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1. Introduction

Knaresborough’s Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) development process
has embraced extensive involvement of the Knaresborough community and
stakeholders from the early stage in the development of the NDP in order to ensure
the document policies represent the wishes of the majority of the community.

This report describes how the NDP working group, working in partnership with
Knaresborough Town Council and other community groups has undertaken
community consultation, participation and stakeholder involvement to produce the
Draft NDP document. Our group is committed to partnering with Harrogate Borough
Council to continue the on-going process of community engagement through the
remaining consultancy phases prior to submission the NDP document to the
Planning Inspector and public referendum.

This consultation statement is required under Regulation 17 of the Town and
Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012, which came into
force on 6 April 2012. Regulation 17 requires a statement setting out:

“Which bodies and persons were invited to make representations under
regulation18; how those bodies were invited to make representations; a
summary of the main issues raised by those representations; and how those
main issues have been addressed in the plan.”

2. Why do we need a Neighbourhood Development Plan

Knaresborough has always been a community that is enthusiastic about shaping and
being in charge of its own future but at time feels overshadowed by Harrogate.

The Knaresborough Neighbourhood Development Plan is seen as an opportunity for
Knaresborough residents and businesses to be involved in determining planning
policies specific to our town. It, along with other community initiatives such as
Knaresborough Voice, Knaresborough Connectors and Knaresborough’s Community
Land Trust, have the added advantage of bringing the community closer together in
joint ventures.

Given Knaresborough is a growing community with new residents choosing to come
and live in Knaresborough. Such initiatives provide opportunities not just for existing
residents but newcomers to the town to be involved and have an influence on the
future direction of the town.

We live in a time where finding a truly affordable home is proving more and more
difficult for the young and having appropriate housing for an increasingly ageing
population is adding to the challenge. We believe that local community is best placed
to identify some of the solutions to these issues.

Knaresborough’s NDP forming an integral part of Harrogate’s Local Plan is seen as
a key element in successfully addressing these issues. The statutory nature of the
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NDP means its planning policies carry as much weight as policies documented in the
Local Plan. This means that any planning application submitted within the
Knaresborough NDP area not only have to meet the requirements of panning policy
as set out in the National Planning Framework and the Local Plan but also meet the
requirements of policies set out in the Knaresborough NDP.

3. Overview of the Knaresbhorough Neighbourhood Area.

The market town of Knaresborough is located in Harrogate District. Knaresborough
is growing, attractive market town, viewed as a desirable area to live. The local
population is 15,788 (Census, 2019). Knaresborough is a commuter town with
residents travelling to Harrogate, Leeds, Bradford, York and further afield to work.
The town is situated in a strategic location next to the A1, with a local train station
with trains to York, Harrogate and Leeds and is situated within a 40 minute drive
of Leeds/Bradford Airport.

The demographic statistics show that the population as a whole is getting older as
life expectancy increases. There is demand for new housing stock to meet a wide
range of needs. These include low cost affordable housing, shared ownership
housing for individuals and low income families, adaptable housing to meet the
needs of a wide range of family sizes and the changing needs of a more elderly
population looking to down size or move to properties with built in design features
such as disabled access, and stair lifts.

Between 14" December 2012 and 25" January 2013 the Borough Council carried
out a consultation on a proposed Neighbourhood Area for Knaresborough. The
consultation related solely to the designation of a Neighbourhood Area and did not
involve the allocation of sites.
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NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING f n

Shdpe the future where you live

Knaresborough Neighbourhood Area

Consultation - tell us what you think

Under the government’s new localism agenda, local people are able to create a
Meighbourhood Plan to guide development where they live. Knaresborowgh Town Council,
with support from Harrogate Borough Council (HBC), is leading on the preparation of 3 new
Neighbourhood Development Plan. This plan will sit within the strategic planning context set
out in Harrogate Borough Council's "Core Strategy’ and ‘Sites & Policies Development

Ptan Document’

To stari the process, HBC needs o formally designate a Neighbourhood Area. The Town
Council propose this area should match the current Knaresborough pansh area as shown
on the map overieal. Do you agree that this is an appropriale boundary (o use?

The Town Council has also produced a Statement to support their proposal and you

can read it in full at Knaresborough Library, KEnaresborough House or online at

wiww harrogate gov. ukineighbourhoodplanning

Piease tell us what you think, by sending us your answers to, and comments on, the two
questions overieal: (note: this questionnaire can also be completed online at

www harrogate gov. uk/neighbourhoodplanning)

Your contact details (nole, we are nol able 1o consider anonymous comments):

Address

Flapie be sy Sul 8l corrmedts, recesidl sl b made publicly sesdabls e wll be fully strbotable 50 moyvaiyl e poncents
jofily wour fusme well B ke lor pulliscgton ) Voo delads. will e relned by HEC o e corulinbon  Followang deagruten of the
Feeghbourhood ared pour contact delads wil s be shaned wilh Knaresborcegh Town Councl 50 thal Bwy o L) you rfiormsd i
e Maghbourtand Plan develops. Your pevsonal miormabon willl ol be shured o procssted for any o pufposs
Please ok the bea 0 F you &0 nol 2gres 10 oS Shanng your detais
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1 o wou agres of disagres that the Neighbourheed Area shoukd cover the Knaresboroagh parish
aea as shown on the map T

O aGreE ) DISAGREE (mease ok one bas)

2 Do you agree or disagree with the Town Council's supporting Statement andior
have additional comments on it? [read this in hll, 88 detailed overkeal)
O AGReE ) DSAGREE {pisase fick one box)

Tio find out mone and send us your commenis:

wirt wearw harmogate goey ik nesghibourhoodplanring

contae! emad Efhamogais pov uk of ieephors 01423 550580

wrd Frameiborsugh Libiary o Fasreibormugh Houts (More Sopei of Pei lballel the Town Councli Shitemen] and
& poatias for quesSonnanes |

erel O ooemphebed QUSIIONTIEE [N SLIPTE Peedhed ) 100
FREEPDST HG11, DDS, Hemogate Borough Counil, West Geowe Road, Harogais HG1 ZZR

Thank you for taking the tims 10 respond - ciesing dale for comrments is Frday 25 Januany 2010
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4. The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group

The membership of the steering group has changed over the years of
Knaresborough NDP programme.

Keys members who have contributed to the development of this program:
Andrew Willoughby
Christine Willoughby
David Goode

Phil Ireland

Emma Walsh

Martin Brock
Andrew Grinter
John Batt

Bill Rigby

Shan Oaks

Wendy Sanderson
Bryan Robinson
Mavis Clemmitt
David Bulmer
Catherine Goode

Consultants
= Mike Dando (Phase 1 and 2)
= David Gluck (Phase3)

HBC Officers
¢ Rachael Hutton
e Janet Entwistle
e Joe Varga

Knaresborough Town Council
¢ Angela Pulman
¢ Maggie Richards

5. Key consultees

The Neighbourhood Planning Working Group in various guises has been working on
the

development of the Knaresborough Neighbourhood Development Plan since 2013
and have undertaken a series of public consultations, as outlined below. The
consultations identified a range of issues, which have all been recorded, considered
and where possible addressed as part of the development of the draft NDP
document. For those that did not form part of the NDP Consultation Draft policy
areas have been documented in the Priority Projects and Aspirations section of the
document in order to encourage other groups to take up and champion these
suggested projects.
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All of the consultations carried out so far as part of the preparation of the NDP have
involved local residents, businesses, and groups. The lists below highlight specific
and general consultees. The Knaresborough Town Council web site and the NDP
Facebook portal have supported the consultation program and have been used to
keep residents up-to-date on progress.

Public consultation has taken place at each major phase of programme definition
and policy development for the NDP.

These sessions have provided opportunities to provide an update on the NDP
process and get feedback and further input for the NDP.

It is important to emphasise that consultation was not just restricted to the formal
consultation periods highlighted in this statement but has been continuous since
2013 and has included discussions with landowners, developers as well as ensuring
information was made available on the council's website.

This report identifies the methods of consultation used as well as the key issues
raised through the consultation and the resulting amendments made to the plan. The
individual comments submitted can be viewed at

http://www.knaresboroughtowncouncil.gov.uk/Neighbourhood Development Plan 2
1582.aspx

The Knaresborough NDP Steering Group in preparing the draft Local Plan, have
aimed to demonstrate that we have discharged our duty to consult with the following
organisations on planning policy issues that cross administrative boundaries,
particularly those that relate to strategic priorities:

Environment Agency;

Natural England

Historic England;

Harrogate Borough Council
North Yorkshire County Council

The NDP Steering Group has had on-going dialogue with residents of
Knaresborough and community groups. Through the NDP development programme a
series of update workshops / presentations / discussions took place with the
following local groups:

Knaresborough Rotary

Knaresborough Labour Party

Knaresborough Civic Society

Knaresborough Chamber of Trade
Knaresborough Lions Club

Governors at Aspin Park Primary School
Harrogate Borough Council Planning Department
Renaissance Knaresborough
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The Group has worked closely with key stakeholders, service providers and statutory
agencies to ensure that the proposed policies have widespread support.

The Group has also been working closely with Harrogate Borough Council to ensure
alignment between NDP policies and the districts Local Plan.

6. Plan Development and Consultation Phases

From the outset, NDP information events and public consultation have taken place at
each phase of the NDP development process. Harrogate Borough Council have
been involved through the whole NDP development process.

From the early stages of the work undertaken we have sought examples of best
practise through review of the work of other groups and the ongoing partnerships
with consultants who have supported the NDP working Group through all phases of
our work.

Phase 1

The first formal engagement with Knaresborough residents took place at the end of
2013. This was further followed up with a bench marking exercise in the form of a
number of public consultation meetings to identify the public's concerns and issues
that would subsequently drive the NDP policies development process.

Workshops took place in November and December 2013

The report on the results of the consultation was published in May 2014 and
identified issues related to the Town centre. The report identified the number of
residents who identified with each specific issue. The results were then used to
prioritise policy development work under the following themes:

Housing

Green environment

Built environment

Community services/facilities and infrastructure
Traffic and transport

Other including employment and tourist potential
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Your Town
Your Plan

Your Say

o

The Knaresborough Neighbourhood Development Plan
Have your say on the future of our town

Public drop in sessions are being held at the following venues.
Find out more - come along to:
KNARESBOROUGH CRICKET CLUB, ASPIN LANE - 23R0 NOVEMBER 10AM - 3PM

PARK GROVE METHODIST CHURCH HALL - 26TH NOVEMBER BAM - 1PM
KNBRO COMMUNITY CENTRE, STOCKWELL AVE - 20TH NOVEMBER BAM - 1PM
KNARESBOROUGH HOUSE, HIGH STREET - 30TH NOVEMBER 10AM - 3PM

THE UNION FUBLIC HOUSE, THISTLE HILL, CALCUTT - 3RD DECEMBER 5FM - BFFM

Please come o the organised drop-in sessions but if you can't get to any, feel free to
contact the NDP committee with your ideas for the future of Knaresborough.

Write to: NDP, Knaresborough House, High Street, Knaresborough, HGS OHW

email: ndpknaresborough@gmail.com phone: 07970 302778
wwrw. knaresborough.co.uk/plan ||t

4 Knaresborough Town Council !,!1_ S

IE DT
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Discussions during workshops highlighted the need to conserve the character of our
town, its old buildings, town centre, high street, open countryside and open and
green spaces. There was positive support for improvement to the local economy
including tourism, protection from flooding and the improvement of existing buildings
that have fallen into disrepair There was mixed views as to the need for a relief road
There was concern about existing traffic situation in the town. Parking was also a
concern. There was concerns expressed about the level of new housing
development within the town.

There were a series of public exhibitions which took place during 2014/15 to present
the findings from the issues and benchmark consultation.

Issues highlighted in the various workshops are listed in Appendix 1 and were used
to identify policy areas for development plus issues to be address either through
Planning Policy or other town project developments. As a result of the strong
concerns expressed by local residents as to the state of the Town Centre
Knaresborough Town Council funded a consultancy study carried out by URS
Infrastructure and Environment UK Limited. (see Appendix 2 for extract) The report
provided commentary on the service role of the town, the Local Plan framework, the
current performance of the town, an analysis of the key issues and some broad
strategy proposals and planning policy advice regarding potential planning policy
responses to the issues. It provides some advice on the use of planning use classes
and Permitted Development policy. The Knaresborough NDP has integrated many of
the recommendations in to the planning policy framework. Other elements of related
planning policy are included in the Local Plan.

Phase 2

Based on the findings of Phase 1 of the programme, the NDP working group
members developed a list of policy intentions. A consultation on the policy intentions
took place in the spring of 2015. A document “Knaresborough Neighbourhood
Development Plan” ( see appendix 3 for consultation document sent to all residencies
in Knaresborough) setting out the policy intentions in detail was sent to every house
in the NDP area. Residents responded through either completing an on-line
submission (88 responses) or returning a hard copy questionnaire (268 responses)
total 356 responses were received.

A document outlining all policy intensions (see appendix 3) along with a response
form were posted to every house in Knaresborough. Residents were given the option
to complete the hard copy response form or to provide a response on line.

Residents responding to the questionnaire were asked whether they agreed or
disagreed with 30 statements, split across 8 topic areas, with an opportunity to
provide comment on each answer provided. A summary table is shown below, from
which can be seen that residents were broadly in agreement with all themes, with
over 80% answering Yes for each area.
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Summary of Outcome of Consultation

Vision
TC1 Public Realm
TC2 Shop Front Design
TC3 Primary And Secondary Shopping Frontages
TC4 Empty Shops
TC5 Traffic Management Improvements
TC6 Town Centre Car Parking
TC7 Development Of Key Sites And Buildings

H1 Location And Distribution Of Future Housing
H2 Meeting Knaresborough's Affordable Housing Need
H3 Type And Mix Of New Housing

GE1 Improvement Of Green Infrastructure

GE2 Creation Of New Green Infrastructure

GE3 Protection Of Local Green Spaces

GE4 Protection Of Local Wildlife Sites

GE5  River Nidd Hydro-Electricity Generation
GEG6 Leisure Development At Hay-A-Park Lakes

BE1 Protection And Enhancement Of Unprotected Local Heritage Assets
BE2 Design And New Development

CSF1  Protection Of Existing Community Services And Facilities
CSF2 Provision Of New Sports, Recreation And Play Facilities

TT1 Traffic Congestion
TT2 Railway Station Access
TT3 Public Transport Improvements

EMP1 Protection Of Existing Employment Sites
EMP2 Development Of New Employment Sites
EMP3 Employment Sites Combined With New Housing

TO1 Provision Of Town Lift
TO2 New Performance Area
TO3 Protection Of Tourist Areas

The Vision

High levels of agreement with the vision, with 95% agreeing with the overall focus of the
research. We now go on to look at specific areas.
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Town Centre policies

TC1 Public Realm

TC2 Shop Front Design

TC3 Primary And Secondary Shopping Frontages
TC4 Empty Shops

TC5 Traffic Management Improvements

TC6 Town Centre Car Parking

TC7 Development Of Key Sites And Buildings

Whilst strong ratings were generated for some aspects of the focussing on the town centre,
particularly the development of key sites and buildings, slightly less importance was placed
on other elements, particularly those relating to shop design and frontage. Several

comments mentioned the derelict cattle market and how it should be brought back into use:

“Cattle Market site?? Car Park possibly, not a supermarket. Possible part housing and part
car park.”

Some comments also arose that the High Street is in need of a bit of care, with a particular
focus on empty shops, as there is a concern that it may be putting off both locals and tourists
from visiting:

“High Street too shabby. Too many empty shops, needs addressing”

Housing policies

H1 Location And Distribution Of Future Housing
H2 Meeting Knaresborough's Affordable Housing Need
H3  Type And Mix Of New Housing

A smaller number of aspects relating to housing were presented to residents. Whilst it can
be seen that overall agreement with all three is high (90%+ for each), in terms of ranking
relative to other areas, housing is rated slightly lower overall.

There is a degree of resistance to future housing developments, with some concern over
saturation of the town and road capacity.

Building more and more houses will cause increases of cars, Knaresborough will not cope”
If housing is to be developed, the green belt arises as a concern for some.

“All brown field/redevelopment options to be considered before using green field”

Whilst developments should be affordable, the specific definition of the word is open to
interpretation, as is who the beneficiaries should be. It is clear too that any developments

should include a mixture of styles/sizes of property rather than just focussing on just larger
properties.
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Green Environment policies

GE1 Improvement Of Green Infrastructure

GE2 Creation Of New Green Infrastructure

GE3 Protection Of Local Green Spaces

GE4  Protection Of Local Wildlife Sites

GE5 River Nidd Hydro-Electricity Generation
GE6 Leisure Development At Hay-A-Park Lakes

Some particularly strong ratings emerge when focussing on green aspects, particularly
relating to protection of local green spaces and wildlife sites, with fewer than 2% of residents
responding negatively to these areas.

“To see wildlife by the river in Knaresborough and the Nidd gorge is just wonderful. | have
seen kingfishers, a herd of deer and even otters — all must be protected”

The idea of HEP generated from the River Nidd is polarising, with many needing to be
convinced by cost (i.e. who will pay) and the appearance of any development

“Provided no money is required from council tax payers”
“As long as it is not unsightly thus spoiling the beauty of the river Nidd and surrounding area”

Any development at Hay-a-Park also divides opinion, with some firmly against the proposal
and others more positive, again with caveats, as the area is seen as under-used:

“A first-class idea as long as any development does not spoil the natural beauty of the
woodland and lake”

Built Environment policies

Protection And Enhancement Of Unprotected Local
Heritage Assets

BE2 Design And New Development

BE1

Whilst only a shorter section of the survey, both areas rate high in terms of importance with
almost 97% agreement with each. However, in terms of views provided, little consensus
emerges with residents each having key areas of preference about what should be
protected, or how development should be carried out (e.g. specific buildings/areas, parking,
particular styles) which makes it difficult to draw any firm conclusions:

“Clarity needed on what should be protected”
“What distinctive local architecture are we talking about? The whole High St is a complete

mish mash - no thought about local architecture when the flats were built at the bus station
sitell”
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Community Services and Facilities policies

Agree Disagree e
Importance
CSF1 ll:;c():tiﬁgggn Of Existing Community Services And 99.02%  0.98% 1
CSF2 Proy!glon Of New Sports, Recreation And Play 95.08%  4.92% 13
Facilities

The protection of community services and facilities emerges as the key area of focus of all
those about which residents were asked, with less than 1% disagreement with this subject.

With discussions by North Yorkshire County Council to reduce library opening hours and cut
staff, the library emerges as a key area of concern, but the importance of facilities overall is
recognised by the wider community:

“Yes, and important to identify them all”
“Let's keep what we need for the requirements of the most people”

In terms of the development of new facilities, teenagers are seen as the group most in need
of things to occupy them, with the theme of a skate park emerging as popular with many:

“A skate park and basketball court would be great and | feel long overdue — my children

grew up wanting these and have left home now. Swimming pool is a fantastic asset and
should be protected at all costs”

Traffic and Transport policies

Agree Disagree | REGLEE
mportance
TT1  Traffic Congestion 97.30% 2.70% 4
TT2 Railway Station Access 94.51% 5.54% 17
TT3  Public Transport Improvements 96.35% 3.65% 10

Congestion is a hot topic, with over 97% of residents surveyed agreeing that it is a concern.
A number of areas emerge including York Place, Bond End and the High Street:

“Bond End priority as mentioned and stopping of food deliveries during the day on High St”

A by-pass is cited by some to avoid through-traffic causing some congestion, although it is
recognised that it is difficult to solve, with a pragmatic focus by some:

“Yes in principle, not if it results in out of town developments which weaken retail in town
centre”

Access to the railway station is recognised as problematic by many although the location of
the station means that it is difficult for solutions around the site to be recommended. Some
suggestion of rail hubs elsewhere (Manse Lane/Knaresborough East) or parking across the
High Street above the tunnel.
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The level of transport through Knaresborough is seen as good, with perhaps too many buses
(e.g. Connexions buses not being able to use the bus station/buses on Aspin Estate).
Improvements to frequency of trains, however, would be welcomed:

“Later trains to Knaresborough from York /Leeds would be great especially Fri/Sat”

Employment policies

EMP1  Protection Of Existing Employment Sites

EMP2 Development Of New Employment Sites

EMP3 Emplgyment Sites Combined With New
Housing

Relative to other areas of the survey, employment elicits lower scores, with the combination
of employment sites combined with new housing rated as lowest of all areas evaluated
(although it still draws over 80% agreement).

A number of vacant/derelict sites at the time of the survey were mentioned, but the nature of
Knaresborough, and difficulty of parking, needs to be recognised with any development:

“Adequate parking required for workers. St. James retail park and Manse Lane are very
congested with on road parking”
“Out of town better for any new sites”

Tourism policies

TO1 Provision Of Town Lift
TO2 New Performance Area
TO3 Protection Of Tourist Areas

The final area of the research focussed on tourism, and whilst protection of tourist areas is
highlighted as another priority subject, lesser importance was placed on the new
performance area and particularly the provision of a town lift, with the idea seen as
detrimental for the appearance of the town and the cost prohibitive:

“Lift is an eyesore. Mini bus from Marigold to market square would be a solution”
The performance area is more positively received, albeit with some scepticism both for the
time a new bandstand has been under discussion, and the fact that the previous

performance area was removed due to a lack of use.

Overall, tourism is seen as essential for the town and suggestions emerge to improve the
experience, including better promotion of key sites and specific areas of focus:

“Tourism essential for town and must be better promoted as well as protected e.g. castle,

house in rock, St Robert’s cave etc.”
“A must. Still so much potential for this lovely town”
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Actions resulting from Phase 2 consultation analysis

Overall, a positive response can be drawn from the survey, with some areas of
priority emerging. Perhaps a suggestion of greater differentiation on question scales
for future research (e.g. Agree Completely/Agree Slightly/Disagree Slightly/Disagree
Completely) to provide greater differentiation. This was done for Phase 3
consultation.

The survey overall was well-received too: “You have worked hard on this. Well done,
and thank you.”

Based on the responses received and the very high levels of support indicated for
the proposed policy areas the working group progressed to the next stage of
program development writing Knaresborough'’s Neighbourhood Development Plan.
We agreed key objectives for the plan, identified supporting evidence as we
developed policy areas in details. This work was captured in the evidence base
developed in support of each of the policy areas. During the Phase 2 consultation a
number of issues were raised that were not specifically planning issues were
possible we have not ignored these choosing instead to capture key ones in the
Priority Projects area in the plan.

Phase 3

Most of 2017 was taken up with the team writing the NDP Policies document. The
first draft was completed late summer 2017. It was agreed that the public
consultation would take place 25" September to 13t November.

Pre - Consultation on NDP Draft Policy Proposals — late summer 2017

We undertook a pre-consultation round of engagement with statutory agencies
asking for comments on an early draft version of the NDP documents. All agencies
consulted provided a response and many of the points raised were integrated into
the final document.

Issues resulting in sections being removed

We also put up this version of the draft development document onto the NDP Web
site. This resulted in a member of the public contacting the team about concerns
about a proposed footpath across their land. In addition, the Environment Agency
identified issues with regards to a hydro-electric generation scheme on the river
Nidd. Concern related to increased risk of flooding because of a barrier across the
river. Both these sections were removed from the final draft consultation document.
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Consultation on NDP Draft Policy Proposals: Details of consultation engagement
process undertaken for Phase 3.

= Press release - Press release distributed to local newspapers. — resulted in a number of
articles that appeared both in the hard copy paper and the online version of the local
paper

= Policy Consultation overviews and Feedback Forms - distributed to every house in
Knaresborough form could be returned by post or electronically

= Contact with key stakeholders - via Email to developers, landowners.

=  Website

= Public workshops and consultation sessions on planning policy with NDP Working Group
members. Opportunity to ask questions regarding to policy intension and related project
development.

=  Email

= Post - Completed feedback forms could be posted to Knaresborough Town Council
address.

= Exhibitions

=  Workshops

Consultation material was made available to a wide range of organisations and individuals:

Statutory consultees

Internal council stakeholders
Developers and agents

The general public

Local organisations

Duty to co-operate partners

See Appendix 4 for examples of material used in support of Phase 3 consultation.

Regulation 14 pre submission consultation

The Regulation 14 consultation was carried out over seven weeks, ending on November 13
2017, to understand the views of local residents about the draft version of Knaresborough'’s
Neighbourhood Development Plan. Residents were given the chance to provide their views
by either completing an online version or a paper version of a survey. The questionnaire was
designed to understand how much they agreed or disagreed both overall with the draft Plan
and with specific areas. They were also given free space to provide any additional feedback
they deemed relevant.

214 responses were provided, two-thirds online and one-third using paper questionnaires.
41% responded as individuals, and 59% on behalf of their household. Taking into account
additional members of those households, survey responses represent 410 residents of
Knaresborough. Based on overall population of the town, responses are statistically
representative at a 95% confidence interval with an error level of +/-5%.
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Summary of Outcome of Consultation

% Agree | % .
. Wordin
QNo Completely |Agree 9
Knaresborough will be a place with a sense of community and a distinctive identity, where
1 79 96 people choose to stay and live and work, because of the excellent education facilities, the
Vision choice and quality of work, the range of leisure opportunities and access to housing. A town
that people visit, and a town that people choose to set up a business.
Local green corridors to be protected with development proposals only permitted in
CRE1 | 87 95 ? .
exceptional circumstances.
Biodiversity to be maintained and enhanced, including protection of key sites and impact of
CRE2 | 90 98 i~ :
development of wildlife, water, plants and trees considered.
Development proposals near a Site of Special Scientific Interest to show how they would
CRE3 | 86 97 : ; g h ;
protect the area, with harmful proposals only permitted in exceptional circumstances.
Development proposals should ensure Public Rights of Way are not disrupted and, wherever
CRE4 | 88 98 ; . L
practicable, provide for new and/or enhanced opportunities for off-road travel.
Development proposals near the Nidd Gorge to show how they would protect the area, with
CRE5 | 86 96 : . ; ; .
proposals in the gorge only permitted in exceptional circumstances.
| CRE6 | 95 | 98 |New development should not add to the overall level of flood risk in the Knaresborough parish.
Development proposals, including conversion of existing premises, should be designed to
BE1 83 96 relate appropriately to their location including considering style and material, off-street parking
and rights of way.
Design in the Conservation Area should take into account a number of factors including
BE2 77 96 h A p . . .
architectural style and materials used, and should not impact negatively on the area's skyline.
Proposals should make use of on-site parking rather than rely on street parking, with
BE3 82 98 L )
proposals considering off-road parking to be supported.
Proposals for new shop frontages, or alterations to existing shop frontages should not remove
BE4 78 97 traditional architecture, respect style and character of both building and area and be of an
appropriate height.
Development proposals to bring back into use redundant buildings and empty
BES 92 99 properties/empty spaces within properties will be encouraged where proposed use is in
keeping with its immediate environment.
Key named heritage features will be conserved and enhanced for their historic significance
BE6 90 98 o
and their importance to local character and sense of place.
Existing community facilities including meeting facilities, sports facilities, education sites,
CF1 90 99 ) .
places of worship and healthcare services to be protected.
Major new development proposals should demonstrate that they are providing the necessary
CF2 85 96 level of investment in new community facilities, including public open spaces, relative to the
projected numbers of new residents and in relation to their particular needs if appropriate.
Development that would harm the functions of named Local Green Spaces will not be
CF3 86 95 )
permitted.
Proposals to upgrade or extend existing employment sites to take into account impact on
EB1 78 98 - ) ] : . )
neighbouring residents, traffic safety/pollution and character of area/countryside.
Proposals to promote the visitor economy should broaden Knaresborough's appeal, be of an
EB2 82 96 ’ : g .
appropriate size and not impact negatively on traffic levels.
The High Street to be protected with any loss of existing shopping facilities to have a suitable
EB3 72 90 . ; ; RS
alternative proposed nearby unless unviable to retain the building in its current use.
Development proposals for new homes of 10 or more units should provide a mix of housing
H1 78 89 types and tenures that suit local requirements based upon the most up-to-date assessment of
the local housing market and needs.
Proposals for new housing developments must meet a number of criteria including fitting into
H2 88 97 : L ; - ) e - )
surroundings, linking with/providing public transport and providing sufficient parking.
Having assessed each of the policies to be included in the Neighbourhood Development Plan,
H3 64 94 how much do you agree or disagree that the document covers what is needed for the future of
Knaresborough?
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All statements were presented on a 4-point scale (Agree Completely/Agree Slightly/Disagree
Slightly/Disagree Completely) with a Don’t Know response option also available. This report
provides a summary of responses as well as an anonymised selection of comments.

Vision

The overall vision of the document can be summarised as follows:

“Knaresborough will be a place with a sense of community and a distinctive identity, where
people choose to stay to live and work, because of the excellent education facilities, the choice

and quality of work, the range of leisure opportunities and access to housing. A town that
people visit, and a town where people choose to set up their business.”

Strong levels of agreement were recorded, as will be seen throughout this report. 96% of
residents agreed completely/slightly, 79% saying that they completely agreed with the vision.

Countryside and Rural Environment

Qn % Agree

° -
No | Completely % Agree Wording

Local green corridors to be protected with development

CRE1 87% 95% : . . \
proposals only permitted in exceptional circumstances

Biodiversity to be maintained and enhanced, including

water, plants and trees considered

CRE2 90% 98% protection of key sites and impact of development of wildlife,

Development proposals near a Site of Special Scientific
Interest to show how they would protect the area, with
harmful proposals only permitted in exceptional
circumstances

CRE3 86% 97%

CRE4

88%

98%

Development proposals should ensure Public Rights of Way
are not disrupted and, wherever practicable, provide for new
and/or enhanced opportunities for off-road travel

Development proposals near Nidd Gorge to show how they

CRE5 86% 96% would protect the area, with proposals in the gorge only
permitted in exceptional circumstances

CREG6 95% 98%

risk in the Knaresborough parish

New development should not add to the overall level of flood

High levels of agreement recorded for all areas focussed on local green spaces, with little
variation in response for any area. However, a number of concerns were recorded that Jacob
Smith Park was not mentioned in the document. While this is a deliberate omission due to the
park falling under Scriven boundaries, this should be mentioned in any future version, as well
as providing reassurance that the park is seen as important by the town council.

A small number of responses received later during the consultation process also made
mention of concerns about gypsy sites at Calcutt:

“There is a serious omission regarding Gypsy and Traveller sites. 3 sites in Calcutt are
mentioned in the HBC plan - 2 in Cass Lane and 1 at Thistle Hill - all involve degrading land
from the Green belt status to allow retrospective planning permission to be granted. The
Knaresborugh NDP to address this issue and seek to preserve our Green belt. | have seen

7

no evidence of ‘exceptional circumstances’.”— These sites are addressed in the District’s Local
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Plan. Issues of Green Belt preservation and exceptional circumstances have been addressed
through the planning application process many of the application having gone through appeal
process with these issues having been addressed by the Planning Inspectors involved.

Business and Employment

Qn
No

% Agree
Completely

% Agree

Wording

BE1

83%

96%

Development proposals, including conversion of existing
premises, should be designed to relate appropriately to their
location including considering style and material, off-street
parking and rights of way

BE2

77%

96%

Design in the Conservation Area should take into account a
number of factors including architectural style and materials
used, and should not impact negatively on the area’s skyline

BE3

82%

98%

Proposals should make use of on-site parking rather than
rely on street parking, with proposals considering off-road
parking to be supported

BE4

78%

97%

Proposals for new shop frontages, or alterations to existing
shop frontages should not remove traditional architecture,
respect style and character of both building and area and be

of an appropriate height

Development proposals to bring back into use redundant
buildings and empty properties/empty spaces within
properties will be encouraged where proposed use is in
keeping with its immediate environment

BES 92% 99%

Key named heritage features will be conserved and

to local character and sense of place

BE6 90% 98% enhanced for their historic significance and their importance

Whilst almost all residents surveyed agree with each statement, there is a degree of fluctuation
in those who agree completely, with just over 3 in 4 in total agreement that the Plan should
focus on areas concerned with architecture (BE2 and BE4), although it is key for some:

“If possible, ensure ALL shop frontages (especially in the Market Square) are uniform and
enhance the period appearance and appeal of the Square. For example . . . Haworth High
St. This would attract more visitors and become a feature of Knaresborough like the castle,
viaduct etc.”

Some mention is also made of the negative influence of roller shutters which may impact on
the aesthetics of the shop fronts. There are also concerns among some that the castle is not
specifically referenced.

Parking is a hot topic, with comments focussed on a number of areas. The lack of parking in
the town centre is referenced, but also suggestions that it should be banned in the High Street
and/or the Market Place, with greater use made of other car parks, or the establishment of a
park & ride scheme:

‘A free car park would help visitor numbers, York Place car park would be an ideal free parking
zone, and would help to stop visitors to the Eastgate Doctors Surgery from parking
irresponsibly.’
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Community Facilities

0,

3—2 C_g_c?mﬁolt'::w % Agree Wording
Existing community facilities including meeting facilities,

CF1 90% 99% sports facilities, education sites, places of worship and
healthcare services to be protected
Major new development proposals should demonstrate that
they are providing the necessary level of investment in new

CF2 85% 96% community facilities, including public open spaces, relative
to the projected numbers of new residents and in relation to
their particular needs if appropriate

CF3 86% 95% (D;evelopment tha_t would harm t_he functions of named Local

reen Spaces will not be permitted

Community facilities are seen as important by Knaresborough residents, with strong levels of
agreement for all areas. Mention is made of a number of specific areas that should be
protected, including the town’s library, provision of accommodation for First Knaresborough
Castle Scouts (scout hut being under threat of being taken over by the cemetery) and an
allotment at Hawthorne Ave.

While it is agreed that existing facilities should be protected, there is concern that with the
increase in housing, there is a need for an increase in other community facilities such as
healthcare:

‘No mention of additional doctors’ surgeries (already had to wait 4 weeks to see my GP, will
be even worse with increased housing).’

Suggestions are made for community facilities which are lacking, including return of the town’s
bandstand, a 3G/4G sports pitch with floodlighting, play areas for children (e.g. at Conyngham
Hall), and facilities for teenagers, with suggestions including free/discounted access to leisure
facilities and public transport so that they have places to go rather than congregating in groups
in the town centre in the evening.

Employment and Business

0,
% C_g_cf,mApI:::Iv % Agree Wording
Proposals to upgrade or extend existing employment sites
EB1 78% 98% to take into account impact on neighbouring residents, traffic
safety/pollution and character of area/countryside
Proposals to promote the visitor economy should broaden
EB2 82% 96% Knaresborough'’s appeal, be of an appropriate size and not
impact negatively on traffic levels
The High Street to be protected with any loss of existing
EB3 729% 90% shopping facilities .to have a sgitable altler.nati.ve. proposed
nearby unless unviable to retain the building in its current
use

Lowest agreement is seen in this particular area, particularly focussed on the area aimed at
protecting existing shopping facilities in the town. Concerns are made about the recent loss of
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independents (e.g. &Coriander, Yeomans) and the continued reduction in banking facilities in
the town. There is also reference to the lack of variety of establishments (e.g. three vape shops
close to one another or the high number of beauticians/hairdressers).

Suggestions are made by some on how to make use of the empty retail units:

‘Empty shops change to monthly rents to encourage new businesses or market traders to use
in the winter’

‘The old Nat West bank to be turned into a indoor market open 6 days a week, to encourage
new local businesses’

The bottom end of the High Street has attracted a number of comments, and if long-term
empty retail units (e.g. the old pet shop) or the cattle market, cannot be used for retail,
consensus is that they should be given over to housing.

Housing

Qn % Agree

° -
No | Completely % Agree Wording

Development proposals for new homes of 10 or more units
should provide a mix of housing types and tenures that suit
local requirements based upon the most up-to-date
assessment of the local housing market and needs

H1 78% 89%

Proposals for new housing developments must meet a
H2 88% 97% number of criteria including fitting into surroundings, linking
with/providing public transport and providing sufficient parking

Strong agreement in particular for new housing providing sufficient parking and/or transport
links.

Some residents express concern about any further housing development, and if new houses
are to be built, existing unoccupied properties (the aforementioned shops and cattle market)
or brownfield sites should be used rather than the further destruction of surrounding green
areas.

Several themes emerge surrounding any new housing, including low carbon/green properties,
mixed developments such as those in Belgium/Netherlands rather than identikit properties and
the need for affordable/social housing:

‘Knaresborough must provide first time buyers homes for the young professionally wanting to
start a life and career in the area. At the minute all young professionals are being driven to the
close large cities for A) affordable house prices and B) work. Knaresborough must look into
connecting more with the large cities separately from Harrogate. For example, a direct bus
service from Knaresborough to Leeds. Starbucks has busses to Leeds so why doesn't
Knaresborough?’

Overall Agreement

Once residents assessed each of the policies to be included in the Neighbourhood
Development Plan, they were asked how much they agreed or disagreed that the document
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covers what is needed for the future of Knaresborough. Whilst 94% agreed, fewer than two-
thirds (64%) agreed completely. There are concerns among some residents that it does not
go far enough, with potential omissions cited throughout this report.

However, positive comments are also made about the hard work that has gone into the
document to date and the hope that the Plan will, in time, be implemented:

‘This is an excellent document and | fully support the vision and policies for the future of
Knaresborough. | do wish that there could be more joined up thinking between all the agencies
- Highways, transport, Education, housing, Tourism etc. Each seem to exist in a vacuum with
little meaningful interaction. improving the ‘shabby' town centre would be high on my list of
priorities.’

Actions resulting from Phase 3 consultation analysis.

A detailed analysis was undertaken of all responses. These again showed a high level of
support for the NDP policy proposals. A summary of this analysis is documented earlier in this
section plus a summary of additional analysis work undertaken can be found in Appendix 5.

Consultancy responses included suggestions for further enhancements and inclusion of new
additional policy areas, some of which were not planning related, though welcome, would have
resulted in the need to rerun the consultation as they would represent a significant departure
from policies documented in the Reg 14 NDP document. In addition, some of the suggestions
covered statutory services that are responsibility for Borough and County Councils. For these
reasons the proposed additional policy inclusions are in the main not included in the revised
Reg 16 NDP policy document.

Most of the modifications resulting from this third consultation were recommendations for
changes to wording and maps to correct mistakes and to improve clarity. These have resulted
in many minor edits to the Reg 14 master document.

There were a number of comments received that suggested that content could be shortened
and simplified in some places. Were felt appropriate these edits have been made to the master
document.

Concern was expresses about the inclusion of buildings in green space areas. The decision
was taken to undergo further consultation with green space land owners proposing to remove
any buildings and an area of land surrounding the building from the Green Space designation.
Document maps to be modified once agreement has been received from land owner.

Concern was expressed by CEG developers on the land are identified as a local green corridor
— Frogmire Dyke. Agreement was reach with CEG that they would support the designation as
long as the boundary of the area with Manse Farm development was co terminus with the
boundary identified on their planning permission.

Comments from Natural England meant that there was a need to further review SINC
boundaries as shown on the Wildlife map. This has been done and corrections made.

The revised version of Knaresborough’s Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) following
reg 14 public consultation was submitted to Harrogate Brough Council early summer 2019.
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Harrogate Borough Council then undertook and extensive in-depth review of the document
following which they submitted a comprehensive list of concerns, issues and suggested
changes to the document (see appendix). Two themes ran through their comments, firstly
the need to better align sections of the document with the latest version of the Harrogate
Local Plan and secondly the need to improve the evidence provided particularly in the
sections Economy and Business and Housing policy. This work has necessitated a further
page by page review the NDP. The evidence base for Economy and Business and Housing
sections have been significantly reworked. This work has necessitated minor wording
changes to some of the policies, but the policy intents remain the same.

In the winter of 2019/20, the NDP policies document was extensively reworked to reflect all
the feedback received.

Documentation for Reg 16 submission was well under way to completion when the Covid 19
pandemic hit and all work on the NDP programme came to a halt. National lock down and
statutory suspension of all referendums meant that little progress was made until the spring
/summer of 2022 when in consultation with Harrogate Borough Councils Planning
Department it was agreed to update and replace all the maps in the NDP document to bring
them in line with current Local Plan standards. Unfortunately, due to manpower constraints
in the Planning Department all new maps were not available until the Autumn of 2022. Over
the Autumn/Christmas period of 2022/23 the NDP policies document underwent further
editing to incorporate the new maps and at the same time a number of minor errors being
corrected in the text.

The newly revised NDP Policies document was completed in January 2023 in preparation for
Reg 16 Consultation.
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Appendix 1 — Outcome of Phase 1 Workshops

SECTION 1: TOWN CENTRE

Planning
KEY ISSUES | Details / Plan Response Evidence | Comments
Non- Policy | Site
Planning Allocation
Support:
Pedestrian Like — 1
Areas More — 7
Wider pavements
High Street — 2
Covered (?) Market
Sq.-1
Town Centre | Support - Identify and | Members
footpaths/ generate working group to
ginnels list to contribute
preserve protect and | Cross ref. with
justify Community
Services etc
doc (5)
Scruffy Town/ | Support : 58 Conservation
Slightly especially High Area
derelict feel Street/buildings
in places NB which ‘places’? Cross ref.
‘Env:Built’
‘Con Area’ doc
More Quality | Support: 11
Restaurants
Signage Support: Ref. Gl - SPD
improved for long-
stay parking — 4
to: car parks,
station, castle, TIC
etc. — 17
improve street
signage - 1
Traffic Support:
Management | High St. one way —
3 Ref. Gl - SPD
At Bus Station — 3
Prevent Tesco
delivery blocking
High St - 20
Reduce HGV use
of High Street — 15
Fix problems at
Bond End — 18
Congestion/pollutio
n/pedestrian
facilities
Traffic Support — 31 NB cross-ref.
congestion Where? Traffic/Transpo

rt doc.
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Planning

KEY ISSUES | Details / Plan Response Evidence | Comments
Non- Policy | Site
Planning Allocation
Car Parking Support: ‘Renaissance
In Market Sq.? — 13 K’'boro’
Shortage — 49 document 2005
Multi-storey — 3 K’'boro Chamber
More free — 26 Trade document
High St restriction ? 2012
-4 (NB Cross-ref
Lift restrictions ? — ‘Traffic/Transpo
6 rt’ doc)
Cycle -2
Shortage Support — 49 (+1) Car parking | Land above
Town Centre | Multi-storey — 3 data exists | railway tunnel?
car parking More use — AMT (railway owned
+ motor cycle | Conyngham Hall - 2 Benchmarki | land)
ng Cattle Market?
(but sheltered
housing?)
Clir. John Batt
NB cross-ref
with
Traffic/Transpo
rt doc.
Improve Support - 11 Private car park
Frazer 15/20 spaces
Theatre car Privately
park wardened —
(how?) usually empty!
Clir. John Batt
NB cross-ref
with
Traffic/Transpo
rt doc.
Improve York | Support - 6 e HBC Car
Place Car Park
Park e Access road
owned
brewery
e “grim”
e landscaping
needed
NB cross-ref
with
Traffic/Transpo
rt doc.
‘link’ between | Support: 1 Ref. GI — SPD
bus and rail Bus Stop ‘at
stations Station Rd’
Poor vehicle Support - 2 PL ? ? NB cross-ref
(& with Town
pedestrian) Centre
access to
Railway
Station
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Planning

KEY ISSUES | Details / Plan Response Evidence | Comments
Non- Policy | Site
Planning Allocation
Support: Need for Town
Markets Like =7 Centre Manager
More — 6 as in Ripon
Improve Sunday - 5 ‘Town Centre
Strategy’ sense
— checking and
refining what
already exists

Bandstand Support - 5 PL Earmarked site

wanted cross-

Castle Top referenced to
Community
Services/Faciliti
es/Infrastructur
e (5)

Cinema Support - 4 PL Frazer Theatre
has projection
equipment — film
club/society
here?
cross
referenced to
Community
Services doc.
(5)

Support: Need to respond
Mix of Shops | More quality — 1 to modern day
More variety - 66 shopping needs
More food
choice/range — 7
Proper Post Office -
3
Large supermarket
-1
Less hairdressers —
5
Too many
takeaways — 2
Brand retailers — 3
Chains/out-of-town
-7
No more Charity -
29

Empty shops | Support:

Do something with
-93

Unlet shops to
housing — 8

Homes above
shops/empty shops
-8

Castlegate in
particular
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Planning
KEY ISSUES | Details / Plan Response Evidence | Comments
Non- Policy | Site

Planning Allocation

Shops - other | Support:

issues More open on
Sundays — 6
Larger shop units —
3

Invest in
businesses to
support shops - 11
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SECTION 2 : HOUSING
Planning/ | Plan Response
KEY Details Non- _ Policy Site Evidence Comments
ISSUES Planning Allocation
Support: Yes? X e not happy with
Location of | Not near B/bridge | PL currently
sites Road - 2 allocated sites
Not too far out of e identify ‘area
town — 1 of search’ for
Old industrial sites development
-3 N of lakes
Not with caveats
Waterside/Abbey re. addressing
Rd -1 many of town
traffic etc
issues? **
** needs further
study
Support: PL ?
Size of Too many large depends
sites estates — 1 on the
Manse Farm too above
large - 9
Support : PL X X X Ref. GI - SPD
Manse Too large — 9 Pl Permission
Farm No industry or already
offices needed — 3 Should be
Concern addressed
Nidderdale Drive separately to NDP
access — 1
construction
vehicles may affect
values
Access from N.of ? ?
railway — open PL Would
underpass and strengthen
level crossing — 2 business Duplication?
Don'’t close off case Allocated in Core
access to natural Strategy (or Sites
areato N and Policies)
rail halt soon — 6
Business case?
PL ? ? SH Need Core Strategy
More Support - 7 Assessment | sets % at 50%
affordable being
housing updated
Elderly SH Need Research other
person /Market NP’s
need? Assessment
Self build? re. elderly Locate in/close to
need Town Centre
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Plannin

KEY ISSUES | Details gl Plan Response Evidence | Comments
Non- Policy | Site
Plannin Allocation
g
Powerstream :
River Nidd Support - 1 PL yes yes via group group in town
Hydro Electric several running this ref. Liz
Plant potential supported by
sites Harrogate
Retain open X X X
space between | Support - 6 PL Core Strategy
K’boro and protects green belt
Harrogate —
two distinct
places
Knaresborough
Improvement Round Walk PL yes identify infra | Ref:
existing green | Disused Railway on Gl -SPD
infrastructure to B/bridge proposals including
Areas allocated map map
for future
development
Gl corridors
Where? Identify key
Create new Ref.SPD map PL yes missing Ref:
green Good links/gaps Gl -SPD
infrastructure cycle/walking to be including
routes into plugged on | map
K’boro and to proposals
Harrogate map
Support -5
are there green Needed for Need to draw up list
Protect green No community PL spaces currently each site to of candidate sites
spaces evidence at unprotected that you | be protected
moment to wish to protect via ie WHY!
support NDP ?
identify on proposals
map protect as ‘local
green space’ if meets
criteria
are there nature
Protect Nature | No community PL conservation assets Yorkshire Biodiversity Action
Conservation evidence at currently unprotected | Wildlife Trust | Plan
assets moment to that you wish to
support protect via NDP ? Needed for
identify on proposals | each site

map
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‘Development’
of Lakes at
Hay-a-Park for
leisure

Support - 1

PL

o<

Leisure vs
nature
conservation
value -
Natural
England
concern
Landscape
heritage —
value of old
lanes - Bar
Lane,
Hazelheads,
Sweetbits
etc.

Need for
management
plan

Could tie in with
Housing ‘Area of
Search’

SSSI status

Link to Golf Club?
Cross referenced
with Community
Services/Facilities/

Infrastructure (5)

Ref. GI - SPD
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SECTION 4 : ENVIRONMENT - BUILT

criteria

Planning/
KEY Details Non- Plan Response Evidence Comments
ISSUES Planning | Policy Site
Allocation

Protection of | Support - 1 PL yes X CAAMP —

Conservatio appraisal Large

n Area but no Conservation
managemen | Area centred on
t plan Town Centre
Some e Are plastic
recommend signs
ations made covered in
*need to CAAMP?
review this e Satellite

dishes?

e Are solar
panels an
issue?

Protection Support : PL yes Identify CAAMP for
and General — important buildings
enhancemen | 11 buildings on within
t of Heritage | Market proposals Conservatio
Assets Place — 8 map n Area
Castle - 15 *can Civic
Society
help with
info re
assets
outside
Conservatio
n Area?
Scruffy
Town/ Support : Conservation
Slightly 58 Area
derelict feel especially
in places High NB cross-ref.
Street/buildi Town Centre
ngs doc
NB which
‘places’?
Design/layou | Support—2 | PL e Inside X
t of new in keeping Conserv What are Aim: to diminish
development | with the ation characteristi | some of the
town Area cs of problems not
Housing shielding Outside different add to them
primarily planting etc. Conservatio parts of town
n Area with outside
less onerous Conservatio
development n Area
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SECTION 5 : Community Services/Facilities/Infrastructure

KEY Details Planning | Plan Response . Comments
/Non- Evidence
ISSUES Planning Site
Policy Allocation
‘Developme | Support - 1 PL yes ? Leisure vs e Could tie
nt’ of Lakes nature in with
at Hay-a- conservation Housing
Park for value ‘Area of
leisure Search’
Natural
England
concern
e SSSI
Landscape status
heritage —
value of old
lanes - Bar
Lane, e Cross-
Hazelheads, ref. with
Sweetbits under
etc. ‘Environ
ment
Green’
(3)
Need for
management
plan
e Linkto
Golf
Club?
Ref. Gl -
SPD
Education: Support - 13 PL yes ? Infrastructure
Delivery Plan
schools/sec identify site(s) — with review
ondary in NDP of ‘Core
school Strategy’
new roads HBC will
need to look
needed afresh at
before new school/other
houses — infrastructure
where? needs to
meet
Provision for significant

Health
Care/Care in
the
Community :

Health
Services
Social
Services

development

Liaise with
NYCC/Health
Care Trust
etc?
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KEY Details Planning | Plan Response . Comments
/Non- Evidence
ISSUES Planning Site
Policy Allocation
Flooding Support—5 PL yes X Frogmire
Problems Dyke —
Frogmire Dyke Ref. other existing
policies in NP’s flooding
Nidderdale problem
Lodge Park
GI-SPD
Can we add? addresses
Developing Nidderdale
problem at Lodge Park —
High and Low flood plain —
Bridge? Hard existing
surfacing — flooding issue
planning
enforcement?
Bandstand Support - 5 PL
wanted
Town Centre
Castle Top issue cross
referenced
to
Town Centre
(1)
Future of Support - 6 PL X X In green belt /
SLA - ‘safe’-
‘Yorkshire no NP
Lass’ public response
house needed?
possible
acceptable
uses :
restaurant
housing — no!
Cinema Support - 4 Non PL X X Frazer
Theatre has
projection
equipment —
film
club/society
here?
Cross-ref. to
Town Centre
doc (1)
Youth Club | Support—-9 Non PL X X Buildings
exist
Activities for
youths/kids More clubs
Related to activities
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KEY Details Planning | Plan Response . Comments
/Non- Evidence
ISSUES Planning Site
Policy Allocation
drink/anti social need to be
behaviour? - provided
10
Sports/ PL ? ? Assessment Core Strategy
needed provision | Policy
recreational | Support - 2 against
facilities standards HBC ‘Sports’
Strategy
shortage
Children’s PL ? ? Assessment HBC
Play Areas needed
Support—5 ‘Play
Up to 12 Provision against | Strategy’
years Conyngham standards
Hall? document
Skatepark
Talk to young
people!
Preserve Support — PL yes Identify Need to Liz
Community generate list of Baxendale to
Assets K’boro House assets assets to protect
and justify co-ordinate
Conyngham on list
Hall — 2
proposals
COGS centre
map
Methodist
Church - 1
Town Centre | Support - Identify and Members
footpaths/gi generate list to working
nnels protect and group to
preserve justify contribute
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SECTION 6 : Traffic/Transport

Planning/
KEY ISSUES | Details Non- Plan Response Evidence Comments
Planning | Policy | Site
Allocation
Traffic Support — 31 NB cross-ref
congestion Where? with Town
Centre doc.
Town lift Support -6 PL yes yes e Research e Funicular
Linking Show route brief exists Railway
Riverside and on — lost? e Route
town Proposals e Cost? Planned
Map e Mainly HBC
CIL? land
e Local
contractor
identified
NB cross-ref
with Tourism
(Other (7))
More Support -5 non PL X X may happen any
trains/buses way
to York/Leeds dual lining +
electrification
planned
+ signalling
Ch. Trade
lobbying
Poor vehicle Support - 2 ? ? ? NB cross-ref
(& pedestrian) with Town
access to Centre doc.
Railway
Station
Northern Support - 6 PL ? ? e Linksto
Bypass housing ‘area
required of search’
before further e Linksto
development infrastructure
e Road
enabling dev.
rather than
bypass
required
e HBC ‘dead
duck’ 25
years
e Study done at
that time —
dev. business
case?
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Planning/

KEY ISSUES Details Non- Plan Response Evidence Comments
Planning
Policy | Site
Allocation
Park and Ride | Support -2 ? ? ? e Unclear what
needed exactly is
meant
e More info.
needed to
consider
further
Shortage Support — 49 Car parking Land above
Town Centre (+1) data exists — railway tunnel?
car parking Multi-storey AMT (railway owned
+ motor cycle | -3 Benchmarking | land)
More use Cattle Market?
Conyngham (but sheltered
Hall - 2 housing?)
Clir. John Batt
NB cross-ref
with Town
Centre doc.
Improve Support - 11 Private car park
Frazer 15/20 spaces
Theatre car Privately
park wardened —
(how?) usually empty!
Clir. John Batt
NB cross-ref
with Town
Centre doc.
Improve York | Support-6 e HBC Car Park

Place Car
Park

e Access road

owned
brewery

° “grim!!

¢ landscaping
needed

NB cross-ref
with Town
Centre doc.
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SECTION 7 : Other

Planning/
KEY ISSUES | Details Non- Plan Response Evidence Comments
Planning | Policy | Site
Allocation
Employment: Support — 1 PL ? ? ? - Core Strategy
Where are the provides for 2ha
jobs for people | Need new Halfpenny land @ Manse
moving into employment Close? Farm
the area? land Edge of - Hectarage may
‘somewhere’ town? increase with Local
for small List Plan Review
Employment businesses possible - Market Town Plan
Section? sites 2005 WSP &
Benchmarking
- HBC employment
land needs work
work
Tourist Support—6 + Ref. Market Town
Potential 1 Plan 2005 WSP
Leisure Town Town centre Need to review and
Status dimension identify key findings
Fulfil/promote | Nidd Gorge /recommendations
Tourism
Section?
Town lift Support -6 PL yes yes e Research | e Funicular
Linking Show route brief Railway
Riverside and on exists — ¢ Route Planned
town Proposals lost? e Mainly HBC
Map e Cost? land
CIL? e Local contractor
identified
NB cross-ref with
Traffic /Transport
(6)
Poor vehicle Support - 2 ? ? ? NB cross-ref with
access to Town Centre
Railway doc./Traffic &
Station Transport (6)
+ pedestrian
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Extract

s Enaresborough Marst Town Benchmarking, 2012 (AMT)

This recent report measures the performance of Knaresbonough iown centre. The
FeUls bhe Summed Up &S

= Hnaresborough s 8 town centre dominaded by ndependent A1 retaibers
with T4% ndependent shops and lrser multiples;

®  Mdore units in the iown centre are shops than the naional average. with

50% of cocupied wnits in Knaresborough Town Centre are A1 Shops,
11% of the wiits are = e AZ clesaification (fnancial and prolessaonal
servioes | whilst 0% are A4 Drinking Establshments.

& oSl vislors 0 the town cenire Sliyed lor ess than 2 hours and the
avernge Spend s between £S5 pnd £20;

s 0% of cor paking is based in cor parks. mainly York Place:

= A of the On Sireel Car Parking is “short siay” and overall, Knanesborough
has a higher proportion of “short stay” ocar parking peowision than the
national sverage.

Foaitive resalts

# Hnaesborough has & balanced retsd offenng. with & magorty of the Al
Shops being cassed 5% seling "COMpanison QOods .

= [Despie concems aboui smply units being a key thems © emerge from
both Business and Town Cenire Users consuliations, 12 units in the delfined
iown cenire anea were vacant at the ime of the mport, providing a rate of
0% This figure i lower than the national awerags;

s  The market in Knareshomasgh offers a lage number of traders with high
footfall on markel day (about hios e usaal mamber] The market is seen
as a positive aspect of the fown and brings people in to the town cenfre;

e Footfall within Knaresborough i higher than the nabonal average, sven on
mar-msrket days;

* Knawesborough berafies from 8 loyal cusiomer base and aleo atiracts

oursts. Townsts ane mom lkely 0 raie the foen moe posisaely than
resadents. The ioem & seen as chean and busrness confidence s good.

Migative ivsults

s A lower than sversge number of people were using Bw iown cenire for
shopping. sspecially ourists:

s  Car parking was sesn as & nepative aspect of the town centre. Residents

= There is conoem over the number of chanty shops, alhough this & only 3%
of occupied units,

o Reducing business rabes and improving the town centre offer was seen &3
mporiant e "Shopping was Seen &% & negalhve Bspect

11
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IS

= There = a peroepbon fhal Knareshborough suffers from raffic Mesues and
specifically the unioading of lomes &t the Tesco supersiors on the High
Sirest:

& Thers was also a percepbon that emptly stalls 5t the markst detract from the
wibrancy and physical sppearance.

NEIGHEOURHOOD PLAN EVIDENCE BASE GAPS

A reighbourhood plan must be based on evidence mather than corjecturs,
Collection of a sound ewvidence base & mportant in onder o establish coherent
podcy fior the NDF area.

There & a useful ks of common svidence base documents provided as Appendix
B of this reporl. It would be useful for She NP group to explone whether Seere ane
addiional doousments thal are needed o plug amy gaps n the evdenos base.

ROLE AND FUNCTION OF TOWN AND LIKELY MARKET NEEDS

The Mational Planming Poboy Framework, the oversrching planning basks for
England and Wales staies thal the service role of each iown should be idenbied
ie the exieni o which i prowides local services and community faclibes n
willages. such as local shops, meetng places, sports venues, cultural bulldings,
public houses and places of worship. (NPPF para 28).

Every high street sits within a Larger hisranchy of iown centres within an soonomic
area, &g Hamogate, The hierarchy & made wp of varous levels of cenires,
comprang oy centres own centred, debacl centres kocal centres ard small
parades. i is mporiant fior lower onrder centres such 8s disirict and local cenires
o ensune they have planning policies in place which alliow them o thive and
aftract new imvestment Every centre within the hisrarchy performs a different
functon acoording o the commursty and area it serwes.

Local centres are the focus for community activity. Places where all people can
o i emidy acorss shopping. sure, smployment and swen a5 a place D
ve. For & centre o function effectively & nesds 1o acopmmodabe &5 wide & range
of sctvities as possible 1o caler for differemt needs, Wsles and preferences.
These activities need o vary in levms of fype. size and mix in order D give
resadents and visions choice and encoursge competiion. In ems of shopping for
example, a drverse oentre would have a range of large. medium and small shops,
oomprising a min of ndependent, speculist, peneralits. national and inbematonal
retmiers B & market sea of madkel stalls

From the ewdente collected, and vail o the town. owr findings show thai

Enareshborough performs an imporiant funcion &5 8 locsl centre and local iounst
destrabon However, (here ore Ssues with the town and its perormance that

could usefully be addressed in the NDP in terms of developing its mole a5 a “retai
destinaon” and what other uses of funchons beyond retai will add o the
wibrancy of the town oenfine.

POTENTIAL POLICY RESPONSE TO HIGH STREET ISSUES
A varety of issues have been dentified through consultation, as Esled above.

Some of thess can be tackied through iniiatves. some by specific policies and
proposals in the plan, or a combination of both.

12



Polcses and mierventions that coukd be approprate for the Neighbourhood

Develapment Plan working group 16 consider mciude

Table 1. Potenbal pobcy response io sdentfied mawes

Purchase Orders| io bring ogether redundant siles and
provide premises that are commenially aftractve o

Lack of desersity in
offer. High proportion
of shops and Fewer
otfeer UsEs.

Tromole an ncease 0 esure and cultural uses
including the night time economy io betler competes with
other iowns and oul of town retall and lesure. This

High business rates

The aftraciieeness. and
wibrancy of the bown
cenire

* The afea contasning the Pramary and Secondary Betad Frontages Thess are both defined in the Harrogate




Appendix 3 — Public Consultations

Knaresborough
Neighbourhood

Development Plan
Spring 2015 I.
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Knaresborough Town Council
Knaresborough House

High Street

Knaresborough

HGS5 OHW

Tel:01423 864 080

FEHARESBORDLUGH
TRV CIMTSNOTL.

www. knaresboroughtowncouncil.gov.uk
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a. Policy summary document delivered to all residencies in
Knaresborough.
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INTRODUCTION

The Knaresborough Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) wall become our
community's chapter of the Harrogate Local Plan.

it huss bean writien by 2 team of lol residenty, Town Councllion and busines representatives (all voluntesn )

ledd by the Mayer, Danid Goode . Knaresb-onough i 5 speenial place wath precasu s ssees this we need 10 protect
The NDP sets aut planning pobicies which create  vision of how developments should ook in terma of design
and material and how they should infemsct with our local ernvronment.

The Plan was compiisd through consuEations with Knamshomugh residents. The conosmas and msues maised
ware turned nto the polices you see here Aswell a3 reflecing local Baves, & abso condomme with The Natonal
Planning Folicy Framework (NPFF ) and Hamogate Bomugh Councils Core Strawgy 2009,

Pobloes include Housing, Emplosrnant. Tounsm, Town Canre, Community Facil tiss,

Ervironmentsl Prascion snd Green Spaced. When spiprowed by readent, Rwll be s legal par of the
assessment by HBC Planning Dfficens of any planning apolications for developments in the Parish of

Enare shonoug

W have produced this document as a summary of this polices in the draft NOF and o prowvicke resi denis with
anovendew of hese The complete plan indudes the ba dogrownd o the-se pobcies and can be wewsd hene:

bt e Ptbrywrl o Kna resb oroughN OF

Paper copies of the Ll NDP documert are available at Knares borough Town Council and Knareshorough
Lil by i riasian.

OUR VISION FOR THE FUTURE OF KNARESBOROUGH

"Enaeshorough will be a place with a sense of community and a distinctive identily, where people
choose to vt and to stay to Fve and work, wheme people choose to setup in Business because of the
excellent education facilities, the choice and quality of work, the ange of lksume opportunities and access
to housing.

Knareshomugh will recognise and build on s natuml assets and its important hentage and culture will be
cherighed The town's setting on the River Nidd will be its defining and connecting feature combined with
the historic centre, the mankets, open spaces, beautiful parks and the riverside.

Enareshborough will be a retall destination of choice for the surounding ares and beyond due o its
uniguee range of shops, excellent markets, lively calés and restaumanits, and leisure facilities which are
complemented by the progmamme of events, festie b and activities, with convenent car parking and
podestrian sreas

Knaresbomough will take advantsge of its excellent rail and road links and its position on the high-tech
corrdor betwean Leeds and York and beyond. it will grengthen its offer and role as a business lomtion
ensuring people can live and work locally.

Knareshomugh will stive 1o be 2 mome self-reliant community.

Knareshomugh will have an integrated and inclusive approach fo transport so that traffic flows, the town
becomes less congested and them will be improved access forall modes of ransport including
sustainable options, with mnseguential improvements in air quality”



KNARESBOROUGH TODAY

Knaresborough, is an historic marlket town with a population of 15,441 (Census, 2011).
Due to its proximity o major road and rail inks & is ideally suited to commuters.
The population is generally well educated, healthy and ageing in line with national averages.

Commercial activity

The town centre shops have strugglied with
Cosmipetiticen From major supenmanioet chaine

and |anger commential centres such as York,
Harmogate and Leeds but through their own
efiorty and in pannership with bodies sich as
Chamber of Trede_ oo | business cwners work
haerd 8o gy thes Tiown Cartre wiabile a5 a
commertisl entre There are a number of small
irdustisl emates on the edge of wown, slthaugh
thens is & need to attract more companies forlocal
empiloyrmant groweh. The towe hat & mare! every
Wadnaaday,

Liom Club.
Im iy, @ Bnrssl Town OROETS BITS JAUFTIMET
femnal, FEWA (Fesnal of Ertearment and Ve ual
Arts), has nun since 2001, Knamsbomugh has one
thisatre the Frses Thaatre, which hosts a vaned
programme of performances throughaut the year.
Thhe tosarrs haaes twee Chaurch of England churches, ore
Rewman Cathobe, one Mahode and one Linied

Reformed and a range of community ceganinations,
chuba and societisg

Education

Krursibomugh has fee prmany schools snd ohe
sacondany schodl, King James's. Thems are cumently
s further edlucation teciities in the e, with kol
resiclents having totravel 1o Hamogate, Leeds or
Yok Wigh 0 inCreasing population there B presars
il o satsting schood placs pros s

Sport & Ledsure

Knamesbioroug b Town FC i the town's main footbad
team. Youth foothal & catered for by

Knaresboroug h Celic who cater for junior tearms
from Uinder &8 to Uinder 175

Enarssborough sho has a rughby union club pleying
in the Yorkahire Lescpues. The town hus o anicket
clubs, Knaneshorough Forest Crclet Club and
Knareshomug h Crcket Cheb. The town hasa
running club, tennis dub and local seemming baths.

Tourism

With mary famous attractions such as Mother
Shipion's Wishing Wel_ Knaseeshorough Cantle,
Houwse in the Rock, the speciacular milway
wiaduct, a maze of ancient streets, the River
Midd and Gorge providing enjoyable dverside
walis, i & a popular lourist destination with
visiiom making & $gnificant contrbuton to the

bocsl sconomy.

3 ige



OUR PLAN'S POLICIES

COUNTRYSIDE AND THE RURAL ENVIRONMENT (CRE)

The initial consult iond fised many émarsnmentsl concemi These included the creation of new green
infrastructure comidon, the retention and responsible management of green space and woodland, and
the protection of wildlfe.

POLICY 1 - CRE1: Local gmeen corridors

Locsl gresn corridon, as shown on the Policies Map, sre protectsd for theer
miukipls ecoaysem functions snd sendces for weid e snd peopls.
Development proposaks inclose procmity to any of the cormdors will anly
be permitted in exceptiona | circumatances, protecting the comdor s &
mukfuncional wildife, amenity and recreational rescunce.

*  The tver valley through *  Beryl Bumon cyclevesy
Enane-shansu b iown *  [Frogmine Dyle
*  The Nidd Gorge

POLICY 2 - CRE2: Maintaining and enhandng biodive mity

a) The fdlowsng local wildife stes willbe protected ™ b)) Mew deve lopment proposals should protect
Frosm cve lopmert that wolkd reduce or damage wil dife and beodiversity on or adjaosnt © the
thaif REtus CoOnSehvation valus: devalopment ste. This includes pressning of

creating wildiie habitat, including tess, verges,

BirkhamWood fthe part outside the 5551
inchiding nverade towar ds Cakut
Colins Banks

o Gabow Hill INC

a) Development proposals that resudt in hamn toa

See of Spedal Sdenthic interest will only be
parinted i e phonsl Cvu mE R nhceL

b) Desslopment proposal that ane boated in the

wicinity of a 555 should demonstrate how
propossls sddees s the future wel-being of the
s#e. n parmcu ar the speced obyectves
["rasons for notification”) of the designation;

*  Hay-a-Fark meadows SINC ;

« GimbaldCmg wally, hedgerows, bat and bird bowes and ponds
* AspinPond and adjscent bnd €] Esisting tress, hadoges and other lndscaps

*  Frogmire Dike features of walue to biodiverity should be

*  Scorton Woods SINC protected in any development proposal uniess
=  FoolishWeoods and Maddntosh Park clear sadencs B prowided that these s not

worthy of retention based upon adics from
Hamogate Borough Council. Replacemert of
existing trees shoulkd bedone ona teo 1o
one basis

POLICY 3 - CRE3: Sites of Special Sdentific Interest (5551) comervation

*  Hay-a-Park: Of interest for s bresding binds
and wintering wildiowl . Of national
imporance for s wintenng goosander.

*  Birkham Woods: One of the largest and mont
diverse sxamples of ancient semi-natural
sl sinad wood nd remaining n the Vs
of York.



POLICY 4 - CREA: Public Rights of Way

Proposals for dewe lopment should ensure that Publc Rights of Wy &re not disrupted snd, whereeer
practicable, provide for newand / or enhanced opportunities for ofl-oad tavel.

a) Propoishfor improving the public righis of way b} Propossl for dewslopment must reten and,

sty i well e s piporied, md uding imgroved where possible snbance ebing pedesrian,
Signage, maintenance, etention and accessibiley cyclint and horse-riding routes. Existing routes
for e, in bne wieth the Righs of Wy Fraist mot e norporated into pavemErEs oF
e cvemenE Plan. moads & part of devel opments.

Proposals for develop ment should seek 10 avoid ary ham to the amenity values of public rights of waybya
chusngs in thesr charscer o veual outlook, snd should vosd sny propas sl for dwvensions o closunss whach
miay recuce The amenity of wallkers or others using thess facilities.

POLICY 5 - CRES: Nidd Gorge consenation and enhance ment

Propossk for dewe lopment that, because of their peodmity, may impact upon Midd Garge in any wisy should
ensure that adequate mitigation messunes are put in place, in line with the Woodland Trust's Management Plan

far the area, inchsding:

#) Profecting the rermars of Gates Hill, Proposals within Midd Gonge kself will not be s llowed
b} Conserdng and enhancing sreas of semi natural ScapLinamapiions cmece. froposals for
ancisrt, plarted ancient and andent woodland, MM‘:HMM! poskive conbloution
towards the protection snd sustainabiity of the Gorge
€] Prowction and consenation of wildife and will be supportad, whers they comply with all other
biodwersity. relevart policees in this Plan.

POLICY & - CRE&: Flood prevention

Knaresboraugh suflen from flasding from the River Nidd and from surface fun of. New development shauld
not add to the overal level of fiood risk inthe parish. The following prind ples should be applied:

&l Any rew development thould aim to be locsed the irtenched location and that they will bs properly
ounside of Flood Fone 3 [by the fver)in orderto P N
recuce the risk of the L
I ﬂmww d) Propossls for gresn infatnicuns NcomparBed o
urt U B T A rew developrrents will be supponed inorderto
locamed outside Flood Zone 2 wherever pracicable minkrise the impactupon sdsting comemunkies

e w00 mechu 0B NN OF SN0 erDUFsgE SUSRmEbke

R ——— drainage solusions. This s houkd indiude porous
ersure that the risk of flooding both onv-ste and AN S At o
diownaresm B notsgnifcenthy i ncneased. verges and svest trees.

€) Susainable Drainage Systerms|Su05 s n &) Thersisa presumpion aganet oubenting
alte matie 10 Comentional dr 4 nage will be [drventingland the contncting of waterourses
suppored whens they am shown io be suiable in and their immediae anvirons.

BUILT ENVIRONMENT DESIGN AND PUBLIC REALM (BE)

The fown centre & viewed by many bcal residents and businesses as “shabby” Increasingly there is
concem that under investment in the “public realm” (Le. the town's appeamnce) it working againgt the
economic fortunes of the town, by promoting a less than positive image o visitors and residents alike, in
an ingreasingly competitve madet phoa



POLICY 7 - BE1: Design of the buik environment

Development proposals, including conversion of existing premises, should be designed to relate
appropristely 1o thei location, paying particular attention 1o the following:

a)

POLICY 8 - BEZ Dasign in the Consevation Area

D accournt should be taken of the significance of
et bushclini s and local non-desigriasted herisge
asnety and their contribution to the chaacer of the
arsa in which they are located, in determining any
applcation for dews lopment sflscting
Knareshomugh.

e o] s b dkchngs should e n harmany
with the predominant chascer of thatpart of
Knareshomugh and respectthe scale, sile and
detiled design of other buildings inthe immediate
wicinity, b e cuitin the Charscter Aves sppeamal
The rratenals used should relate well to ther
precorrenant maeriai which e in he lool area in
which the dewslopmentis to be placed.

Plarting sche mes should be genenous and should

e docaly appropriate speces of trees and shrubs
1o snabls the dewslopment 1o be scosptably
FEgated reo the eaming visud ard embkoge al
fabric of Knaresborough and its rural hinterland.

#) Proposals for rew development should incorporase

an Esewmmentof the relatorship of the
development b s local endronment. This
mssessment shauld be incorporated into s design
satermant which should accomipany any planning
appleaiion for such dewelopmens.

Mewe chesveloprment should prowicke adecquane of
st parking 1o serve the nassds of the

deve lopment wihout sograaing ¢ ssing problers
of on street parking,

M devalopmaent should protect ewsting nights of
wairy &l ke peretsion fof rew peclestrian routes
and othar rights of way 50 8510 preservs and
erthance peceswian aoe s arounc snd withn
Erarsshorough andthe surounding countrysice.
e routes showkd b designesd as shared use
pechesrianiCycint moutes whsrsser possbls.

Within the desigrated Conservation Anea, the following key prrcples should be observed in relation 1o all
proposed developmant:

a)

Thee: repiair and reme of olde rbuldings should be
enooursged in the firstinstance rther than
reclesslopement, et whens e adiing
buslcling clermcts from the chascws of the:
Conanason Arsa

Dersgn should respectthe detincise kool achscual
sty berh o e of owerall iorm and detaded dessgn
B4 sppropate o the contest:

i I e noen centre and on the cldess e e dose
o, buildings generally form terracs of teo o
three storkes and front dissctly onto the footway: in
FTHEREE € 4 i iing hir direisd 10 The: Sireet.

E e cievtmiling Tesncls ol 10 b tairky plain,
theugh sorme of the grander buldings have
parapets or comices. Gable ends, whes visible
above the maly of neghbounng buldings, wnd
tohave plain wiges, hough & e hee stons
tabiing Whene busicrcs hune parapets, the rook

e olben irvisibie from the steet. Dt hed
buidrags for those which stnd notceably showe
thei neigh boun) may have hipped ook,

i Walls may be of Magnesian kmestone. sandsions
or grimtone, brick or rendler Rocfsane of
W grmoriand sises, Yorkshes sone slaves, Weish
dhaten.or pan ke, though hers have besn some
mplaceerantywith o She, Sormetinme
jpantind oofs hawe one or mos courmsof gone
alates 3 the save 510 even outthe nn-off of waes
ndasunid it ovenhooting the guitens.

W) Whees the oniginal fenestration remains [ or has
ey el o respbcawirkows ane sl
wrical shding sashes on the more 'poles’
buikdings snd Yorihie shiing ssshes onthe
hurmbler and more vemaculer buildngs.

M Arthe Wistersicks area, somes besidingsane of brck

mdol grstons and magnesian imesions but
Mo s rendered and paned



c] MNewdevelopment should not achermely impact &) ‘Wharne buildings are set back from the street,

on the histor siyline, in particular on the Casde, front boundanes (walls, hedges or radings) should
StJohn’s Church and Holy Trinty Church. There s reflect existing traditonal bounclanes in the
varety of e aves levels, which 5 rmportant to the street- rvreciate via ity
scens, and new deve lopment shou id :

i i ot " ; )  Positive managament of the ageing stodk of mature

trees, induding landmark tress.
d] Rt mmponEnt gaps betvwssn busldngs to

ersure ghmpses of Teet and IMponant wews g) Boundary wals (usually of store)are sn important
B8 maermen e featire arad should be retained.

POLICY 9 - BE3: Town centre car pavking
The area defined as the town certre s shown an the polices mag in the: main NDP doqument. For this area:

a) Proposalio provideincreased numbers of public b)) Development proposals in or ad jacent 1o the
offroad car parking spaces in or adjacent 1o the town cerire should male adequate peovision for
o Contre will be supponed, onsite parking and not rely on on-gtreet parking,

Wherewer new car parking is proposed, ths nesds to be reflective of the design of its mmediate environs,

POLICY 10 - BEA: Shop front design

Proposak for new shop frontages, or akerations to existing shop frontages, will be encoumged whers the
following criteria am satisfied:

&) The proposal would not result in the loss of & elements of the building and adjscent buildings
traditional shop front or featumes and details of and would not nrude over the first-floor level
archigecural or histonc intenmst. d) Within the town centre, the design of shop frons

b) The proposal would be in sympathy with the anvd associated shop sgnage should res pect the
architedural shyle materials and form of the characder of the bullding and the architecural
bulldingls ) of which it would form part; and the components which make up the bullding and the
historic characerof the 1oen centre. character of the strest. Design should incorporate

) Whees afascia isto be applied, & would be of an Srong secrty massures, for example roller
apprmpriate height which would be in scale weh shugmers, wathin the styke of the overall shop front.
the cverall height of the shop front, other

POLICY 11 - BES: Redundant buildings and empty properties

Dievelopment proposals that result in bringing badk into use redundant buildings and empty properties and
#mpily Spaces within properies will be snooursged and supponed whens the proposed wse i in keeping with
its immediste arvronment. If the propodsal nelates 1o 8 herftage s, development proposals should not have
an aoverse impact on their sgnificance

POLICY 12 - BES: Non-designated hertage featums

a) Lol heritage features (as identifiad inAppendix3  b] Proposaks for development that afect such
of the main Plan document) will be corserved and features should take full accoure of the scale and
enhanced for their historic significence and ther impact of any harm or loss and the significancoe of
impontance 1o local charscter and sense of place. sach amet.



COMMUNITY FACILITIES (CF)

The need to protect the green gpaces that le within the town is a natun| complement o the protection of
green infrastructure which surounds, neng into, out of and through the built up ares. The plan identifies
and maps these green spaces to afford them protection from development or change of use as
designated ‘Local Green Space’ (LGS)

Community facilties such as meeting places, pubs and sparts facilties am af the heart of any healthy
growing town and need to be retained for future generations.

POLICY 13 - CF1: Protecting existing commun ity facilties

The retention and improvement of the following community faclites in thelr cument use will be supported:

Community meeting place

& Knaresborough Community Cantrs,
Stockws | Avenue

*  Chain Lane Community Hub, Chsin Lane

*  Knares borough Friendship and
Leiure Cantre, 73 Market Place

¢ Knaresborough House

¢  The Frazer Theate

s The Masonic Hal

¢  Knaresborough Library

#  Hanshaws Arts and Crafts Centre

Community Sports Facilities * The Working Men's Clubs

i e #  The Comenative Club
RO P, NI e Mowst «  Calcum and Fomst Moor Vilage Hal
#  Knaesbomugh Bowling Chub, Park Crescent

¢  Enasmsborough Cricket Club, Aspin Lane
* Knareshorough Celic Foothall Club, Thistle Hil Places of Education

*  Knawesborough Town AFC, Manse Lane *  King Jamess School
»  Harrogate Golf Club, Harrog e Road *  Stlohn's Church of England Primary School
* Knareshormugh Rugby Union Club, *  Meadowside Community Primary School
Hary-A-Fark Lane *  Aspin Park School
*  Knaresborough King James's Tennis Club, *  StMary's Cathalic Primary Schoal
King Jares's Schood = The Forest School

¢  KEnamsborough Forest Cricket Club

Places of Woship Healthcare and Health Services
o 5t Mary's Catholic Church o Spockwsll Ao ad Surgeny

= Huoly Trinity Chunch * Beach House Surgery

¢ 5t John the Baptist Church *  Esstgate Medical Group

*  Graciows Strest Methodiet C hurch = The Manor House Care Home
¢ United Reformed Church, Gracious Street ¢ Thisthe Hill Care Home

*  Park Grove Methodist Church [Note: Sew appenda 2 master Document for full lis)



Proposals for change of use will only be supponted whens & canbe demorstrated fhat:

a) Reasorahle oo hawe hewr mads 1o w0 me thes
continued use for theer aument purposes and
BlE Mt DT Eaon |5 Madke.

b)) Thelamd ar b g in guesstion bus falllen out
of use; and

g Mesd forthe new propossl cen be demonstraied.
The e iof provectsd faokes oppo does min esciios
sirmilar prowcion being apphed © any existing or
Lture communly Beilites

POLICY 14 - CF2: Provision of new community facilities

Ml o roew e kopiment propons s s howld
demonstrate that they are providing the necessary
level of investment in new community fscities
inchuding public open spaces, nelative o the
projectsd numberns of new residents and in
relstion to ther particular needs § appropriste,

POLICY 15 - CF3: Local Green Spaces

a) The locations lnted below, full kst detailed in
Appendin 1 of the main NDP document, am
designaied a3 Locsl Green Spaces
Development that would harm the functions of
thess Spaces will not be pemitted.

* Comyngham Hall Esste Home Shoe Reld .
# Appleby Crescent and App eby Green
#  Bebra Gardeny
#  Green e sound S5t Jobn the Baptis
Parish Church
*  Allotments, Stockwel Road
=  Aspin Play area and sumounding nd
#  Knanesbomugh House gounds
» High Strest
= King George V Reld, Stockesl| Senue
*  Holy Trinity church grounds

ECONOMY AND BUSINESS (EB)

"Knareshorough has a mived economy with
& retald sector with a strong high srest
presence supponed by & towrsm indusiry
largely focused on the fown's hentage assets
and Nidd Gorge; and a strong out of fown
industral and retal park.*

T

For axamp e where a new development 5 planned
for older people. Investment may be in either:

a) Mew community facilitier; or
b} Existing community facilifies accessible 1o the
proposed development.

Low Bridge Garden, Abbey Road
*  Play ares: The Spinney and surrounding
Qreen Spacs,
Children's play ama and Fysche Hall Feid
*  Bikon Hall Lane slotments
v Playing field, play srea next to Scout Hut
~Wetherby Road
#  Knaresborough Crckes Club
#  Knarssborough Forest Cricket Club
= The Uinion Feld, Calcun
*  Playing Reld and May srea Dld Penry Gate
¢ Playhield Stockwell Lane
*  Knanmborough Rugby Club

b Proposak for enhancing Local Green Spaces
in terma of increasing or impeoving the
functionality of a Green space are welcomea
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POLICY 16 - EB1: Employment sites

Proposals to upgrade or extend existing employment

sites will be supported provided that:

&) The mpact onthe amenites enjoyed by cocupans
of sumounding propeties it sceptable.

bl They do not compromise the charmcter of the ansa
or gperness of the countryside.

c) Trlficimpac s scospablein termis of lghway
safety and Ining condtions of reudents.

d) They indude & traffic impact snalyss or tarapon
aasesmrmient which i proporionee 1o the
deve loprment and demor strates taffic impactand
iriadsu e which may be taken 1B Mitigate impects.
Therewill be a strong presumption againe the loss of

cormrmetial premes of lnd which prowds
employment and s of demonstrable: benefit 1o the

local commaunity.

POLICY 17 - EB2: Promoting the visitor economy

Applications for a change of use 1o an activity that
doss nat provide employment opporiunities will anly
be permitied ¥ it can be demonstrated that:

#) Thecommerciasl premnes o land inquestion
Faveri ot s i v il fior it st 24 mmosrehiag
#nd thee & lttke or no prospect of the premises
orland being reccaupied by an employment
generating usec This must be proven through
B inckepe ncke nE sesaene Marketng Campaign
lasting fora cortinuous period of ot last
six montha.

fi  Thenew usewill not be harardous to mad salety
o the Iving conditions of residents and the sops
for mitigation of sy impaecs i idertifisd and
Fmplemented.

g) The spphcaton comphes with ather pokces in this
Medghbourhood Plan.

Proposal designed o enhance the visitor economy, including new overnight sccommadation,

will be sip ported where these:

a) Areof an appropriate scale and fit 1o the
immsdiate surmoundings of the proposed
development.

b) Candemonstrate they will terve 1o broaden
Knsresboroug s appeal 1o viskon both in
terms of the mnge of the offer and by
extending the sesson for toursm.

POLICY 19 - EB3: Supporting the ‘High Street’
Within the town cente:

a) Proposals which would resultin the loss of
sxiting local sho pping faciliies through
redevelopment or change of use will notbe
pemitted, unless:

+  they include proposals for akernative local

ar

& thers B no maonable prospect of viable
cortinued use of the exdsing bullding or
facility in s curment use.

¢} Can demonstrate adegquate traffic
mansgement and car parking amangements
to svold sdvens impacts in other parts of
this toeen.

bl Proposals for the provision of new office space
will be supported whers this is in beeping with
s sumoundings in terms of scale and design.

€] Bringing mdundant space above sxnting mtail
wnits in the town centre back nio use will be
supported where the proposed use is in
keeping with its surroundings and does not
chuss nUsARCE oF other mterferance with
naar naighbours.



HOUSING

As the ¥ision for the Neighbourhood Development Plan sets out, the aim of this plan is 1o provide a town
where people want to live, work and wisit It is imperative 1o see development of new homes that meet

local need and have designs that fi info the design heritage of Kreresborough.

POLICY 20 - H1: Responding fo local needs

Drevelopment proposaly for new homes of 10 o moe units should provide & mis of howing types and
renunes thae suit local regquirements bised upon the Mostup-1o-date ssessment of the local housing

ima st and reed.

POLICY 21 - HZ Design of new homes

Proposas for new housing deve lopments must demonsirate the following, where appropriate and subsect toviabiliey

&) That they integrate into ther surmundings by
reinforcing existing connections and creating
new ones, such as footpaths and oycleways;
whilst also respacting scisting buldings snd
land uses slongthe boundanies of the
dewlopmenrt site. Developers mus
demonstrate how they heve pasd regacd 1o
moverment (vehicular, pedestrian, and cycle).

b Thatthey are integrated with good sooes o
public transportio help educe car

depandency and sipport public ransport use.

c] That they seekto create a sense of place
weh locally ingpired or otherwse local
dmtinctive characher.

d) Thatthey will ke sdvantage of and integrate
with & gting topography, landsespe festures

[inchuding water courses], wildlife habiats,
exsting buldings and ste onentanon,

#] Buidings should be designed and positioned,
witth landeaping, to positheely contribate
vosarcdy and enhsncs srests snd speces

f) Development proposals should be
deusgned 1 make iteasy for people 1o
firsl thsir way around.

a

h}

Streats should be designed i a wy that
sncourage low vehicle spesds and allow the
sreststo function as social spaces.

Resident and viaitor parking should be
sufficiant and wellintegrated so that it does
ruat damnate the strest. Car pucdng mius
st minimum standands, a5 set out by North
Yorishire County Council |n addition,
Frorviagpes must not be entirely dedicaed o car
parking but should provide for appropriste
and significant public and private open space
and lancscaping, reflective of local chamcter.

Public and private spaces shoukd be

clearly defined and designed 1o be saractive,
wall managed and sade Thers should be
msitable private cutdoor amenity space for
riew dwellings

There should be adequate exenal stomge
space for bins snd recycling fsclites ss well

o for cycles.

Afordable homes shoud be designed 1w be
wall integrated with existing and other new
haousing develo pment

Fhaioe g comarns By o Breargaben sl | s g, B et B g D B e e gt B (et 2

1"
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b. NDP Website hosted on Knaresborough Town Council site.

http://www.knaresboroughtowncouncil.qov.uk/Neighbourhood Development Plan 21582.aspx

Knaresborough Development Plan

Knaresborough

NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPNMENT PLAN

The Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) is an important document for Knaresborough’s
future. If formally adopted, the NDP will become a legal document which will be consulted for all
planning applications in Knaresborough until 2035. The Plan was compiled through
consultations with Knaresborough residents between December 2013 and September 2016.

Following the public consultation, the plan will be submitted to an independent planning
inspector and, after that the NDP will be subject to a local referendum. If more than 50% of the
votes are cast in favour, the NDP will become a statutory document and will be Knaresborough's
chapter in Harrogate District's local plan

The NDP Public Consultation is now closed

Our thanks to all who have helped with the consultation process and those who have provided a
response.

Public Consultation Results

The results of the public consultation can be found in the spreadsheet HERE. Summary of the
results show an overwhelming level of support for the policy proposals.To view a spreadsheet
with the full breakdown of responses please click HERE. The second spreadsheet gives details
of written responses from a range of statutory agencies and others. To view please click

HERE. Both spreadsheets have an analysis of feedback comments and an indication, where
appropriate, of what action the NDP team are taking to address the points raised.

Based on comments relevant to the policy areas that formed the basis of the consultation we are
currently editing the master document. See following copy. This document will be updated a
couple of times as we continue to work through the editing and final design process.

NDP Draft Master Document

Harrogate Borough Council's SEA Screening Report
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NDP History

NDP Working Documents

The documents below formed part of the consultation process and are available here for
information only:

Summary

Full Proposal Document

Policy Maps Heritage Sites
&
Community Facilities Local Green Corridor

Local Green Space

&

™

=
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c. Example of Flyer

Knaresborough

NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN

HAVE YOUR SAY!

The consultation is now open and will close at 5pm on
Monday 13th November 2017

A summary document which gives an overview of the key
policies included in the draft plan has been delivered to every
house in the parish of Knaresborough. The full NDP and
supporting documents can be viewed on Knaresborough Town
Council’'s website along with a link to the consultation survey:

http://tinyurl.com/KnaresboroughNDP

Paper versions of the NDP and the consultation are available
on request from Knaresborough Town Council (01423.864080)
office@knaresboroughtowncouncil.gov.uk or can be viewed at
Knaresborough House and Knaresborough Library.
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d. Letter to all homes in Knaresborough

LARRF N
Knaresborough

NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN

22 September 2017
Dear Meighbour

Notification of Formal Public Consultation on the Knaresborough
Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan (Regulation 14 Town
and Country Planning, England Neighbourhood Planning
(General) Regulations 2012)

| s wiriting i advae you that the Knamsbomugh Orafi Nesg hbourhood Developmaent Plan (NDP)
han bavan publinhisd for publc cormulation by Kramsbomugh Town Council

Your views will shape the future of cur iown. The NDP s an important document for
Hn-lhqlnq.gih'i"lm-. H"ﬂﬂﬂ*’m“h“mﬂllm. qu:hu.mun'!ﬂhh:l‘lﬂh
wed slongsde Hamogate Borough Coundl's emenging Local Plan for the evaluation of all planning

applcation in Knamsbomugh uniil 2035,

The consultation period runs for 7 weeks from noon on
25 September 2017 to 5pm on 13 November 2017.

Enclosed s & summary document which gives sn ovendiew of the key policies included n the dmhl
plan, Tha full NDPF and suppoing documents can ba viewed and downloaded from
Enares borough Town Councel websie: httpc/ My com namnesbomug hNDP

You can respond to the comnmukation by visiting: htpdftinued_comnere boroughMND P

Paper vernions of the hull NDP document can be viewed st Knamesbomugh Houss and
Knaresbarough L by,
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The Plan was compiled through consukation with Enaresborough residents between December
2013 and September 2014, The concems and issues rased have helped o identify & vision and
pbjectives which have been developed into 2 set of planning policies by a neighbowhood plan
working group made up of Town councillors, business owners and residents [all volunteen ) on
behall of the Town Council

Following the public consultstion process, the plan will be modified based on responses to the
consultation, then submifted to Harrogate Bomugh Council for review prior 1o submission, together
with supporting documentation, 1o an independent Planning Inapector.

Aker any further amendments, the NDP will be subject 1o & local referendum. If more than 50% of
the votes cast are in favour, the NDP will become a statutory document incorporated into Harmog ste
District’s Local Plan,

YOURS SINCERELY

- CLLR DAVID GOODE
MAYOR OF KNARESBOROUGH

&I TR
Knaresborough

W MG B N (P LI PRERRTT LA

Fear furthar | ffoem sl on ple s conmet The Tren Clerk, KnanesBerough Town Counil,

Enaredsnrsug b Howse, High Srea HOS W T 0040 S88080 o £ offeslil s il




e. Press Release

Knaresborough

NMEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOFPMENT FPLAN

Press Release

Enaresborough’s Neighbourheod Development Plan, which will shape development in the town wntil
2035, is taking a significant step towards completion with the launch of the farmal consultation on
Monday 25™ September. The consultation will run for 7 weeks from noon on 25 September 2017 to
Spm on 13 November 2017.

The Neighbourbood Development Plan (NDP) is an important document for Knaresborough's future,
If formally adopted, the NDP will become a legal documeant which will be consulted for all planning
applications in Knaresborough until 2035,

The Plan was compiled through consultations with Knaresborough residents between Decernber
2013 and September 2016, The concerns andd sues raised have helped to ||:I¢-nl:iﬂr a3 visicn and
objectives which have been developed into a set of planning policies by a neighbourhood plan
wiorking growp made up of Town councillors, business owners and residents [all volunteers] on
behalf of the Town Council and led by the current Mayor, David Goode,

Fallowing the public consultation process, the plan will be submitbed, together with supporting
documentation to an independent planning inspector. After any further amendments, the NOP will
be subject to a local referendurm. if more than 50% of the votes cast are In favour, the NDP will
become a statutory document and will be Knaresborough's chapter in Harrogate District’s local plan,

A summary document which gives an overview of the key policies included in the deaft plan is being
delivered to every house in the parish of Knareshorough. The full NDP and supporting documents
can be viewed on Knaresborough Towen Council’s website abong with a link to the consultation
survesys http:/iinyur com fEnarethoroughNDP

Paper versions of the NDP and the consultation are avallable on request from Knaresborough Town
Council or can be viewed at Knaresborough House and Knaresborough Library.

Mayer of Knaresborough and Chair of the working group, David Goode said: “This is a unigue chanoe
for the local community to have a real impact on how develapment happens within Knaresborough,
The policies we have developed are based directly on the consultation responses. Mot only do they
protect the town that we love but also work to address those issues that residents told us they
wanted to see change,”

A series of drop in sessions will take place in October:

5 £ 6 October = Knaresborough Commumnity Centre, Stockwell Avenue 10am -Tpm
9" to 14" October — Knaresborough library — Library opening hours

17" October = Chain Lane Community Centre = 12pm to Bpm

19" — 21* Dctober — Knaresborough Train Station — 12pm — 7pm

26" October - Knaresborough Cricket Club = 2pm to 8pm

EMDS
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f. Examples of Press Coverage

Harrogate Informer 26" Sep 2017

Help shape the vision for Knaresborough — Neighbourhood
Development Plan consultation

e P, MR .-l"—l‘_.*

- ,_.--.r,“_

..t, ! 3
\E _.

L]

26 September 2017

Help Shape The Vision For
Knaresborough — Neighbourhood
Development Plan Consultation

Posted By: Tim Cook 0 Comment Harrogate, Knaresborough, Local Plan, Planning

FacebookTwitterGoogle+EmailLinkedInPinterest

Knaresborough’s

Neighbourhood Development Plan, which will shape development in the town until 2035, is taking a
significant step towards completion with the launch of the formal consultation on Monday 25th
September. The consultation will run for 7 weeks from noon on 25 September 2017 to 5pm on 13
November 2017.

The Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) is an important document for Knaresborough'’s future. If
formally adopted, the NDP will become a legal document which will be consulted for

all planning applications in Knaresborough until 2035.

The Plan was compiled through consultations with Knaresborough residents between December 2013
and September 2016. The concerns and issues raised have helped to identify a vision and objectives
which have been developed into a set of planning policies by a neighbourhood plan working group
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made up of Town councillors, business owners and residents (all volunteers) on behalf of the Town
Council and led by the current Mayor, David Goode.

Following the public consultation process, the plan will be submitted, together with supporting
documentation to an independent planning inspector. After any further amendments, the NDP will be
subject to a local referendum. If more than 50% of the votes cast are in favour, the NDP will become a
statutory document and will be Knaresborough’s chapter in Harrogate District’s local plan.

A summary document which gives an overview of the key policies included in the draft plan is being
delivered to every house in the parish of Knaresborough.

The full NDP and supporting documents can be viewed here:

Letter to the Knaresborough Community

Summary Report

Full Report

Paper versions of the NDP and the consultation are available on request from Knaresborough Town
Council or can be viewed at Knaresborough House and Knaresborough Library.

Mayor of Knaresborough and Chair of the working group, David Goode said:
This is a unique chance for the local community to have a real impact on how development happens
within Knaresborough. The policies we have developed are based directly on the consultation

responses. Not only do they protect the town that we love but also work to address those issues that
residents told us they wanted to see change.

A series of drop in sessions will take place in October:

5 & 6 October — Knaresborough Community Centre, Stockwell Avenue 10am -7pm
9th to 14th October — Knaresborough library — Library opening hours

17th October — Chain Lane Community Centre — 12pm to 8pm

19th — 21st October — Knaresborough Train Station — 12pm — 7pm

26th October — Knaresborough Cricket Club — 2pm to 8pm
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Harrogate Advertiser 23 October 2017

Knaresborough to get first-ever referendum? || t-20<rs on Castlegate.
(1503034AM)

I E il Published: 15:50 Friday 20 October 2017 Updated: 12:05 Monday 23
October 2017 Share this article Five Stats Highlighting The Importance Of Online Advertising Promoted
by Harrogate Advertiser

Forget Brexit, residents in a North Yorkshire town may get the chance to vote in their first-ever
referendum on a subject closer to home. More than three years in the making, the epic new
Knaresborough Neighbourhood Development Plan aims to enhance and protect the town’s interests in
planning matters in everything from threats to wildlife in Nidd Gorge to empty shops on the High Street.
Knaresborough residents are currently being asked to register their views in an online survey but, if the
NDP passes its remaining hurdles next year, the town itself will have the ultimate say in a full-blown
referendum. This is a far from an academic matter. Supporters say, ultimately, it is about
Knaresborough emerging out of the shadows of Harrogate. Should the proposals go-ahead, it would
raise the possibility, for example, of Knaresborough introducing a ‘use it or lose it’ policy for the owners
of empty properties on the High Street. Local business owner |||l one of the many people
involved with the creation of the NDP, said everyone should get behind the process which has been led
by Knaresborough Town Council | l|: ‘This is all about Knaresborough looking out for
Knaresborough. “I think anyone who has a stake in Knaresborough'’s well-being, be it of a commercial
or residential nature, should embrace an opportunity to get involved in future-proofing the town’s
character and protecting its assets. “The exciting bit as far as I'm concerned, is seeing how many new
ideas, new businesses and new opportunities come our way when commonly held beliefs concerning
growth, are approved, seen and shared.” Referendum: winning more input for town in decision-making
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Others involved with creation of the NDP got involved specifically because they wanted Knaresborough
to have a bigger say in decisions which effect the town. Resident ||| j ] said Knaresborough’s
potential was being held back by a lack of input. She said: “At the time | was running my own shop in
Knaresborough and found the status quo and lack of investment frustrating. “I got involved because |
genuinely believe we have a chance to make Knaresborough an even better place to live in.” Should a
referendum take place, potentially, next year, the requirement to turn the NDP into a legal document is
that more than 50% of the votes cast is in favour. Empty high street shops - 'use it or lose' policy Hot
issues raised in the many forums and meetings between residents, business people and councillors
during the build-up have been reflected in the eventual, hugely comprehensive NDP summary
document which the public can look at on Knaresborough Town Council’s website ||| | | |  EEE
founder of Visit Castlegate Traders Association, said the potential benefits for Knaresborough’s
economy were substantial. Andy said: “There are shop premises on the high street that have been
vacant for an incredible 20-30 years. “Under the auspices of the NDP proposals, landlords could be
instructed that the community’s wish is to ‘use or lose’ the property. “How welcome would it be for our
existing shops, many of whom offer outstanding service, who are fed up hear distracting comments
from customers like “but it's a shame about the empty shops”.” Protecting the environment in
Knaresborough Another key member in the process, || |} ]I said the NDP would help
protect the lovely environment in the Knaresborough area. | said: “Knaresborough is
wonderful place to be but it needs affordable housing and employment, though not at the cost of the
heritage and environment. “There is much of the town that needs protecting such as the Nidd Gorge,
Hay-a-Park and Birkham Woods. “Knaresborough has its own identity and sometimes seems to be in
the shadows of Harrogate.” After the current public consultation ends on November 13, the town’s NDP
will then need to win the approval of both Harrogate Borough Council and an independent planning
inspector next year before reaching the referendum stage. If you would like to give your views on
Knaresborough’s NDP, go online to http://tinyurl.com/KnaresboroughNDP Knaresborough Town
Council hs been holding a series of free drop-in sessions for the public about the NDP. The final one
will take place next Thursday, October 26 from 2pm to 8pm at Knaresborough Cricket Club.

Read more at: https://www.harrogateadvertiser.co.uk/news/knaresborough-to-get-first-ever-referendum-
1-8815962
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d. Use of Social Media - Presence on Facebook

Knaresborough Neighbourhood Plan - Home | Facebook

https:/len-gb.facebook.com/knaresborough/

Knaresborough Neighbourhood Plan

11 October 2017 -

Please complete the questionnaire on the Town Council website.

http://www.knaresboroughtowncouncil.qov.uk!/.../Neighbourhood ...

Knaresborough Town Council - Neighbourhood Development Plan

See more at KNARESBOROUGHTOWNCOUNCIL.GOV.UK

Knaresborough Neighbourhood Plan shared a post.

26 September 2017 -

Knaresborough Neighbourhood Development Plan

Published - 23 September 2017 -

So, Knaresborough friends and neighbours, we are off! The consultation opens on Monday 25th
at noon.
You should, over the next days, be receiving a copy of this...

See more
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Appendix 5 - KNARESBOROUGH NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN:

PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION (REGULATION 14) FEEDBACK
ASSESSMENT

STAKEHOLDERS
Comments | Response of the Steering | Proposed Action
Group
Historic England
1 CRE — new section proposed about known | No change
and unknown archaeological sites
2 BE2b refine Agreed —amend
3 BE2c-f — relocate text Agreed —amend
4 BE2h — text not policy — suggested | Agreed —amend as proposed
amendment
5 BE6(7) — poss historic area policy = new CA Leave as is — CA is extensive. Possible for
review in future
6 BE2 -0 check numbering Check and amend
Natural England
1 HBC to check records on current conditions | Agreed — contact Dan McAndrew -
and protected species Harrogate ecologist
Yorkshire Wildlife Trust
1 SINCs — make sure all are mapped accurately | Agreed - check
2 Grimbald crag - SINC? Hay-a-Park SINC — | Agreed —check and cross reference with HBC
map accurately?
3 Nidd Gorge/Spring Wood - ancient | Check and map if incorrect
woodland? Map
Check all data with N&EY Ecol data centre — | Agreed — contacts Dan McAndrew -—
for accurate records Harrogate ecologist
North Yorkshire County Council
1 Strategic policy and economic growth Link policy into document
2 NY Local Transport Plan LTP4 Link policy into document
3 Strategic Transport prospectus Link policy into doc — improvements to local
rail network
4 Inconsistency with Local Green Space | Check & map as necessary
corridor
5 CIL comment Noted
6 Highways and Transportation Car parking standards - reference
7 Children and young people Noted
8 Heritage services Noted
9 Flood risk Noted
Knaresborough Civic Society 1
1 General —should to must No — too prescriptive
2 Value of the «castle as a visitor | Note as a project
attraction/Renew Atkins report
3 BE1f and BE3b — off street parking in the | Check wording
streetscene
4 BE2 b (i) Check wording
5 BE2 f No change
6 Be4 d — external shutters Specify internal instead? Check.
7 CF2 - defined Define 10+
8 EB3a Noted — and review in due course
9 H1 Dilute? Check wording
10 UPVC windows Check and amend if necessary
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Comments | Response of the Steering | Proposed Action
Group
11 Render Fit into relevant policy
12 Implementation Check CIL section — can we allocate actions
more clearly?
13 Community venue Not an objective — no change
14 References to businesses Remove.
Knaresborough Civic Society 2
1 Delete 1-2-1 tree policy Change as advised by HBC
2 CRE6 — remove “aim to” Agreed —amend
3 BE1 “Due” to “Full” Agreed —amend
4 BE1 —reword (g) Leave as is
New (h) - Review and amend
5 BE3 b - Check and amend if necessary
6 BE4 — change should to must; Remove (d) | No change
final sentence
7 CF1 —add Cliff House, Hilton House (Age UK) | Agreed - amend
8 EB3 c - wording Check and amend if necessary
9 H2b- add pedestrian and cycle routes? Check and amend if necessary
Harrogate Borough Council®
1 Intro p5 - wording Agree —amend Plan
2 P9 history — too long Agree - Edit
3 Objectives — don’t mention biodiversity and | Agree - Amend O1
wildife
4 0O7- beef up to conform with HBC EDS Agree
5 Delete objectives text addressed in each | Agree
section
6 CRE —re-title? Agree — amend title to Countryside & Green
Environment (CGE)
7 CRE Harrogate Bio Action Plan into Agree —amend
Evidence to list
8 P20 — map of local green corridors — | Remove statement on Green Belt
statement on Green Belt
9 P22 map — add key Agreed
10 CRE1 — close proximity Reword to “within”
11 CRE — frogmire dyke — part of Manse Farm | Check conditions relating to planning
permission permission —amend as necessary
12 P24 — PPS9 reference change to NPPF or | Agreed —amend
NPPG
13 SINCs — separate SINCs from others — local | Tie into YWT comments — agree to amend to
ones called “neighbourhood wildlife and geo | avoid confusion
sites”?
14 Ref to Hay a Park meadow — check non SINC | Check status and location and amend as
necessary
15 CRE2 —2for1 Change policy to conform with HBC
16 CRE5 — Change wording Agreed
17 CF1 - strengthen and improve definition Agreed — redraft
18 CF1 - laying out Designer to consider if change can be made
19 P51 — Park Crest not Crescent Noted —amend
20 CF2 — conflict with HBC policy Tighten up wording/redraft
21 CF3 — write to landowners for LGS Agreed — DGl to provide model letter
22 CF3 — how have we assessed 9t column and refer to original Wendy doc
and make more robust
23 CF3 —In GB — do we need to include? Yes different purpose — leave in

11.4 needs updating — DGs — p7/8
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Comments | Response of the Steering | Proposed Action
Group
24 EB1 —align with local plan Agreed
25 EB3 — clarification Clarify wording
26 Eb3 - PD No change
27 EB3 —don’t agree criteria Check and consider; Look at other policies
for best practice
28 EB3 — criteria c) duplicated in BE5? Check consistency and amend as necessary
29 H1 out of step with HS2 Review HBC policy and KNDP policy —amend
to conform
30 H2 c - Design No change
312 Non designated heritage appraisal - | Agreed
footnote
32 Geological features — check for other Agreed — seek advice from HBC
Member of Public _
33 Environment and sustainable design vision No change — already incorporated in vision
and objectives
34 ESO1 — Sustainability and energy efficiency Proposed new theme and policies. No
35 ESO2 — Carbon dioxide emissions evidence collected to directly support this
36 ESO3 — Community Energy Initiatives and so cannot realistically be brought into
37 Policy/notes the Plan at this stage. Propose that this
38 ESO4 — Flood Risk agenda is taken forward to the Town Council
39 Notes land future revisions of the NDP.
40 ESO5 — Water conservation
a1 ESO6 — Pollution However ,some issues are taken up in the
42 Policy/Notes Plan already eg in relation to flood risk and
43 ESO7 — Trees and Hedges mitigation and biodiversity and habitats.
45 Policy/Notes
46 Transport objectives Transportation generally not planning policy.
47 TMO1 Although very valid points raised many are
48 TMO02 taken up already in the projects and
49 TMO3 aspiration section of the Plan.
50 TMO04
51 TMO5 Again, as with the previous set of comments,
52 TMO6 much can be taken up directly with the Town
53 T™O7 Council and other stakeholders, including
54 Transport Policies NYCC.
55 T1 - Transport assessments
56 T3 — Travel Plans
57 T4 —School Travel Plans
58 T5 Improvements to the Sustainable
Transport Network
59 Policy/Notes

2 DGo to write to non designated heritage asset owners.
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Appendix 6
KNARESBOROUGH NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN: SUBMISSION PLAN FEEDBACK ASSESSMENT

HARROGATE BOROUGH COUNCIL RESPONSES

Comments from Harrogate BC Response of the Steering Group and | By
Proposed Modification whom
GENERAL

References to the emerging local plan and its content across the | Re-word as necessary — check throughout | DGL
neighbourhood plan should be updated to reflect the | Plan for conformity in anticipation of the
current/expected stage of preparation as well as currently | adoption of the LP.

proposed content (including modifications).

The emerging local plan should also form the basis for decisions
regarding the policy areas/issues that the neighbourhood plan
wish to include policy. Consideration should be given to potential
conflicts with the emerging plan policies with a view to ensuring
that the policy most likely to be effective in meeting the town
council’s aims is retained.

References to NPPF need to be checked for consistency with the | Check for consistency throughout. DGL
revised framework published in 2019 by MHCLG (Ministry of
Housing, Communities and Local Government) and, if necessary,
revised accordingly. This may necessitate a change to the plan’s
content if national policy no longer supports an emerging
approach. All references to NPPF should make clear that it is NPPF
(2019) that is being referenced.

In order that readers of the plan can identify/access evidence base | References throughout as End Notes. DGL
and supporting documents, it is considered that references to
documents should include all necessary information, including: the
full name of the document, authors/relevant organisation; year of
publication/adoption (or month and year where it is a frequently
updated document).

Please ensure multiple references to a document are consistent | Agreed — check through. DGL
throughout the plan, eg. Documents produced by the town council
as part of the development of the neighbourhood plan are
sometimes referenced as produced by KNDP and other times
Knaresborough Town Council (KTC). It is recommended that the
town council is identified as the author of these documents

Whilst often a subjective issue, it is suggested that the active | Agreed — check policy wording. DGL
words in policies are reviewed to ensure they convey the
appropriate level of restriction or support, for example, is
discourage strong enough?; should encourage be replaced with
support.

It is recommended that policies with several criteria, especially | Agreed —check policy wording DGL
those that list several criteria, are reviewed to ensure it is clear
whether all or some of the criteria must be met in order to gain
policy support, for example, if all criteria in BE4 should be met it is
suggested that ‘and’ is added where appropriate.

Where photos or images are used that relate to an element of the | Agreed DGO
plan (e.g. pages 9-14 ), rather than simply for illustration (e.g. page
7), it is suggested that these are labelled.

It would be helpful for future users of the plan (both public and | Agreed —amend contents page DGL
professional) for the document to include an easily identified
complete list of the policies. For example, this could form part of
the contents page or be a sub-section within the plan, which is
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Comments from Harrogate BC

Response of the Steering Group and
Proposed Modification

By
whom

then listed in the contents, for example, following 3.1:
Introduction at the start of chapter 3: Key Themes and Policies for
the NDP.

HISTORICAL CONTEXT

Map 1 —add legend to show Neighbourhood Area

Agreed

DGO

It is noted that some text has been removed from the history
section; however, it is considered that this section is still more
detailed than necessary/relevant for a development plan.
It is suggested that:
o The section could be reduced to make brief
mention of the major events that have had a significant
impact on the growth, development or character of the
town.
o Books with a more detailed account of the
history could be highlighted as further reading
. Consideration be given as to whether it is
necessary to reference any sources of this information,
particularly if from a single source
As the plan seeks to address challenges present today to help
create a better town in the future, it is considered that there could
be a greater focus on Knaresborough today (which may include
reference to heritage assets) than on a detailed timeline of the
town’s development.

It is suggested that the Knaresborough today section could be
made more relevant by including explanation of some of the key
issues the plan is seeking address, including data/statistics- this
information may be found within sections of the plan that justify
individual policies.

Agree to edit

DGO

VISION AND O

BJECTIVES

A single line statement is presented in the first paragraph that is
then expanded upon.

It is noted that ‘a safe and rewarding environment for people
[etc.]’ is the key aim of the ‘one-liner’; however, the theme of
safety is not picked up in the longer vision statement. It is
suggested that the vision statement is expanded to address this
theme or the ‘one-liner’ reviewed.

Noted — remove “safe”

DGL

It is welcomed that reference to prioritising growth that fosters
higher value jobs has been included in objective 7, and that
reference to wildlife and biodiversity has been added to the
objectives following our previous comments. However it is
considered that the importance of conservation and enhancement
of wildlife and biodiversity to the plan’s content would be better
reflected in a separate objective, rather than as part of objective
1.

Objective 1 is considered confusing as it appears to stem from the
concept of sustainable development whilst not really conveying its
key point, the interdependency of economic, social and
environmental objectives and the need to secure gains across all
three in mutually supportive ways (See NPPF (2019) paras 7-10).
Instead it includes a variety of specific policy aims/policy
requirements across a number of themes. Where appropriate it is
suggested that these could be included in the objectives relevant
to each theme.

Objective 2: Itis not clear what is meant by environmental heritage

in relation to the definition of heritage in NPPF. It is suggested that

Disagree — leave as is.

Disagree — leave as is.

Check NPPF.

Noted — review objectives against policies
at final stage

DGL

DGL
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Comments from Harrogate BC

Response of the Steering Group and | By
Proposed Modification whom

‘protect’ is replaced with ‘conserve’ to reflect accepted
terminology and accord with that used elsewhere in the plan.

It is recognised that these objectives were likely developed early
in plan preparation to guide efforts. It is noted that some of the
objectives include elements that have not been included in the
final suite of policies, for example, policy to promote low
carbon/carbon neutral development. It is suggested that the
detailed wording of objectives is reviewed to ensure consistency
with the plan’s content once the precise wording of policies has
been decided.

It is welcomed that, following our previous comments, the
objectives relevant to the policies in each section are listed rather
than being written out in full. It is noted that one example appears
to have escaped this editing: Objective 7 at the start of the CGE
section (page 19)

Noted — correct. DGL

COUNTRYSIDE AND GREEN ENVIRONMENT

Policy CGE1: Local Green Corridors As discussed when we met,
there is concern regarding this policy, including whether it
contributes to sustainable development and whether it accords
with national policy. Further detail to be provided

Ecologist comments received. DGL

Policy CGEG6: Flood Prevention As discussed when we met,
there is concern regarding this policy, including whether it accords
with national policy and the strategic approach of the emerging
local plan. Further detail to be provided

Await detailed comments

BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC REALM

The document ‘Knaresborough Character Areas (Knaresborough
Town Council, 2016)" is highlighted as the evidence for the
character areas identified. The document does not appear to be
contained within the ‘Working Documents’ section of the KTC
website. As such it has not been possible to consider the character
areas identified or whether the document includes sufficient
analysis to enable the operation of policy BE1.

As policies require development to respond positively to the
different character areas (defined in the document above) it is
considered necessary to include a map within the text to show the
extent of each character area.

It is noted that area 1a is titled ‘Conservation Area (Town Centre)’.
See comment re Map 5 and definition of town centre.
Notwithstanding this, it is noted that the town centre (as defined
in the local plan) includes areas not in the conservation area. To
avoid confusion it is suggested this could be renamed ‘Town
Centre within the Conservation Area’. A similar situation exists
with the Riverside and the Conservation Area; suggest: ‘Riverside
within the Conservation Area’.

The conservation area appraisal is identified as evidence for the
policies. It is suggested that the text should also highlight that the
document should be used to inform proposals for development
that may impact upon the conservation area (see also comment
under policy BE2).

In general it is considered that the language and terminology used
should be reviewed and considered alongside the language and
terminology used in national policy and guidance with respect to

Noted — DGO to check DGO

Bring map into this section DGO

Agreed — review to ensure consistency | DGO
with HBC

Noted — review and amend as necessary DGO
Noted — review policy wording DGL
Agreed —amend to ensure consistency DGO
with HBC
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Comments from Harrogate BC

Response of the Steering Group and
Proposed Modification

By
whom

heritage and design; HBC's conservation and design officers are
happy to provide further advice if required.

The phrase ‘town centre’ is used frequently. Use of the phrase
should be reviewed in light of comments re Map 5 and the
designation of a town centre boundary, which may affect the
appropriateness of use in this section. In some cases it may be
more appropriate to use ‘primary shopping area’ or ‘conservation
area’. It should be recognised that the town centre (as defined in
the local plan) includes some areas not in the conservation area,
and the conservation area includes areas not in the town centre.

Policy BE1: Design of the built environment Is this policy intended
to apply across the whole neighbourhood area or just areas
outside the conservation area? It is suggested that this could be
made clearer within the introductory paragraph.

This policy seeks to address a number of varied issues some of
which are also tackled through policy H2: Design of new homes,
which is considered confusing. It is recommended that both
policies are reviewed together to establish clearer separation of
issues. For example there may be scope for a policy relating to the
character areas work, and a policy relating to other design
requirements with requirements for all development and
additional requirements for housing. Alternatively connectivity
and transport requirements could be combined into a single

policy.

In general it is considered that the language and terminology used
should be reviewed and considered alongside the language and
terminology used in national policy and guidance with respect to
heritage and design; HBC's conservation and design officers are
happy to provide further advice if required. Changes, where
necessary, would help demonstrate compliance with NPPF. For
example it is suggested that ‘context’ is used in place of ‘location’
in the introductory paragraph.

Criterion d: It is considered that the requirement for ‘generous
planting schemes..” is unclear and may not always be
possible/desirable. It is suggested that ‘landscaping schemes
should be appropriate to context...” may be more appropriate.

Criterion h: This would seem to preclude all dormer windows on a
front elevation across the neighbourhood area. Is a ban on such
development supported by the character area evidence? There is
concern that this may not accord with the need to contribute to
sustainable development. The following may be more suitable:
‘Roof extensions should only be permitted where their scale,
design and position is appropriate to the host building and its
wider context within the character area’.

Whole neighbourhood area -
wording

clarify

Review both policies and clarify as

necessary

Noted as above

Noted — reword as suggested

Noted — reword as suggested

DGL

DGL

DGL

DGL

DGL

Policy BE2: Design in the conservation area It is noted that the
policy is titled ‘Design of the built environment’ in the document
supplied and this is the same as policy BE1. Elsewhere in the plan
the policy is titled ‘Design in the conservation area’ and it is
assumed that this is the correct title since having two policies with
the same title would be unnecessarily confusing.

Check BE1 and BE2 and amend as
necessary

Agreed —amend or add to policies map

DGL

DGO
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Comments from Harrogate BC

Response of the Steering Group and
Proposed Modification

By
whom

As the neighbourhood plan includes policy relating specifically to
the conservation area it is suggested that this designation is shown
on the neighbourhood plan policies map or within the plan’s text
and the introductory paragraph references the map.

In general it is considered that the language and terminology used
should be reviewed and considered alongside the language and
terminology used in national policy and guidance with respect to
heritage and design; HBC's conservation and design officers are
happy to provide further advice if required. Changes, where
necessary, would help demonstrate compliance with NPPF. For
example:

Criterion a: It is considered that in some circumstances repair and
reuse could constitute redevelopment. As such it is suggested that
‘redevelopment’ is replaced with ‘demolition’. ‘Older buildings’ is
considered an imprecise term. The following alternative wording
for this criterion should be considered: ‘The repair and reuse of
buildings that contribute positively to the significance of the
conservation area is encouraged in the first instance rather than
demolition’.

Criterion c: It is suggested that ‘harm’ is used in place of ‘adversely
impact on’

Criterion b: This criterion requires development to respect the
distinctive local architectural style (within the conservation area)
and points applicants to the evidence text for descriptions. The
criterion then includes further description (i to v); however, it is
considered that this descriptive element would more
appropriately sit within the evidence text alongside the other
descriptions signposted in the policy.

Conservation area appraisal: It is understood that the descriptive
information within 3.3.1-ii, which both justifies the policy and
would aid its operation (for both applicants and decision makers),
is sourced from the conservation area appraisal. It is
recommended that the source is more clearly referenced
alongside text to both signpost the document and describe its
purpose within the planning system. This is important because the
appraisal includes additional information to inform development
affecting the conservation area and would be a material
consideration when planning applications are considered.

Noted

Agreed —amend

Agreed —amend

Review text

Agreed —amend text

DGL

DGL

DGL

DGL

DGL

Map 5: Knaresborough Town Centre (p41).

Proposed definition of a town centre boundary Map 5 is
titled Knaresborough Town Centre, however, rather than
displaying the town centre (as defined in the local plan) the map
shows the primary shopping area (also defined in the local plan).
The map is referenced in policy BE3 (although this is assumed as
the map number is omitted) as defining the town centre where it
is stated that the area derives from the URS Town Centre Review
(2014).

Given the above it is unclear whether policies that mention town
centre have been developed with the intention of applying within
the primary shopping area or the town centre. As such it is difficult
to determine whether these policies meet the basic conditions.

Review and amend to ensure consistency
with HBC.

Produce a new Policy Map 6.

Review text to refer to town centre or
primary shopping area as appropriate.

DGO
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Comments from Harrogate BC Response of the Steering Group and | By
Proposed Modification whom

The local plan definition of both the town centre and primary
shopping area are evidence based (Harrogate District Retail Study
(2014) and update (2016)) and meet the requirements of NPPF.
Changes to these defined areas could be proposed in the
neighbourhood plan but would require supporting evidence. The
primary shopping area is an aspect of emerging policy that pre-
dates the development of the current emerging local plan- the
area was also included in the withdrawn Sites and Policies DPD.
The area is also defined in adopted policy (Local Plan 2001 policy
S2) albeit under the name ‘shopping centre’ rather than. Policy S2
and the Sites and Policies DPD will have formed the policy context
for the URS work in 2014. The URS review is clear that while its
findings mainly relate to the main shopping area around the High
Street the town centre is a wider entity for which it also makes
policy recommendations. It is considered that redefining the town
centre to cover only the primary shopping area would be contrary
to NPPF and detrimental to the operation of wider town centre
policies.

It is considered necessary to:

. Review use of the phrase ‘town centre’ within polices to
establish whether they should apply to the town centre, primary
shopping area, or a different extent

. Review use of the phrase ‘town centre’ within other text
within the plan to ensure the statements are accurate in light of
the area defined as the town centre in the local plan or the area
proposed to be defined in the neighbourhood plan

. Amend neighbourhood plan policies map: If a designation
is made within the neighbourhood plan this must be shown on the
policies map. If the neighbourhood plan sets policy to apply to an
area designated in another document (such as the town centre
defined in the local plan), it is recommended that the designation
is shown on the neighbourhood plan policies map or elsewhere in
the plan so that users can easily establish the geographical extent
of the policy. The policy or document that initially makes the
designation (if not the neighbourhood plan) should also be
highlighted within the text of the neighbourhood plan.

Policy BE3: Town centre parking Review and amend DGO
And 3.3.2 See comment re Map 5 and definition of town
centre. It is not clear whether aspects identified in the issues and
evidence relates to Knaresborough (the whole town), the town
centre (as defined in the local plan), the area around High Street
(broadly speaking the Primary Shopping Area) or some other
extent.

3.3.3-i and 3.3.3-ii The document ‘Shop Front Design | Re-word as proposed DGL
Guide (Harrogate Borough Council, 1999) is identified at the start
of section 3.3 as a supporting evidence base document but it is not
mentioned within the text accompanying policy BE4. In fact in
section 3.3.3-i it states it states there has been ‘a lack of design
guidance in the past’. As the guide was adopted in 1999 it is
suggested that this statement is reviewed. Although the guide was
adopted some time ago it is still considered to provide relevant
guidance to applicants and decision makers, and should be
signposted within the text.

Policy BE4: Shop front design As drafted, there may be | Highlight town centre. DGL
uncertainty regarding the policy requirements and concern that
some of the policy aims may not be met: Amend text.
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Proposed Modification whom

. As drafted the policy applies to the whole neighbourhood
area while the issues and evidence sections discuss the town
centre and conservation area only. Is there a need or desire for
such controls beyond these areas? If so it is suggested that further | Amend text
text is added to issues/evidence to explain.

. Criterion d addresses additional requirements for
proposals within the town centre (note previous comment re Map
5 and definition of town centre); however it is difficult to
understand a difference between the first part of this and criterion
b. Is there an additional test for town centre proposals? At the | Amend text
same time criterion b requires proposals across the plan area to
have regard to the historic character of the town centre. Is this
necessary/possible/justified?

. Criterion d also requires ‘strong security measures’; such
security may not be necessary for every proposal, suggest adding
‘where necessary’. If the intention is to prioritise/require internal
shutters over external: suggest stronger wording whilst
recognising that internal shutters may not always be possible; also
suggest considering whether the approach to security
measures/shutters is appropriate across the whole town centre or
whether this should apply only to the primary shopping area or
conservation area?

3.3.4-i and 3.3.4-ii These sections jump  between | Review text for clarity DGL
discussing empty shops (including underutilised over-shop
premises) and discussing empty homes a number of times, which
makes the narrative on each topic more difficult to follow. It is
suggested that the issues for each topic is discussed separately
followed by the evidence relating to each topic. Check and update DGO
A figure for the number of empty homes in Knaresborough is
quoted. As these numbers change regularly it is recommended
that a date for the information is provided along with the source
of this information, and an up-to-date figure should be used. Some
analysis would also be useful, for example, does Knaresborough
have a problem with long-term empty properties or are empty
houses quickly re-occupied?

Policy BE5: Empty properties The evidence section | Review and check BE5/EB3 DGL
describes bringing empty homes back into use to alleviate pressure
to develop greenfield sites, however, it is noted that empty homes
do not generally require planning permission to be brought back
into use. As drafted there is concern that the policy could support
the redevelopment of empty residential space for non-residential
uses, which would be counter to the aim stated above.

Itis suggested that ‘adverse impact’ is replaced with ‘unacceptable
impact’ to reflect the tests within national policy.

As previously highlighted, it is noted that some of the policy
requirements, insofar as they relate to redundant space above
shops, are largely restated (albeit using slightly different language)
in policy EB3 (see comment on EB3). Consideration should be given
to whether the aims would better be served with a single policy
relating to shops or town centre premises and another relating to
other empty properties.

3.3.5-i and 3.3.5-ii The issues section should be reviewed | Noted — review DGL
to reflect the approach to conservation of heritage assets in NPPF,
in particular that greater weight should be given to the
conservation of more important assets. As conservation areas are
designated heritage assets, heritage assets within these areas are
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afforded protection in-line with being within the designated asset
(individual listed would add further to this). Local listing provides
an opportunity to identify non-designated heritage assets, which
may otherwise not be recognised in planning decisions, however,
non-designated assets are not afforded the same protection as
those that are designated.

It is suggested that ‘features’ is replaced with ‘assets’ to bring the
section in line with standard terminology.

Amend

DGL

Policy BE6: Non designated heritage features It is
suggested that the policy is retitled ‘Locally listed heritage assets’
to bring the policy in line with standard terminology used in PPG
and by Historic England.

It is suggested that ‘will’ is replaced with ‘should’ in criterion a to
give a more accurate instruction, whilst it is noted that criterion b
identifies that the significance of the asset would be material to
the level of protection.

It is not considered that the second sentence in criterion ‘@’
regarding additional assets is policy. This could be retained as a
footnote within the policy, as previously suggested, or stated
within supporting text.

While HBC does not necessarily object to entries on the list and
suggest that additional assets are likely to warrant listing, it is
considered that further work is required to justify entries:

. The criteria for identifying non-designated heritage assets
in the heritage management SPD are identified as evidence but
assessment against these is not mentioned in the Appendix 3
appraisal, which is often vague, e.g. ‘clearly an old building’

. The conservation area appraisal is also identified as
evidence but it is not clear how this has informed the approach e.g.
the appraisal identifies buildings of local interest but many of these
do not appear to have been assessed.

It is recognised that KTC may not wish to assess further assets at
this stage, in which case it would be considered important to retain
reference to additional non-designated assets (in-line with
comment above), possibly along the lines of: ‘This list may be
added to in future in line with national policy and guidance, and
does not preclude the identification of additional non-designated
heritage assets as part of the determination of planning
applications’.

Map 1: Whilst perhaps useful, it is not necessary to include all
heritage assets. In fact this may be confusing since the policy is
likely to acknowledge that not all non-designated heritage assets
are being locally listed in which case the map would not show all
heritage assets. However it is necessary to include all local listings
as it is this plan that is making the listing. It is noted that the
proposed local listing Number 6: Public house at Thistle Hill is not
shown; this could be overcome with the use of an inset.

Disagree — leave as is Non Designated
Heritage Assets

Review and replace

Agreed —reword

Check evidence table. Ensure full

assessments are in the Evidence Base

Noted

Review map to include Number 6: Public
House as suggested

DGL

DGL

DGL

DGO

COMMUNITY

FACILITIES

Policy CF1: Protecting existing community facilities As
highlighted previously it is recognised that significant work will
have informed this policy, particularly with regard to the facilities
that are proposed for protection. However concern remains
regarding the criteria that need to be met in order to secure policy
support for a change of use.

Review and amend as necessary

DGL
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With regard to the approach of listing facilities, it is noted that the
policy mentions protection extending to additional facilities.
Further information is needed to explain why this is included and
how this would work. For example, if these are existing facilities
why are they not specifically identified?; listing of specific facilities
would need to occur through formal planning policy documents- is
this work planned/possible? Could a more generalised phrase be
used to confer protection to a wide range of facilities of which the
listed ones could be examples?

It is not sufficiently clear whether proposals need to meet some or
all of a to c, this could be clarified with the addition of additional
‘ands’ and/or ‘ors’ where appropriate. If ‘c’ is only engaged when
‘b’ is engaged, the provisions in ‘c’ could be added to ‘b’.

Comment has previously been made regarding the need to explain
what would constitute ‘reasonable efforts’ and ‘fallen out of its
current community use’, and the potential for the second of these
to promote facilities being deliberately run-down or vacated to
gain policy support. In contrast local plan policy HP8 protects and
premises currently or last in community use.

Support for the improvement of facilities is again welcomed;
however, it is recommended that criteria are added so that
unsuitable proposals do not gain policy support, for example see
emerging local plan policy HP8.

Given the above and the further work that would be required, it is
suggested that this policy is amended to list/ set out an approach
for the facilities to be protected along with an approach to support
for improvements. In relation to assessing proposals involving
potential loss, it is suggested that the policy engages the criteria
within local plan policy HPS8, for example, ‘Proposals for change of
use will be assessed against the approach set out in policy HP8 of
the Harrogate District Local Plan’ or something similar.

Policy CF2: Provision of new community facilities Emerging Review and potentially merge with CF1? DGL
local plan policy T4 sets out a districtwide approach to ensuring
that new development does not place an undue burden on existing
infrastructure. The approach accords with national policy, has
been viability tested and will be operated with reference to the
Harrogate District Infrastructure Capacity Study and Infrastructure
Delivery Plan. In addition HBC intend to introduce a Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and a date has been set for the | Reword as advised by HBC DGO
examination of the Draft Charging Schedule.

It is considered that policy Tl4 is a strategic aspect of the local plan
that ensures appropriate and adequate contributions are sought
irrespective of whether development takes place in the same
parish as the infrastructure affected. As CF2 seeks to replace this
policy it is considered that it fails to accord with the strategic
approach of the local plan, it does not appear to acknowledge
national policy and guidance on developer contributions, and is
based on little evidence. In addition there is little information on
how the need for contributions would be calculated. As such it is
considered that this policy should be deleted.
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Reference to CIL Regulations within the plan should be updated to
reflect the latest rules (came into force in the last week).

Policy CF3: Local Green Spaces As discussed when we met, | Clarify ‘special characteristics’ DGL
HBC do not doubt that the proposed designations could meet the
NPPF criteria for LGS protection, however, it is considered that the
evidence to support the designations is not clear and convincing.
Further comments will be supplied on this policy.

ECONOMY AND BUSINESS

Introduction: This section includes a summary of the findings from | Review DGL
earlier consultation, however, some of these issues are not/no
longer being taken up by the policies in the neighbourhood plan.
See comment below regarding page 66.

Policy EB1: Employment sites Emerging local plan policy EC1 | Consider amendment in light of LP policy | DGL
sets out a districtwide approach to protecting existing | EC1
employment sites that is based on evidence and accords with
relevant national policy. The aspects of this local plan policy
relating to the identification and protection of key employment
sites are considered strategic elements. As policy EB1 seeks to
relate to all employment sites it is considered that this policy does
not accord with the local plan’s strategic approach.

The following comments are based on an amended policy EB1
relating to only non-key employment sites:

. The first criterion is generally supported

. The second criterion (any changes must be ancillary)
appears to be contradicted by the third (sets out criteria that
would allow non-ancillary changes to uses that do not provide
employment)

. Third criterion: it is not clear why the first sentence is
included or how it relates to the second; should the employment
opportunities be in B1 B2 and B8 as elsewhere in the policy or any
type of employment?

It is noted that the criteria within criterion 3 differ from those
included in local plan policy for non-key sites and are less related
to the supply of employment land. With the exception of the need
for 2 years marketing, the criteria are less stringent and it is
considered that policy EC1 would be more effective in resisting
detrimental change, which appears to be the policy intention of
EB1. Is there evidence to support the proposed approach?

Policy EB3: Supporting the ‘High Street’ See comment re Map | Review and amend as proposed DGO
5 and definition of town centre. The following comments are
based on the policy applying to the primary shopping area rather
than the town centre (both as defined in the local plan).

Emerging local plan policy EC5 sets out detailed policy to maintain
and enhance the vitality and viability of primary shopping areas,
which is evidence based and accords with national policy. It is
considered that policy EB3 lacks necessary detail (e.g. no
distinction between primary and secondary frontages), is both
overly restrictive/inflexible (e.g. requiring replacement units or the
demonstration that continued Al use is unviable) and overly
permissive (e.g. potentially allowing the change of an unlimited
number of primary frontages to a single use- offices) regarding the
loss of Al shops. As such the policy does not respond positively to
the rapidly changing retail and leisure industries or promote long-
term vitality and viability, as required by national policy. The
evidence for the policy approach should be set out more clearly.
Notwithstanding the above, ‘local shopping’ needs to be defined
or replaced with ‘Al shops’; it is not considered reasonable or
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always desirable to seek replacement shop units given current
challenges to high street retail; no explanation of how applicants
should demonstrate unviability is provided.

Criterion c: as highlighted previously, proposals that engage this
criterion will also engage policy BE5, which includes very similar
provisions. This apparent duplication is considered unnecessary. It
is noted the two policies use slightly different language in respect
of impacts on immediate environment/surroundings. This is likely
to cause confusion as it is not clear whether two different tests are
intended. See comment on BES.

Comments on Economy and Business from Economy and Transport Team, HBC

3.5 Economy and Business Section page 56 Noted. Consider incorporating additional | DGO
Overall this section is along the right themes but is lacking | €vidence as proposed.
evidence and strategic links plus the statistics appear to
be old. The Knaresborough economic profile, August
2017, is supplied separately. In addition:

e 1% para, pg 56. Could add following info and stats
for evidence:

e 2" para, pg 56 — would refer to the retail economy
and high street being particularly vulnerable
2" para, pg 56 clarity required, states the town’s
economy is vulnerable in relation to tourism,

e 1% para, pg 58 - Agree with the regards
safeguarding employment sites and 3" para
regards Knaresborough lacking industrial and
commercial sites (this would benefit being made
to be the 2™ para so the text / theme flows).

e 2"para, pg 58 - Traffic.

Specific evidence they may wish to use:

e Travel to work catchment area

e Para 4, pg 58 regards farm diversification — there
is no evidence for this or apparent consultation, is
this more a project idea or aspiration?

e Para5, pg 58 — agree with regards retail
businesses under pressure. However this is not
just due to out of town developments, it is well
recognised the nature of the high street is
changing, need to reference links with the ‘High
Street’ section/policies.

ii. Evidence page 59

e 2" pPara — ‘Knaresborough continues to have a
thriving tourist economy’ this contradicts with 2"
para on page 56 which states the town’s visitor
economy is vulnerable. Are they trying to say the
town is very reliant on tourism which is not
supporting sustainable economic growth? Needs
clarification.
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e 3" para - ‘income per head’ — needs evidence as
provided above on workplace wages stats and low
value sector stats.

e 4" para —‘need to rebalance retail development
between town centre and out of town shopping’.
Agree but this is not the only issue as noted
above, regards changes in consumer patterns,
online retailing, rising rents and large occupational

costs (notably business rates). Further evidence
needs to be provided regards vacancy rates, which
is provided below.

e 5% para — ‘Knaresborough a commuter town’ —
stats and graphs provided above and in the
economic profile.

e 6" para — ‘to reduce the number of vehicle
journeys there is a need to increase local
employment opportunities’. This will not solve the
congestion / traffic issues alone.

EB 1 employment sites Noted DGO
The Neighbourhood Plan Group may indeed wish to
consider and reflect on the role and value of all the other
existing B class (non key employment sites) within the
plan area, as well as opportunities to deliver new, quality
employment floor-space. The Neighbourhood Plan Group
may want to review all other employment sites in terms
of whether they need to be identified with a view for
additional protection and enhancement because of the
role they serve in supporting the local economy and
creating potential employment opportunities for reasons
set out previously in this document.

3.5.3 Supporting the ‘High Street’ page 63 Group to consider additional evidence | DGO
proposed.

i. Issues, pg 63

e Paral, pg 63 agree and could add the following
information:

Accessibility is also problematic and restrictive for
economic development and cultural growth, with
the town centre heritage assets (including the
castle) physically separated from historic Waterside
and other heritage attractions by a steep cliff face,
the town has two very separate economies.

Recent research for ‘Heritage Counts’ publication
highlighted the important link that exists between
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commercial confidence and the built environment
in which it is situated.

e Para 2, pg 63 agree with these options for vacant
premises, but there are potentially others which
need to be explored. Would suggest putting
something in that is more generic.

e Para3 &4, pg 63 ‘embrace the town centre and
the retail park’ this needs further explanation and
evidence as to how this will be done. Are they
referring to this in relation to consolidating assets
and properties?

ii Evidence Page 64

e Para 1, pg 64 States the town centre has a
balanced retail offering — however many charity
shops, vape shops and lower value uses including
barbers and nail salons can now be seen in
Knaresborough. Also as seen nationally, there have
been a number of retail and bank closures.

e Para 4, pg 64 references vacancy rates at 6%,
what is the source? — our stats are different, | will
get the latest quarterly stats too. Therefore para 5
needs amending too.
iii Policy page 65
EB3 Supporting the high street — policies (a-c) on pg 65

Vision and objectives
e 4" Para pg 16 — states Knaresborough will be a
retail destination. Suggest that the word retail be
removed.

Disagree — leave as is -

HOUSING

3.6-i References to the local plan across this section, including
the fourth paragraph, should be updated to reflect the
current/expected stage of preparation as well as currently
proposed content (including modifications).
The list of supporting documents:
. The Strategic Housing Market Assessment
(SHMA) was replaced by the 2017 Housing and Economic
Development Needs Assessment (HEDNA) and so does
not need to be listed unless the plan draws on a specific
finding that was not covered in the HEDNA.
. The 2017 HEDNA has been replaced with a 2018
HEDNA, which should be added to the list
Page 66: The section summarises some of the findings from earlier
consultation, however, some of these issues are not/no longer
being taken up by the policies in the neighbourhood plan. It not
necessary to highlight these issues unless to explain why they are
not being addressed in the plan; for example, this may include
them not being planning issues or being addressed in the local

Agreed —amend DGL
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plan, either because they are covered by strategic policies or
because it is considered they are addressed adequately.

3.6-ii  Housing Needs Assessment: The section describes the | Review and amend DGO
demographics in Knaresborough rather than providing an
assessment of housing need. It is considered that this section
should be re-titled.

Page 70/ Information in grey box: It is not clear why this
information is included as no analysis is provided. The information
is dated ‘September 2016’ so should be reviewed and where
necessary updated or deleted.

Harrogate Housing Market Context: This section relies heavily on
data from the 2017 HEDNA and should be reviewed against the
2018 HEDNA and updated, where necessary.

Local demand and needs: Contains a chart showing the
demographic profile of Knaresborough. It is recommended that
the chart is moved alongside the description of the demographics,
mentioned above.

Page 72: Summarises some of the findings from earlier
consultation, however, some of these issues are not/no longer
being taken up by the policies in the neighbourhood plan. See
comment above regarding page 66.

Policy H1: Responding to local needs As highlighted in | Review wording DGL
previous comments, emerging local plan policy HS1 addresses
housing mix and includes a similar provision albeit without a site
size threshold. It is noted that the neighbourhood plan policy seeks
to introduce a threshold of sites for 10 or more homes. In addition
HS1 has a requirement that 25% of market homes should be built
to accessible and adaptable homes standards on sites of 10 or
more dwellings. It is not clear whether the neighbourhood plan
seeks to remove this requirement.

The local plan approach is based on the HEDNA. Without evidence
to support the approach proposed, it is considered that the local
plan policy will respond more effectively to deliver the house types
and tenures needed and as such it is suggested that policy H1 is
deleted.

Policy H2: Design of new homes  This policy seeks to address a | BE1/H2 review DGL
number of varied issues some of which are also tackled through
policy BE1: Design of the built environment, which is considered
confusing. It is recommended that both policies are reviewed
together to establish clearer separation of issues. For example
there may be scope for a policy relating to the character areas
work, and a policy relating to other design requirements (with
requirements for all development and additional requirements for
housing). Alternatively (or as well) connectivity and transport
requirements could be combined into a single policy.

Criteria a, c and e: These are difficult to understand and it is not
clear how their requirements should be interpreted.

Criterion k: Emerging local plan policy HS2 addresses the provision
of affordable housing and includes the requirement that
‘Affordable homes should be distributed across the development
and integrated with the scheme design and layout such that they
are indistinguishable from the market housing on the same site’.
Whilst seeking a similar outcome, it is considered that the local
plan sets a more effective policy and it is suggested that criterion
k be deleted.

Criterion |: Emerging local plan policy CC4 sets out a more
stringent/effective approach to mitigating climate change,
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including reducing energy use, through new development that will
secure greater carbon reductions. It is considered that this
criterion should be deleted. Alternatively if the neighbourhood
plan wishes to demonstrate support for this policy area the
criterion could state ‘That new housing should make the fullest
contribution to reducing greenhouse gas emissions in line with the
energy hierarchy, as set out in policy CC4: Sustainable Design of
the Harrogate District Local Plan’.

Knaresborough

NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN
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