Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting #33
5th August 2019, Chapel Schoolroom, Hutton Rudby
1. Attendance & Apologies
In Attendance: Allan Mortimer (Chair), Richenda Broad, Adrian Davey, Mike Fenwick, Jeff
Hulse, Niall Innes, Stuart McArthur, Liam Percy, Richard Readman, Derek
Simpson (Secretary), Katie Atkinson (KVA)
Amanda Madden (Hambleton's Rural Housing Enabler)
Eleven members of the public.
Apologies: Alan Bates (travel difficulties), Emma Foden (holiday), Sue Finnigan (holiday),
Bridget Fortune (conflict with HDC duties), Tom Pickering (work commitments)
2. Procedural Issues

a. Approval of Minutes of 1st July 2019

The July minutes were accepted.

3. Costs / Budget / Grants

Estimated total expenditure to date is £12,089.85.

4. Rural Housing Enabler / Housing Issues
The Chair welcomed Amanda Madden (Hambleton's Rural Housing Enabler) to the meeting.
It was agreed at the last SG meeting to ask Amanda to review her earlier advice on responding to
the Parish's housing needs survey of November 2018 in the light of the emerging Local Plan
policies. Amanda subsequently sent an email about rural exception sites which all SG members

have seen.

Amanda was invited to attend tonight's meeting
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i) so that the SG might gain a better understanding of her thinking on addressing the
identified Parish level housing need,

ii) for the SG to update Amanda on their plans for affordable housing, and

iii) to ensure co-ordination of action between the NP and the emerging Local Plan.

The Chair reported that in the emerging Local Plan, there is no requirement for housing
development land to be allocated in neighbourhood plans to meet identified district level
requirements. Hambleton do “expect communities preparing neighbourhood plans to identify
local development requirements, and to address them in their plans where possible, reflecting
the overall strategy set out in the Local Plan for the pattern and scale of development and any
allocations.”

Amanda noted that of the 46 respondents in the November housing survey™, 14 wanted
affordable and 32 open market. Hambleton's target was to provide 75% of the affordable needs.
Based on the housing survey, Amanda's recommendation was for a 20 to 25 mixed housing
allocation primarily 2 and 3 bedroom properties.

Postscript
*1 A copy of the report can be found at http://plan.rudbyparishcouncil.org.uk/wp/wp-
content/uploads/2019/02/Hutton-Rudby-2018-HNS-Report.pdf

Amanda was considering looking for a site for a second phase Rural Exception Site to meet the
identified need and asked how far the NP had gone into looking at this need. Paddocks End being
the first site.

Amanda was informed that the existing allocated site was scheduled to provide eight™ affordable
homes. The NP is recommending a site of 25 dwellings of which eight would be affordable and
the housing mix similar to that recommended by Amanda. This would more than cover the 14
affordable properties Amanda believed were required. Amanda advised that she had recently
checked that those identified as in need of affordable homes by the survey were still in need.

Postscript

*2 At the meeting eight homes (in line with emerging Local Plan affordable homes policies) were
stated, but the Officer's report and approved plans show 10 affordable dwelling for these sites
(in line with current local plan affordable homes policies).

Amanda stated that she had been approached by a developer/landowner offering a Rural
Exception site. While not against Rural Exception sites in principle, the Chair reminded the
meeting that the public consultation preferred a mix site.

It was noted that Hannah Langler and James Campbell had details concerning the NP site
selection process. In order for Amanda and the SG to better understand each other's position, it
was proposed that Amanda should meet with a small group from the SG. The Chair noted that a
meeting was due to take place between James Campbell (Head of HDC planning policy) and
members of the SG and RPC. It might be possible to combine a meeting with Amanda with this
meeting. The Chair to organise a meeting.

A member of the public said there had been some criticism of the original survey and wondered
whether a new survey needed to be undertaken and a question about self builds should be
included. Amanda stated that there had been a question on self build in the survey and the
survey was still valid.
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A member of the public believed the emerging Local Plan stated the land behind Paddocks End
was not needed. The Chair said this was not the case. The emerging Local Plan does not make a
housing land allocation in the Parish but the emerging Local Plan requires the NP to address local
housing needs; i.e. that identified in the November 2018 housing needs survey.

The consultant employed by the proposers of Embleton Farm asked if the SG was going to
reassess not just the Embleton Farm proposal but all proposals as the initial assessment was
undertaken before the Spar had moved to its new location. The Chair stated that all the
assessments were prepared based on the current location of the Spar and that the site selection
meeting took place after the Spar had moved there "3so there was no need to reassess all sites.
A member of the public asked for this difference of understanding to be noted in the minutes.
The reassessment of the Embleton Farm proposal will be based on the existing published criteria.

Postscript

*3 The Northern Echo reported the opening of the Spar (along with a photograph) on 11
September 2017.
(https://www.thenorthernecho.co.uk/news/local/northyorkshire/15528660.new
-food-store-opens-near-stokesley/)

The public site assessment meeting for all sites took place on 25 October 2017

5. Local Plan Status

The publication plan was approved for consultation by HDC cabinet on 2 July and the decision to
go to consultation was endorsed by the full council on 16 July. The key dates are

Consultation period 30 July to 17 September 2019
Submission to Secretary of State November 2019

Examination: November 2019 to Oct 2020
Adoption: Dec ember 2020.

The Local Plan makes no housing land allocation for the Parish and does not set an explicit
housing target but sets some policy requirements which the NP needs to comply with.

The Local Plan proposes to designate Local Green Space in the Parish. The SG consultation work
provides evidence of community support for Green Space designation. There are, however, some
differences with the NP proposals so some alignment is needed. This may be best achieved
through an SG consultation response to HDC via the RPC. The differences include

i) The SG recommending some additional sites which HDC have not considered

ii) There are a few sites which the SG and HDC both recommend but with slightly different
boundaries

iii) There are a few sites which the SG and HDC both recommend but with significantly different
boundaries

iv) There is one site which HDC recommends but the SG does not.
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James Campbell (Head of HDC planning policy) had agreed in principle to a meeting to discuss co-
ordination to be held after his return from holiday (on 26th July), but a date has yet to be
confirmed.

6. Sites
a) Non-Preferred Sites

i) The Belbrough working group has completed their reassessment of the site following the
submission of an email from Mark Jones highlighting a number of issues which Mark Jones
asked to be considered/reconsidered. The working group's analysis and recommendations
had been circulated to all SG members.

DS explained that the working group had split Mark Jones's email into 15 separate
comments. The 15 comments primarily concerned site design issues (7) and site
assessment issues (6). One comment related to the interpretation of the consultation
feedback and one related to other sites.

Site design issues are considered once a site has been selected as a preferred site.

Of the six site assessment issues, four had already been allocated a Green assessment.
One (criteria 10) had been allocated Red based on distance from the services and one had
been allocated Yellow (criteria 11). This criteria had been reconsidered in the previous
round of comments.

DS noted that the physical separation criteria the SG had used for its criteria were the same
as Hambleton had used in rejecting two recent applications for small scale developments in
the village.

It was noted that reassessment of sites do, on occasions, change the scoring of a site. This
site did have two criteria changed at the previous reassessment.

The working group recommendation was that the site assessment would remain
unchanged. This was agreed unanimously. The working group's reassessment will be
published on the NP website.

ii) Due to holidays and other commitments, the Embleton working group has not met since
the last SG meeting. It is anticipated that the group will meet on 22 August.

b) Preferred Sites
The working group (has held a meeting and prepared a first draft which was circulated for
comment within the working group. An updated version has recently been circulated to the

whole SG for comment. This is a work in progress and will not be published until the full SG
has had an opportunity to review.
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7. Plan Drafting Group.

KA had prepared a 'skeleton draft' some time ago which had been circulated within the SG but
not published.

The Chair believes the SG has more than enough evidence to support policy justifications, but the
SG needs to sift through the evidence and make sure the draft covers the relevant issues and
check that there are no gaps in the evidence.

At the last SG meeting, it was agreed a team (AM, DS, LP, SF, AB, RB) would start drafting the
plan. The Chair has held a discussion with KA on timing and logistics. The Chair's suggestion is
that KA, DS and AM act as the main authors so there are not too many different writing styles
within the documents. The proposed provisional allocation of tasks would be as follows:

Neighbourhood Plan

o KA Policy drafting
e DS Environment supporting narrative/justification
e AM Other policies supporting narrative/justification

e LP,SF, AB,RB Support main authors during drafting process

e Al SG Members Review, comment and approval of draft to go to RPC
e KA Technical review/quality assurance of document

e RPC Review, comment and approval of draft to go to HDC
Consultation Statement

e AM/DS Lead authors

e |P,SF, AB, RB Review & comment

o All SG Members Review, comment and approval of draft to go to RPC
o KA Technical review/quality assurance of document

e RPC Review, comment and approval of draft to go to HDC

Subject to the SG approving this strategy in principle, the Chair has made provisional
arrangement for a co-ordination / planning discussion with KA/DS/AM for Tuesday 6 August.

The aim would be to have the NP ready for consultation around November/December.

The SG unanimously agreed with the proposal.

8. Issues to refer to Rudby Parish Council

A proposal that the SG, via RPC, makes a consultation response to HDC on the Green Space
component of the Local Plan.

RPC be updated on the Neighbourhood Plan drafting and approval process.

9. AOB

There was no other business.
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10. Date of next meeting:

Time & Date: Monday 7pm, 2nd September 2019 Location: Chapel Schoolroom
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