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Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting #31 
 
3 June 2019, Chapel Schoolroom, Hutton Rudby  

 
1. Attendance & Apologies 
  

In Attendance: Allan Mortimer (Chair), Alan Bates, Adrian Davey, Mike Fenwick, Sue Finnigan, 
Jeff Hulse, Niall Innes, Stuart McArthur, Liam Percy, Derek Simpson 
(Secretary),  
 
Nine members of the public  

 
Apologies:   Katie Atkinson (KVA - holiday), Richenda Broad (unavailable), Emma Foden 

(work commitments), Bridget Fortune (conflict with HDC duties), Tom 
Pickering (work commitments), Richard Readman (holiday) 

 
 

2. Procedural Issues 
 

a. Approval of Minutes of 1st April 2019 
 

A member of the public commented on the final sentence of minute 4.d.iii. compared to the 
final sentence of minute 4.d.ii.  The minute did not include any voting figures.  It was noted 
that these minutes referred to the acceptance of the comments and replies following the 
consultation and not a decision about the green space.  The lengthier minute for 4.d.ii. was 
due to the SG making a decision concerning queries raised at the consultation concerning 
proposals for amended/alternative green spaces.  In both cases the agreement was 
unanimous and achieved by consensus and not by voting. 

 
The minutes were accepted. 
 
Chair’s post meeting note: 
 
The Steering Group terms of reference states that “Decisions made by the group will be by 
consensus. Where a vote is required, each member will have one vote.”  It is at the Chair’s 
discretion to determine when a vote is required, and in this case as a consensus was achieved, 
the Chair did not consider that a vote was required. 
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b. Correspondence 
 
Emails have been received (11th to 14th May) from four people enquiring about joining the SG.  
The emails seem to have been triggered by the Embleton Farm proposal as two of the four 
enquiries made specific reference to it.   All senders have received a reply setting out 
organisational relationship between NP, RPC and the SG, and the process for appointments.   
 
They were informed that there are currently no vacancies on the SG, but the reply explained 
how to participate in other ways. 
 
Other correspondence will be dealt with under the relevant agenda item. 
 
 

3. Costs / Budget / Grants 
 

The only cost since the last meeting is the room hire for this evening's meeting at a cost of £14. 
The total expenditure to date is £11,983.95. 

 
 

4. Sites 
 

a. Embleton Farm promotion – report from working group 
 

The promotion document (pdf format) was received shortly after the meeting and circulated 
to all SG members and the Parish Council.  A working group of AM, RB, MF, and NI met to 
consolidate all the SG observations and comments into a clarification request which was 
written up after the meeting and issued to the agent on 28th May.  (SM was unable to attend 
the meeting.)  A full analysis of the document and review of the site scoring will be carried out 
after a response is received.  Subject to a timely response it is hoped to be able to address this 
at the July meeting. 
 
One piece of correspondence on the proposal was received from a resident last night (2 June) 
and was circulated earlier today.  The issues raised will be considered once a response has 
been received from the agent. 

 
b. Site promotion request from Armstrong Richardson 
 

On 20th May the Parish Council received an email from Mark Jones of Armstrong Richardson 
(AR) asking “to engage with the Parish Council in providing some of the requirement for more 
housing on land that they own at Gardenstone Farm”. 
 
The request has been passed to the SG in line with the usual protocol.  As this item is a 
discussion on process no conflicts of interest arise. 
 
Key points: 
 

• AR have previously promoted this site through the NP.  It has been assessed but was not 
selected as a preferred site 

• The various points raised which relate to site scoring (e.g. location, footpath to 
Drumrauck Hall, anti-social behaviour) would appear to have been considered when the 
site was assessed. 
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• The only material change in the planning history / evidence base of the site is the 
refusal of a five home development 

• The SG has consulted on how to adapt to a reduced housing target, and the SG 
recommendation to proceed with a single site of ca. 25 homes was endorsed. 

• There appear to be some factual errors in statements made in the email (no previous 
engagement, ransom strips). 

 
The Chair considered there were two questions that needed to be addressed. Firstly, has 
anything been raised in the email which would require a review of the site scoring?  Secondly, 
is the SG content with the existing policy of only preparing site design briefs for preferred sites 
(as advised to promoters of Embleton Farm)? 
 
Although the AR submission is somewhat different from the Embleton Farm proposal, it was 
felt that for consistency a working group should look at the AR email and report back.  DS, AD, 
SF, and SM will look at the submission. 
 
There was a strong feeling within the SG that work on the preferred site should not be held 
back while submissions from non-preferred sites are considered and design briefs should only 
be prepared for the preferred site.  
 
It was agreed that preferred site work should not be deferred while new submissions were 
being reviewed and should take priority in resource allocation. 

 
c. Preferred site – preparation of site design brief 

 
The Chair had circulated a briefing paper to the SG prior to the meeting. 
 
It was agreed that the initial specification of requirements should not be prescriptive and 
should outline general principles; namely, 
 

• The housing quantity and mix should be in line with the consultation feedback and per 
the Rural Housing Enabler's recommendations 

• Vehicular  access is expected to be from the North only (Paddocks End) in line with the 
consultation outcome  

• An indicative location of the footpath / cycle link to run from Langbaurgh to Paddocks 
End in line with the consultation outcome  

• The character / form of the dwellings should fit in with the surrounding properties and 
the village as a whole; i.e. size, type and density of adjacent dwellings should be noted. 

• It is important environmental considerations should be at least in line with the recent 
NPPF guidelines 

• Potential landscaping / screening on the western edge to blend in with the adjoining 
land 

• Potential public open space along /around Hundale Gill 

• Footpath improvements / easy access to the Spar 
 
It was felt important that the neighbours are consulted at an early stage and given the 
opportunity to contribute to the design brief.  The Village Event (22 June) was a good 
opportunity to gain further input into the design brief. 
 
AM to draft a note to the agent and the neighbours. 
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5. Green pace documentation - report from working group 
 

Correspondence had been received from a resident suggesting the decision to recommend partial 
designation for the Leven Valley site should be reviewed in light of the refusal of the planning 
application 18/01565/FUL.  The reason for recommending partial designation related to the 
enduring requirement of para 99 of the NPPF and was endorsed by consultation.  The outcome of 
the planning application does not affect para 99 of the NPPF.  It was agreed the recommendation 
for the Leven Valley field should not be altered. 
 
DS, SF and RR met to review the 30+ pages of green space documentation based on Hambleton's 
pro-forma.  The purpose of the group was to check the documentation for errors and to ensure 
consistency of wording; it was not to make any decisions on green spaces. 
 
A few minor errors were found and inconsistent use of language identified and amended.  Where 
relevant, the documentation made clear that access to sites was only via PROWs.  SF and RR felt 
that the green space recommendation for the Church at Middleton and the adjoining play area 
should be split into two separate areas.  Hambleton's guidelines suggest separation of sites were 
justification is different.  As one area is primarily recreation and one historic, it was agreed to 
split the site.  DS to amend the forms. 
 
Need to produce maps of the sites with the help of the GIS team at Hambleton.  DS to produce 
sketches for sites to be passed to Hambleton. 
 
It had been assumed that Hambleton had contacted all of the landowners for the areas they had 
recommended.  This is not now believed to be the case.  All land owners need to be consulted if 
not already approached. 
 
 

6. Village Event 
 

LP to take the lead with help from JH, SF and SM.  A gazebo has been organised.  The group to 
meet 7 pm 6 June at LP's to organise event.  AM to attend and hand over previous year's 
material. 
 
 

7. Issues to Refer to Rudby Parish Council 
 
There were no issues to report to RPC 
 

 
8. AOB 
 

A member of the public asked if the SG had any update on Hambleton's local plan.  No 
information has been received.  The Chair is planning to contact Hambleton in the near future for 
an update. 
 
 

9. Next Meeting 
  

Time & Date:  Monday 7pm, 1st July 2019  Location:  Chapel Schoolroom 


