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PLANNING COMMITTEE  
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 

Thursday 19th September 2019 
 

 
Agenda 

Item 
Application 
number and 

Parish 
 

Respondent Comments 

 
1 
 

 
18/02748/REM 
Aiskew 
 

 
Local Resident 
 
 
Neighbour 
 
Officer Note 

 
See attached correspondence. 
 
 
See attached correspondence. 
 
Note that the description of development in the report refers to 120 dwellings and should refer to 
116 dwellings as per the latest amendment. 

2 
 

19/01511/FUL 
Bedale 
 

 
Applicant 

 
See attached correspondence. 

3 
 

19/01110/FUL 
Brompton 
 

 None 

4 
 

19/01306/FUL 
East Harlsey 
 

Officer Note 
 
 
 
 
 
Agent Note 
 

Para 5.13 of the report incorrectly sets out the levels difference between the finished floor level of 
the existing house opposite and that of the proposed dwelling as being ‘approximately a 3m height 
difference between the two dwellings with a horizontal separation of 28 metres.’ Drawing numbered 
120:19/01C indicates that the difference in height between the floor levels of the two dwellings is 
1.9m and the distance between the two primary elevations of the Dwellings is 29.5m. 
 
The gradient of the entrance, along with the parking spaces and the turning areas will all be laid at 
1 in 15. The parking spaces extend 21.0m from the edge of the highway to the rear of the main 
body of the Dwelling, which equates to a rise of 1.4m. The Site Layout Plan on the submitted plans 
indicate a level on the highway at the entrance of the site as being 110.700 AOD, with a level at the 
end of the parking spaces of 112.100 AOD.  
 
To accommodate the Utility Room door on the North Elevation, a path and stepped approach along 
that Elevation is need and so  the Dwelling has been moved 1.0m further south within the site along 
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with a stepped approach up to the front garden area.  
 
Amended Drawing numbered 120:19/01D - Site Layout Plan, Ground & First Floor Layout Plans & 
Elevations as Proposed and attach a copy.  
 

5 
 

19/01139/FUL 
Husthwaite 
 

 None 

6 
 

19/00175/FUL 
Hutton Rudby 
 

 None 

7 
 

19/01022/OUT 
Hutton Sessay 
 

Agent Revised indicative plan showing access to the east side of the site 

8 
 

19/01358/REM 
Huby 
 

 None 

9 
 

18/02130/FUL 
Kirklington-cum- 
Upsland 
 

 None 

10 
 

19/01037/REM 
Sowerby 
 

Agent Portakabin data and warranty information sheet submitted (see attached) 

11 
 

19/01568/FUL 
Stokesley 
 

 None 

 
 
 
 



Cttee Item 1













Cttee Item 2



Bedale Town Council are clearly supportive of the efforts to retain and re-develop the reduced 

allotment site, as in May 2016 they presented Community Awards to both Secretary Bruce 
Stainsby and Chairman John Burton in recognition of their drive to protect and retain 

allotments at their Masham Road site and also for the successful re-development of the 

retained allotment area. It should also be noted that (a) the Town Council did not oppose the 

Amcliffe Homes planning application and (b) in March 2016 Hambleton Council granted 
planning permission for the "Construction of a communal shed" (application 16/00043/FUL) 

on the allotments site. Presumably this would not have been forthcoming had the LPA 

considered that the allotments should be re-located. Furthermore, it is noted that Hambleton 
Council conferred the status of 'Community Asset' on the allotment site, as proposed by 

Bedale Town Council. 

At the committee meeting on 25th April, 2019 one of the members stated that the Diocese' 

payment of £30k to the Allotments Society was not sufficient to compensate for the loss of 
affordable housing. The inference was that the Diocese had "got off cheaply" by making the 

payment in lieu of providing affordable housing. However, the comments are misleading as 

they misrepresent the sum paid, they fail to recognise efforts to relocate, they ignore the fact 

that development land was given up to the allotments and also fail to acknowledge the 

simple fact that the area remaining for development is below the affordable threshold, i.e. it 
does not apply. 

The current report to committee acknowledges that there has been no artificial sub-division 
of allocation BH1 and that the land is genuinely in two distinct ownerships, neither of which 

have any control over the other. The report also confirms that the density of the proposed 

development is appropriate, given the shape and size of the parcel of land available for 

development. The developable area, after the gift to the Allotments Society, is less than 0.5 
hectares and the Amcliffe Homes planning application is for 14 units. It is therefore our view, 

and that of our planning advisers, that the application should not trigger an affordable 

housing requirement. 

In summary, the decision to pursue this route by the Diocese was taken for common sense 

reasons, in order to provide what the Allotments Society and community wanted and to 

release a small sustainable site for development. It is less than 0.5 ha and therefore any 

refusal on grounds of lack of Affordable Housing provision is simply erroneous and counter 
to the Council's own policies. We would therefore respectfully request that the members re

consider their position, taking into consideration the matters set out above, and approve the 
application as submitted. 

Yours sincerely, 

Michael Stafford 
Managing Director 
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