
HAMBLETON DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 
Report To: Cabinet 
  9 June 2015 
 
Subject: COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY – PRIORITISATION OF SCHEMES 
 

All Wards (outside the North York Moors National Park)  
Portfolio Holder for Environmental and Planning Services: Councillor B Phillips 

 
 
1.0 PURPOSE AND BACKGROUND     
 
1.1 Following the adoption of the CIL Charging Schedule (CA.78), the Council needs to identify 

how it intends to use the collected CIL monies to deliver the strategic infrastructure on the 
CIL Regulation 123 List.  The purpose of this report is to consider any revisions to the List 
and the prioritisation of the schemes to be funded either entirely, or in part, through CIL.  
The report identifies options and seeks Cabinet’s approval to undertake the recommended 
approach.   

 
1.2 CIL is a levy on development with the funds being used to provide infrastructure to support 

the development of the area. There is wide discretion for the Council in how the funds are 
used, although CIL cannot be used to fund affordable housing. S106 planning obligations 
may still be used to fund site specific improvements where these are necessarily and 
directly related to new developments. In contrast CIL is secured to address the cumulative 
impacts of development across the Council’s area and to support improved infrastructure 
across the area.   

 
1.3 The CIL regulations provide that areas that accept new development will get 15% (rising to 

25% in areas with adopted Neighbourhood Plans) of the CIL revenues secured in their area 
paid directly to the Town or Parish Council.  CIL Regulations also allow for the Council to 
retain up to 5% of CIL receipts to cover its administrative costs. 

 
1.4 The anticipated income from CIL receipts is estimated in Annex ‘E’.  This is based on the 

planned growth as set out in the Council’s adopted Local Development Framework.  Annex 
‘E’ should only be used as a guide. 

 
2.0 REVIEW OF REGULATION 123 LIST: 
 
2.1  Since the examination of the CIL Charging Schedule there have been some changes in 

circumstance which affect schemes on the original Regulation 123 List.  Before considering 
the prioritisation of the schemes, it is sensible to review the List to ensure that the most 
appropriate infrastructure requirements for CIL funding are included.  It is proposed to 
remove the Dalton Bridge Improvements from the List as this is now anticipated to be 
funded through alternate sources.  Also, the Bedale Footpath and Cycleway has also been 
removed from the List because of changes to the local highway network, these changes are 
reflected in the list of schemes in Annex ‘A’.  

 
3.0 PRIORITISATION: 
 
3.1  The key strategic elements of infrastructure identified on the revised Regulation 123 List 

relate to the North Northallerton Link Road and Bridge, the new primary school for North 
Northallerton and the Northallerton Sports Village.  It is possible the Council could commit 
significant amounts of CIL receipts to these schemes early on.  This could help to match 
other sources of funding committed to the proposals. 

  



3.2  CIL is still a relatively new revenue stream and there is little in the way of best practice 
guidance available on how prioritisation should take place.  The following options are based 
on the experiences of other local authorities.  They are expanded on in Annex ‘B’. 

 
1) Identify a percentage to be allocated to individual infrastructure providers: 

 
A set proportion of funds are passed to partners to be spent on specific types of  
infrastructure (e.g. NYCC, Environment Agency).   

 
2) Create a CIL working group which would identify schemes / infrastructure types 

which will receive funds on an annual basis:  
 

A Council working group which would meet on a regular basis (e.g. 6 monthly) to  
allocate CIL monies.  Bids would be invited which would be considered by the Group 
and recommendations made to Cabinet.   

 
3) Allocating a percentage to be spent on local infrastructure and a percentage on 

strategic infrastructure: 
 

 A hybrid of the two approaches outlined above.  By taking this approach a percentage 
of CIL monies can be identified for ‘local’ infrastructure (i.e. that at a community level) 
and a percentage on ‘strategic’ infrastructure.   

 
4) Prioritising schemes on the Regulation 123 List through assessment criteria (e.g. 

need, timing and relevance to Council strategies and the Development Plan and 
the Council’s priorities) and allocate CIL monies accordingly. 

 
Schemes identified on the CIL Regulation 123 List all have strategic importance and 
contribute towards delivering and supporting housing and economic growth. 
 
Some schemes have a more significant role in delivering that growth and feature 
prominently in the Council’s priorities (e.g. North Northallerton).  This approach 
provides the ability to consider these aspects in determining the prioritisation of the 
identified schemes.  A proposed schedule of criteria which has been drawn from those 
applied by other CIL charging authorities amended to align with circumstances in 
Hambleton, along with an assessment of the Regulation 123 List schemes is set out in 
Annex’ C’.  The resultant prioritisation of schemes from this assessment is set out in 
Annex ‘D’.   
 
The advantages of this approach are that CIL monies are directed to the strategic 
infrastructure schemes where the need is most urgent in delivering housing and 
economic growth; the approach is transparent and relatively quick to undertake and 
gives infrastructure providers clarity on what income from CIL may be provided and 
when.   

 
The disadvantage of this approach is that some identified infrastructure schemes 
may not receive CIL monies in the short to medium term 

.   
3.3 The recommended approach is Option 4 which provides an objective and transparent 

mechanism for assessing and prioritising the Regulation 123 schemes.  The assessment 
and prioritisation of the schemes on the Regulation 123 List would be carried out annually 
by Cabinet.  

 
3.4 In terms of the allocation of CIL monies to priority schemes, there are options to be 

considered (each are expanded upon in Annex ‘B’):  
 

(A)  A percentage of the available CIL monies could be apportioned to all the Regulation 
123 infrastructure schemes reflecting the priorities identified in Annex ‘D’.   



(B)  All of the available CIL monies could be allocated just to the priority schemes for a 
period until those schemes are delivered.    

 
(C) All CIL monies are pooled to be retained and allocated based on the prioritised 

schemes as set out in Annex ‘D’.  Cabinet would decide on the funding allocation at 
the same time as schemes are prioritised. This could be reviewed during a year 
should problems in the delivery of particular schemes occur.  

 
3.5 It is recommended that Option C is the best approach.  It provides pragmatism and 

flexibility in providing CIL monies to the priority schemes as well as the other schemes 
where and when necessary. 

 
3.6 The assessment undertaken in Annex ‘C’ identifies the priority schemes as: 
 
  - the North Northallerton Link Road (inc. Bridge) 
 - a new Primary School in North Northallerton 
 - the Northallerton Sports Village at North Northallerton 
 
3.7 A further report will be brought back to Cabinet on the actual amounts of CIL to be allocated 

to the priority schemes when the overall funding position for the projects is clearer.  
 
4.0 LINK TO COUNCIL PRIORITIES:   
 
4.1 CIL will help fund infrastructure necessary to support economic development and growth 

and will assist in delivering the Council’s Economic Development Strategy and the 
emerging Investment Plan.  Housing and employment development and strategic recreation 
facilities are all elements contributing to the Council priorities of driving economic 
development, meeting housing needs, including affordable housing and promoting health 
and well-being.  Some of the schemes identified on the Regulation 123 List are also 
identified as Council priorities. 

 
5.0 RISK ASSESSMENT:  
 
5.1 Key risk associated with the recommendation of this report:- 
 

Risk Implication Prob* Imp* Total Preventative 
action 

Delivery partners 
disagree with the 
infrastructure 
projects identified 
and also their 
priority. 
 

Difficulty in 
relationships with 
delivery partners 

 
4 

 
4 

 
12 

Engage with 
delivery partners 
on the 
assessment of 
schemes. 

Prob = Probability, Imp = Impact, Score range is Low = 1, High = 5 
 
5.2 Key risk in not approving the recommendation:- 
 

Risk Implication Prob* Imp* Total Preventative 
action 

Infrastructure not 
provided to 
support 
development. 

Delay in delivery of 
key strategic 
infrastructure will 
result in limited/ 
restricted 
development on a 
key strategic 
development site. 

 
4 

 
5 

 
20 

Agree 
recommendation 

Prob = Probability, Imp = Impact, Score range is Low = 1, High = 5 



6.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
 
6.1 There are no financial implications to the Council by following the recommendation of this 

report. 
 
7.0 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS: 
 
7.1 The Council will need to follow the CIL Regulations (2010) as amended to ensure that the 

proper legal procedures continue to be adhered to in implementing the Charging Schedule. 
 
7.2 The arrangements for the receipt of and management of CIL monies may require legal 

mechanisms between the Council and delivery partners such as the Highways Authority, 
NYCC Children and Young People’s Services and other relevant parties. 

 
8.0 EQUALITY/DIVERSITY ISSUES: 
 
8.1 There are no equality or diversity issues to consider. 
 
9.0 HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES: 
 
9.1 There are no health and safety issues to consider. 
 
10.0 RECOMMENDATIONS:      
 
10.1 It is recommended that Cabinet:- 
 

(1) approves the reviewed CIL Regulation 123 List as set out in Annex ‘A’ for 
consultation; 

 
(2) approves the methodology and criteria for the prioritisation of schemes and 

distribution of CIL monies; 
  
(3) agrees in principle the prioritisation of schemes for 2015/16 as set out in paragraph 

3.6; and 
 
(4) a report be brought back to Cabinet on the amount of CIL funding to be committed to 

the priority schemes.. 
 

MICK JEWITT 
 
Background papers: CIL Adoption & Implementation Cabinet Report: 17 March 2015 
 
Author ref: AMc 
 
Contact: Andrew McCormack 
 Planning Policy & Conservation Team Leader 
 Direct Line No: 01609 767055  
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ANNEX ‘A’ 
 
Hambleton District Council         
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
Regulation 123 List: May 2015 
 
Introduction: 
 
This document has been prepared in accordance with Regulation 123 of the Community Infrastructure 
Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended).  CIL Regulation 123 restricts the use of planning obligations for 
infrastructure that will be funded in whole or in part by the Community Infrastructure Levy, to ensure no 
duplication between the two types of developer contributions. 
 
Charging authorities are required to publish on its website a list (the Regulation 123 List) setting out 
those projects or types of infrastructure that it intends will benefit from CIL funding.  The Regulation 123 
List can be reviewed at any time but it is likely that the Council will undertake to do this annually, following 
the publication of the Council’s Annual Monitoring Report which will identify progress on collecting and 
spending CIL.  In line with Government guidance on the preparation and implementation of the CIL, the 
Council will undertake appropriate local consultation when reviewing the Regulation 123 List. 
 
The inclusion of a project or type of infrastructure in this list does not signify a commitment from 
Hambleton District Council to fund, either in whole or in part, the listed project or type of infrastructure 
through CIL.  Nor does the order of the List imply any order of preference or weighting of one project 
against another. 
 
Infrastructure to Benefit from CIL Funding: 
 
The list below sets out those infrastructure projects that Hambleton District Council intends will be, or 
may be, wholly or partly funded by CIL. 
 
 Location Infrastructure Requirement 
Road Network 
& Transport 

Northallerton North Northallerton Link Road (inc Bridge) 
Northallerton Northallerton Public Transport Interchange 
Easingwold Easingwold Footpath and Cycleway Network 
Stokesley Stokesley Footpath and Cycleway Network 

Thirsk Thirsk Public Transport Interchange 
District – Wide Junction improvements required to mitigate the cumulative 

impact of housing and employment allocations. 
   

Education Northallerton Provision of new primary school in North Northallerton. 
District - Wide Provision of additional primary school places required as a 

result of new development. 
   

Green 
Infrastructure 

Northallerton Northallerton Sports Village  
Northallerton Northallerton Town Park 

   
Healthcare District - Wide Healthcare Facilities – Additional GPs  

 
Continuing Role for Planning Obligations (Section 106 Agreements): 
 
The CIL Regulations 2010 include a deadline of April 2015 beyond which restrictions on the pooling of 
planning obligations (i.e. S106 Agreements and commuted sums) will come into force.  From this date, 
the Council will not be able to pool more than five contributions from separate developments towards a 
single item of infrastructure not to be funded by the CIL.  In order to ensure that developments are not 



charged twice for the same item of infrastructure, the Council cannot require the provision of any item of 
infrastructure on the Regulation 123 List via a planning obligation. 
 
Despite these restrictions, there will continue to be an important role for planning obligations in mitigating 
the site specific impacts of a development and in providing affordable housing.  The Council will continue 
to secure the types of infrastructure identified in its adopted Local Development Framework by way of 
planning obligations, where they meet the tests set out in Regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations 2010 
and do not appear on the Council’s Regulation 123 List. 
 
Affordable housing, on-site infrastructure requirements and open space provision (in line with Policy 
DP37 of the Council’s Development Policies Development Plan Document) and maintenance payments 
to ensure the long-term upkeep of open spaces, will continue to be sought via planning obligations.  



ANNEX ‘B’ 

 
Summary of Options for Prioritisation Approach 

 
Proposed Options:  

 
 1) Identify a percentage to be allocated to individual infrastructure providers: 

 
This is a similar approach to that which the Council has previously undertaken where a set 
proportion of funds are passed to partners to be spent on specific types of infrastructure (e.g. 
NYCC for highways improvements and education provision).   

 
This approach would require the Council to identify and agree the percentages to be 
redistributed.  Our partners would be required to report back on an annual basis setting out 
how they have spent the money and what they would need in the future.   

 
The advantages of this approach are that it is simple, transparent and easy to manage.   

 
The disadvantages are that it may not reflect the actual projects which need to be delivered 
to a particular timescale. 

 
 2) Create a CIL working group which would identify schemes/infrastructure types which 

will receive funds on an annual basis:  
  
 This approach would require a Council working group which would meet on a regular basis 

to redistribute CIL monies.  External partners and Council Officers would be invited to submit 
bids, which would be considered by the Group and recommendations made to Cabinet.  The 
group would allocate funds and be responsible for engaging with local communities (in order 
to redistribute 15% of CIL monies for local community projects).   

 
 The advantages of this approach are that it ensures that Members are involved in the 

decision making process; that it is transparent and has a clear audit trail; and is flexible, 
enabling CIL monies to be directed quickly to urgent infrastructure schemes.   

 
 However, the significant disadvantages are that this approach is potentially more time 

consuming (for Members and Officers) and that there will be less certainty/predictability for 
partners in identifying funding from CIL. This significant drawback could threaten the delivery 
of schemes. 

 
 3) Allocating a percentage to be spent on local infrastructure and a percentage on 

strategic infrastructure: 
   
  This is a hybrid of the two approaches outlined above (1 and 2).  By taking this approach the 

Council  can identify a percentage of CIL monies spent on ‘local’ infrastructure (i.e. that at a 
community level – this must be at least 15% of CIL revenue but the Council may choose to 
allocate a higher percentage e.g. 25%) and a percentage on strategic infrastructure.   

 
  The advantages of this approach are the same as those identified for Option 2 and it may 

help to provide come certainty for partners concerning the proportion of CIL to be dedicated 
to strategic projects.   

 
  The disadvantage is that it remains resource intensive and should any increase in funding 

for local infrastructure be provided through the group, the ‘funding pot’ for strategic 
infrastructure would diminish, placing delivery of the Regulation 123 List schemes at risk of 
not being delivered. 

 
 
 
 



 4) Prioritising the key strategic infrastructure schemes for the Hambleton District in 
relation to the planned for growth of the District through assessment criteria (in terms 
of need, timing and relevance to the development plan) and allocate CIL monies 
accordingly: 
 
This is the Preferred Option:  The schemes identified on the CIL Regulation 123 List all 
have strategic importance and contribute towards delivering and supporting housing and 
economic growth in Hambleton.  Clearly, some schemes have a more significant role in 
delivering that growth and feature prominently in the Council’s priorities and strategies (e.g. 
North Northallerton).  This approach provides the ability to consider these aspects in 
determining the prioritisation of the identified schemes.   
 
A proposed schedule of criteria which has been drawn from those applied by other CIL 
charging authorities and amended to align with circumstances in Hambleton, along with an 
assessment of the Regulation 123 List schemes has been produced (see Annex ‘C’) to 
provide some detail for this approach and also to illustrate and inform the resultant 
prioritisation of schemes (see Annex ‘D’).   

 
 The advantages of this approach are that Members have an input into the process through 

annual reviews in determining how much CIL funding is allocated to particular schemes and 
when, CIL monies are directed to the strategic infrastructure schemes where the need is 
most urgent in delivering housing and economic growth; the approach is transparent and 
relatively quick to undertake, would be reviewed regularly (annually) and it would give 
infrastructure providers some clarity on what income from CIL may be provided and when.   

 
 The disadvantage of this approach is that some identified infrastructure schemes may not 

receive CIL monies in the short to medium term as a result of the prioritisation decisions 
made by the Council.   

 
Sub Options of Option 4 (Preferred Option) 

 
 a. A percentage of the available CIL monies could be apportioned to the Regulation 123 

infrastructure schemes reflecting the priorities identified in Annex ‘C’.  For example, once the 
local community proportion of CIL monies (15%/25%) and administration costs (5%) has 
been accounted for, perhaps 70% of the remaining CIL revenue would be provided to the 
identified priority schemes and 30% to the lower priority schemes as set out in Annex ‘C’.   

 
  The advantages of this approach are that infrastructure providers have clarity on the timing 

and level of CIL monies and that other lower prioritised schemes will still receive some CIL 
monies to meet interim provision requirements (e.g. additional school places).   

 
  However, the disadvantages are that the level of CIL monies going to prioritised schemes 

will be diminished and slow their potential delivery. 
 
 b. All of the available CIL monies could be allocated to the priority schemes for a period until 

those schemes are delivered.   
 
  The advantage is that the approach is very clear and simple.  All available CIL monies go to 

the priority schemes until delivered.   
 
  The disadvantage is that any interim requirements for lower priority schemes (e.g. additional 

school places) will not be able to be met by CIL until the priority schemes are delivered. 
 
 c. This is the Preferred Option.   
 
  A straightforward pool of available CIL monies could be retained and allocated on a 

discretionary basis based on the prioritised schemes as set out in Annex ‘C’.  
 



  The advantages of this are that there is flexibility for the Council in distributing CIL monies to 
priority schemes when required and also the flexibility to provide funding to the lower priority 
schemes if needed.  

 
  The disadvantage is that the provision of CIL monies to infrastructure providers could 

fluctuate, making it difficult to plan for delivery financially. 
 
  
 
 
 



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
Cr
ite

ria
 a
nd

 A
ss
es
sm

en
t f
or
 th

e 
Pr
io
rit
is
at
io
n 
/ 
Se
le
ct
io
n 
of
 S
ch
em

es
 fr
om

 C
IL
 R
eg
ul
at
io
n 
12

3 
Li
st
 –
 M

ay
 2
01

5 
  Cr
ite

ria
 to

 a
ss
is
t i
n 
pr
io
rit
is
at
io
n 
of
 C
IL
 

fu
nd

in
g 
fo
r i
de

nt
ifi
ed

 s
ch
em

es
 

 

Po
ss
ib
le
 In

fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 S
ch
em

es
 a
nd

 P
ro
je
ct
s 
fo
r C

IL
 F
un

di
ng

 –
 R
eg
ul
at
io
n 
12
3 
Li
st
 

W
HA

T 
In
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
, i
nc
lu
di
ng

 re
la
tin

g 
to
 e
du

ca
tio

n,
 

tr
an
sp
or
t, 
op

en
 sp

ac
e,
 re

cr
ea
tio

n 
an
d 
sp
or
t, 

w
at
er
 p
ro
vi
sio

n,
 w
as
te
 w
at
er
 tr
ea
tm

en
t, 
w
as
te
, 

he
al
th
 se

rv
ic
es
, g
re
en

 in
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
, 

co
m
m
un

ity
 fa

ci
lit
ie
s,
 c
ul
tu
ra
l f
ac
ili
tie

s,
 

in
fo
rm

at
io
n 
te
ch
no

lo
gy
 a
nd

 c
om

m
un

ic
at
io
ns
, 

en
er
gy
. 

N
or
th
 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
Li
nk
 R
oa
d 
 

(in
c.
 B
rid

ge
) 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
Pu

bl
ic
 T
ra
ns
po

rt
 

In
te
rc
ha
ng
e 

(Im
pr
ov
em

en
ts
 

at
 th

e 
ra
il 

st
at
io
n)
 

Ea
sin

gw
ol
d 

Fo
ot
pa
th
 a
nd

 
Cy
cl
ew

ay
 

N
et
w
or
k 

St
ok
es
le
y 

Fo
ot
pa
th
 a
nd

 
Cy
cl
ew

ay
 

N
et
w
or
k 

Th
irs
k 
Pu

bl
ic
 

Tr
an

sp
or
t 

In
te
rc
ha

ng
e 

(Im
pr
ov
em

en
ts
 

at
 th

e 
ra
il 

st
at
io
n)
 

Ju
nc
tio

n 
im

pr
ov
em

en
ts
 

re
qu

ire
d 
to
 

m
iti
ga
te
 th

e 
cu
m
ul
at
iv
e 

im
pa

ct
 o
f 

ho
us
in
g 
an

d 
em

pl
oy
m
en

t 
al
lo
ca
tio

ns
 

N
ew

 P
rim

ar
y 

Sc
ho

ol
 in

 N
or
th
 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 

Pr
ov
is
io
n 
of
 

ad
di
tio

na
l 

pr
im

ar
y 
sc
ho

ol
 

pl
ac
es
 re

qu
ire

d 
as
 a
 re

su
lt 
of
 

ne
w
 

de
ve
lo
pm

en
t. 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
Sp
or
ts
 V
ill
ag
e 

(N
or
th
 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

) 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
To

w
n 
Pa

rk
 

H
ea
lth

ca
re
 

Fa
ci
lit
ie
s 
– 

Ad
di
tio

na
l G

Ps
 

W
HE

RE
 

M
ar
ke
t t
ow

ns
, l
ar
ge
r v

ill
ag
es
 a
nd

 o
th
er
 

se
tt
le
m
en

ts
 w
ith

 si
te
 a
llo
ca
tio

ns
 w
ith

in
 th

e 
De

ve
lo
pm

en
t P

la
n 
an
d 
/ o

r w
in
df
al
l 

de
ve
lo
pm

en
t 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
Ea
sin

gw
ol
d 
 

Su
b 
Ar
ea
 

St
ok
es
le
y 
 

Su
b 
Ar
ea
:  

St
ok
es
le
y 
to
 

G
re
at
 A
yt
on

 

Th
irs
k 

D
is
tr
ic
t W

id
e 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
D
is
tr
ic
t W

id
e 

N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
N
or
th
al
le
rt
on

 
D
is
tr
ic
t W

id
e 

W
HY

 
As
 ju
st
ifi
ed

 in
 th

e 
In
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 D
el
iv
er
y 
Pl
an

 
w
ith

in
 th

e 
Al
lo
ca
tio

ns
 D
PD

 (D
ec
 2
01
0)
 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 
W
HE

N
 

To
 m

ee
t d

el
iv
er
y 
cr
ite

ria
: 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Co

nt
rib

ut
in
g 
to
w
ar
ds
 th

e 
de

liv
er
y 
of
 th

e 
Co

un
ci
l’s
 E
co
no

m
ic
 D
ev
el
op

m
en

t S
tr
at
eg
y 
 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

   
  
 

 
De

liv
er
in
g 
th
e 
st
ra
te
gi
c 
ob

je
ct
iv
es
 o
f t
he

 
ad
op

te
d 
De

ve
lo
pm

en
t P

la
n 
(H
am

bl
et
on

 L
DF

 
Co

re
 S
tr
at
eg
y 
20

07
) 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 
De

liv
er
in
g 
sp
ec
ifi
c 
po

lic
ie
s o

f t
he

 a
do

pt
ed

 
De

ve
lo
pm

en
t P

la
n 
(H
am

bl
et
on

 L
DF

 C
or
e 

St
ra
te
gy
 2
00
7)
 

  
 

 

  
 

 

 
 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

 
  
 

 

  
 

 

 

Ad
dr
es
sin

g 
a 
sp
ec
ifi
c 
im

pa
ct
 o
f n

ew
 

de
ve
lo
pm

en
t, 
be

yo
nd

 th
at
 w
hi
ch
 h
as
 b
ee
n 

se
cu
re
d 
th
ro
ug
h 
a 
S1
06

 o
bl
ig
at
io
n 
re
la
te
d 
to
 

pa
rt
ic
ul
ar
 d
ev
el
op

m
en

ts
. 

  
 

 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

  
 

 

 

Co
nt
rib

ut
in
g 
to
w
ar
ds
 th

e 
de

liv
er
y 
of
 a
pp

ro
ve
d 

Co
un

ci
l c
or
po

ra
te
 st
ra
te
gi
es
, o
bj
ec
tiv

es
 a
nd

 
pr
io
rit
ie
s (
e.
g.
 th

e 
Co

un
ci
l P
la
n)
.  

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

   
  
 

 
Co

nt
rib

ut
in
g 
to
w
ar
ds
 th

e 
de

liv
er
y 
of
 

in
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 b
y 
an

 in
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 p
ro
vi
de

r 
(in

cl
ud

in
g 
th
e 
Co

un
ty
 C
ou

nc
il,
 G
ov
er
nm

en
t 

ag
en

ci
es
, a
nd

 p
riv

at
e 
ut
ili
ty
 p
ro
vi
de

rs
) w

he
re
 it
 

ca
n 
be

 d
em

on
st
ra
te
d 
to
 th

e 
Co

un
ci
l’s
 

sa
tis
fa
ct
io
n 
th
at
 in
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 d
ee
m
ed

 
ne

ce
ss
ar
y 
w
ou

ld
 n
ot
 o
th
er
w
ise

 b
e 
de

liv
er
ed

 
an
d 
he

lp
 d
el
iv
er
 C
ou

nc
il 
pr
io
rit
ie
s.
 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

  
 

 

 
  
 

 

 
 

Co
nt
rib

ut
in
g 
to
w
ar
ds
 m

ee
tin

g 
th
e 
de

fin
ed

 
in
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 n
ee
ds
 o
f l
oc
al
 c
om

m
un

iti
es
 to

 
m
ak
e 
go
od

 a
 d
ef
in
ed

 sh
or
tf
al
l o
r a

bs
en

ce
 o
f 

pr
ov
isi
on

 th
at
 is
 u
nl
ik
el
y 
to
 b
e 
m
et
 b
y 
th
e 

pa
ris
h 
le
ve
l f
un

ds
 (1

5%
 o
r 2

5%
) o

f a
ny
 C
IL
 

re
ce
ip
ts
. 

  
 

 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

 
 

Co
nt
rib

ut
in
g 
to
w
ar
ds
 m

ee
tin

g 
th
e 
de

fin
ed

 
in
fr
as
tr
uc
tu
re
 n
ee
ds
 o
f l
oc
al
 c
om

m
un

iti
es
 to

 
m
ak
e 
go
od

 a
 d
ef
in
ed

 sh
or
tf
al
l o
r a

bs
en

ce
 o
f 

pr
ov
isi
on

, w
he

re
 it
 is
 re

co
gn
ise

d 
th
at
 li
tt
le
 o
r 

no
 si
gn
ifi
ca
nt
 d
ev
el
op

m
en

t i
s c

on
sid

er
ed

 li
ke
ly
 

ov
er
 th

e 
lo
ca
l d
ev
el
op

m
en

t p
la
n 
pe

rio
d 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  
 

 

 
 

   

  SC
O
RI
N
G
 

 

 
  8 

5 
5 

5 
5 

5 
8 

6 
8 

4 
  4 

 

ANNEX  ‘C’



ANNEX ‘D’   
 

CIL Regulation 123 List ‐ Prioritised Infrastructure Schemes for CIL Funding 
 
Below are the results of the Prioritisation Criteria and Assessment as set out in Annex C. 
 

Infrastructure Requirement  Location  Priority Score 
North Northallerton Link Road (inc. Bridge)  Northallerton  8 
Provision of new primary school in North Northallerton  Northallerton  8 
Northallerton Sports Village  Northallerton  8 
     

Provision of additional school places required as a result of new development  District Wide  6 
     

Junction improvements required to mitigate the cumulative impact of housing and 
employment allocations 

District Wide  5 

Northallerton Public Transport Interchange  Northallerton  5 
Thirsk Public Transport Interchange  Thirsk  5 
Easingwold Footpath and Cycleway Network  Easingwold 

Sub Area 
5 

Stokesley Footpath and Cycleway Network  Stokesley  
Sub Area 

5 

     

Northallerton Town Park  Northallerton  4 
Healthcare Facilities – Additional GPs  District Wide  4 
 
The assessment identifies the priority schemes (on the CIL Regulation 123 List) for CIL monies – shown in bold text in 
the Schedule above.   
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