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1.INTRODUCTION
1.1 This report consists of the methods used to gather information to developRihiorth with
Knapton Neighbourhood Plan and shows how the consultations informed the policy development,
housing allocations and the Plan to final submission
- The questionnaire circulated to all households in the Parish which identified key issues for
residents and carassed their opinions on future potential developments. These findings
informed the development of policies.
- A consultation on the draft Housing Allocations conducted in August.2016
- A draft environmentalassessment scopindgocument forwarded tothe City d York Council
(CYC)vho advise that a fulbtrategic Environmental AssessméBEAjvasrequired
- A SEAcommenced April 2017A Scopindocument produced for consultationith statutory
bodiesin May 2017 with the SEA completed by end June 2017
- APreSwbmissionConsultation which took place betweeft Julyg 18" August 2017.

2.BACKGROUND

2.1 The Rufforth with KnaptomNeighbourhoodPlan process commenced in October 2014 when a
public meeting was held in theommunityHall Rufforth, to discuss the City of York Draft Local Plan
2014. In particularconcernsover the proposed expansion of Harewoddhin andaTNJ @St f SNE Q &
were expressed. In discussiahe idea of producing a neighbourhood Plan was suggested. During
December 2014 ahearlyJanuary 2015a group of interested residents held discussions with the
Parish Council with regard to producing a Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish. A further reQidents
meeting washeld in January 2015. Neighbourhood Plans were explained and istnessed that the

Pan must represent the views of the whole community and must promote sarhange.
Unanimoussupport was given and the Parish Council agreed to proceed. A Neighbourhood Planning
group was convened to manage the processMay 2015the Parish council applied the City of

York Council for designated area status. This was followed by the statutory consultation pkicess
objections being raisediesignationwasconfirmed in July 2015

3. CONSULTATION
3.1 Throughout the Plan process continuous consultation and updating of residents has taken place
by a variety omethods:

- A monthly report has been given verbally and in written form to the Parish Counit8 at
regular meetings. The contents of these remottave been recorded in thearish Council
minutes which are available on the Parish Council website and displayed on notice boards in
both Rufforth and Knapton.

- Regular email updates of progress on the Plbng with requests for any comments or
views have been circulated to all those residents who have provided theaileaddresses for
the purpose.

- At all times when feedback has been requestind following statement has been madBy
responding to this consultation you will automatically receiveolimfation about future
consultations carried out in relation to the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. The
information you provide will be recorded by thRufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood
Planning Group and shared withe City of York Council anglill only be used in relation to
the preparation of the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. If you do not want to
receive details of future work that we d@lease let us know usinthe contact details
LINE A RSRQ®

- Meetings have been publicised byneil, by flyers delivered to households throughout the
Parish,and by notices displayed on notice boards and in the Shop and OutReatlDffice in
Rufforth



Questionnaire

3.2InJune2015,a Questionnaire was circulated to all 427 households inBagish and achieved a
73% response rate. Letters sent to landowners and bgsie® in Parisfappendix IIbf The Rufforth
with Knapton Neighbourhood PléBubmission Versienhe Plan A copy of the Qestionnare can be
found at Appendix IV ahe Plan.

3.3 By September2015 results of theQuestionnaire wereanalysed and aeport of the findings
circulated to all households, a copywlhich canbe found at Appendi¥ of The Plan The aims and
vision of the Rufforth with Knaptolan weregenerated to adress the key issues raised by
residents in their response to theu@stionnaire, with sustainable developmentitsheart.

Resident§Meeting

3.4 In November 2015, a resident®meeting washeld to discuss proposed policies relatéal the
operation of Harewood Whin Waste Management Ste (subsequently embodied ithe Plan).
Overwhelming majority (by show of hands) in support.

3.5In February2016,a follow up letter sent tdandowners requesting additional potential sites for
housing allocations. Nongere forthcoming at this stage.

Housing Allocation Consultation

3.6 During AugusR016three potential sites for housing allocations were identified and residents
were consulted on their views. Emails were sent out to our circulation list with a litiletbousing
allocations on the plan website and requesting feedback. A -thromeeting was held in the
Institute, Ruforth. This was publicised bymail, notices on Parish notice boards and leaflets
delivered to all households in the Parish. Details ofgiheposed housing allocations were displayed
along with other key aspects of the work on the Plan to date. Response forms were issued.

3.743 residents attended the meeting. 36 responses were received, 34 of which were supportive. 2
objections were madea site RK H1 (behind Rufforth School) on the grounds of increased traffic and
no need for additional housing in the village. Other comments expressed were

- Concerns over ability of drainage and sewerage systems to cope with additional development

- Need tokeep lower priced properties for local people

- Detail of proposed village envelope boundaries (subsequerdghyrawn in response to

comments.
- Support for proposed new rear entrance to school

3.8 Following this consultatigntwo further potential sites were submitted by the landowner and
were included in the site assessment process

4.JULY2017 PRESUBMISSIOBONSULTATION
4.1 A draft scoping report for a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) was prepared and

presented b the City of York Councivho subsequently advised that a full SEA would be required as
there is currently no adopted Local Plan in place. At the same timeCity of York Counatlvised
that a Habitat RegulationselRort was also required.

4.2 AECOM were commissioned to prepare the SEA. A Sé&piog was presented tehe City of

York Council, Historic England, Natural England and the Environment Agency for the statutory five
week consultation{4" April to 19" May 2017. All comments &re incorporated into the SEA which
was submitted to presubmission consultatigralong with the Plan from'7July to 18 August 2017.



4.3 The Neighbourhood Planni@@goup prepared theHabitat Regulations Report usiggidelines
from the City of York Caweil and this was submitted as part of the psabmission documentation.

4.4 Presubmissionconsultation onthe Plan took placdrom 7" July to 18 August 2017. The
following documents were presented

The Rufforth withKnapton NeighbourhooBlanConsultationDocument
APPENDIX | Parish Boundarilap

APPENDIX Il Parish History

APPENDIXI EngagemenProcess

APPENDIX IV Questionnaire 2015

APPENDIX V Analysis of Questionnaire

APPENDIX VI 2011 Censusdda

APPENDIX VIIDevelopment in the Green Belt

APPENDIX VIIGreen Infrastructure

APPENDIX IX DrainageMap

APPENDIX X Housing Site Selection Criteria

APPENDIXI Commercial Site Criteria

APPENDIX XII¢ NI} @St t SNRAQ &aAds$s
Strategic Environm#al Assessment (SEA)

SEANon-technicalummary
HabitatRegulation Screening Report

45 All documents were made available on the Plan websitéforth-knaptonplan.co.uk anall
residents on our email circulation ligtere contactedto inform them of the consultation and the
availability of the above documents. The Plan Consultation Document was printed in booklet form
and delivered to all 427 households in tRarish.The booklet contained a letter from the chairman

of the Neighbourbod Planning Group explaining the process and a detachable resgonse
(AppendixA). Hard copies of the Plan plus the supporting documents detailed above were made
available at a number of locations in the PargshheOutreachPost Office, Shop and ¥ije Instute

in Rufforth and the Reddn in Knapton

4.6 A \drop-in(meeting was held in the Village Institute Rufforth on Saturday 15July from 9:30 to
12:30 to provide residents with the opportunity to ask questions and express their vigvis.
meeting waswidely publicised throughout the Parish by means of
- A covering letter in the Plan Consultatidacument bookle{Appendix A
- 9YIFAf Y2O0AFAOFGAZ2Y (G2 (GK2&S NBaApRégxBa 2y (KS
- Notices displayed omotice mards in both Rufforth andKnapton andin the Shop and
Outreach PosOffice in Rufforth (Appendix)C
- Invitations weressued to Julian Sturdy MP and the @¥atd Gouncillors

4.7 At the meeting displaysof key sections of the Plan, includinglagke Envelopes, Housing
Allocations, and the boundaries of Harewood Whin were available for pefReaponse forms were
available(AppendixA). A totalof 52 residents attended this event.

Statutory consultative bodies and other local organisatiansl landownerswere contacted by e
mail or post(AppendixD). @piesof letters and emailsan be found irAppendixE


https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_27f96388fedc47f0a8832eeba4c498ff.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_53b005c97b5c4257b4d1e5bc95ed6ab4.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_c52af419d76a417ca3ecdef01dec9042.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_521a7745047440a9ac918f7533014cea.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_43e8173db70f47f9ab7f56f331f3dbcd.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_85d1b96c3cf543c89889fa1d685c79d9.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_d3e65df9b72f472e921a0f9e4bae7c72.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_4c267116a9b749ad893b4139dc61b387.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_c1c23552412446f8ad52ce4c1da82e1b.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_dd76823441b643c58ee2708fa63236ee.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_ec3aa5f93aa949a7a324961839941b3a.pdf
https://media.wix.com/ugd/01cc48_e26c49fb009c4f2f8e2d273b4fdfd794.pdf

4.8 The purpose of theonsultation was

- To gain the views of residents on the Plan and its overall objectives

- To specifically collectpinions on the proposed housing allocations

- To assess whether the Plan satisfactorily addressed the concerns and aspirations of residents
as identified in responsése the original @estionnaire

- To receive responses from official bodiesith particular reference to sustainability,
compliance with NPPF guidelinesdaconformity with the emerging City of York Couhoical
Plan

4.9 A total of58 responses wereeceived from residents of which the vasijority @46) expressed
support for the Plan. Imddtion, 13 responses were received from official bodies and other
organisationsFull copie®f responses can biundin Appendix F

4.10Following the consultatiorall responses were analysed in d&tand revisions made tdé Plan
as appropriate. The following table details both alterations made and responses which were debated
with no change ensuing



Table 1:Summary of key issues is&d atpre-submission consultatior7™ July to 18" August 2017.

PARAGRAPH
NUMBER:

ORIGINAL  ANI
(NEW POSITION

RESPONDHN

SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES

ALTERATIONS / ACTIONSBginalRufforth with Knapton Neighbourhoo
Plan text (plain text). Alterations @dditional text (bold text).Additional
information initalics

Throughout References throughout the document to previous versions of @igy of YorkLocalPan or Call for Stes or PreferredStes
Consultation. New Locallan produced, therefore textleered to reference this.
TheCity of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) inserted wherever previous versions of the document are referr,
Throughout Any grammar and spelling changes rectified.
2.1 N/A CYC Local Plan timetable alter .... produced.The current version of the Local Plan is timetabled f
from initial draft Publication consultation in Februarivarch 2018 and submission fq
examination in May 2018! t NBEFSNNB RX ¢
35 N/A CYC progress oflLocal Plaf ®X T2 NJ | Yy dzY@do®&dr,2v6rk onBhe arapgsidblLocal Ple
Publication Draf{February 2018) | (Publication Draft 2018}s now at an advanced stag&he City of York Dra
| 2y GNRBE Xo
3.6 ®X SPARSYOS Ay T RosdvRlaynad islirkgBneral ¥obfbimit
N/A CYC progress of Local P| withthe City of York local Plan Publication Drgfebruary 2018
3.8 Publication Draf(February 2018) | X &aSid G KS DNXB $hé InterinDraft GrerdBéIRAs tlineéd ir
the Plan is igeneralconformity with the Green Belt boundaries as set o
in the City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018).
4.4 N/A Progress of the process since T X ® FdzNI KSNJ 02 YfdyefiDetailss & Ni®posEdy HoEsing
Plan was produced Ffft20FrGA2ya 6SNBE OANDAA-RGTERYSG G
order to hear the views of residentsThe @QzSa G A 2 Yy I A NB X
4.4 N/A Insertion of new paragraph t( 4.5 A presubmission consultation was conducted durind” duly to 18
(4.5) update progress since The Plan w August 2017. A copy of therBft Plan was delivered to every household
produced. 0KS t I NRA&AKAY§YRYS$S  WRNBUK SdpiBs oktle Pha
were also made available to official bodies, landowners and developg
55 responses were received from residents, largely supportive of the P
Revisions to the Plan were made following this consultation and 4§
incorporated inthe Plan as submitted.
5.2 Resident Provided additionatletail of Acomb| X ® f 20l yIF YSa 2F [ 26 7FASwa founged in




Grange.

0KS MmMHNQ&a o0& GKS al adiddbecame pariiof
Rufforth Parish prior to 1520.t is connected with major events ir
9y 3IflyRQa KA&aG2NER Soe3ad GKS tAf 3
battle of Marston Moor in the English Civil War and with George Huds
0KS awlkAfglre YAy3Iéd | dzRazy o dza tki
to Leeds, near to Acomb Grange, but the railway line never materialisg
Currently there are 3 other properties around the Grange, converted fr(
its original farm buildings. Acomb Grange is a 5 van Camping
Caravanning Club certified site.

5.5 Resient Advice reterminology Rufforth village is #inear settlement. a4 SYYAYy 3 X o
8.1.1 X® 3JdzA RSR 0 @SpatiakSrategyS(ESS? fgrl- Yiorkshire and
CcYcC Advice redefinitions | dzY 6 SNX ®

8.1.2 Policy YH9 of th¥orkshirel Y R | dzY o SNJ X @

8.1.3 Not within remit of Neighbourhooq ® X L y (i S NJ é6nfoin® dayfHe IGN@En Belt boundary as defined
plan to define Green Belt.réen| i KS / AG& 27F | 2NJ] Qa [ 2 Quadfy 2018jak if isat
belt will be determined once thf ONXzOA I f X &

8.1.7 CYCKCS CcyC Local Plan adopted.| Paragraph removed

developments; | Modifications to the green bel
Gladman policy to be guided by examine
Developments. | report for Poppleton Plan.
Plan revised to show conformity {
general extent of the Green Belt :
defined in the Publication draf
(February2018 of the York Loca
Plan
KCS Guidance regarding théraft
Green Belt ¢ it needs to make
reference to theGreen Belt once
the Local Plan is adopted

8.1.9 CYcC Advice redefinitions Currently the general extent of the Draft Green Belthe City of York Loca

(8.1.8) Plan Publication Draft February 2018gircles York at a radius

approximately six miles.

8.1.11 OX Fff  gAl Ke OWNBSrgrk Lo&lf Rlan Bublication Dral

8



(8.1.10) N/A Updated to reflect most recen February 2018around them.
8.1.13(8.1.12) version TheCity of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2@&5 S y
8.1.15 X® {SGdAy3a ¢SOKYyAOIFft t | CISNDYbHIRE
(8.1.14) Plan Publication Draft (February 2018preen Belt aroundit serves
purposes 1 and 3.
8.1.16 Resident Advice redefinitions Rufforth is dinear settlementl £ 2y 3 GKS . MHHNn X®
(8.1.15) .... and20 miles from Leeds.
8.1.19 X® ¢SaidSNYy | LaityNtRe OdyKoS Bork lickal Ria Sublicati(
(8.1.18) N/A Updated to reflect most recen Draft (February 2018) Green BéltN2 dzy R G KS t | NR & K
8.1.21 version The City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2@i8its the
(8.1.20) LINBGA2dzat e LINRPLRASR Xo
8.1.23 Natural The importance of soils in [X® | yR o ¢ 32 2 Both Vikagesy &R Silduniledl tbyb arabl
(8.1.22) England sustainable economy and of fod F I N¥ Ay 3> @GAGlIf Ay O2yGNRARodziAy3d
resident NFU | security Natural England- must | As well as cereals, potatoes and sugar beet are harvested across
protect the best and most versatilt | NA AaK®d ¢KSNBEF2NBZ GKS | NBIF Qa -3
agricultural land. Information on| functional resource which underpins &ll-being and prosperity. Soil can b
soil types and agricultural land cq a store for carbon and water, a reservoir of baiversity and a buffer
be found at magic.gov.uk NFU| against pollution. The NPPF particularly para€9 and 112, reflects the
supportive of preservation of hig| importance of the conservation and sustainable management of sg
grade land. Agricultural land in the Parish is generally grade 3 or higher and as g
should be protected from development in the interests of the local ruf
economy and indeed the wider national economy (NPPF Para 17) F
security is likely to become a particularly iportant issue as a result o
Brexit.
8.1.24 CYC To include paragraphs on villa¢ 8.1.24 removed and replaced wibhiginal paragraphs 8.12.7, 8.12.8, 8.12
(8.1.23) envelopes in the GreeBelt section| andoriginalfigure h) & i). Renumberexs 8.1.23, and figures b) & ¢).
of the Plan.
Policy RwK 01¢ | Natural The importance of soils it New paragraph added to the end of the policy
Draft Green Belt | England Barton | sustainable systemsMust protect| The Plan would only support the consideration of land use change if
Wilmore; the best and most versatili permanency of the impact on soils has been assessed, with spg
Gladman agricultural land. attention paid to the ecesystem it supports and especially its role

Developments
KCS

Barton Wilmore and Gladma

Developments¢ Draft Green Belt

agriculture and food production.




developments

outside the remit of neighbourhoo
planning. Green Relt will be
determined once the CYC Local P
adopted.

KCS - Feels comments to(
NEadNROGADS N
developmen outside the village
enveld_JS Q

8.2.6

Gladman

Ensure that Local Green Spac

It was felt that 8.2.larifiedthis sufficiently therefore no alteration.

Developments; | meet requirements of thg As the allotments in Rufforth are privately owned and the landov
NFUY landowner | framework. strongly objects to this designation it was decided to drop this requirer
NFU Clarification of selection in the interests of maintaining the status quo. However, the allotmentg
LIN2E OS&da 27F Wt anQ still a designated Green Spacetie PublicatiorDraft (February2018) of the
relation to land owned by ¢ York Local PlaGYC are attempting to resolve the issue with the landow
member of NFU.
Landowner djection to green
space designation for allotments
Succeedin®.3.3 Natural Additional paragraph adde( Additional paragraph
(8.3.4) Englangd NFU following comments on sustainabl{ 8.3.4 The majority of the land in the Parish is productive agricultural la
environments NFU suppontie of | Current national farming policies encourage biodiversity and these sho
preservation of high grade land. | be supported to provide a managethndscape which is both productiv
and environmentally sustainable.
8.4.6 Resident Cycle path extension to Rufforf Landowner wasot prepared to provide sufficient width of land to facilital
(8.5.6) Cycling UK should have also been an extensi this.
of the bridleway.
Need to consider cyclist crossing| Not considered practical.
B1224
Policy RwK 04 CYCNYCC; T2 | @2AR ¢ 2 NRAY 3 Firstsentence replaced. Reimbered due to previous changes.

(Policy RwK 05)

Barton Wilmore

/| 2dzy OAt gAftf 21
Incorrect numbering of the cycl
paths.

Policy No. RwK5 ¢ Footpaths and Cycle Way<pportunities to secure
improvements in the network of footpaths and cyclewayshould be
encouraged including through developer contributioisd
X @ tRath&and cycle ways as outlined in figufegand h

8.5.3

Residents

Propose of bypass or strongly

Decisions on bypasses are the responsibility of the Departmé&néaa$port

10



(8.6.3)

Sy ¥2NOSR dodr Rufidrth

Concern re: possibility of poulty
farm ¢ country roads would struggl

Rufforth would be way down the list of priorities, thus making
proposition unviable. tBer traffic calming measures suggested in 8.6.7.
refusg

Application withdrawn (15/02031/FULM)recommended for

G2 02LJS 6AGK | D{16/03/16.Covered by Policy RwKd86mall Scale Commercial Enterprises
8.5.4 CYC, residents | Rewording based oncomments | ®X (G KS ¥F2 2 {LJ { KhaZzadousa& pedestrifns MadBnpac
(8.6.4.) on the ability of localwildren to walk to school.
8.5.6 Cycling UK Supportive of extension of off roa N/A
(8.6.6) cycle route.
8.5.7 Residents Detailed response regardin Decision made to be less prescripti@hange of first sentence, addition
(8.6.7.) Cycling UK experience of traffic calmin( final bullet point.
measures. Mixed support regardir| The followingmeasureswill be consideredy X @
removal ofchicanes. - Monitor and review future developments in traffic managemer
Need to considecyclistsin removal| systems.
of traffic calming measures.
Suggestion to close A1237 juncti{ Traffic management will be monitored within these measures
from Knapton.
Policy RwK 05 CcYc T2 | @2AR ¢ 2 NRA Y 3| Firstsentence replaced. Reimbered due to previous changes.
(Policy RwK 06) | 2dzy OAt ¢ At f & 2| Policy No. RwB6 ¢ Traffic Management Traffic management measures t
improve vehicular and pedestrian safety and movemergspecially in
Rufforth, should be implemented.
8.6.2 Residents Support  regarding issues ( N/A
(8.7.2) speeding and safety
Succeedin@.6.4 N/A Following the Prgublication Draft| 8.75 It is the stated aim of both central government arttle City of York
(8.7.5) of the CYC Local Plaffrebruary| council to reduce the reliance on the motor car as a mode of transport
2018)link policy to objectives as s{ a rural Parish such as Rufforth with Knapton with very limited services g
out in the Local plan. Insertion ¢ amenities, this ambition can onlybe realistically achieved by the provisio
new paragraphand renumbered| of reliable and frequent public transport. The increase in populati
due to previous changes. anticipated in this Plan only serves to emphasise this requirement.
Policy RwK 06 CYcC Feedback regarding policy wording Policy rewritten and renumbered due to previous changes.

(Policy RwK 07)

Policy No. RwK)7 - Public Transport The Plan supports measures 1
reduce reliance on the motor car as a means of transport. This require
improved availabiity and frequency of public transport and in particulg

11



bus services. Thiwill require cooperation with the @y of York Council,
North Yorkshire County Council and other stakeholders.

8.7.1
(8.8.1)

Resident

Parking on Yew Tree Close at sch
timesseverely restrictive to access

The provision of a rear pedestrian entrance to the school and the fact
roads in the proposed new devpioent area will provide additional parkin
facility at school times should alleviate existing parking problems ih
Middlewood and Yew Tree Clo80% of pupils at the school are curren
from outside the Parish. The proposed housing allocation should ing
the % of pupils from the Parish attending and the new housing will |
easy walking distance of the schoo

Policy RwK 08
(Policy RwK 09)

Residents; NFU

Concerns re: drainage issuesliéy
focussed too much on possib
solutions rather than achievin
objectives. Detailed information
described by NFU.

Policy rewritten to conform morg
closely to the Pré’ublication Draft
(February 2018)f the CYC Loc:
Plan which it was felt defined th
objectives more clearly.

Policy rewritten and Renumbered due to previous changes.

Policy No. RwK9 - Drainage- All parts of the drainage system which

currently stretched will require regular maintenance and repairs. This V
be achieved with the cooperation ahe City of YorkGouncil and Yorkshireg
Water.

All new development should be designed to maximise retem of surface
water on the developmg & &AAGS |y R 2. €¥fedike
measures must be taken to ensure that such developments do not e
additional pressure on surface water and sewerage systems that

already at capacity. The most apppdate technical solution for each
development must be implemented and is likely to incorpora
Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) with attenuation and storage.

attenuation and storage measures must accommodate at least a 1 in
year storm. Any degjn should also ensure that storm wateresulting

from a 1 in100 year event plus the additional flows from the latest
climate change advice, to account for climate change and surcharging
drainage system, can be stored on the site without risk to péepor

property and without overflowing into a watercourse or adjacent areas.

Sustainable Drainage System (SuDS) methods of source control and v
quality improvement should be utilised for all new development, t
minimise the risk of pollution and to atnuate flood volumes. Suc
facilities should be provided on site, or where this is not possible, close
the site.

Existing land drainage systems should not suffer any detriment as a re

12



of development.
Where required, flood attenuation features shoule used positively to
enhance biodiversity and the public domain.

Landscaping should be designed to reduce surface water flooding an
enhance local biodiversity. Areas of hardstanding such as driveways
parking areas should be minimised and poroustarials used.

8.9.3(8.10.3) Resident Advice redefinitions Rufforth, alinear settlementr 8 i NA RS (GKS . MHHRNX®
8.9.6 CYC,; Historic | Consider specific heritage policy. | This section has been removadd anew section added following RwK
(8.3.1; 8.3.2; 8.3.3| England; NYCCc¢ include site of Battle of| and renumbered accordingly as 8.3

Policy RwK 03) NYCC Marston Moor. 8.3HISTORICHARACTER

8.3.1 Fundamental to any future development will be the recognition an
preservation of the historic character ahfeatures of the villages.

8.3.2 The Parish of Rufforth with Knapton contains 5 listed buildingst.
t SGSNRA CIFN¥YK2dzaAS FyR GKS H [TrRe
CFNXYK2dzaS I y Rurch intRufférth. Alry Bufaixh, thevillage
pump and tough and pinfold are also listed. Thpond and Sand Dyke
Nature Reserve, given to the Parish Council in thé' t@ntury, are Sites o
Local Interest. Of great significance to the historic character of the Pa
are the red phone box, village gardeand the pinfold in Knapton

8.3.3 The pattern of strip field farming is still evident around Rufforth a
residents enjoy views through open countryside due north to the Wh
Horse at Kilburn, eastwards to the Minster tower and across to Menw
Hill by Harrogate. The registered Battlefield of Marston Moor lig
approximately 4kms to the west of the Parish. No development in tHan
area would be supported if it was likely to have an adverse impact on
setting of the Battlefield.

Policy No. RwK 08 Heritage-
- An ongoing programme of care to maintain and enhance t
phone box, pump and pinfolds will be implemented.

13



Any development proposals that would damage, have significant adve
effects on any listed building, named significant Parish featu@dNJ {
would not be supported.

8.9.7
8.9.8;
8.9.11;
8.9.12;
8.9.13

Policy RwK 09
(Policy RwK 10)

CyC

Satements in this section woull

Paragraphs deleted and+aimberedor remaining texaccordingly.

not be enforcable unless includet
in Policy. Text thereforg
repositioned in policy box.

Policy rewritten to ensure all vital issues are included anturebered dug
to previous changes.

Policy No. RwKO - Design Development proposals must demonstrate hi
quality design, form and layout that respects the distinctive character of
Parish having regard to scale, density, massing height landscape, ma
and access as appropriafg¢leritage Policy RK 03)

- New development should make a positive contribution to th
street scene and add value to the distinctive character of t
immediate vicinity.

- Any future residential and commercial developments must reta
the rural character of the villages and shta be small in scale an
complement existing density.

Proposals should have regard to the design principles set out in the Ru
Village Design Statement and Knapton Village Design Statement, and:

- Should follow traditional design and the preferredilding material
should be a good quality, chosen to blend with the character of
neighbouring buildings.

- Extensions must be in keeping with the original building
building materials should complement the age of the building.

- The height of new devepment (including extensions) should
restricted to two storeys. This still permits loft extensions, provig
they do not increase the height of the existing property.

- The existing roofline should be respected.
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- Sources of alternative energy, such asasgbanels, should b
sympathetically installed so as not to damage the architect
integrity of the locality.

- Gardens and open spaces between buildings contribute to the
charm of the villages and should be retained.

- Adequate offstreet parking should be included in all new
development and extensions should not be to the detriment
existing arrangements.

- New developments should install services such as electricity &
telephone cabling underground. Satellite dishes should be loca
discreetly to avoid front elevations. They should also mainta
informal building lines, front gardens and wide verges.

- Full consideration to be given to surface water drainage to av(
adverse impacts on an already stretched system (see RwK 09).

Policy RwK 10
(Pdicy RwK 11)

Resident

Omission of Post office.

- The Outreach Post Office

Policy RwK 11¢
Housing Mix

Indigo Planning;
Barton

Difficult for small schemes t
provide housing mix, and may K

Over 40% of householdsthe Paristhave 4 or more bedrooms compared
20% in York as a whole. Residents strongly feel that in orde

(Policy RwK 12) | Wilmore; KCS | too prescriptive. Suggesit only | ensuresustainability of much valued services a community consisfiry
developments; | applies to developments over | mix of all ages is requiredhis creates a need to encourage more fias
Residens dwellings.Priority for smaller family| with young children to the Parish and thus the need for smaller f3
homes and older people downsizil properties. It was decided to leave the proposals on housing mix uncha
may be contrary with the
assesment of identified local neeo
propose that this be removed.
8.12.3 N/A Clarification on review Furthermore, the designation ddll of the undeveloped landwithin the
(8.13.3) Parish as GreeBeltl Ot a X &
Allocated site Rk Residents Objections to RK H1 on grounds| There are provisions within the conditions set out for this development i

H1

traffic problems and congestion an
pressure on drainage/sewerag
systems. School is full so unable

accommodate pupils fron|

Plan to ensure that it does hadversely impact existing drainage a
sewerage systemdluch of the traffic congestion currently experienced
Middlewood Close is due tohsml traffic. The provision of a rear pedestri
entrance to the school and the fact that roads in the proposed
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additional housing. 5

develpment area will provide additional parking facility at school tin
should alleviate existing parking problems in botlddiflewood andrew Tree
Close50% of pupils at the school are currently from outside the Parish
proposed housing allocation should increase the % of pupils from the |
attending and the new housing will be in easy walking distance of
school The allocatiorremains supported.

8.12.16 cYc Policy as written was to{®X | NP2 dzy R | | a4 ilRaed®mniodate Wrbperties to consis
(8.13.13) prescriptive with regard to type g broadly of 3 terraced cottages, 2 threleedroom detached houses and
dwellings bungalows with adequate offoad parking/garaging for the cottages an
visitors.
Allocated Site RI CYC; Barton Policy was too prescriptive. Second part of the policy-eritten to include following points only.
H2 Wilmore Barton Wilmore supportive of sitg X (G KS aAGS 062dzyRFNBE>X adzoa2aSO0 (2

Details provided of drainage
assessment; noise assessment
highwaysassessment.

- Adequate offroad parking or garaging to be provided thus obviatir
the need for residents parking on the roads

- Suitable measures to be taken to ensure that the development ad
no further pressure to the sewerage and drainage system.

Allocated site RH
H3

Residents in
Knapton; Indigo
Planning

Repeated comments receivddom
6 residentsopposing allocated site
Reasons: Knaph has already had
lot of development over past 1|
years; GreenBelt land which is
outside the village boundary and
valuable countryside; Add
congestion in the village; Add littl
to the required housing stock
Indigo Planning
- support housing atication RK H3

Without the site, it may risk
challenge that it is not planne|
positively.

It was decided to leave the site in the document. Lengthy discussions
taken place, but balancing the identified housing need against the ig
raised it wasfelt that 4 or 5 houses in the village over the Plan
acceptable. The land does not appear to meet criteria for Green Belt
enclosed by development on 3 sides (see para 2.5 in The Plan).

Succeeding 8.12.1
(8.14.1; 8.14.2;

8.14.3; Policy RwK

CYC document;
NFU

The Publication Draft of theit¢ of
York Goucil Local Plan(February

2018) defines reuse of buildings

Addition of new policy, re-use of builings and renumbering as necessg
to ensure conformity with the Publication Dréffiebruary 2018)
8.14REUSE OF BUILDINGS
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14)

clearly.

NFU feedback tadiversify reuse
Support of conversion
agricultural buildings.

0

8.14.1 It is important that the reuse of buildings does not have an adver
STFSOG 2y GKS DNBSyYy . St ipupbses? ItIB
therefore necessary to consider the impact of the proposed-use in
comparison with the existing use of the building. The buildings to be
used must be permanent and of substantial construction, and be cap4g
of the change without majo reconstruction.

8.142 Within the Parish of Rufforth with Knapton demand potential
exists for the conversion of farm buildings to residential use, often
relatively remote locations. Proposals for residential conversion of fa
buildings must be sypathetic to the original structure and setting of thg
building, be of permanent and substantial construction and meet t
criteria defined in Policy RwK 1®roposals for residential conversion thg
would result in the building taking on a modern domesti@ppearance
which could be seen as detrimental to the visual character of the loca
will not be supported.

8.143 In accordance with Policy RwK 03 any proposals for conversion
would damage or have significant adverse effects on any listed bugddim
a building of historic interest will not be supported.

Policy No RwK 14Reuse of buildings
Outside defined settlement limits planning permission for the -tese of
buildings within the Green Belt will be supported provided:
- The reuse does not hve a materially greater impact than th¢
present use on thepenness of the Green Belt
- The buildings are of permanent and substantial construction a
are capable of conversion without majoror complete
reconstruction
- The proposed reuse will generallytake place within the fabric of
the existing building and will not require extensive alteratip
rebuilding or extension
- The form, bulk and general design of the buildings are in keep
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with their surroundings and sympathetic to theharacter of the
building.

- Any residential buildings are not in close proximity to intensiy
livestock units or other uses that may result in a poor level
amenity for the occupier of the building; andhere is already 4
clearly defined curtilage

Policy RwK 13
(Policy RwKL5)

CYC document;
NFU

NFU feedback tdliversify reuse of
buildings Support of conversion o
agricultural buildings.

Policy altered to ensure conformity with the Publication D(&fbruary
2018) Alteration oforiginal policy Rwk1Z% deletion of lasparagraph.

8.14.3 NFU; To add specific details about ba| - The Plan supports appropriate farm and rural diversificatiq
(8.16.3) Resident conversions. activity. In particular, karn conversionX @®
Poor broadband preventing Not within the remit of the Neighbourhood Plan
establishment of rural businesses,
must include a demand for
broadband services throughout the
village of not less than 50 Mb to
supportlocal enterprises.
8.14.6 Paragraph rewritten.
(8.16.6) Issues regarding the size of the Site RK E1Northminster Business Parkt is noted that the City of York
proposed allocation in the Prd Local Plan Publication DrafFebruary 2018proposes a major extension g
Publication Draft of the CYC Log Northminster business park (ST19). The land is prime agricultural Ig
Plan (February 2018)land being| approximately 50% of which is ciaified as grade 1. Planning policy stat
Green Belt,the soil being Grad¢ that prime agricultural land should not be used for development as it
Upper One and transport infrastructur{ essential for crops and would be lost forever. In addition, there are ma
Poppleton issues. It was noted that th| access and traffic issues, particularly bearing in mind othegngicant
Parish Council; | allocation in the PrdPublication| proposed developments in the vicinity, affecting the A59/ A1237 junctiol
8.14.7 resident Draft was é&rger than that| First paragraph revritten
(8.16.7) previously suggested in th It is recognised that an extension to an already flourishing business f

Preferred Sites Consultation. This
not an allocation in the Ruffortl

with Knapton Neighbourhood plal

would offer significant employment pportunities for the wider area.
However, it is felt that this development is too large and does not me
our definition for small scale commercial enterprises. Had the propo
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but a comment on proposals in th
CYC Local Plan which has b
revised accordingly.

been on a significantly smaller scale (as originally presented in the 2
consultation), sibject to certain specific criteria we would not hav
objected to proposalgproviding that:

8.15 NYCC; CYC Waste management is an exclud¢ Insertion of new paragraph and appropriatemambering accordingly
(8.17.1) development for Neighbourhoo( 8.17.1 It is accepted that Waste Management is normally outside t
planning. However, acknowledgd remit of a Neighbourhood Plan. However, the Harewood Whillaste
that the policy is in line with th¢ Management site has fomany years, due to its scale, had a major impg
emergingMinerals and Waste Joirl on the environment of the Parish and the lives of residents. It
Plan. recognised that Harewood Whin has been classified as a strategic w
management site in the emerging Minerals and Waste Joint Plan (bg
produced bythe City of York Council, North Yorkshire County Council §
the North York Moors National Park Authority) and in the City of Yq
Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018). Both of these Plans note
Harewood Whin is within the GreeBelt and that any further expansion ig
therefore constrained.
8.15.1 NYCC; Omission of recent plannin¢ Addition of new text and deletion of second half of paragraph
(8.17.2; 8.17.3) CYC permission granted. Xo SEGSYRAY3I GKS GAYS LISNA2R | yH

Waste management is an excluds
development for Neighbourhoo
planning. However, acknowledge
that the policy isin line with the
emerging Minerals and Waste Joi
Plan.

8.17.3The current landfill capacity at Harewood Whin will be full l®arly
2018, but future plans for waste management in the City of York 3
North Yorkshire areas are centred on a move away from landfill g
towards incineration at Allerton Park. Planning permission was granteg
May 2016 (16/00357/FULM) for the buildin of a new waste transfe
station and new office building within the current & operating boundary
(see fig m) This will take local authority collected waste from the City

York area for onward transmission to Allerton ParRecyclingoperations
have teen transferred from Hessay to Harewood Whin. Green waste

continue to be processed on site and wood will be collected on site
onward transmission for processing. The liquid treatment plant w
remain on site but will handle additional volumes iarder to fully utilise
its capacity Energy will continue to be produced on site using the ¢
produced by the landfill operation to generate electricityinally, planning
permission has been granted (variation of condition1 of 12/01378/FUL)

19



an extenson of landfill to provide a contingency should major issues oc(
at Allerton Park. However, as this involved diversion of the Fq
watercourse details would be reviewed prior to any work bein
undertaken.

8.15.2(8.17.7)

Waste managements an excludec

OX TF2f ferdingprincip®sdhouldd S F RKSNBR X o

8.15.3 & development for Neighbourhoo( Paragraphs deleted
8.15.5 CYC; NYCC planning. However, acknowledge
8.15.4 that the policy is in line with th¢ Paragraph moved to become 8.17.6
(8.176) emerging Minerals and Waste Joi ®X f | YRFAT f A G0 A& O2yaAiRSNER prijéct:
Plan.
8.15.6 Resident All traffic should be made to tur] There are other users of Sleights Lane and it would not be possible to 1
(8.17.4 8.17.5 left out of Harewood Whin. their use othe junction for cars and other small vehicles.
CYC; NYCC Waste management is an excludg paragraph moved to become 8.17.4vith renumbering accordingly
development for Neighbourhoo{ Addition of new paragraph followirg.17.4
planning. However, acknowledge 8.17.5 An operating agreement has been signed by Yorwaste and
that the policy is in line with the parish Council setting out inlear and unambiguous terms commitrés
emerging Minerals and Waste Joi on site management issueee Appendix X)I This will be reviewed and
Plan. enforced by a formal liaison and reviewcommittee consisting of
representatives of both organisations and will be the vehicle f
consultation s any proposed changes. Any changes to either volunms
type of material will be subject to consultation with thicommittee, even
if formal planning permission is not required. Site management sho
ensure that by a combination of physical means andrmk instructions
HGVs travelling to and from the site must not do so via the village
Rufforth other than in exceptional circumstances as defined by Yorwa
and the Parish Council.
Policy RwK 15 CYC; NYCC Waste management is an exclud¢ Policy rewritten and renumbered due to previous changes.

(Policy RwK 17)

development for Neighbourhoo
planning. Policy revritten

rewritten to cover managemen
principles of site as opposed 1

planning matters

Policy No. RwK7 - Operdion of Harewood Whin Waste Management Sit
- All land surrounding the site is in the Green Belt as defined in the City
York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) and this status is vit
protecting the character and setting of the village dRufforth, and
therefore any future development must be within the current operationg
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site footprint. (see fig. n).

- The Yorwaste Liaison Committee will ensure that the Harewood W
site is operated to the standards set out in this Plan aindthe Opeating
Agreement

- Any future proposed changes to the operation of the Harewood WH
site will be reviewed by the Yorwaste Liais@@ommittee

8.16.1 N/A Updated to reflect most recen X ® Ay Of dzZRS R dn a fieNdadfaéeht toShe B 102Z BisshasSeer
(18.18.1) version of The Local Plan omitted from the City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (Fedry 2018)
as meeting the future needs of Gypsies and Travellers in York car
achieved by identifying 3 additional pitches within the three isting Local
Authority sites.
2SS AdzLIR NI GKAA RSOAAAZ2Y YR (KS
Map a) Resident Feedback to improve clarity of maj Redrawn
Map b) & ¢) Resident; Indigo| Feedback to improve clarity of ma| Redrawn and renumbered to d) & e) due to alteration of layout.
(d) & e)) Planning Green spacesg removal ofKnapton
scrub following feedback fron
Indigo Planning as outside Parish
Maps e) & f) Resident Feedback to improve clarity of maj Redrawn and renumbered to f) and g) due tteration of layout.
() & 9))
Map g) (h)) Resident Poppleton Bar P&R states propos¢ Amended re-numbered to h) due to alteration of layout.
Map h) & i) CyC To include paragraphs on villa¢ Maps moved to 8.1.25 #abelled to b) and c) and other figures-
(b) & €)) envelopes in theGreen belt sectior] numbered accordingly.
of the Plan, including maps.
Figure k) Developer Developer advised site inconsistel Redrawn, renumbered to j) due to alteration of layout.
a) with plans on figure i)¢ village
envelope - which is the correct
version.
Map n) Resident; NYC(Q Altered due to NYCC feedback r{ Redrawn, renumbered to L) due to alteration of layout.
(L) copyright
N/A Resident Suggestion to include policy | This is outside the remit of the Neighbourhood Plan.
relation to fracking.
N/A Landowner Suggestion to develop land to We Thissite was assessed (S8&A Table 3.1) and rejected.

of Chapelfields
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Glossary N/A NPPF, year of publication added. | NPPR2012)

Contents Page Resident Concerns regarding specific areaj Sites / boundaries marked by RwK NP are fitustration only and are not
boundaries on maps and proximi} intended to show precise planning application delineation.
to resident properties.

Appendix | Resident Feedback to improve clarity of maj Map redrawn

Appendix I, para 3 Resident Resident  feedback  regardir] Rufforth, alinearsettlementa AGa I &G NARS GKS . mH
definition

Appendix IX cYcC Drainage map unavailable, advis| Removed
by CYC to remove appendix IX ¢
re-number accordingly

Appendix XII N/A Policy rewritten following revisions Policy rewritten and renumbers

in the updated Local Plan

Appendix XTravellers Site
The City of York Local Plan Publication Drafelruary2018) Policy H5
pages105M n T X aSSiGAy3d Cdzids2NBE bSSRXX
development for Gypsy and Traveller sites will be permitted whe
proposals:
i) Do not conflict with the objective of conserving and enhancil
2N Qa KA&AG2NARO FyR yIF GdzNY
GreenQorridors and areas with important recreation function
The B1224 is part of one of th&reen Corridorsentering York
and has the amenities of a bridleway and newly created cy
path which takes people out of the city into the countryside.
i) Ensure accessibility to public transport and services. There
no footpaths along the B1224. There is only an irregular K
servia, which currently has no stops on either side of the ro
beyond the last residential property. There is no route fq
pedestrians or cyclists crossing the ring road, A1237. L
facilities and schools are on the far side of the A1237.

i) Are suitable inteva 2F @OSKAOdz I NJ | O
¢KS . MHHN OFNNRSa Kdz3S ydzY
2KAYS | 21 4GS ¢N}YyATSNI { Gl

Minerals Plan. This road also carries large volumes of hea
loaded agricultural traffic. It has alsdbecome a link road

22



between the industrial estates at Thorpe Arch and Tockwil
GKS 2SiKSNbe aSNBAOSa 2y it
and egress from most fields along the B1224 is difficult, due
poor visibility on the several bends through Ruffibr and on
the open road to the A1237.

iv) Ensure that development does not lead to unacceptable lev
of congestion, pollution and air quality. Queuing traffic is ofte
a problem already, on the B1224.

V) Ensure future occupiers walilnot be subject to significan
adverse environmental impacts. The B1224 in the Parish
Rufforth with Knapton is dominated by what was the landforr
site at Harewood Whin, now a Waste Transfer Statig
Pollution and air quality could become factors here.

New Appendix XIlI

CYC; NYCC

Waste management is an excludg
development for Neighbourhoo
planning. Appendix written to

describe operating agreement

New appendix detailing Harewood Whin operating agreement
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APPENDIX ¢ Plan coveringetter with detachable response form

Dear Resident,

We are pleased to present the Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish of Rufforth with
Knapton which has been based on the results of a detailed survey, responded to by
73% of residents in the Parish, and the subsequent consultations. It has been our
sole objective to produce a Plan that represents the views of the community as a
whole and, to this end, we offer the Plan subject to a six-week consultation period.
Please let us have your views on the enclosed response form which can also be
found on | i-keaptoiAapuédhocohuko. Alternatively
rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com.

(By responding to this consultation you will automatically receive information about
future consultations carried out in relation to the Rufforth with Knapton
Neighbourhood Plan. The information you provide will be recorded by the Rufforth
with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning group and shared with City of York Council
and will only be used in relation to the preparation of the Rufforth with Knapton
Neighbourhood Plan. If you do not want to receive details of future work that we do
please let us know using the contact details provided)

We really need your opinions so please respond by Friday 18w August latest.

This booklet contains the Plan and policies. Various Appendices, giving more detail,
along with the Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations Report
can be viewekinapt dimpulfdm.rach. uko. Hard copi es
available to view at the Post Office, the Shop, and Institute in Rufforth and the Red
Lion in Knapton.

A drop-in meeting will be held in the Village Institute, Rufforth on Sat 15« July from
9:30am to 12:30 pm where you can join us to ask any questions and express any
views you may have on the Plan.

Following this period of consultation, the Plan will be adapted to take account of
responses received from residents and the official bodies and submitted to City of
York Council. They will conduct a final, formal consultation before putting the Plan to
Examination. This is conducted by an independent examiner with the primary aim of
ensuring that the Plan complies with all relevant legislation and guidelines. It will
then come back for a referendum in the Parish and, if approved, become a statutory
document.

This is the opportunity for us all to have a say in the future of our community so do
please get involved to help us finalise a document which really is OUR PLAN.

We hope you enjoy reading it.

Yours Sincerely

Peter Rollings

Chairman, Neighbourhood Planning Group
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Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Presubmission Consultation
Feedback Form

Would you feel able to offer your broad support for the plan?

CommentSplease use reverse side if neough room}

Many Thanks for taking the time to provide feedback

Your Contact details (optional)*
b YSY XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX®

Yl AT Y XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

Please return your feedback form by f8\ugust latest to one of these collection points:
Rufforth Village Shop & Tea Room (The Old School), Wetherby Rd&mtth

Jane Wright, The Laurels, Wetherby Rdgtfforth (opposite the shop)

Nick Murray, 20 Bradley Laneufforth, YO23 3QJ

Liz Cravert; Portal Roadyff Boroughbridge RAYO26 6BQ

Jula LawsonBurton Garth, Main StreekKnapton YO26 6QG

Or at the drop in meeting at Rufforth Village Institute on the morning of Saturdaydly.

*(By responding to this consultation you will automatically receive information about future consultatamsd out in

relation to the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. The information you provide will be recorded by the Rufforth
with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning group and shared with City of York Council and will only be used in relation to the
preparation of the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. If you do not want to receive details of future work that we
do please let us know using the contact details provided).
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APPENDIX®Email notification regarding drop in meeting July 2017

IMPORTANT INFORMATION FROM THE NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING GROUP

We are pleased to be able to inform you that the Rufforth with Knapton
Neighbourhood Plan is almost ready for a period of consultation prior to our
submitting it to the City of York Council.

Full details of this consultation will follow shortly. This is to give you advance
notice that it will take place from™7July to 18 August 2017. All households

in the Parish will receive a copy of the Plan and hard copies will also be
available at a numbeof locations in the villages.

A drop in meeting will be held on Saturday™%uly in the Village Institute,
Rufforth from 9:30 to 12:30am, which will provide the opportunity for you to
ask questions and give us your views on the Plan. So please puttdend
your diary

Our sole objective has been to produce something that represents the views of
the whole community and to do this we need the involvement of all residents
in this consultation process in order that the outcome reall@isR PLAN
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APPENDIXNoticeinforming residents of drop in meeting

RUFFORTH with KNAPTON
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
CONSULTATION DROP-IN

SATURDAY 15t JULY

9.30---12.30

RUFFORTH VILLAGE INSTITUTE

YOUR VIEWS ARE

IMPORTANT
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APPENDIX B List of statutory consultative bodies, local organisations and
landowners whowere contactedAll notifications were sent on 6/7/17

City of York Council

North Yorkshire County Council

Askham Bryan Parish Council

Askham Richard Parish Council

Hessay Parish Council

Upper Poppleton Parish Council

Nether Poppleton Parish Council

Harrogate Borough Council

Long Marston Parish Council

The Coal Authority

The Homes an@ommunities Agency

Natural England

The Environment Agency

Historic England

Network Rail

Highways England

BT Openreach

Vale of York Clinical Commissioning Group
Public Health England

York Teaching Hospital NHS Foundation Trust
Primary Care Area Team NortlYorkshire and Humber NHS England
Tees, Esk and Wear Valleys NHS Foundation Trust
Northern Power Grid

Northern Gas

Yorkshire Wateg sewerage and water
Campaign to protect Rural England

National Farmers Union

Yorwaste

Cycling UK

Local Businesses:

Rufforth CP School

Tyre Disposal

Red Lion

Todds Waste Management
All Saints Church

Mc Lean Aviation

Chapel

Vale Engineering

Clay Pigeon Centre

Gliding Club

Rufforth Village Shop
Keedwells

Pulman

Rufforth Park

Andy Thomas Driving Instructor

16 Private Landowners

28



APPENDIX E&Copies of letters / emails to consultative bodies, businesses and
landowners

email to consultative bodies

On behalf of Rufforth with Knapton Parish Council we havenh@oducing a Neighbourhood Plan
for the Parish area. We are pleased to present this plampfeisubmissiorconsultation for a period
of six weeks from Friday"@uly to Friday I8August 2017.

The Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan, along with accompanying appendices, Strategic
Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations Report can be foundufftrth-
knaptonplan.co.ulHard copies are available to view at the Institute, village sdragh Outreach Post
Office in the Methodist Chapel in Rufforth and the Red Lion in Knapton.

Following this period otonsultation,the Plan will be adapted in the light of responses from
residents and other consultees and submitted to the City of York Gowiw will conduct a final
formal consultation before putting the Plan to examination. This is carried out by an independent
examiner with the primary purpose of ensuring that it complies with all relevant legislation and
guidelines. It will then comedrk for referendum in the Parish and if approved become a statutory
document.

As an organisation that may be interested in the outcomes of the Plan we would welcome your
comments. Please respond by Friday "18August 2017 by e mail torufforth-
knaptonplan@outlook.com

By responding to thisconsultation, you will automatically receive information about future
consultations carried out in relation to the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. The
information you provide will be recorded by the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning
Group and shared with the City of York Council and it will only be used in the preparation of the
Rufforth with Knapton Plan. If you do not want to receive detailfutifre work that we do please

let us know using the above contact details.

Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning Group

29


mailto:rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com
mailto:rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com

Letter to Consultative Bodies

Dear Sir/Madam July2017

On behalf of Rufforth with Knapton Parish Council we have been producing a
Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish area. We are pleased to present this plan
for pre submission consultation for a period of six weeks from Friday 7" July to
Friday 18™ August 2017.

The Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan, along with accompanying .
appendices, Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations
Report can be found at rufforth-knaptonplan.co.uk. Hard copies are available
to view at the Institute, village shop and Outreach Post Office in the Methodist
Chapel'in Rufforth and the Red Lion in Knapton.

Following this period of consultation the Plan will be adapted in the light of
responses from residents and other consultees and submitted to the City of
York Council, who will conduct a final formal consultation before putting the
Plan to examination. This is carried out by an independent examiner with the
primary purpose of ensuring that it complies with all relevant legislation and
guidelines. It will then come back for referendum in the Parish and if approved
become a statutory document.

As an organisation that may be interested in the outcomes of the Plan we
would welcome your comments. Please respond by Friday 18" August 2017 by
e mail to rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com.

By responding to this consultation you will automatically receive information about future
consultations carried out in relation to the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. The
information you provide will be recorded by the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning
Group and shared with the City of York Council and it will only be used in the preparation of the
Rufforth with Knapton Plan. If you do not want to receive details of future work that we do please
let us know using the above contact details.

Yours sincerely,

Peter Rollings
Chairman

Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning Group
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Letter to businesses anthndowners

We wrote to you some time ago to inform you that we were embarking on the
task of producing a Neighbourhood Plan on behalf of Rufforth with Knapton
Parish Council. The Plan has been formed as the result of a detailed survey of
residents to which 73% responded. We are pleased to present our Plan for pre
submission consultation for a period of six weeks from Friday 7% July to Friday
18" August 2017.

The Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan, along with accompanying
appendices, Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations
Report can be found at rufforth-knaptonplan.co.uk. Hard copies are available
to view at the Institute, village shop and Outreach Post Office in the Methodist
Chapel in Rufforth and the Red Lion in Knapton.

Following this period of consultation the Plan will be adapted in the light of
responses from residents and other consultees and submitted to the City of
York Council, who will conduct a final formal consultation before putting the
Plan to examination. This is carried out by an independent examiner with the
primary purpose of ensuring that it complies with all relevant legislation and
guidelines. It will then come back for referendum in the Parish and if approved
become a statutory document.

As an interested party we would welcome your comments and views.
Please respond by Friday 18™ August 2017 by e mail to
rufforthknaptonplan@outlook.com.

By responding to this consultation you will automatically receive information about future
consultations carried out in relation to the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. The

information you provide will be recorded by the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning
Group and shared with the City of York Council and it will only be used in the preparation of the

Rufforth with Knapton Plan. If you do not want to receive details of future work that we do please
let us know using the above contact details.

Yours sincerely,

Peter Rollings
Chairman
Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning Group



APPENDIXdCopies of full responses

Consultative Bodies Responses

M ciTYy of Strategic Planning

COUNCIL West Offices
Station Rise, York
YO1 6GA

(01904) 551667

Planning & Environmental Management
Yo R K Economy and Place
City of York Council

neighbourhoodplanning@york.gov.uk

Date: 23" August 2017

Dear Sir/Madam,
Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission Consultation Draft

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the pre-submission draft of the Rufforth
with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan.

We appreciate the amount of hard work and dedication that the Neighbourhood
Planning Group has put into this process to produce a locally representative
document, detailing the issues which affect Rufforth with Knapton Parish.

We also recognise that the absence of an up-to-date adopted York Local Plan and
the timing of the emerging Local Plan may have proved problematic for you and we
appreciate work undertaken in this respect.

We would like to continue to work closely with you to move this Plan forward in
tandem with the production of our Local Plan resulting in the creation of two sound
plans that fit together and serve the best interests of the people, environment and
economy of Rufforth and Knapton and York as a whole.

This letter highlights those issues that we feel are fundamental to the success of the
Neighbourhood Plan. We would like to work in partnership with you to address these
i ssues ahead of the Plands submission.
recommended amendments for the main document and the SEA are enclosed with
this letter.

Draft Green Belt
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National planning policy (Paragraphs 83-85 of the NPPF) is clear that the
identification and modification of green belt boundaries are matters for the local
planning authority to determine. It goes on to state that these processes should be
undertaken as part of the preparation or review of a local plan.

At present, York does not have an adopted Local Plan. In the meantime it is
necessary for the Neighbourhood Plan to be in general conformity with the strategic
policies of the development plan. Within this context the appropriate strategic Green
Belt polices are the saved policies of the otherwise revoked Yorkshire and Humber
Plan Regional Spatial Strategy (2008) (the RSS).

Until a Local Plan for York is adopted, development management decisions relating
to proposals falling within the general extent of the Green Belt have and will be made

on the basis that the land in question should be treated as Green Belt.

As you are aware, the Upper and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Plan has

recently been throughex ami nati on with an I ndependent

recommendations included in his report include a series of modifications to the
Neighbourhood Plan green belt policy to reflect the context of York Green Belt and

background to the emerging Local Plan. A full copy of t he

available via the link below:

https://www.york.gov.uk/downloads/file/13410/examiners report

Il n particul ar, the Examinerds modificat.i

principle of the identification of detailed Green Belt boundaries whilst safeguarding
the general application of this important and nationally-recognised planning tool.

He recommended that the neighbourhood plan continues to apply the approach to
the identification of the Green Belt as set out currently in the RSS and the Fourth Set
of Changes Development Control Local Plan (2005) on an interim basis until such
times as the emerging Local Plan is adopted.

He stated that this will ensure that the preparation of the emerging Local Plan is
used as the mechanism for the detailed identification of the York Green Belt
boundaries in accordance with national planning policy. It will also provide full and
proper opportunity for developers and land owners to contribute to this debate both
in general terms and to provide the agreed levels of development for the City.

We would suggest that the same approach is taken with regard to the setting of an
interim Green Belt boundary in the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. We
can provide you with a map showing the Fourth Set of Changes Development
Control Local Plan (2005) draft Green Belt boundary in the Rufforth with Knapton
Parish.
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Site Allocations

The Examiner of the Upper and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Plan also made a
series of modifications to proposed site allocations in the Neighbourhood Plan. He
recognised that two of the proposed sites are within the general extent of the York
Green Belt.

The Examiner highlighted that the submitted Upper and Nether Poppleton
neighbourhood plan identified that the sites had been included in the Preferred Sites
Consultation version (2016) of the emerging York Local Plan. He also recognised
that it was clear that the submitted plan had attempted to use the same evidence
base as the emerging local plan and that there is a close working relationship with
CYC. In addition, he recognised that the submitted Plan had adopted a
commendable approach towards boosting the supply of housing in the CYC area in
general, and the Plan area in particular.

Nevertheless for the same reasons as set out in the Green Belt section above, he
stated that it is not within the remit of the neighbourhood plan to allocate land within
the general extent of the Green Belt for development purposes; this is properly a role
for the emerging York Local Plan. He highlighted that this position is further
reinforced given the current lack of certainty over the allocation of development sites
in that Plan. He recognised that the Preferred Sites Consultation was approved by
the Council for public consultation but at this point the document does not represent
the Council 6s position i n r el apldyrent grewth
or to the draft portfolio of sites identified to meet that need.

On this basis he recommended modifications to the Upper and Nether Poppleton
Neighbourhood Plan to delete reference to sites in the general extent of the Green
Belt. He emphasised that he made this recommendation simply on the basis of
national policy and the processes that follow and in doing so he made no comments
on the appropriateness or otherwise of these sites coming forward as allocations in
the emerging Local Plan. That will properly be a judgement for the City Council. The
City Council will also come to its own judgement on the other sites currently within
the general extent of the Green Belt that are being promoted for residential
development. Ultimately the Local Plan will be subject to its own examination based
on the tests of soundness.

We would suggest that the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan takes the
same approach to sites in the general extent of the Green Belt as recommended by
the Upper and Nether Poppleton Examiner. This would include the deletion of
proposed allocated sites RK H1 (Land to the rear of Rufforth Primary School), Site
RK H2 (Land at Milestone Avenue), and Site RK H3 (Land at Knapton).

Strateqic Environmental Assessment
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We welcome the production of an SEA to accompany the Neighbourhood Plan which
is based upon the Scoping report produced earlier in the process.

We attach a schedule to this letter setting out our few detailed comments to take into
consideration.

We welcome the significant progress made with the development of a
Neighbourhood Plan for Rufforth with Knapton. We would welcome the opportunity
to work with the Neighbourhood Planning Group to consider and address the
comments made in this response and look forward to meeting with you on 12"
September 2017. If you wish to discuss anything before this date please contact
Rebecca Harrison in the Council déds Strategic

Yours Faithfully,

1P G

Martin Grainger

Head of Strategic Planning

Schedule of CYQ@omments on the Pr&ubmission Draft Rufforth with Knapton
Neighbourhood Plan

Main Document

Para./Table/Map Comments
ref
4 Para 2.1 Current timetable for the Local Plan states Publication

consultation in February-March 2018, Submission for
Examination in May 2018.

5 Para 3.5, 3.6 and | Given the conclusions made by the Examiner for the Upper
3.8 and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Plan regarding the
conformity with strategic policies and designation of an
interim Green Belt, we have provided detailed advice in the
covering letter which accompanies this schedule.

10 Para 8.1.1 The Regional Strategy should be referred to as The
Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS)

11 8.1.9 Refer to the dédgeneral exten

12 8.1.21 It was the Preferred Sites Consultation 2016 not the
Preferred Options (this was the 2013 draft of the Local
Plan)

12 Policy RwKO01 The proposed Interim Green Belt boundary will need to be

amended to reflect t he Exan
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Upper and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Plan. This will
need to be reflected in the revised policy.

13

Figure b and c

Please can the maps be clear which green spaces are
designated through the CYC Open Space study/
Biodiversity Audit and which sites are proposed to be
designated as Local Green Space through the
Neighbourhood Plan.

15

8.4.4

Reference to Preferred Options (2013) can be updated in
the Submission version of the Neighbourhood Plan to
reflect the latest draft of the Local Plan (due in September
2017)

19-20

8.9

Are these statements taken from the VDS? As it reads,
these statements cannot be enforced unless they are
incorporated into a policy (I see that some points are
referred to in Policy RwK 09.

20

8.9.6

Could more information/a policy be included which refers
specifically to the historic character of Rufforth with
Knapton, namely the conservation area, listed buildings,
locally important buildings.

22

8.12

In submission draft, refer to latest Local Plan position re
sites.

23-24

8.12.77 8.12.9

The text and figures relating to village envelopes should be
included under the Green Belt section. Please also see
general comments regarding the Interim Green Belt/ village
envelopes/ housing allocations.

26

Site RK H1

CYC supports this site in principle as it is included as a
proposed site H38 in the latest version of the draft Local
Plan (agreed by Members of Executive on 13" July 2017)
for 33 houses.

27

Site RK H2

This site was not submitted through the Local Plan site
selection process and is not therefore identified as a
proposed allocation in the latest draft of the Local Plan.
Whilst the site itself could be suitable in principle, the
detailed information in the policy referring to the exact
number and type of dwellings is too prescriptive for a policy
and would need to be addressed through a planning
application.

28

Site RK H3

CYC supports this site in principle as it is included as a
proposed site H53 in the latest version of the draft Local
Plan (agreed by Members of Executive on 13" July 2017)
for 4 houses.

30

RK E1

It is not clear whether the site identified as RK E1 and
shown in figure m) is an allocation or not as there is not
policy attached to it. CYC supports a strategic employment
allocation (ST19) at Northminster Business Park through
the draft Local Plan which corresponds with the red line
boundary shown on figure m) although it is not clear what
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the hatched area on figure m) represents.

31 8.15 Para 13 in the Neighbourhood Planning Section of national
Planning Practice Guidance states inter alia:
AAn [ Neighbourhood Devel opnrn
basic conditions for neighbourhood planning and it cannot
include development defined in section 61K of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended). This
includes: development normally dealt with by a county
planning authority, for example minerals and waste related
devel opment o
Wast e rel ated devel opment
devel opment 6 for the purpos
which would suggest that policies concerning waste issues
are not within the remit of a neighbourhood plan.
We can discuss this further to explore how your aspirations
for the site can be incorporated into the Neighbourhood
Plan without making specific reference to waste
development.

General | Policies Where policiesstat e AThe Parish Cou
this sentence/paragraph should be removed and identified
as an aspiration as it is not enforceable as a policy.

Schedule of CYC Comments on the -Brdbmission Draft Rufforth with Knapton
Neighbourhood Plan

SEA Document

Para./Table/ | Comments

Map ref

Page 12, | In the 2014 Publication draft Local Plan only Knapton village was washed

para 3 over by draft Green Belt. Given that Rufforth village included a site allocation,
the village was removed from being washed over by the draft Green Belt.
See also page 8, para 3 of the Non-Technical SEA Summary which also
needs amending.

Page 23 We note the reference to not understanding the Agricultural Land

Classification at this stage. However, the baseline information includes an
indicative map of this which shows that the sites are likely to be ALC grade 3.

Page 51 | This figure is wrongly labelled. This should be amended to: 5.1 Agricultural
figure 6.1 Land Classification.
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4?;,“ North Yorkshire
3 County Council

Rufforth with Knapton ParishCouncil Growth Planning and Trading Standards
Neighbourhood Plan Group County Hall
rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com Racecourse Lane

NORTHALLERTON

DL7 8AD
Contact: D Tel: 01609 536965
Date: 18 August 2017 Email: (D

Web: www.northyorks.gov.uk

Dear Sir,
Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Consultation

Thank you for consulting North Yorkshire County Council (NYCC) on the pre submission draft
Neighbourhood Plan.

As a neighbouring authority NYCC'’s principal interest is in relation to strategic cross boundary
issues.

Officers from our service areas have reviewed the documentation. The following comments
have been endorsed by the Business and Environmental Services Executive portfolio holders:

Strategic Policy and Economic Growth

The NYCC Council Plan sets an ambition that North Yorkshire is a place with a strong economy
and a commitment to sustainable growth that enables our citizens to fulfil their ambitions and
aspirations. To help achieve this the County Council has developed a plan to deliver economic
growth. One of the key enablers is:

s Delivering a modern integrated transport network.

We note that the A1237 York ring road passes through the plan area, and that this provides
strategic connectivity with routes serving the wider North Yorkshire area.

Highwavs and Transportation

The following comments are made on behalf of the Local Highway Authority (LHA) in regards to
any cross boundary implications.

NYCC has recently produced “A Strategic Transport Prospectus for North Yorkshire” where
NYCC sets out how it would like to work with the Government, Transport for the North and the
Northern City Regions to ensure that improved transport connections allow England’s largest
County to both contribute to and share in the economic benefits of The Northern Powerhouse.
This document sets out the long term vision (to 2045) for how improve transport in North

Business and Environmental Services Il
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Yorkshire can contribute towards a thriving northern economy. Three Strategic Transport
Priorities have been identified:-

- Improving east — west connectivity (including Trans Pennine links)
- Improving access to High Speed and conventional rail
- Improving long distance connectivity to the north and south

The strategic importance of east — west connectivity to support growth is further emphasised
within NYCC’s Local Transport Plan 4.

Minerals & Waste Planning

Para 13 in the Neighbourhood Planning Section of national Planning Practice Guidance states
inter alia:

“An [Neighbourhood Development] Order must meet the basic conditions for neighbourhood
planning and it cannot include development defined in section 61K of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990 (as amended). This includes:

» development normally dealt with by a county planning authority, for example minerals
and waste related development”

Waste related development is defined as ‘excluded development’ for the purposes of
Neighbourhood Planning which would suggest that policies concerning waste issues are not
within the remit of a neighbourhood plan. This would appear to include ‘Policy No. RwK 15 —
Harewood Whin' of the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan. It is considered that further
justification is required as to why this Policy should be included in the Plan.

However, we welcome the recognition, in para 8.15.1, of Harewood Whin as a Strategic
Allocation for the management of waste as defined in Policy W03 of the emerging North
Yorkshire County Council, City of York Council and North York Moors National Park Authority
Minerals and Waste Joint Plan (MWJP).

As it currently stands ‘Policy No. RwK 15 — Harewood Whin’ of the Neighbourhood Plan states
inter alia: “Harewood Whin is within the Interim Draft Green Belt and therefore any future
development must be within the current operational site footprint. (see fig. n)”. This approach is
in general accord with the emerging MWJP, with specific reference to Para. 9.36 of the
Publication Version, which states: “The Harewood Whin (WJP11) site in the City of York is a
well-established waste facility in the general extent of York’s Green Belt, where a range of
waste management activities are taking place. The site plays an important strategic role in the
management of waste arising in York and North Yorkshire and is located in close proximity to
York as the largest urban centre in the Plan area. It is considered that further development
within the footprint of existing sites such as this could be appropriate in principle provided that
any existing impact on openness, or extent of conflict with the purposes of Green Belt
designation associated with the site would not be significantly increased”.

We also welcome the use of the site boundary shown in ‘figure n) Yorwaste/Harewood Whin —
Operating Site Boundary’ on Page 32 of the Neighbourhood Plan which is in line with that
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provided in the aforementioned Publication version of the MWJP. However, it would appear that
this figure has been copied directly from the MWJP Publication Plan, and appears to have been
reproduced in breach of copyright (see text at bottom of figure).

The Harewood Whin Chapter of the Neighbourhood Plan does not appear to take note of the
recent planning permission granted by City of York Council for continuation of the Landfill site
at Harewood Whin beyond 2017 for a further 15 years (Planning Application Ref:
16/00534/FULM, Decision Issued 41 April 2017). We suggest Para 8.15.3 be amended to take
note of this.

With regard to Policy No. RwK04 — Footpaths and Cycle Ways, reference is made to figures 4,
5 & 6 in the Policy text. It would appear this should refer to figures e, f & g, as these are the
figures provided in the Footpaths and Cycleways chapter.

Heritage Services

Historic Environment —

As the plan falls outside of our area we presume that York City Council will be making more
detailed comments on archaeological issues. We also presume that Historic England will have
been consulted and will be best placed to provide policy advice.

In terms of cross-boundary issues the plan makers should be made aware of the Registered
Battlefield at Marston Moor that lays a short distance to the west of the plan area. Any
development within the plan area may have an impact on the setting of the Battlefield. Historic
England would again be the first port of call in matters relating to the Battlefield.

Ecology —

It is expected that the text of the biodiversity policy will be looked at by York City Council
Ecologist. We have no cross boundary comments to make.

Yours faithfully,

Senior Policy Officer
Growth, Planning & Trading Standards | County Hall | Racecourse Lane | Northallerton | North Yorkshire | DL7 8AD
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Date: 11 August 2017
Ourref: 220198
Your ref: Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Consultation

NATURAL
ENGLAND

Customer Services
Hormbeam House
Crewe Business Park

Electra Way
rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com ELZ‘:ﬁire

CW1 6GJ
BY EMAIL ONLY

T 0300 060 3900

Dear Sir/f Madam

Planning consultation: Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Consultation
Location: Rufforth with Knapton

Thank you for your consultation on the above which was received by Natural England on 07 July
2017

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.

Strategic Environmental Assessment Screening

Natural England notes and welcomes the inclusion of the Strategic Environment Assessment report.
Where Neighbourhood Plans could have significant environmental effects, they may require a
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) under the Environment Assessment of Plans and
Programmes Regulations 2004. Further guidance on deciding whether the proposals are likely to
have significant environmental effects and the requirements for consulting Natural England on SEA
are set out in the National Planning Practice Guidance at:
http://planningguidance.communities.gov.uk/blog/guidance/strategic-environmental-assessment-
and-sustainability-appraisal/sustainability-appraisal-requirements-for-neighbourhood-plans

Habitats Regulations Assessment Screening

The inclusion of the Habitats Regulations Assessment Screening Report is noted and welcomed,;
Natural England agrees with its conclusions. Where a neighbourhood plan could potentially affect a
European protected site, it will be necessary to screen the plan in relation to the Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations (2010), as amended (the ‘Habitats Regulations’). One of the
basic conditions that will be tested at Examination is whether the making of the plan is compatible
with European obligations and this includes requirements relating to the Habitats Directive, which is
transposed into the Habitats Regulations.

In accordance with Schedule 2 of The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012, a
neighbourhood plan cannot be made if the likelihood of significant effects on any European Site,
either alone (or in combination with other plans and projects) cannot be ruled out. Therefore,
measures may need to be incorporated into the neighbourhood plan to ensure that any likely
significant effects are avoided in order to secure compliance with the Regulations.

Soil and Agricultural Land Quality

The Local Plan should give appropriate weight to the roles performed by the area’s soils. These
should be valued as a finite multi-functional resource which underpin our well-being and prosperity.

Page 1 of 6
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Decisions about development should take full account of the impact on soils, their intrinsic character
and the sustainability of the many ecosystem services they deliver, for example:

1.

Soil is a finite resource that fulfils many important functions and services (ecosystem
services) for society; for instance as a growing medium for food, timber and other crops, as a
store for carbon and water, as a reservoir of biodiversity and as a buffer against pollution. It is
therefore important that the soil resources are protected and used sustainably. The Natural
Environment White Paper (NEWP) 'The Natural Choice: securing the value of nature' (Defra,
June 2011), emphasises the importance of natural resource protection, including the
conservation and sustainable management of soils, for example:

« A Vision for Nature: ‘We must protect the essentials of life: our air, biodiversity, soils and
water, so that they can continue to provide us with the services on which we rely’
(paragraph 2.5).

» Safeguarding our Soils: ‘Soil is essential for achieving a range of important ecosystem
services and functions, including food production, carbon storage and climate regulation,
water filtration, flood management and support for biodiversity and wildlife’ (paragraph
2.60).

* ‘Protect ‘best and most versatile’ agricultural land’ (paragraph 2.35).

The conservation and sustainable management of soils also is reflected in the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), particularly in paragraphs 109 and 112. When planning
authorities are considering land use change, the permanency of the impact on soils is an
important consideration. Particular care over planned changes to the most potentially
productive soil is heeded, for the ecosystem services it supports including its role in
agriculture and food production. Plan policies should therefore take account of the impact on
land and soil resources and the wide range of vital functions (ecosystem services) they
provide in line with paragraph 17 of the NPPF, for example to:

+ Safeguard the long term capability of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grades 1,
2 and 3a in the Agricultural Land Classification) as a resource for the future.

* Avoid development that would disturb or damage other soils of high environmental value
(e.g. wetland and other specific soils contributing to ecological connectivity, carbon
stores such as peatlands etc) where development is proposed.

+ Ensure soil resources are conserved and managed in a sustainable way.

To assist in understanding agricultural land quality within the plan area and to safeguard
‘best and most versatile’ agricultural land in line with paragraph 112 of the National Planning
Policy Framework, strategic scale Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) Maps are available.
Natural England also has an archive of more detailed ALC surveys for selected locations.
Both these types of data can be supplied digitally free of charge by contacting Natural
England. Some of this data is also available on the www.magic.gov.uk website. The planning
authority should ensure that sufficient site specific ALC survey data is available to inform
decision making. For example, where no reliable information was available, it would be
reasonable to expect that developers should commission a new ALC survey, for any sites
they wished to put forward for consideration in the Local Plan

General mapped information on soil types is available as ‘Soilscapes’ on the
www.madic.gov.uk and also from the LandIS website http://www.landis.org.uk/index.cfm
which contains more information about obtaining soil data.

Further guidance for protecting soils (irrespective of their ALC grading) both during and
following development is available in Defra’s Construction Code of Practice for the
Sustainable Use of Soils on Construction Sites, to assist the construction sector in the better
protection of the soil resources with which they work, and in doing so minimise the risk of
environmental harm such as excessive run-off and flooding. The aim is to achieve positive
outcomes such as cost savings, successful landscaping and enhanced amenity whilst
maintaining a healthy natural environment, and we would advise that the Code be referred to
where relevant in the development plan.

Page 2 of 6
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Other advice

Natural England notes the inclusion of a number of key policies within the plan, including Green
Infrastructure, Biodiversity, Green Belt, and Footpaths and Cycle ways. These policies can help
enhance the natural environment and improve access and engagement, and are therefore strongly
welcomed.

Further general advice on the consideration of Neighbourhood planning and the natural environment
is provided at Annex A.

Should the proposal change, please consult us again.
If you have any queries relating to the advice in this letter please contact me on 02080 254530

We really value your feedback to help us improve the service we offer. We have attached a
feedback form to this letter and welcome any comments you might have about our service.

Yours sincerely

Yorkshire and Northern Lincolnshire Area Team
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Annex 1 - Neighbourhood planning and the natural
environment: information, issues and opportunities

Natural environment information sources

The Magic' website will provide you with much of the nationally held natural environment data for
your plan area. The most relevant layers for you to consider are: Agricultural Land Classification,
Ancient Woodland, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Local Nature Reserves, National
Parks (England), National Trails, Priority Habitat Inventory, public rights of way (on the
Ordnance Survey base map) and Sites of Special Scientific Interest (including their impact
risk zones). Local environmental record centres may hold a range of additional information on the
natural environment. A list of local record centres is available here”.

Priority habitats are those habitats of particular importance for nature conservation, and the list of
them can be found here®. Most of these will be mapped either as Sites of Special Scientific
Interest, on the Magic website or as Local Wildlife Sites. Your local planning authority should be
able to supply you with the locations of Local Wildlife Sites.

National Character Areas (NCAs) divide England into 159 distinct natural areas. Each character
area is defined by a unique combination of landscape, biodiversity, geodiversity and cultural and
economic activity. NCA profiles contain descriptions of the area and statements of environmental
oppclnunity, which may be useful to inform proposals in your plan. NCA information can be found
here®.

There may also be a local landscape character assessment covering your area. This is a tool to
help understand the character and local distinctiveness of the landscape and identify the features
that give it a sense of place. It can help to inform, plan and manage change in the area. Your local
planning authority should be able to help you access these if you can't find them online.

If your neighbourhood planning area is within or adjacent to a National Park or Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), the relevant National Park/AONB Management Plan for the
area will set out useful information about the protected landscape. You can access the plans on
from the relevant National Park Authority or Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty website.

General mapped information on soil types and Agricultural Land Classification is available
(under 'landscape’) on the Magic’ website and also from the LandIS website®, which contains more
information about obtaining soil data.

Natural environment issues to consider

The National Planning Policy Framework’ sets out national planning policy on protecting and
enhancing the natural environment. Planning Practice Guidance® sets out supporting guidance.
Your local planning authority should be able to provide you with further advice on the potential
impacts of your plan or order on the natural environment and the need for any environmental
assessments.

Landscape
Your plans or orders may present opportunities to protect and enhance locally valued landscapes.

You may want to consider identifying distinctive local landscape features or characteristics such as
ponds, woodland or dry stone walls and think about how any new development proposals can
respect and enhance local landscape character and distinctiveness.

If you are proposing development within or close to a protected landscape (National Park or Area of

! http://magic.defra. cov.uk/

? http://www.nbn-nfbr.org.uk/nfbr.php
*http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/201407 1113355 L/http:/www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/conservation/bio
diversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx

/www . landis.org. uk/index.cfim
" https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2

8 http://planningguidance planningportal. gov.ul/blog/guidance/natural-environment/

Page 4 of 6
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Outstanding Natural Beauty) or other sensitive location, we recommend that you carry out a
landscape assessment of the proposal. Landscape assessments can help you to choose the most
appropriate sites for development and help to avoid or minimise impacts of development on the
landscape through careful siting, design and landscaping.

Wildlife habitats

Some proposals can have adverse impacts on designated wildlife sites or other priority habitats
(listed here®), such as Sites of Special Scientific Interest or Ancient woodland™. If there are likely to
be any adverse impacts you'll need to think about how such impacts can be avoided, mitigated or,
as a last resort, compensated for.

Priority and protected species

You'll also want to consider whether any proposals might affect priority species (listed here'") or
protected species. To help you do this, Natural England has produced advice here" to help
understand the impact of particular developments on protected species.

Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land

Soil is a finite resource that fulfils many important functions and services for society. It is a growing
medium for food, timber and other crops, a store for carbon and water, a reservoir of biodiversity
and a buffer against pollution. If you are proposing development, you should seek to use areas of
poorer quality agricultural land in preference to that of a higher quality in line with National Planning
Policy Framework para 112. For more information, see our publication Agricultural Land
Classification: protecting the best and most versatile agricultural land™.

Improving your natural environment

Your plan or order can offer exciting opportunities to enhance your local environment. If you are
setting out policies on new development or proposing sites for development, you may wish to
consider identifying what environmental features you want to be retained or enhanced or new
features you would like to see created as part of any new development. Examples might include:
* Providing a new footpath through the new development to link into existing rights of way.
e Restoring a neglected hedgerow.
e Creating a new pond as an attractive feature on the site.
« Planting trees characteristic to the local area to make a positive contribution to the local
landscape.
e Using native plants in landscaping schemes for better nectar and seed sources for bees and
birds.
e Incorporating swift boxes or bat boxes into the design of new buildings.
« Think about how lighting can be best managed to encourage wildlife.
e Adding a green roof to new buildings.

You may also want to consider enhancing your local area in other ways, for example by:

e Setting out in your plan how you would like to implement elements of a wider Green
Infrastructure Strategy (if one exists) in your community.

* Assessing needs for accessible greenspace and setting out proposals to address any
deficiencies or enhance provision.

« |dentifying green areas of particular importance for special protection through Local Green
Space designation (see Planning Practice Guidance on this ).

« Managing existing (and new) public spaces to be more wildlife friendly (e.g. by sowing wild
flower strips in less used parts of parks, changing hedge cutting timings and frequency).

e Planting additional street trees.

*http://webarchive nationalarchives. gov.uk/2014071113355 1/http:/www.naturalengland.org.uk/owrwork/conservation/bio

diversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance. aspx

10 . B B . .
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/ancient-woodland-and-veteran-trees-protection-surveys-licences

1 ; : : . P - ;i ; ; S
http.//webarchive. nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140711133551/http:/www.naturalengland.org.uk/owwork/conservation/bi

odiversitv/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance. aspx

12 T . i . . . . . .
https://www.gov.uk/protected-species-and-sites-how-to-review-planning-proposals

5 hittp://publications.naturalengland. org.uk/publication/3 5012

" http://planningguidance planningportal. gov.ul/blog/ guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-

of-way-and-local-green-space/local-green-space-designation/

Page 5 of 6
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¢ |dentifying any improvements to the existing public right of way network, e.g. cutting back
hedges, improving the surface, clearing litter or installing kissing gates) or extending the
network to create missing links.

* Restoring neglected environmental features (e.g. coppicing a prominent hedge that is in poor
condition, or clearing away an eyesore).

Page 6 of 6
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YORKSHIRE
The Parish Clerk, Our ref: PL0O0128363
) Your ref:
Telephone 01904 601 879
Mobile 07557190988
17 August 2017

Dear Sir or Madam,

Rufforth with Knapton Parish Neighbourhood Plan
Pre-submission Consultation Respanse

Thank you for consulting Historic England in connection with the draft Neighbourhood Plan
prepared for Rufforth with Knapton Parish Counclil.

Rufforth with Knapton Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Area is situated to the west of
York’s urban area. It contains 5 grade listed buildings Rufforth with Knapton is also likely to
include buildings and sites of local historic interest, which may upon investigation be
considered to be of greater significance.

We note that the draft Neighbourhood Plan does not have any specific heritage polices,
relating to either listed buildings or the unlisted historic buildings or siteswithin the area,
which many contribute to the areas character. We suggestion this omission warrants
reconsideration, in order that the Parish’s historic environment is given due consideration
within the Neighbourhood Plan.

We are also aware that a new Local Plan is shortly to be published by York City Council, and
that as such, you may wish to modify your Neighbourhood Plan in response to changes that
the new Local Plan incorparates. If your Neighbourhood Plan is amended, please ensure that
Historic England is re-consulted at Pre-submission stage.

Telephone 01904 60 1948 HistoricEngland.org.uk
Please note that Historic England operates an access to information policy.

Correspondence or infarmation which you send us may therefore become publicly available.

Qt L Historic England, 37 Tanner Row, York YO1 6WP *
' Stonewall

DIVERSITY CHAMPION
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If there are any queries about this matter or further discussions are needed, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

Historic Places Adviser

N Historic England, 37 Tanner Row, York YO1 6WP *
Telephone 01904 60 1948 HistoricEngland.org.uk Stonewall

Please note that Historic England operates an access to information policy. DIVERSITY CHAMPION

Correspondence or information which you send us may therefore become publicly available.
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Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan

Thank you for the opportunity to comment further on the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan 2017. | write in
the capacity of local representative of the National Farmers’ Union in the North East Region with particular interest in

planning and economic development in rural areas.

| am encouraged to see the acknowledgement within your plan that the rural character of the area covered by the
Neighbourhood plan is preserved by maintaining the green belt which is predominantly agricultural in nature. Support
should be given to the agricultural businesses within your plan through the planning process to help preserve this
character, improving the long term viability of the businesses concerned.

|

With regards to planning applications, | would hope that the requisite knowledge and experience is contained within the
Neighbourhood Planning Group to make sound decisions which truly reflect the guidelines contained within the NPPF
whilst also incorporating the views of the community contained within the Neighbourhood Plan area. Section 3.8 refers
to utilisation of the Local Plan, Neighbourhood Plan and ‘any other material considerations’. | would welcome what

other factors would be taken into consideration when determining planning applications.

8.2 Green Infrastructure

| note that reference is made to the designation of ‘Local Green Space’ within the plan area, as provided for by the
NPPF. | would appreciate clarification on the selection process far such areas as there have been instances, albeit
elsewhere in the country, where areas are designated as ‘Local Green Space’ for such reasons as a member of the public
likes walking there dog there, despite it being one of our member’s land. This further highlights the lack of planning
knowledge contained within some Neighbourhood Planning groups. If a gap in the groups knowledge is recognised |

would hope that appropriate skills can be contracted in from outside.

7.3 Vision and Aims

| welcome the inclusion of potential to convert existing agricultural buildings within the aims of the Neighbourhood
Plan. By permitting such conversion it often saves agricultural buildings from becoming dilapidated and eventually
beyond repair. Traditional agricultural buildings are fundamental in preserving the character of the area; by bringing

them back into use, albeit different to their original purpose, it secures their long term future.

The voice of British farming NFU supported by
NFU North East, Agriculture House, 207 Tadcaster Road, York, YO24 1UD
Tel: 01904 45 1550 Fax: 01904 45 1560 Email: North. East@nfuonline.com N F U M Ut ua l‘
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Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan

| believe that careful consideration should be given to modest modification/extension of traditional buildings to ensure
that they are fit for the purpose into which they are being brought. Barns are often converted to domestic living
accommodation which means that the space must be workable for modern family living. There is a balance between
preserving the character and allowing modest modification — | believe each case should be looked at on its own
particular circumstances.

Diversification of agricultural businesses is essential for long term viability, particularly with Brexit looming. | would
hope that the Neighbourhood Plan Group will look favourably on applications involving diversification which, in turn,

can add vibrancy to the area and make it appealing to different age groups depending on the type of diversification.

8.1 Draft Green Belts
As part of preserving the agricultural character of the area, the most valuable agricultural land should also be preserved
for both the local and indeed the wider economy. As acknowledge within the plan the land within the plan area is high

grade and therefore should be preserved accordingly.

8.4 Footpaths and Cycleways

When looking to extend footpaths or cycleways careful consideration should be given to the implications of the new
route and particularly the type of land on which it is to run. There is an increasing problem with livestock being injured,
and worse, by inconsiderate dog walkers and whilst it is recognised that this is very much a minority, appropriate

fencing and sighage should be erected to help prevent issues.

8.5 Traffic

Whilst the plan sets out the ideals of the local community in terms of traffic and parking it must be acknowledged that
agricultural vehicles will, at times, require access through the village roads. Every effort is made by farmers to avoid
restrictive sections of road, however, there will be times when events such as road works mean there is little alternative
but for large machinery to drive through village centres. In such instances it is important that the traffic system can

accommodate such vehicles, particularly traffic calming measures.

8.8 Drainage

The voice of British farming NFU supported by
NFU North East, Agriculture House, 207 Tadcaster Road, York, YO24 1UD

Tel: 01904 45 1550 Fax: 01904 45 1560 Email: North.East@nfuonline.com N F U M u t U a l'
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Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan

All developments should be free from the risk of surface water flooding in a 1 in 100 year flood event, plus an allowance
for climate change. Additionally, surface water runoff from green field sites should be restricted to the existing rate
checked against agricultural runoff rate. The surface runoff rate from previously developed land, or land occupied by
buildings or hard standing (such as farm buildings and access roads) should be established prior to redevelopment and
runoff from the site restricted to 70% of this rate or to green field rates.

Restricted runoff should be applied using flow control devices coupled with on-site attenuation and other Sustainable
Drainage Systems (SuDS) measures. For smaller sites, for example less than 0.25ha, there may be limited opportunities
for attenuation apparatus and source control measures alone may need to be considered to manage runoff. In
accordance with current Building Regulations, in the first instance consideration should be given to infiltrate surface
water into the ground wherever possible, followed by discharge into an open watercourse, discharge into a culverted

watercourse and finally discharge into a combined public sewer system.

8.9 Design

With appropriate controls, the NFU believe farming can play a key role in meetings the Governments renewable energy
targets. The Government is committed to produce at least 15% of energy from renewable sources by 2020. Since 2007,
the NFU has led a joint agricultural Climate Change Task Force in recognising the many opportunities for agriculture and
land management to tackle climate change, and in developing a Greenhouse Gas Action Plan for our sector. We have
submitted robust responses to government consultations on its Renewable Energy Strategy and incentive schemes for
renewable electricity, heat and transport fuels. With 75 per cent of UK land area in the agricultural sector, the NFU
believes that its members are well-placed to capture renewable natural energy flows, while maintaining our traditional
role in food production as well as the delivery of other environmental and land management services. It is the NFU's
stated aspiration that every farmer and grower should have the opportunity to diversify their businesses and create

'‘green’ jobs by supplying renewable energy services.

The voice of British farming NFU supported by
NFU North East, Agriculture House, 207 Tadcaster Road, York, YO24 1UD
Tel: 01904 45 1550 Fax: 01904 45 1560 Email: North.East@nfuonline.com N F U M u t u al‘
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?}'i} X &Y 200 Lichfield Lane
PR Vv ¥ Berry Hill

= LN Mansfield

T e Cc.)al INVESTOR IN PEOPLE :oGt:lsngmeShlre
Authority

/'-'
¢ ,"’ RTPI Tel: 01623 637 119 (Planning Enquiries)

Learning Partner

Email: planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk

Web: www.gov.uk/coalauthority

[By Email: rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com ]

04 August 2017
Dear Sir/ Madam

Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan - Pre submission

Thank you for consulting The Coal Authority on the above.

Having reviewed your document, | confirm that we have no specific comments to
make on it.

Should you have any future enquiries please contact a member of Planning and
Local Authority Liaison at The Coal Authority using the contact details above.

Yours faithfully

Planning and Local Authority Liaison

Protecting the public and the environment in mining areas
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Rufforth Knapton Plan

From:

Sent: 11 July 2017 16:13

To: rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com
Subject: Recreational cycling.

On behalf of the national cyclists organisation, Cycling UK (formerly CTC). We fully support the proposals to extend
the existing off road cycle route right into Rufforth village, and by a grade separated subway crossing of the A1237
into Knapton, thence York.

We also recognise the potential of connecting this route with North Field Lane to create a "cycle and ride"option
into York via the A59 Park & Ride service.

A grade separated crossing of the A1237 must be maintained if that road is ever dualled.

The Rufforth village traffic plan should recognise that local recreational cyclist often pass through it, on circular rides
from York. This must be weighed in the balance, when considering the removal of physical calming measures such as
the existing chicanes.

Measures to help recreational cyclists transfer across the B1224 within the village between eg the Rufforth end of

the extended offroad path via Knapton, and Bradley Lane, must also be considered.

The regular car boot sales to the west of the village generate excessive motor vehicles flows, and the succession of
blind corners along the B1224 between that site and Rufforth village can create a hazard for non-motorised users.

Hope this is helpful.

Sincerely

Cycling UK
cycling

www.cyclinguk.org
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From: .
Sent: 09 July 2017 18:43

To: Rufforth KnaptonPlan

Subject: RE: Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Consultation

Many thanks for having sent through the latest consultation regarding the Neighbourhood
Development Plan for Rufforth with Knapton.

As you will be aware, we continue to work closely with the Local Authority, City of York Council, in
regards to potential future development and growth in the area of which this Neighbourhood Plan
helps inform, and | remain engaged closely in the emerging CoY Local Plan consultation process.

Whilst | have no formal comments at this point in specific regard to the Neighbourhood
Development Plan for Rufforth with Knapton proportion of the wider picture on behalf of the
Secretary of State for Transport, | would like to offer my thanks again for sending this through and
keeping in touch.

All the best with the consultation rounds, and please don’t hesitate to contact me in the future.

Kindest regards

Asset Development Manager
Yorkshire and North East
Highways England | Lateral | 8 City Walk | Leeds | LS11 9AT

Tel: (D | Voo (D

Web: http://www.highways.gov.uk
GTN: 0300 4702472
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From:

Sent: 19 July 2017 11:57

To: rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com

Subject: New message via your website, from _

* You have a new message:

e Via: https://www.rufforth-knaptonplan.co.uk/

e Message Details:
L]

Name (D
email (.

Message Thank you for sending through to the Parish Clerk at Nether Poppleton the details of your
Neighbourhood Plan. We will be sending a formal reply. We congratulate Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood
Plan Committee on the excellent quality of their pre-submission plan. The only issues we have concerns p 30
with reference to Northmister Business Park expansion as the access to this is through Poppleton down a narrow
village road. Details of our issues will be sent through officially from the Parish Clerk. However the Poppleton
Neighbourhood Plan Committee would refer you to our examiners report and the referendum stage of the plan.
All of this area is considered Green Belt preserved till 2020 by the Reserved RSS Yh9 and Y 1 policies.

e Senton: 19 July, 2017

e Thank you!

Nether Poppleton Parish Council and Upper with Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Plan response

to the Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan.

The Nether Poppleton Parish Council (NPPC) and the Upper and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood
Plan Committee (NPC) congratulates Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Group in achieving,
a Neighbourhood Plan website , a full Neighbourhood Plan, Scoping Document, Strategic
Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulation Screening Report in tiecerd

The NPPC supports the plan with the exception of the comments on Northminster Business Park. It
agrees that at present the site is contained screened, and well managed. It disagrees with the
expansion on the grounds that the current access is uiale for further expansion as it is a narrow

road with limited access for vehicles to pass. It is also adjacent to a row of houses that were
previously farm workers accommodation and therefore in a rural setting and this expansion would
be into the agred Green Belt which is protected.

The Green Belt designation of this area is preserved under the Regional Spatial Strategy Green Belt
Policies YH 9.

GThe detailed inner boundaries of the Green Belt around York should be defined in order to establish
longtSNY RSOSt2LISyd fAYAGEA OGKIFG al FS3dad NR GKS &aLIS
POLICY 1 York Sub area policy

Plans, strategies, investment decisions and programmes for York and sub area should

C Environment

1 In the City of York LDF, defihe detailed boundaries of the outstanding sections of the outer
boundary of the York Green Belt about 6 miles from York city centre and the inner boundary in line
with policy YHOC

2 Protect and enhance the nationally significant historical and envirotaheharacter of York,
AyOf dzZRAY3 AGA KAAG2NRO aSaiAay3das @AaASga 2F (GKS aAly
The area to the south and north of Northminster Business Park therefore sits within this Green Belt
defined area.

Until such time as a Local Plan for Ybds undergone an inspection and passed the Green Belt
needs to be preserved for future generations.
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The land proposed for development is also quality agricultural land which in itself should be reason
not to develop it and take the land out of production.

Environmentally the areas around York are prone to flooding as there is a high water table and
further development on the land would exacerbate this situation.

Submitted on behalf of Nether Poppleton Parish Council by Parish Clerk

Submitted on behalf of e Upper and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Pl@ommittee
(Chairman)
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Johnson

Planning & Daevelopment Consultants

Peter Rollings
Chairman, Neighbourhood Planning Group

rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com

14" August 2017

Dear Mr Rollings,

Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan 2017

We are acting on behalf of KCS Developments Limited and their development interests on the
western edge of York that fall within the Rufforth with Knapton Parish Boundary. We welcome the
opportunity to comment on the Neighbourhood Plan and ask you to take note of the following
comments.

It is important for all involved, that the Neighbourhood Plan aligns with the CYC Local Plan. One
of the key topics of debate in the emerging CYC Local Plan will be the Green Belt boundaries
within the City. The Parish Boundary is tightly constrained by the Green Belt, the boundary abuts
the western edge of York Urban Area and the settlements of Rufforth and Knapton are surrounded
by Green Belt. It is highly likely that there will be Green Belt boundary alterations in the emerging
Local Plan that lie within the Parish Boundary and we would therefore suggest that the timing of
the Neighbourhood Plan aligns itself with the Local Plan. We recognise that the Neighbourhood
Plan team want to progress with a Neighbourhood Plan without being reliant on the progress of
the Local Plan and its potential delay, however it would be a very short-lived Neighbourhood Plan
should it be adopted with Green Belt alterations that then do not align with the Local Plan. We do
however welcome the reference at paragraph 8.1.3 which acknowledges the relationship between
the Neighbourhood Plan and the emerging Local Plan. Paragraph 8.1.3 states:

“The Neighbourhood Plan’s Interim boundary would have to give way to the Local Plan as
it is a crucial role of that document to set a Green Belt.”

We acknowledge and support the aims of the Neighbourhood Plan and specific reference to
protect the physical separation of the Parish from the City of York.

Coronet House 013 887 0120

Queen Street mark@johnsonmowat.co.uk
Leeds richard@johnsonmowat.co.uk
LS12TW www johnsonmowat.co.uk
Johnson Mowat is registered in England & Wales: OC 407525
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Planning & Development Consultants

Policy RwK 01 - Draft Green Belt

Given the above reference to the importance of having a Neighbourhood Plan that aligns with the
Local Plan, it is advised that Policy RwK 01 makes reference to supporting the finalised Green
Belt boundaries in the Local Plan, or at least reference to working with the City of York Council
through the plan preparation process of the emerging Local Plan.

Policy RwK will become out of date quickly if it only makes reference to the Interim Draft Green
Belt, as this will be superseded by the Green Belt boundary once the Local Plan is adopted.

We do not support reference in the Policy that “No development outside the Village envelopes
will be supported other than that considered appropriate in the Green Belt as defined in the
National Planning Policy Framework.” (p12) This is too restrictive and does not allow for future
potential housing allocations in the Local Plan, in particular those on the western edge of the main
urban area that fall within the Parish Boundary. Flexibility could be built into this policy to allow for
Green Belt changes via the City of York Local Plan and ensure that the Neighbourhood Plan
aligns with the Local Plan when it is adopted. The addition of wording relating to the Green Belt
‘as defined at the time’ would assist in this instance.

Policy RwK 11 — Housing Mix

We have concerns with the prescriptiveness of this policy which we feel is inflexible. We are
supportive of the need for housing development to provide a mix of housing types and sizes,
which is dictated by the housing market at the time. However, the local housing mix may change
over the course of the Neighbourhood Plan period (2017 — 2033), therefore specific reference to
priorities of smaller family homes and properties for older people are too detailed for inclusion in
the mix policy.

Housing

We welcome reference at paragraph 8.12.2 that “within the City of York, the housing growth
strategy is to direct the greatest share of new housing to within or on the edge of the City.” This
is referenced in the context of Rufforth with Knapton Parish being in a rural area where
development will be severely restrained. However, it should be noted that the eastern boundary
of the Rufforth with Knapton Parish Boundary abuts the western urban edge of York. We feel it is
important that the Neighbourhood Plan recognises the extent of this boundary and doesn't seek
to restrict development on the edge of the City which would be contrary to the City of York housing
growth strategy. This point links back to the wording of Policy RwK 01.

Coronet House On3 887 0120

Queen Street mark@johnsonmowat.co.uk
Leeds richardi@johnsonmowat.co.uk
LS12TW www . johnsonmowat.co.uk
lohnson Mowat is registered in England & Wales: OC 407525

58



Johnson

Planning & Development Consultants

Reference at 8.12.13 regarding the housing requirement as identified in the Local Plan Preferred
Sites Consultation June 2016 should be updated to reflect the most current position, this being
the recently published Draft Strategic Housing Market Assessment which was considered by the
City of York Working Group as part of the evidence base for the emerging Local Plan. This
increases the housing requirement from the previous June 2016 Preferred Sites consultation.

Given the evolving position in relation to the housing requirement, which has increased since the
June 2016 Local Plan consultation and which formed the basis for the three identified housing
sites in the Neighbourhood Plan, there is the potential that the increase in the housing requirement
may result in the need to identify further housing allocations. With this in mind we request that the
Neighbourhood Plan allows for some flexibility in order that further allocated sites may be included
within the Neighbourhood Plan, that may not necessarily fall within the confines of Rufforth or
Knapton, but that could lie on the western edge of the York urban area that fall within the Parish
Boundary and do not undermine the aim of protecting the physical separation of Knapton with the
York urban edge. The flexibility within the Neighbourhood Plan to cater for additional allocations
on the York urban edge will ensure the Neighbourhood Plan aligns with the Local Plan in the
future. Carefully sited additional housing land on the urban edge will maintain the Neighbourhood
Plan priority of protecting the separation of Knapton from York.

Should you have any queries relating to the above, please do not hesitate to contact me. We look
forward to being kept informed of the progress of the Neighbourhood Plan.

Yours sincerely

A

.
Managing Partner
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Toronto Square

Leeds, LS1 2HJ

T: 0113 380 0270
Rufforth with Knapton W: indigoplanning.com
Neighbourhood Planning Group

By email only
rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com
15 August 2017 let.021..M5.05260017

Dear Sir/ Madam
RUFFORTH WITH KNAPTON NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 2017

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Rufforth with Knapton
Neighbourhood Plan consultation document.

These representations are submitted by Indigo Planning on behalf of Novus
Investment Ltd (Novus) who own the land identified in the Neighbourhood Plan as
“Site RK H3" at the junction of Back Lane and Main Street.

Novus support the decision to bring forward a Neighbourhood Plan, which will help
to guide development proposals in the parish in the future. Novus offer their broad
support for the plan, including the aim to support appropriate small scale residential
development that meets local needs. However, there are a couple of policies to
which we wish to make specific comment, as set out below.

Allocated Site RK H3 (Land at Junction of Back Lane and Main Street)

Novus support the proposed allocation of the site for housing (Allocated Site RK
H3). Novus also support the inclusion of the site within the Interim Village Envelope
Boundary (Policy No. RwK 01 and Figure h).

We note the reference at paragraph 8.12.17 to a planning application at the site
which was refused in October 2016. The primary reason for refusal was the site’s
location in the Green Belt, alongside the impact this would have on character. The
decision provides reassurance that there are no technical reasons why the site
should not be developed. Therefore, the proposed allocation of the site in the
Neighbourhood Plan and the emerging Local Plan would ensure that housing could
be delivered on the site.

Novus previously promoted the allocation of the site for residential use through the
emerging Local Plan in the Call for Sites exercise (October 2012), the Local Plan
Preferred Options (July 2013), and the Local Plan Preferred Sites Consultation
(September 2016). In Novus’ latest representations to the Preferred Sites
Consultation (September 2016), we argued that the indicative capacity of 11
dwellings (based on a standard density) was too high. A report which was

|:|‘ || ""I‘.'I-:..:‘, 5 f |'\‘_|.Z
London e Manchester » Leeds e Birmingham « Dublin PLANN|NG
EXCELLENCE
WINNER 2017
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presented to the Local Plan Working Group in July 2017 proposes to retain the
allocation for housing. City of York Council agree that the estimated yield should be
reduced to approximately 4 dwellings.

To confirm, the site is available for development now with a willing landowner.

This is the only vacant land within the Interim Knapton Village Envelope Boundary,
and clearly the most appropriate site for housing, which is needed. Without this
proposed allocation, there would be no proposed housing development in Knapton,
which could put the Neighbourhood Plan at risk of challenge, on the basis that it
would not plan positively.

We therefore consider the proposed allocation is acceptable, and should the
Neighbourhood Plan be brought forward in advance of the emerging York Local
Plan, this would be in accordance with national planning policy.

Novus broadly support the proposed criteria for which development proposals
should meet on the site, and consider a scheme can be delivered in line with this
policy.

Policy No. RwK 11 (Housing Mix)

Policy No. RwK 11 states that housing development proposals should provide a
mix of housing types and sizes, specifically to meet an identified local need in the
Parish.

It would be difficult for smaller housing schemes to provide a mix of dwellings
which reflects local demands, and it is not a proportionate requirement to
undertake a housing need assessment for such a proposal. We therefore propose
that this policy requirement is only applicable for proposals above 5 units.

The policy adds that priority should be given to smaller family homes suitable for
families with young children and properties for older pecople who are downsizing.
This may be contrary with the assessment of identified local need, thereby
rendering the policy unachievable. We propose that this be removed.

We therefore propose the policy be amended as follows:

“Policy No. RwK 11 - Housing Mix - Housing development
proposals above 5 units should provide a mix of housing types
and sizes, specifically to meet an identified local need in the

Parish. Bricrity should be givento smaller family homes suitable

Policy No. RwK 02 (Local Green Space)

Policy No. RwK 02 allocates Local Green Spaces and states the only such site in
Knapton is the recreational field. However, Figure ¢ identifies land to the north of
Knapton Lane in Acomb as Green Space.

61



indigo.

This site is outside the parish boundary and the green shading should therefore be
removed. This site does not fall under the remit of the Neighbourhood Plan given it
is outside the designated Neighbourhood Plan area, and if it is not amended, the
document may therefore cause conflict with the Local Plan, should this site be
allocated in the future.

Summary

Novus support the decision to bring forward a Neighbourhood Plan, and agree that
the allocation of Site RK H3 at the junction of Back Lane and Main Street would
mean this is deliverable and positively framed.

Novus propose amendments to Policy No. RwK 11 and Figure c in order to avoid
confusion and ensure the deliverability of the Neighbourhood Plan.

We look forward to hearing about the document as this progresses.

Yours faithfully

zze
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BRISTOL 3rd Floor

WILLMORE

EBBSFLEET el
EDINBURGH T/ 0113 2044 777
LEEDS

LONDON

MANCHESTER

NEWCASTLE

READING

SOUTHAMPTON

Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan

26008/A3/CA

BY POST AND EMAIL - rufforth-knapton@outlook.com

17t August 2017

Dear Sir/Madam,

REPRESENTATIONS TO THE RUFFORTH WITH KNAPTON DRAFT NEIGHBOURHOOD

PLAN 2017

On behalf of our Client, Equibase Ltd, we would like to make representations to the draft
Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan (2017). We welcome the opportunity to comment on
your draft document and with our experience and knowledge, we believe we can assist you in
ensuring that your Neighbourhood Plan is a sound and deliverable one.

Equibase Ltd have land interests within the village and they are keen to work with the
Neighbourhood Planning Group to ensure it produces a sound Neighbourhood Plan.

The remainder of these representations make comments on the contents of the Neighbourhood
Plan and offer suggestions for alterations to policies where necessary.

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

It is important to outline the relevant policies within the NPPF which relate to the preparation of
Local Plans and Neighbourhood Plans.

Paragraph 182 states that in order for plans to be considered ‘'sound’ they must meet the
following criteria:

* Positively prepared;

o Justified;

e Effective; and

¢ Consistent with national policy

More specifically, in respect of neighbourhood plans, paragraphs 184 and 185 are of relevance.
Paragraph 184 states as follows:

"the ambition of the neighbourhood should be aligned with the strategic needs and
priorities of the wider local area. Neighbourhood plans must be in general conformity with
the strategic policies of the Local Plan. To facilitate this, local planning authorities should
set out clearly their strategic policies for the area and ensure that an up-to-date Local
Plan is in place as quickly as possible. Neighbourhood plans should reflect these policies
and neighbourhood should plan positively to support them. Neighbourhood plans and
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