by item.

When the NPSG made their initial recommendations it was noted that there were policy issues to
clarify/further advice needed and changes might be made. As mentioned at the last meeting, in
the light of the feedback received, a number of potential green space sites will be revisited.



The Chair reminded the meeting that these are recommendation and not outcomes. The
recommendations need to be signed off by RPC, be reviewed/checked by HDC, go through
community consultation, tested by the examiner, and voted on by the community before they
take effect. Changes can occur at any of these steps.

a. Correspondence from residents/landowners

All correspondence has been circulated to NPSG and RPC. A redacted version is available on
the website. There was one note supporting Flagpole field, two opposing the Leven Valley
and several Supporting Leven Valley.

The Chair noted that if anyone who has written is present, and wishes to make their points in
person, they are welcome to do so when we deal with the particular site.

b. Further advice from HDC

Initial advice had been sought from HDC prior to last meeting. Following discussions at the
last RPC meeting, some further clarification was sought from HDC. HDC’s advice is on the
website. The purpose of green space designation is not to prevent development but to
protect places which are special to the community and which meet the green space criteria.

c. Information/advice from environmental/wildlife organisations
At the October meeting, DS was actioned to make enquiries with various environmental and
wildlife organisations. To date nine organisations (national/regional/local) have been

contacted. Not all have replied. All information received has been circulated to NPSG.

DS gave a short presentation on the information received. (The presentation will be published
on the web site after the meeting.)

As with site allocation recommendations, any recommendations relating to the environment/
wildlife have to comply with national/local guidelines and should be based on independent
advice and guidance.

DS noted that there was a consistency between national/regional/local respondents on the

e importance of considering the environment within a neighbourhood plan
e importance of the river Leven, its tributaries and its surroundings
e importance of wildlife corridors

A member of the public asked whether ecology reports were useful. It was confirmed they
were.

d. Review of Green Space recommendations

The Chair gave a summary of the advice from HDC, why a sub-set of the recommendations
were being reviewed and the policy issues to consider.

Private land can be designated but the land needs to be survivable past the LDP period. This
has a potential impact on the Leven Valley and the Flagpole field proposals.



Sites do not necessarily have to have "beauty" in themselves; they night contribute to the
overall setting.

Green Space designation is not always the most appropriate approach e.g. in gardens TPOs for
trees might be a better approach.

If planning approval for a site has lapsed, it can be designated. It cannot be designated in the
anticipation of approval lapsing.

For larger areas, all sub-areas have to satisfy green space criteria.
Clubhouses and parking should be included in recreational areas.

Green space designation does not mean development consistent with the existing use cannot
take place; e.g. all weather nets for cricket, or that normal land management activities by the
owner cannot take place.

Anecdotal evidence of wildlife is not strong evidence; fishing club records over a period of
time are good as are North and East Yorkshire Ecological Data Centre (neyedc) records, for
example.

The Chair had circulated to NPSG the inspector's report on a NP in the Cotswolds. KA had
recently attended an inspector's review of a NP proposal and the inspector had spent three
days considering green spaces.

The Chair showed a list of sites and highlighted those being reviewed.
i. Hundale Gill at Hundale/Levendale
DS and AD withdrew for this item.

The Chair advised that the meeting was not quorate for a decision, but invited
members of the public to comment so that their views could be recorded.

The tenant farmer of the adjacent land said that from time to time clearing of the
ditches and associated vegetation was necessary. He also said that the Gill is very
different upstream and downstream of the culvert. He did not support designation of
the part above the culvert.

A member of the public said he could not recall the Gill ever being cleared.

The developer of site at “The Wickets” said he had an ecology report that he would
submit later. It was clarified that this was the report submitted with the planning
application which is available on HDC's planning portal. The Chair said that this report
would be considered.

Another member of the public said he did not see any point in designating a “drainage
ditch”.



The Chair noted that the Gill may act as a wildlife corridor, but that does not
necessarily mean it is “special enough” to merit designation as a Green Space. The SG
will need to consider this issue when making their recommendation.

Flagpole field (parts with & without planning for dwelling)

A member of the public asked for clarification on which part of the field was being
considered. The Chair confirmed it was only that part that had LCPA designation; i.e.
not that part approved for development.

Points raised by the public and the SG included the following

e Consider adding a section to the north to protect the view of the hills

e Why might a site not "endure"; the Chair gave the example of school playing
fields where a school may wish to expand onto that area over time.

e View over the field is the important characteristic

e There is evidence through the planning application that the owner is committed
to maintaining the key characteristics of the site, and that these commitments
are “locked in” through the planning approval.

e s it tranquil? Unlikely due to the road

SG recommendation - Green space designation for the LCPA area; that is, no change
from the original recommendation

The member of the public who raised the possibility of adding an additional area was
asked to write to the Chair, with the extended area identified, if they wished their
suggestion to be considered.

Leven Valley

KC and RR withdrew for this item. The withdrawal meant while a discussion could be
held, no decision could be made as the meeting was inquorate for this item.

Points raised by the public and the SG included the following

e |sit possible never to make a decision due to the meeting being inquorate?
(Due to Bonfire Night, the date of the meeting had been changed which
accounted for some absences)

e Differentiate between the land in the valley and the land at the top

e View by river/church a treasure

e Contribute to feeling of tranquillity

e Does not have a remote tranquil feel; disagree

e Public footpath/road between field and houses

e C(Clear view all year round below canopy of trees

e Beauty is subjective; it's its context

e Historic setting - bridge/church

o No dense tree cover on east

o Village Design Statement highlighted it

e Conservation area

o Key element of village

e s it sustainable?



Wildlife along river; otters, five roe deer, bats

HDC's Settlement and Landscape study

Potential impact on someone's garden; not expected to include garden
Focus on strongest parts

As the meeting was inquorate for this item, the decision would be carried over to the
next meeting.

iv. Hundale Gill at Paddocks End
This was carried over for consideration with item 6. d. ii. (see above)
v. Remaining areas

All the remaining areas were carried over

e. Neighbourhood Plan Green Space & Settlement Character Report

This item was carried over to the next meeting

7. Issues To Refer To Rudby Parish Council

None

8. AOB

a. HDC slippage
Due to the slippage in HDC's timescale, extra costs of around £500 are likely to be incurred

b. Stokesley Road
Five houses were approved at the HDC's recent Planning committee on Stokesley Road. Once
the NPSG hears from HDC what the likely housing target will be, the NPSG will review any
impact it might have on site allocations. No decisions on development sites will be made until
an updated housing target is set by HDC.

¢. Heritage Report
A member of the public asked when the qualifications of the author of the Heritage Report
might be made available. The Chair said they would chase the matter up.

9. Next Meeting

Time & Date: Monday 7pm, 3rd December 2018 Location:  Chapel Schoolroom



