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1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 This report consists of the methods used to gather information to develop the Rufforth 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 canvassed 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 environmental assessment scoping document forwarded to the City of York Council 

(CYC) who advise that a full Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) was required. 
- A SEA commenced April 2017.  A Scoping Document produced for consultation with statutory 

bodies in May 2017 with the SEA completed by end June 2017. 
- A Pre-Submission Consultation which took place between 7th July ς 18th August 2017. 

 
2. BACKGROUND 
2.1 The Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan process commenced in October 2014 when a 
public meeting was held in the Community Hall Rufforth, to discuss the City of York Draft Local Plan 
2014. In particular, concerns over the proposed expansion of Harewood Whin and a TǊŀǾŜƭƭŜǊǎΩ ǎƛǘŜ 
were expressed. In discussion, the idea of producing a neighbourhood Plan was suggested. During 
December 2014 and early January 2015, a group of interested residents held discussions with the 
Parish Council with regard to producing a Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish. A further residentsΩ 
meeting was held in January 2015. Neighbourhood Plans were explained and it was stressed that the 
Plan must represent the views of the whole community and must promote some change.  
Unanimous support was given and the Parish Council agreed to proceed. A Neighbourhood Planning 
group was convened to manage the process. In May 2015, the Parish council applied to the City of 
York Council for designated area status. This was followed by the statutory consultation process. No 
objections being raised, designation was confirmed in July 2015. 
 
3. CONSULTATION 
3.1 Throughout the Plan process continuous consultation and updating of residents has taken place 
by a variety of methods:  

- A monthly report has been given verbally and in written form to the Parish Council at its 
regular meetings. The contents of these reports have been recorded in the Parish 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 Plan, along with requests for any comments or 
views, have been circulated to all those residents who have provided their email addresses for 
the purpose. 

- At all times when feedback has been requested, the following statement has been made ΨBy 
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 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 
ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘΩΦ 

- Meetings have been publicised by email, by flyers delivered to households throughout the 
Parish, and by notices displayed on notice boards and in the Shop and Outreach Post Office in 
Rufforth. 
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Questionnaire 
3.2 In June 2015, a Questionnaire was circulated to all 427 households in the Parish and achieved a 
73% response rate. Letters sent to landowners and businesses in Parish (appendix III of The Rufforth 
with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Submission Version- the Plan. A copy of the Questionnaire can be 
found at Appendix IV of the Plan. 
 
3.3 By September 2015, results of the Questionnaire were analysed and a report of the findings 
circulated to all households, a copy of which can be found at Appendix V of The Plan.  The aims and 
vision of the Rufforth with Knapton Plan were generated to address the key issues raised by 
residents in their response to the Questionnaire, with sustainable development at its heart. 
 
ResidentsΩ Meeting  
3.4 In November 2015, a residentsΩ meeting was held to discuss proposed policies related to the 
operation of Harewood Whin Waste Management Site (subsequently embodied in the Plan). 
Overwhelming majority (by show of hands) in support.  
 
3.5 In February 2016, a follow up letter sent to landowners, requesting additional potential sites for 
housing allocations. None were forthcoming at this stage. 
 
Housing Allocation Consultation 
3.6 During August 2016 three potential sites for housing allocations were identified and residents 
were consulted on their views. Emails were sent out to our circulation list with a link to the housing 
allocations on the plan website and requesting feedback. A drop-in meeting was held in the 
Institute, Rufforth. This was publicised by email, notices on Parish notice boards and leaflets 
delivered to all households in the Parish. Details of the proposed housing allocations were displayed 
along with other key aspects of the work on the Plan to date. Response forms were issued. 
 
3.7 43 residents attended the meeting. 36 responses were received, 34 of which were supportive. 2 
objections were made to 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 to keep lower priced properties for local people. 
- Detail of proposed village envelope boundaries (subsequently redrawn in response to 

comments). 
- Support for proposed new rear entrance to school. 

 
3.8 Following this consultation, two further potential sites were submitted by the landowner and 
were included in the site assessment process. 
 
 
4. JULY 2017 PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION 
4.1 A draft scoping report for a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) was prepared and 

presented to the City of York Council, who subsequently advised that a full SEA would be required as 

there is currently no adopted Local Plan in place. At the same time, the City of York Council advised 

that a Habitat Regulations Report was also required. 

4.2 AECOM were commissioned to prepare the SEA. A Scoping Report was presented to the City of 

York Council, Historic England, Natural England and the Environment Agency for the statutory five 

week consultation (14th April to 19th May 2017).  All comments were incorporated into the SEA which 

was submitted to pre-submission consultation, along with the Plan from 7th July to 18th August 2017. 
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4.3 The Neighbourhood Planning Group prepared the Habitat Regulations Report using guidelines 

from the City of York Council and this was submitted as part of the pre-submission documentation. 

4.4 Pre-submission consultation on the Plan took place from 7th July to 18th August 2017.  The 
following documents were presented:  
 

The Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Plan Consultation Document 

APPENDIX I  Parish Boundary Map   

APPENDIX II  Parish History   

APPENDIX III Engagement Process 

APPENDIX IV Questionnaire 2015 

APPENDIX V Analysis of Questionnaire 

 APPENDIX VI  2011 Census Data 

 APPENDIX VII  Development in the Green Belt 

 APPENDIX VIII Green Infrastructure 

 APPENDIX IX Drainage Map 

APPENDIX X Housing Site Selection Criteria 

APPENDIX XI Commercial Site Criteria 

APPENDIX XII ¢ǊŀǾŜƭƭŜǊǎΩ ǎƛǘŜ 

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) 
SEA Non-technical Summary  
Habitat Regulation Screening Report 

 
4.5 All documents were made available on the Plan website, rufforth-knaptonplan.co.uk and all 
residents on our email circulation list were contacted to 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 the Parish. The booklet contained a letter from the chairman 
of the Neighbourhood Planning Group explaining the process and a detachable response form 
(Appendix A). Hard copies of the Plan plus the supporting documents detailed above were made 
available at a number of locations in the Parish ς The Outreach Post Office, Shop and Village Institute 
in Rufforth and the Red Lion in Knapton. 
 
4.6 A Ψdrop-inΩ meeting was held in the Village Institute in Rufforth on Saturday 15th July from 9:30 to 
12:30 to provide residents with the opportunity to ask questions and express their views. This 
meeting was widely publicised throughout the Parish by means of: 

- A covering letter in the Plan Consultation document booklet (Appendix A). 
- 9Ƴŀƛƭ ƴƻǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǳǇΩǎ ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƭƛǎǘ (Appendix B). 
- Notices displayed on notice boards in both Rufforth and Knapton and in the Shop and 

Outreach Post Office in Rufforth (Appendix C). 
- Invitations were issued to Julian Sturdy MP and the CYC Ward Councillors. 

 
4.7 At the meeting, displays of key sections of the Plan, including Village Envelopes, Housing 
Allocations, and the boundaries of Harewood Whin were available for perusal. Response forms were 
available (Appendix A). A total of 52 residents attended this event.   
Statutory consultative bodies and other local organisations and landowners were contacted by e 
mail or post (Appendix D). Copies of letters and emails can be found in Appendix E. 
 
 
 

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
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4.8 The purpose of the consultation was: 
- To gain the views of residents on the Plan and its overall objectives. 
- To specifically collect opinions on the proposed housing allocations. 
- To assess whether the Plan satisfactorily addressed the concerns and aspirations of residents 

as identified in responses to the original Questionnaire. 
- To receive responses from official bodies, with particular reference to sustainability, 

compliance with NPPF guidelines and conformity with the emerging City of York Council Local 
Plan. 
 

4.9 A total of 58 responses were received from residents of which the vast majority (46) expressed 
support for the Plan. In addition, 13 responses were received from official bodies and other 
organisations. Full copies of responses can be found in Appendix F. 
 
4.10 Following the consultation, all responses were analysed in detail and revisions made to the Plan 
as appropriate. The following table details both alterations made and responses which were debated 
with no change ensuing. 
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Table 1: Summary of key issues raised at pre-submission consultation 7th July to 18th August 2017.   
 

PARAGRAPH 
NUMBER: 
ORIGINAL AND  
(NEW POSITION)  

RESPONDENT SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES ALTERATIONS / ACTIONS, Original Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood 
Plan text (plain text). Alterations / additional text (bold text). Additional 
information in italics. 
 

Throughout References throughout the document to previous versions of the City of York Local Plan or Call for Sites or Preferred Sites 
Consultation. New Local Plan produced, therefore text altered to reference this. 
The City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) inserted wherever previous versions of the document are referred to. 

Throughout Any grammar and spelling changes rectified. 

2.1 N/A CYC Local Plan timetable altered 
from initial draft  

.... produced. The current version of the Local Plan is timetabled for 
Publication consultation in February-March 2018 and submission for 
examination in May 2018.  ! tǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘΧΦ 

3.5 N/A CYC progress of Local Plan 
Publication Draft (February 2018) 

ΦΧ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎΦ However, work on the proposed Local Plan 
(Publication Draft 2018) is now at an advanced stage. The City of York Draft 
/ƻƴǘǊƻƭ ΧΦ 

3.6  
N/A 

 
CYC progress of Local Plan 
Publication Draft (February 2018) 

ΦΧ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜƳŜǊƎƛƴƎ Local Plan and is in general conformity 
with the City of York local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018). 

3.8 Χ ǎŜǘ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŜƴ .Ŝƭǘ .ƻǳƴŘŀǊȅΦ The Interim Draft Green Belt as defined in 
the Plan is in general conformity with the Green Belt boundaries as set out 
in the City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018). 

4.4 N/A Progress of the process since The 
Plan was produced 

ΧΦ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŜƴŎƻuraged. Details of proposed housing 
ŀƭƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ !ǳƎǳǎǘ нлмс ŀƴŘ ŀ ΨŘǊƻǇ-ƛƴΩ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ƘŜƭŘ ƛƴ 
order to hear the views of residents. The QǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜ ΧΦ 

4.4 
(4.5) 

N/A Insertion of new paragraph to 
update progress since The Plan was 
produced. 

4.5 A pre-submission consultation was conducted during 7th July to 18th 
August 2017.  A copy of the Draft Plan was delivered to every household in 
ǘƘŜ tŀǊƛǎƘ ŀƴŘ ŀ ΨŘǊƻǇ-ƛƴΩ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ƘŜƭŘ ƻƴ мрth July. Copies of the Plan 
were also made available to official bodies, landowners and developers. 
55 responses were received from residents, largely supportive of the Plan. 
Revisions to the Plan were made following this consultation and are 
incorporated in the Plan as submitted. 

5.2 Resident  Provided additional detail of Acomb ΧΦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƴŀƳŜǎ ƻŦ [ƻǿŦƛŜƭŘ ŀƴŘ bƻǊǘƘŦƛŜƭŘΦ !ŎƻƳō DǊŀƴƎŜ was founded in 
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Grange.  ǘƘŜ ммнлΩǎ ōȅ ǘƘŜ aŀǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ {ǘΦ [ŜƻƴŀǊŘΩǎ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ and became part of 
Rufforth Parish prior to 1520. It is connected with major events in 
9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ŜΦƎΦ ǘƘŜ tƛƭƎǊƛƳŀƎŜ ƻŦ DǊŀŎŜ ƛƴ IŜƴǊȅ ±LLLΩǎ ǊŜƛƎƴΣ ǘƘŜ 
battle of Marston Moor in the English Civil War and with George Hudson, 
ǘƘŜ άwŀƛƭǿŀȅ YƛƴƎέΦ IǳŘǎƻƴ ōǳƛƭǘ ǎƻƳŜ Ǌŀƛƭǿŀȅ ǎƘŜŘǎ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ƭƛƴŜ ŦǊƻƳ ¸ƻǊk 
to Leeds, near to Acomb Grange, but the railway line never materialised. 
Currently there are 3 other properties around the Grange, converted from 
its original farm buildings. Acomb Grange is a 5 van Camping and 
Caravanning Club certified site. 

5.5 Resident  Advice re: terminology Rufforth village is a linear settlementΣ ǎǘŜƳƳƛƴƎ ΧΦ 

8.1.1  
CYC 

 
Advice re: definitions 

ΧΦ ƎǳƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ¢ƘŜ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ Spatial Strategy (RSS) for Yorkshire and the 
IǳƳōŜǊΧΦ 

8.1.2 Policy YH9 of the Yorkshire ŀƴŘ IǳƳōŜǊ ΧΦ 

8.1.3  
 
 
CYC; KCS 
developments; 
Gladman 
Developments. 
 

Not within remit of Neighbourhood 
plan to define Green Belt. Green 
belt will be determined once the 
CYC Local Plan adopted. 
Modifications to the green belt 
policy to be guided by examiners 
report for Poppleton Plan.  
Plan revised to show conformity to 
general extent of the Green Belt as 
defined in the Publication draft 
(February 2018) of the York Local 
Plan. 
KCS - Guidance regarding the Draft 
Green Belt ς it needs to make 
reference to the Green Belt once 
the Local Plan is adopted 

ΦΧ LƴǘŜǊƛƳ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ conforms to the Green Belt boundary as defined in 
ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ƻŦ ¸ƻǊƪΩǎ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ tǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ 5ǊŀŦǘ όCŜōruary 2018) as it is a 
ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ΧΦ 

8.1.7 Paragraph removed 

8.1.9 
(8.1.8) 

CYC Advice re: definitions Currently, the general extent of the Draft Green Belt (the City of York Local 
Plan Publication Draft February 2018) circles York at a radius of 
approximately six miles.  

8.1.11   ΦΧ ŀƭƭ ǿƛǘƘ DǊŜŜƴ .Ŝƭǘ όthe City of York Local Plan Publication Draft, 
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(8.1.10) N/A Updated to reflect most recent 
version 

February 2018) around them. 

8.1.13 (8.1.12) The City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) DǊŜŜƴ .Ŝƭǘ ΧΦ 

8.1.15 
(8.1.14) 

ΧΦ {ŜǘǘƛƴƎ ¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ tŀǇŜǊ ¦ǇŘŀǘŜ WǳƴŜ нлмоΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ City of York Local 
Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) Green Belt around it serves 
purposes 1 and 3. 

8.1.16 
(8.1.15) 

Resident  Advice re: definitions Rufforth is a linear settlement ŀƭƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ .мннп ΧΦ 
.... and 20 miles from Leeds. 

8.1.19 
(8.1.18) 

 
N/A 

 
Updated to reflect most recent 
version 

ΧΦ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ city, the City of York Local Plan Publication 
Draft (February 2018) Green Belt ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ tŀǊƛǎƘ ƻŦ wǳŦŦƻǊǘƘ ΧΦ 

8.1.21 
(8.1.20) 

The City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) omits the 
ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ΧΦ 

8.1.23 
(8.1.22) 

Natural 
England; 
resident; NFU 

The importance of soils in a 
sustainable economy and of food 
security. Natural England - must 
protect the best and most versatile 
agricultural land. Information on 
soil types and agricultural land can 
be found at magic.gov.uk. NFU 
supportive of preservation of high 
grade land. 

ΧΦ ŀƴŘ о όƎƻƻŘ ǘƻ ƳƻŘŜǊŀǘŜύΦ Both villages are surrounded by arable 
ŦŀǊƳƛƴƎΣ Ǿƛǘŀƭ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ŦƻƻŘ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘȅ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦ 
As well as cereals, potatoes and sugar beet are harvested across the 
tŀǊƛǎƘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ǎƻƛƭǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǾŀƭǳŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ŦƛƴƛǘŜ Ƴǳƭǘƛ-
functional resource which underpins well-being and prosperity. Soil can be 
a store for carbon and water, a reservoir of bio-diversity and a buffer 
against pollution. The NPPF particularly paras. 109 and 112, reflects the 
importance of the conservation and sustainable management of soils. 
Agricultural land in the Parish is generally grade 3 or higher and as such 
should be protected from development in the interests of the local rural 
economy and indeed the wider national economy (NPPF Para 17) Food 
security is likely to become a particularly important issue as a result of 
Brexit. 

8.1.24 
(8.1.23) 

CYC To include paragraphs on village 
envelopes in the Green Belt section 
of the Plan.  

8.1.24 removed and replaced with original paragraphs 8.12.7, 8.12.8, 8.12.9 
and original figure h) & i). Renumbered as 8.1.23, and figures b) & c). 

Policy RwK 01 ς 
Draft Green Belt 

Natural 
England; Barton 
Wilmore; 
Gladman 
Developments; 
KCS 

The importance of soils in 
sustainable systems. Must protect 
the best and most versatile 
agricultural land. 
Barton Wilmore and Gladman 
Developments ς Draft Green Belt 

New paragraph added to the end of the policy  
The Plan would only support the consideration of land use change if the 
permanency of the impact on soils has been assessed, with special 
attention paid to the eco-system it supports and especially its role in 
agriculture and food production.  
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developments outside the remit of neighbourhood 
planning. Green Belt will be 
determined once the CYC Local Plan 
adopted. 
KCS - Feels comments too 
ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ Ψƴƻ 
development outside the village 
enveloǇŜΩ 

8.2.6 Gladman 
Developments; 
NFU; landowner 

Ensure that Local Green Spaces 
meet requirements of the 
framework. 
NFU Clarification of selection 
ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ ΨƭƻŎŀƭ ƎǊŜŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜΩ in 
relation to land owned by a 
member of NFU. 
Landowner objection to green 
space designation for allotments 

It was felt that 8.2.3 clarified this sufficiently, therefore no alteration. 
As the allotments in Rufforth are privately owned and the landowner 
strongly objects to this designation it was decided to drop this requirement 
in the interests of maintaining the status quo. However, the allotments are 
still a designated Green Space in the Publication Draft (February 2018) of the 
York Local Plan, CYC are attempting to resolve the issue with the landowner.  

Succeeding 8.3.3 
(8.3.4) 

Natural 
England; NFU 

Additional paragraph added 
following comments on sustainable 
environments. NFU supportive of 
preservation of high grade land. 

Additional paragraph  
8.3.4 The majority of the land in the Parish is productive agricultural land.  
Current national farming policies encourage biodiversity and these should 
be supported to provide a managed landscape which is both productive 
and environmentally sustainable. 

8.4.6 
(8.5.6) 

Resident; 
Cycling UK 

Cycle path extension to Rufforth 
should have also been an extension 
of the bridleway.   
Need to consider cyclist crossing of 
B1224 

Landowner was not prepared to provide sufficient width of land to facilitate 
this. 
 
Not considered practical. 

Policy RwK 04   
(Policy RwK 05) 

CYC; NYCC; 
Barton Wilmore 

Tƻ ŀǾƻƛŘ ǿƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŜ tŀǊƛǎƘ 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǿƛƭƭ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘΩ.  
Incorrect numbering of the cycle 
paths. 

First sentence replaced. Re-numbered due to previous changes. 
Policy No. RwK 05 ς Footpaths and Cycle Ways - Opportunities to secure 
improvements in the network of footpaths and cycleways should be 
encouraged, including through developer contributionsΧΦ  
ΧΦ Cƻƻtpaths and cycle ways as outlined in figures f, g and h. 

8.5.3 Residents Propose of bypass or strongly Decisions on bypasses are the responsibility of the Department of Transport. 



11 
 

(8.6.3) ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜŘ άƭƻŎŀƭ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎέ for Rufforth. 
 
Concern re: possibility of poultry 
farm ς country roads would struggle 
ǘƻ ŎƻǇŜ ǿƛǘƘ ID±ΩǎΦ 

Rufforth would be way down the list of priorities, thus making the 
proposition unviable. Other traffic calming measures suggested in 8.6.7. 
 
Application withdrawn (15/02031/FULM) recommended for refusal 
16/03/16. Covered by Policy RwK 16 ς Small Scale Commercial Enterprises.  

8.5.4 
(8.6.4.) 

CYC, residents  Rewording based on comments  ΦΧ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƻǘǇŀǘƘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƴŀǊǊƻǿ ŀƴŘ hazardous to pedestrians and impacts 
on the ability of local children to walk to school. 

8.5.6 
(8.6.6) 

Cycling UK Supportive of extension of off road 
cycle route.  

N/A 

8.5.7 
(8.6.7.) 

Residents; 
Cycling UK 

Detailed response regarding 
experience of traffic calming 
measures. Mixed support regarding 
removal of chicanes.  
Need to consider cyclists in removal 
of traffic calming measures. 
Suggestion to close A1237 junction 
from Knapton. 

Decision made to be less prescriptive. Change of first sentence, addition of 
final bullet point. 
The following measures will be consideredΥ ΧΦ 
- Monitor and review future developments in traffic management 
systems. 
 
Traffic management will be monitored within these measures 

Policy RwK 05 
(Policy RwK 06) 

CYC Tƻ ŀǾƻƛŘ ǿƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŜ tŀǊƛǎƘ 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǿƛƭƭ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘΩ.  

First sentence replaced. Re-numbered due to previous changes. 
Policy No. RwK 06 ς Traffic Management - Traffic management measures to 
improve vehicular and pedestrian safety and movement, especially in 
Rufforth, should be implemented. 

8.6.2 
(8.7.2) 

Residents  Support regarding issues of 
speeding and safety 

N/A 

Succeeding 8.6.4 
(8.7.5) 

N/A Following the Pre-publication Draft 
of the CYC Local Plan (February 
2018) link policy to objectives as set 
out in the Local plan. Insertion of 
new paragraph and re-numbered 
due to previous changes. 

8.7.5 It is the stated aim of both central government and the City of York 
council to reduce the reliance on the motor car as a mode of transport. In 
a rural Parish such as Rufforth with Knapton with very limited services and 
amenities, this ambition can only be realistically achieved by the provision 
of reliable and frequent public transport. The increase in population 
anticipated in this Plan only serves to emphasise this requirement. 

Policy RwK 06   
(Policy RwK 07) 

CYC Feedback regarding policy wording.  Policy re-written and re-numbered due to previous changes. 
Policy No. RwK 07 - Public Transport - The Plan supports measures to 
reduce reliance on the motor car as a means of transport.  This requires an 
improved availability and frequency of public transport and in particular 
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bus services.  This will require cooperation with the City of York Council, 
North Yorkshire County Council and other stakeholders. 

8.7.1 
(8.8.1) 

Resident Parking on Yew Tree Close at school 
times severely restrictive to access. 

The provision of a rear pedestrian entrance to the school and the fact that 
roads in the proposed new development area will provide additional parking 
facility at school times should alleviate existing parking problems in both 
Middlewood and Yew Tree Close. 50% of pupils at the school are currently 
from outside the Parish. The proposed housing allocation should increase 
the % of pupils from the Parish attending and the new housing will be in 
easy walking distance of the school. 

Policy RwK 08 
(Policy RwK 09) 

Residents; NFU Concerns re: drainage issues. Policy 
focussed too much on possible 
solutions rather than achieving 
objectives. Detailed information 
described by NFU. 
Policy rewritten to conform more 
closely to the Pre-Publication Draft 
(February 2018) of the CYC Local 
Plan which it was felt defined the 
objectives more clearly.  

Policy re-written and Re-numbered due to previous changes. 
Policy No. RwK 09 - Drainage - All parts of the drainage system which is 
currently stretched will require regular maintenance and repairs. This will 
be achieved with the cooperation of the City of York Council and Yorkshire 
Water.   
All new development should be designed to maximise retention of surface 
water on the developmeƴǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ƳƛƴƛƳƛǎŜ ΨǊǳƴ ƻŦŦΩ.  Effective 
measures must be taken to ensure that such developments do not exert 
additional pressure on surface water and sewerage systems that are 
already at capacity.  The most appropriate technical solution for each 
development must be implemented and is likely to incorporate 
Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) with attenuation and storage. Such 
attenuation and storage measures must accommodate at least a 1 in 30-
year storm. Any design should also ensure that storm water, resulting 
from a 1 in 100 year event, plus the additional flows from the latest 
climate change advice, to account for climate change and surcharging the 
drainage system, can be stored on the site without risk to people or 
property and without overflowing into a watercourse or adjacent areas. 
Sustainable Drainage System (SuDS) methods of source control and water 
quality improvement should be utilised for all new development, to 
minimise the risk of pollution and to attenuate flood volumes. Such 
facilities should be provided on site, or where this is not possible, close to 
the site. 
Existing land drainage systems should not suffer any detriment as a result 
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of development. 
Where required, flood attenuation features should be used positively to 
enhance biodiversity and the public domain. 
Landscaping should be designed to reduce surface water flooding and to 
enhance local biodiversity. Areas of hardstanding such as driveways and 
parking areas should be minimised and porous materials used. 

8.9.3 (8.10.3) Resident  Advice re: definitions Rufforth, a linear settlement ŀǎǘǊƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ .мннпΧΦ 

8.9.6 
(8.3.1; 8.3.2; 8.3.3; 
Policy RwK 03) 

CYC; Historic 
England;  
NYCC 

Consider specific heritage policy.  
NYCC ς include site of Battle of 
Marston Moor. 
 

This section has been removed and a new section added following RwK 02 
and renumbered accordingly as 8.3 
8.3 HISTORIC CHARACTER 
8.3.1 Fundamental to any future development will be the recognition and 
preservation of the historic character and features of the villages.  
 
8.3.2 The Parish of Rufforth with Knapton contains 5 listed buildings - St. 
tŜǘŜǊΩǎ CŀǊƳƘƻǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ н ŀŘƧƻƛƴƛƴƎ ŎƻǘǘŀƎŜǎ ƛƴ YƴŀǇǘƻƴΤ tŜŀǊ Tree 
CŀǊƳƘƻǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ !ƭƭ {ŀƛƴǘǎΩ /hurch in Rufforth. In Rufforth, the village 
pump and trough and pinfold are also listed. The pond and Sand Dykes 
Nature Reserve, given to the Parish Council in the 19th century, are Sites of 
Local Interest. Of great significance to the historic character of the Parish 
are the red phone box, village garden, and the pinfold in Knapton.  
 
8.3.3 The pattern of strip field farming is still evident around Rufforth and 
residents enjoy views through open countryside due north to the White 
Horse at Kilburn, eastwards to the Minster tower and across to Menwith 
Hill by Harrogate. The registered Battlefield of Marston Moor lies 
approximately 4kms to the west of the Parish. No development in the Plan 
area would be supported if it was likely to have an adverse impact on the 
setting of the Battlefield.  
 
Policy No. RwK 03 ς Heritage -  

- An ongoing programme of care to maintain and enhance the 
phone box, pump and pinfolds will be implemented. 
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Any development proposals that would damage, have significant adverse 
effects on any listed building, named significant Parish features ƻǊ {[LΩǎ 
would not be supported. 

8.9.7; 
8.9.8;  
8.9.11; 
8.9.12; 
8.9.13 

 
 
 
 
CYC 

 
 
 
 
Statements in this section would 
not be enforceable unless included 
in Policy. Text therefore 
repositioned in policy box. 
 
 

Paragraphs deleted and re-numbered or remaining text accordingly. 

Policy RwK 09 
(Policy RwK 10) 

Policy rewritten to ensure all vital issues are included and re-numbered due 
to previous changes. 
Policy No. RwK 10 - Design - Development proposals must demonstrate high 
quality design, form and layout that respects the distinctive character of the 
Parish having regard to scale, density, massing height landscape, materials 
and access as appropriate. (Heritage Policy RwK 03) 

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

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

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

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

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

- The height of new development (including extensions) should be 
restricted to two storeys. This still permits loft extensions, providing 
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 as solar panels, should be 
sympathetically installed so as not to damage the architectural 
integrity of the locality. 

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

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

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

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

Policy RwK 10   
(Policy RwK 11) 

Resident  Omission of Post office. - The Outreach Post Office 

Policy RwK 11 ς 
Housing Mix 
(Policy RwK 12) 

Indigo Planning; 
Barton 
Wilmore; KCS 
developments; 
Residents  

Difficult for small schemes to 
provide housing mix, and may be 
too prescriptive. Suggest it only 
applies to developments over 5 
dwellings. Priority for smaller family 
homes and older people downsizing 
may be contrary with the 
assessment of identified local need, 
propose that this be removed.  
 

Over 40% of households in the Parish have 4 or more bedrooms compared to 
20% in York as a whole. Residents strongly feel that in order to 
ensure sustainability of much valued services a community consisting of a 
mix of all ages is required. This creates a need to encourage more families 
with young children to the Parish and thus the need for smaller family 
properties. It was decided to leave the proposals on housing mix unchanged. 

8.12.3 
(8.13.3) 

N/A Clarification on review Furthermore, the designation of all of the undeveloped land within  the 
Parish as Green Belt ŀŎǘǎ ΧΦ 

Allocated site Rk 
H1 

Residents  Objections to RK H1 on grounds of 
traffic problems and congestion and 
pressure on drainage/sewerage 
systems. School is full so unable to 
accommodate pupils from 

There are provisions within the conditions set out for this development in the 
Plan to ensure that it does not adversely impact existing drainage and 
sewerage systems. Much of the traffic congestion currently experienced in 
Middlewood Close is due to school traffic. The provision of a rear pedestrian 
entrance to the school and the fact that roads in the proposed new 
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additional housing.    5 development area will provide additional parking facility at school times 
should alleviate existing parking problems in both Middlewood and Yew Tree 
Close. 50% of pupils at the school are currently from outside the Parish. The 
proposed housing allocation should increase the % of pupils from the Parish 
attending and the new housing will be in easy walking distance of the 
school. The allocation remains supported. 

8.12.16 
(8.13.13) 

CYC Policy as written was too 
prescriptive with regard to type of 
dwellings 

ΦΧ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ IŀǊŜǿƻƻŘ ²ƘƛƴΣ and will accommodate properties to consist 
broadly of 3 terraced cottages, 2 three-bedroom detached houses and 4 
bungalows with adequate off-road parking/garaging for the cottages and 
visitors. 

Allocated Site RK 
H2 

CYC; Barton 
Wilmore 

Policy was too prescriptive.  
Barton Wilmore supportive of site. 
Details provided of drainage 
assessment; noise assessment; 
highways assessment. 
 

Second part of the policy re-written to include following points only. 
ΦΧ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅΣ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎΥ 
- Adequate off-road parking or garaging to be provided thus obviating 

the need for residents parking on the roads. 
- Suitable measures to be taken to ensure that the development adds 

no further pressure to the sewerage and drainage system. 

Allocated site RK 
H3 

Residents in 
Knapton; Indigo 
Planning 
 

Repeated comments received from 
6 residents opposing allocated site. 
Reasons: Knapton has already had a 
lot of development over past 10 
years; Green Belt land which is 
outside the village boundary and is 
valuable countryside; Add to 
congestion in the village; Add little 
to the required housing stock. 
Indigo Planning 
- support housing allocation RK H3. 
Without the site, it may risk 
challenge that it is not planned 
positively. 

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

Succeeding 8.12.18 
(8.14.1; 8.14.2; 
8.14.3; Policy RwK 

CYC document;  
NFU 

The Publication Draft of the City of 
York Coucil Local Plan (February 
2018) defines re-use of buildings 

Addition of new policy ς re-use of buildings and renumbering as necessary, 
to ensure conformity with the Publication Draft (February 2018). 
8.14 RE-USE OF BUILDINGS  
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14) clearly.  
NFU feedback to diversify re-use. 
Support of conversion of 
agricultural buildings. 
 

8.14.1 It is important that the re-use of buildings does not have an adverse 
ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŜƴ .ŜƭǘΩǎ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ƻǊ ǇǊŜƧǳŘƛŎŜ ƛǘǎ purposes. It is 
therefore necessary to consider the impact of the proposed re-use in 
comparison with the existing use of the building. The buildings to be re-
used must be permanent and of substantial construction, and be capable 
of the change without major reconstruction.  
 
8.14.2 Within the Parish of Rufforth with Knapton demand potentially 
exists for the conversion of farm buildings to residential use, often in 
relatively remote locations. Proposals for residential conversion of farm 
buildings must be sympathetic to the original structure and setting of the 
building, be of permanent and substantial construction and meet the 
criteria defined in Policy RwK 10. Proposals for residential conversion that 
would result in the building taking on a modern domestic appearance 
which could be seen as detrimental to the visual character of the locality 
will not be supported.  
 
8.14.3 In accordance with Policy RwK 03 any proposals for conversion that 
would damage or have significant adverse effects on any listed building or 
a building of historic interest will not be supported.  
 
Policy No RwK 14 - Re-use of buildings  
Outside defined settlement limits planning permission for the re-use of 
buildings within the Green Belt will be supported provided:  

- The re-use does not have a materially greater impact than the 
present use on the openness of the Green Belt. 

- The buildings are of permanent and substantial construction and 
are capable of conversion without major or complete 
reconstruction. 

- The proposed re-use will generally take place within the fabric of 
the existing building and will not require extensive alteration, 
rebuilding or extension. 

- The form, bulk and general design of the buildings are in keeping 
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with their surroundings and sympathetic to the character of the 
building. 

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

Policy RwK 13 
(Policy RwK 15) 

CYC document;  
NFU 

NFU feedback to diversify re-use of 
buildings. Support of conversion of 
agricultural buildings. 
 

Policy altered to ensure conformity with the Publication Draft (February 
2018). Alteration of original policy Rwk13 ς deletion of last paragraph. 

8.14.3 
(8.16.3) 

NFU; 
Resident 

To add specific details about barn 
conversions. 
 
Poor broadband preventing 
establishment of rural businesses, 
must include a demand for 
broadband services throughout the 
village of not less than 50 Mb to 
support local enterprises. 

- The Plan supports appropriate farm and rural diversification 
activity. In particular, barn conversions ΧΦ 
 

Not within the remit of the Neighbourhood Plan 

8.14.6 
(8.16.6) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Upper 
Poppleton 
Parish Council; 
resident  

 
Issues regarding the size of the 
proposed allocation in the Pre-
Publication Draft of the CYC Local 
Plan (February 2018), land being 
Green Belt, the soil being Grade 
One and transport infrastructure 
issues. It was noted that the 
allocation in the Pre-Publication 
Draft was larger than that 
previously suggested in the 
Preferred Sites Consultation. This is 
not an allocation in the Rufforth 
with Knapton Neighbourhood plan 

Paragraph re-written. 
Site RK E1 - Northminster Business Park - It is noted that the City of York 
Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) proposes a major extension of 
Northminster business park (ST19). The land is prime agricultural land, 
approximately 50% of which is classified as grade 1. Planning policy states 
that prime agricultural land should not be used for development as it is 
essential for crops and would be lost forever. In addition, there are major 
access and traffic issues, particularly bearing in mind other significant 
proposed developments in the vicinity, affecting the A59/ A1237 junction. 

8.14.7 
(8.16.7) 

First paragraph re-written 
It is recognised that an extension to an already flourishing business park 
would offer significant employment opportunities for the wider area. 
However, it is felt that this development is too large and does not meet 
our definition for small scale commercial enterprises. Had the proposal 
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but a comment on proposals in the 
CYC Local Plan which has been 
revised accordingly.  

been on a significantly smaller scale (as originally presented in the 2016 
consultation), subject to certain specific criteria we would not have 
objected to proposals providing that: 

8.15 
(8.17.1) 

NYCC; CYC Waste management is an excluded 
development for Neighbourhood 
planning. However, acknowledged 
that the policy is in line with the 
emerging Minerals and Waste Joint 
Plan. 

Insertion of new paragraph and appropriate re-numbering accordingly  
8.17.1 It is accepted that Waste Management is normally outside the 
remit of a Neighbourhood Plan. However, the Harewood Whin Waste 
Management site has for many years, due to its scale, had a major impact 
on the environment of the Parish and the lives of residents. It is 
recognised that Harewood Whin has been classified as a strategic waste 
management site in the emerging Minerals and Waste Joint Plan (being 
produced by the City of York Council, North Yorkshire County Council and 
the North York Moors National Park Authority) and in the City of York 
Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018). Both of these Plans note that 
Harewood Whin is within the Green Belt and that any further expansion is 
therefore constrained. 

8.15.1 
(8.17.2; 8.17.3) 

NYCC; 
CYC 

Omission of recent planning 
permission granted.  
Waste management is an excluded 
development for Neighbourhood 
planning. However, acknowledged 
that the policy is in line with the 
emerging Minerals and Waste Joint 
Plan. 

Addition of new text and deletion of second half of paragraph  
ΧΦ ŜȄǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΦ  
 
8.17.3 The current landfill capacity at Harewood Whin will be full by early 
2018, but future plans for waste management in the City of York and 
North Yorkshire areas are centred on a move away from landfill and 
towards incineration at Allerton Park. Planning permission was granted in 
May 2016 (16/00357/FULM) for the building of a new waste transfer 
station and new office building within the current site operating boundary 
(see fig m) This will take local authority collected waste from the City of 
York area for onward transmission to Allerton Park. Recycling operations 
have been transferred from Hessay to Harewood Whin. Green waste will 
continue to be processed on site and wood will be collected on site for 
onward transmission for processing. The liquid treatment plant will 
remain on site but will handle additional volumes in order to fully utilise 
its capacity. Energy will continue to be produced on site using the gas 
produced by the landfill operation to generate electricity. Finally, planning 
permission has been granted (variation of condition1 of 12/01378/FUL) for 
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an extension of landfill to provide a contingency should major issues occur 
at Allerton Park. However, as this involved diversion of the Foss 
watercourse, details would be reviewed prior to any work being 
undertaken. 

8.15.2 (8.17.7)  
 
CYC; NYCC 
 
 
 

Waste management is an excluded 
development for Neighbourhood 
planning. However, acknowledged 
that the policy is in line with the 
emerging Minerals and Waste Joint 
Plan. 

ΦΧ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƪŜȅ operating principles should ōŜ ŀŘƘŜǊŜŘ ΧΦ 

8.15.3 & 
8.15.5 

Paragraphs deleted 

8.15.4 
(8.17.6) 

Paragraph moved to become 8.17.6 
ΦΧ ƭŀƴŘŦƛƭƭ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎ ŜȄƛǎǘ ŦƻǊ such a project. 

8.15.6 
(8.17.4; 8.17.5) 

Resident 
 
 
CYC; NYCC 

All traffic should be made to turn 
left out of Harewood Whin.  
 

Waste management is an excluded 
development for Neighbourhood 
planning. However, acknowledged 
that the policy is in line with the 
emerging Minerals and Waste Joint 
Plan. 

There are other users of Sleights Lane and it would not be possible to restrict 
their use of the junction for cars and other small vehicles. 
 
Paragraph moved to become 8.17.4. with re-numbering accordingly. 
Addition of new paragraph following 8.17.4 
8.17.5 An operating agreement has been signed by Yorwaste and the 
Parish Council setting out in clear and unambiguous terms commitments 
on site management issues (see Appendix XII). This will be reviewed and 
enforced by a formal liaison and review committee consisting of 
representatives of both organisations and will be the vehicle for 
consultation on any proposed changes. Any changes to either volumes, or 
type of material, will be subject to consultation with this committee, even 
if formal planning permission is not required. Site management should 
ensure that by a combination of physical means and work instructions 
HGVs travelling to and from the site must not do so via the village of 
Rufforth other than in exceptional circumstances as defined by Yorwaste 
and the Parish Council. 

Policy RwK 15 
(Policy RwK 17) 

CYC; NYCC Waste management is an excluded 
development for Neighbourhood 
planning. Policy re-written  
rewritten to cover management 
principles of site as opposed to 
planning matters.  

Policy re-written and re-numbered due to previous changes. 
Policy No. RwK 17 - Operation of Harewood Whin Waste Management Site 
- All land surrounding the site is in the Green Belt as defined in the City of 
York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) and this status is vital in 
protecting the character and setting of the village of Rufforth, and 
therefore any future development must be within the current operational 
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site footprint. (see fig. m). 
 -  The Yorwaste Liaison Committee will ensure that the Harewood Whin 
site is operated to the standards set out in this Plan and in the Operating 
Agreement.   
 -  Any future proposed changes to the operation of the Harewood Whin 
site will be reviewed by the Yorwaste Liaison Committee. 

8.16.1 
(18.18.1) 

N/A Updated to reflect most recent 
version of The Local Plan 

ΧΦ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŀ ¢ǊŀǾŜƭƭŜǊǎΩ ǎƛǘŜ on a field adjacent to the B1224. This has been 
omitted from the City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) 
as meeting the future needs of Gypsies and Travellers in York can be 
achieved by identifying 3 additional pitches within the three existing Local 
Authority sites. 
²Ŝ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ƛǘΧΦ 

Map a) Resident  Feedback to improve clarity of map Re-drawn 

Map b) & c) 
(d) & e)) 

Resident; Indigo 
Planning 

Feedback to improve clarity of map. 
Green spaces ς removal of Knapton 
scrub following feedback from 
Indigo Planning as outside Parish 

Re-drawn and re-numbered to d) & e) due to alteration of layout. 

Maps e) & f) 
(f) & g)) 

Resident Feedback to improve clarity of map Re-drawn and re-numbered to f) and g) due to alteration of layout. 

Map g) (h)) Resident  Poppleton Bar P&R states proposed Amended, re-numbered to h) due to alteration of layout. 

Map h) & i) 
(b) & c)) 

CYC To include paragraphs on village 
envelopes in the Green belt section 
of the Plan, including maps. 

Maps moved to 8.1.25 re-labelled to b) and c) and other figures re-
numbered accordingly. 

Figure k) 
(j)) 

Developer Developer advised site inconsistent 
with plans on figure i) ς village 
envelope - which is the correct 
version.  

Re-drawn, re-numbered to j) due to alteration of layout. 

Map n) 
(L)) 

Resident; NYCC Altered due to NYCC feedback re: 
copyright 

Re-drawn, re-numbered to L) due to alteration of layout. 

N/A Resident Suggestion to include policy in 
relation to fracking. 

This is outside the remit of the Neighbourhood Plan. 

N/A Landowner Suggestion to develop land to West 
of Chapelfields 

This site was assessed (see SEA Table 3.1) and rejected. 
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Glossary N/A NPPF ς year of publication added. NPPF (2012) 

Contents Page Resident Concerns regarding specific areas / 
boundaries on maps and proximity 
to resident properties. 

Sites / boundaries marked by RwK NP are for illustration only and are not 
intended to show precise planning application delineation. 

Appendix I Resident  Feedback to improve clarity of map Map re-drawn 

Appendix II, para 3 Resident  Resident feedback regarding 
definition 

Rufforth, a linear settlement ǎƛǘǎ ŀǎǘǊƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ .мннпΧΦ 

Appendix IX CYC Drainage map unavailable, advised 
by CYC to remove appendix IX and 
re-number accordingly 

Removed 

Appendix XII N/A Policy re-written following revisions 
in the updated Local Plan 

Policy re-written and re-numbers 
Appendix XI Travellers Site 
The City of York Local Plan Publication Draft (February 2018) Policy H5, 
pages 105- млтΣ aŜŜǘƛƴƎ CǳǘǳǊŜ bŜŜŘΧΧ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ !ǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ 
development for Gypsy and Traveller sites will be permitted where 
proposals: 

i) Do not conflict with the objective of conserving and enhancing 
¸ƻǊƪΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ΧΧΦ 
Green Corridors and areas with important recreation function. 
The B1224 is part of one of the Green Corridors entering York 
and has the amenities of a bridleway and newly created cycle 
path which takes people out of the city into the countryside. 

ii) Ensure accessibility to public transport and services. There are 
no footpaths along the B1224. There is only an irregular bus 
service, which currently has no stops on either side of the road 
beyond the last residential property. There is no route for 
pedestrians or cyclists crossing the ring road, A1237. Local 
facilities and schools are on the far side of the A1237. 

iii) Are suitable in terƳǎ ƻŦ ǾŜƘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǊƻŀŘ ǎŀŦŜǘȅΧΦ  
¢ƘŜ .мннп ŎŀǊǊƛŜǎ ƘǳƎŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ID±Ωǎ ŦǊƻƳ IŀǊŜǿƻƻŘ 
²ƘƛƴΣ ŀ ²ŀǎǘŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎŦŜǊ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ /¸/Ωǎ Wƻƛƴǘ ²ŀǎǘŜ ŀƴŘ 
Minerals Plan. This road also carries large volumes of heavily 
loaded agricultural traffic. It has also become a link road 
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between the industrial estates at Thorpe Arch and Tockwith, 
ǘƘŜ ²ŜǘƘŜǊōȅ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !м ŀƴŘ ¸ƻǊƪΩǎ ǊƛƴƎ ǊƻŀŘΦ !ŎŎŜǎǎ 
and egress from most fields along the B1224 is difficult, due to 
poor visibility on the several bends through Rufforth and on 
the open road to the A1237. 

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

v)      Ensure future occupiers would not be subject to significant 
adverse environmental impacts. The B1224 in the Parish of 
Rufforth with Knapton is dominated by what was the landform 
site at Harewood Whin, now a Waste Transfer Station. 
Pollution and air quality could become factors here. 

New Appendix XII CYC; NYCC Waste management is an excluded 
development for Neighbourhood 
planning. Appendix written to 
describe operating agreement. 

New appendix detailing Harewood Whin operating agreement 
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APPENDIX A ς Plan covering letter 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 line at ñrufforth-knaptonplan.co.ukò. Alternatively, you can email us at 
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 18th 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 viewed at ñrufforth-knaptonplan.co.ukò. Hard copies of all documentation are 
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 15th 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 ς Pre-submission Consultation 

Feedback Form 

 

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

  Comments (please use reverse side if not enough room} 

Many Thanks for taking the time to provide feedback 

 

Your Contact details (optional)* 

bŀƳŜΥ ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

e-ƳŀƛƭΥ ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

Please return your feedback form by 18th August latest to one of these collection points: 

Rufforth Village Shop & Tea Room (The Old School), Wetherby Road, Rufforth 

Jane Wright, The Laurels, Wetherby Road, Rufforth (opposite the shop) 

Nick Murray, 20 Bradley Lane, Rufforth, YO23 3QJ 

Liz Craven, 6 Portal Road, off Boroughbridge Rd. YO26 6BQ 

Julia Lawson, Burton Garth, Main Street, Knapton, YO26 6QG 

Or at the drop in meeting at Rufforth Village Institute on the morning of Saturday 15th July. 

*(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). 
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APPENDIX B ς 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 7th July to 18th August 2017.  All households 

in the Parish will receive a copy of the Plan and hard copies will also be 

available at a number of locations in the villages. 

A drop in meeting will be held on Saturday 15th July 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 put the date in 

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 really is OUR PLAN. 
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APPENDIX C ς Notice informing residents of drop in meeting 
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APPENDIX D ς List of statutory consultative bodies, local organisations and 
landowners who were contacted. All 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 and Communities 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 North Yorkshire and Humber NHS England 
Tees, Esk and Wear Valleys NHS Foundation Trust 
Northern Power Grid 
Northern Gas 
Yorkshire Water ς 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 
Pullman 
Rufforth Park 
Andy Thomas Driving Instructor 
 
16 Private Landowners 
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APPENDIX E ς Copies of letters / emails to consultative bodies, businesses and 
landowners 
 
email to consultative bodies: 
 
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 7th July to Friday 18th 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 18th 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. 
 
Rufforth with Knapton Neighbourhood Planning Group 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com
mailto:rufforth-knaptonplan@outlook.com
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Letter to Consultative Bodies: 
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Letter to businesses and landowners: 
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APPENDIX F ς Copies of full responses  
Consultative Bodies Responses: 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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 

issues ahead of the Planôs submission. Two schedules identifying further comments/ 

recommended amendments for the main document and the SEA are enclosed with 

this letter. 

 

Draft Green Belt 

 

Strategic Planning 
Planning & Environmental Management 
Economy and Place  
City of York Council 
West Offices 
Station Rise, York 
YO1 6GA 
 
(01904) 551667 
neighbourhoodplanning@york.gov.uk 
 
Date: 23rd August 2017 

 

mailto:neighbourhoodplanning@york.gov.uk
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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 through examination with an Independent Examiner. The Examinerôs 

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 the Examinerôs Report is 

available via the link below: 

 

https://www.york.gov.uk/downloads/file/13410/examiners_report 

 

In particular, the Examinerôs modifications take account of national advice on the 

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.  

 

https://www.york.gov.uk/downloads/file/13410/examiners_report
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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 Councilôs position in relation either to levels of housing and employment growth 

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).  

 

Strategic 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 12th 

September 2017. If you wish to discuss anything before this date please contact 

Rebecca Harrison in the Councilôs Strategic Planning Team. 

 

Yours Faithfully, 

 

 
 

Martin Grainger  

Head of Strategic Planning 

Schedule of CYC Comments on the Pre-Submission Draft Rufforth with Knapton 

Neighbourhood Plan 

Main Document 

 Para./Table/Map 

ref 

Comments 

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 

3.8 

Given the conclusions made by the Examiner for the Upper 

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 ógeneral extent of the draft Green Belt...ô 

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 RwK01 The proposed Interim Green Belt boundary will need to be 

amended to reflect the Examinerôs recommendation on the 
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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 8.12.7 ï 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 13th 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 13th 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: 

ñAn [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 

developmentò  

Waste related development is defined as óexcluded 

developmentô for the purposes of Neighbourhood Planning 

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 policies state ñThe Parish Council will work with...ò, 

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 Pre-Submission Draft Rufforth with Knapton 

Neighbourhood Plan 

SEA Document 

Para./Table/ 
Map ref 

Comments 

Page 12, 
para 3 
 
 

In the 2014 Publication draft Local Plan only Knapton village was washed 

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 
figure 6.1 

This figure is wrongly labelled. This should be amended to: 5.1 Agricultural 

Land Classification. 
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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 record time. 
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 unsuitable 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 agreed Green Belt which is protected.  
The Green Belt designation of this area is preserved under the Regional Spatial Strategy Green Belt 
Policies YH 9. 
άThe detailed inner boundaries of the Green Belt around York should be defined in order to establish 
long tŜǊƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƭƛƳƛǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎŀŦŜƎǳŀǊŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŎƛǘȅΦέ 
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, define the 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 YH9C 
2 Protect and enhance the nationally significant historical and environmental character of York, 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ƛǘǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎΣ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aƛƴǎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƻǇŜƴ ŀǊŜŀǎέ 
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 York has 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 the Upper and Nether Poppleton Neighbourhood Plan Committee 
(Chairman) 
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