Rudby Parish

e
Neighbourhood
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting #27

4th February 2019, Chapel Schoolroom, Hutton Rudby

1. Attendance & Apologies

In Attendance: Adrian Davey, Allan Mortimer (Chair), Mike Fenwick, Emma Foden, Richard
Readman, Derek Simpson (Secretary), Katie Atkinson (KVA),

Thirteen members of the public
Apologies: Bridget Fortune (HDC event), Liam Percy (work commitment), Tom Pickering
(working)
2. Procedural Issues
a. Approval of Minutes of 6th November 2018
The minutes were accepted.
b. Motion to Consider Expansion of the NPSG
The Chair explained that due to change in personal circumstances Karen Constantine felt she
was unable to commit the necessary time to NPSG and had resigned. The Chair thanked Karen

for all her work and support for the NPSG over a number of years.

An invitation had been circulated to members of the public to put their names forward to be
members of the NPSG.

The Chair reported that with the current size of the NPSG, there were occasions when it was
difficult to obtain a quorum if members were absent and members withdrew due to potential
conflicts of interest. It was also felt not to be good practice if potentially contentious issues
were decided with just a bare quorum of members. Increasing the membership would
address both these issues as well offering the opportunity to broaden the diversity of the
NPSG, and bring in additional expertise, experience and perspective for the final phase of the
plan.

The NPSG and members of the public were invited to comment on the proposal to



e increase the membership of the NPSG to 15 seats with a quorum of 5,
e the RPC to have a minimum of 3 seats,

e 1 seat for the local HDC councillor and

e the remaining seats from the community.

There was general support for the proposal and for recommending the proposal to RPC.

Proposed by Mike Fenwick
Seconded by Richard Readman

Agreed unanimously
c. Statements from candidates for Steering Group appointment(s).
Six people had submitted their names for consideration; namely,

e Alan Bates

e Richenda Broad
o Jeff Hulse

e Sue Finnegan

e Niall Innes

e Stuart McArthur

All the candidates had earlier submitted a brief statement of interest which had been
circulated to the NPSG. Two of the six candidates (Jeff Hulse and Sue Finnegan) were unable
to attend so the Chair read out their statements. The other four candidates made a short

presentation.

DS commented that the candidates would widen the age range of the NPSG as well as bringing
significant additional experience and expertise.

d. Proposal for appointments
It was proposed that all six candidates should be recommended for appointment to the NPSG

Proposed by Allan Mortimer
Seconded by Mike Fenwick

Agreed unanimously

3. Costs / Budget / Grants

No ‘critical friend' costs had been incurred since the last meeting due to 'down time'. The costs
to date (including tonight's meeting) are £11,172.15.

The Chair will prepare an end of year grant close out and a re-application submission for the next
NPSG and take it through to the March RPC. It is anticipated that the grant will be able to be
rolled over as last year. With publication of HDC's Local Plan slipping to June 2019 it is estimated
an additional charge of £500 against the precept will be sufficient.



4. Housing Report and HDC meeting
a. Feedback from HDC meeting of 31 January 2019
Members attending the meeting were

Allan Mortimer (NPSG),

Derek Simpson (NPSG),

Steve Cosgrove (RPC),

Andy Collingwood (RPC),

Anne Pyle (Secretary RPC),

Bridget Fortune (HDC Ward Councillor)

Hannah Langler (HDC — planning policy), and

Amanda Madden (HDC - Rural Housing Enabler (RHE)).

The Chair reported there will be no formal housing target from HDC until the Local Plan is
released in June/July. Some information on district housing evidence has been or will be
released before purdah (i.e., Housing and Economic Development Needs Assessment
(HEDNA), Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA)).

(Postscript - The SHLAA is now available at
https://www.hambleton.qov.uk/downloads/file/2147/strategic_housing land availability assessment

2016))

The meeting discussed the methodology and evidence for target setting. With the new NPPF
there is no ‘case law’ yet. The housing needs survey provides key evidence and a target based
on the RHE standard methodology, should be defensible at examination.

Based on an interpretation of the RHE's recent survey (November 2018) and the methodology
used, the NPSG/RPC attendees believe that a target in the region of 25 homes (vs. the original
70) is likely. This is in addition to any current approvals.

It is important to differentiate between this provisional target derived from the survey
evidence (which is a defensible number), and a formal target from HDC which will be unknown
until at least June.

It was clear from the survey (which was in line with the NPSG's own findings) that the mix of
housing should be predominantly affordable, bungalow and smaller dwellings.

It was noted that HDC were very supportive of the Parish's Neighbourhood Plan, and they
confirmed that HDC’s expectation is that housing site allocation will be handled by the
Neighbourhood Plan and not by the Local Plan.

A series of questions were asked by members of the public about the number of dwellings, the
number of sites, the housing survey, etc.

The Chair stressed that apart from the exclusion of the Enterpen site on heritage grounds, no
decisions had been made on any of the other preferred sites. It will be necessary to review
the evidence base in light of the number derived from the housing survey and the impact it
might have on the proposed sites.


https://www.hambleton.gov.uk/downloads/file/2147/strategic_housing_land_availability_assessment_2016
https://www.hambleton.gov.uk/downloads/file/2147/strategic_housing_land_availability_assessment_2016

The Chair agreed to approach the landowner of the Stokesley Road site about its availability in
light of the approval of the five properties granted for part of that site.

It was agreed to proceed using a working number of 25 dwellings rather than wait until HDC
released their target number in June or later.

b. Housing Need Survey
See 4. a. above and queries raised in AOB
c. Correspondence on School capacity

The Chair had received an email from a family who had moved into the village last year but
their children had been unable to gain admission to the School due to over capacity. Five of
the seven classes within the School are either at or over capacity. One class is reported to
have 36 children (vs a nominal capacity of 30).

A high percentage of children within the School are out of the catchment area. As these
children leave School over a number of years, places for in catchment children will become
available as they have priority over out-of-catchment applicants. Advice from NYCC education
department is that it would be best if any housing development is phased over over a period
of time.

5. Green Spaces
a. Consideration of technical advice on landowner consent

The Chair noted that there are possibly going to be cases where the community wants a space
to be designated as green space but the landowner is opposed. It is important to understand
fully the policy and evidence requirements.

KA had been requested to research current practice and emerging ‘case law’. She reported
that there was limited case law where the landowner challenged the recommendation for
designating an area as green space against their wishes. Successful challenges have mainly
been where the landowner wanted to develop the land and the Local Planning Authority has
not been able to demonstrate a five year supply of land. Landowner support is not
mandatory.

At the recent meeting, HDC stressed the importance of survivability; that is, is it reasonable to
expect the green space to survive the period of the Neighbourhood Plan?

The Chair said it was important that the NPSG put forward sites in line with the NPPF. At
times it would be difficult to balance the landowner's and the community's wishes.

KA noted that if a site is accepted as green space, "down the line" the landowner could apply
for it to be removed.

Designating a site as green space does not give the public any right of access.

A member of the public asked at what stage (of the seven stage process) the green space
proposals were at. The Chair confirmed the current stage is stage 1 but is the stage that takes



the longest. The following stages are largely procedural and time limited. The later stages
cannot be started until HDC release their housing target and other parts of the
Neighbourhood Plan are drafted.

In response to a query from a member of the public, it was stated that a list of potential green
spaces could be found on the NP website.

It was suggested by a member of the public that criteria were needed to judge survivability
and these made available when discussing sites with landowners.
b. Correspondence from residents/landowners

The owners of the wooded gully at Hundale Gill supported some parts of the candidate green
space and opposed others. Their concern was that designation might be misinterpreted as
giving right of access. They also expressed some concern about impact on land management.
The owner of the flagpole field opposed designation. They had similar concerns about access
and land management issues.

6. Forward Work Plan / Meetings Schedule

a. Local Plan Progress Update

No more policy details are expected until ca. June. The advice is that for the main areas of
interest to the NP, the current policy should be a good guide.

b. Green Space Decisions
Schedule for the next meeting

c. Housing Target / Sites Decisions
Having agreed to use 25 houses as a working target, it will be necessary to review site strategy
and selected sites at the March / April meetings. Need to confirm, or otherwise, that the site
assessments are still valid. Need to decide whether work from preferred sites only.

d. Settlement Character and Green Space report

This needs to be written up once the final recommendations are made. We will seek mapping
/ drafting support from HDC.

e. Preparation for Plan Drafting
It was suggested that an induction be arranged for new members of the NPSG.

The Chair confirmed that no decision had been made on the Stokesley Road site and enquiries
will be made about continued availability.



7. Issues To Refer To Rudby Parish Council

Q

. Proposal to increase of NPSG numbers to 15

o

. Proposal to appoint the six recommended candidates.

Budget update for 2019/20.

o

d. Forward work plan

8. AOB

A member of the public asked if the NPSG knew who had circulated a flyer concerning the
application for Belbrough Lane and Embleton Farm. Some members of the NPSG had also
received a copy. The author of the flyer is unknown.

A member of the public asked about the number of "cabins" on Stokesley Road. It was
understood the approval was originally given for 12 cabins and subsequently increased to 25.
They are not for permanent residency.

A member of the public raised a question on the last minutes concerning the reference to the
approval for a house on the flagpole field which they did not know about. HDC gave approval for
the dwelling around two years ago.

A member of the public asked about the impact on the NP if the development opposite the Spar
did not go ahead. It will be assumed the development will proceed until/unless the planning
permission expires.

It was confirmed the previous minutes were prior to the Housing Survey

Queries were raised over some of the household numbers in the Housing Survey and why the
2011 census figures were used. HDC are responsible for the production of the Housing Survey

report - NPSG/RPC only facilitated the distribution of the survey.

The underlying data of the Housing Survey (which may contain personal information) is not
available outside the Rural Housing Team.

Langbaurgh is misspelt in the report, and there appears to be an incorrect number quoted for
parish population.

The Chair said he would raise this points with the RHE.

9. Next Meeting

Time & Date: Monday 7pm, 4th March 2019 Location:  Chapel Schoolroom



