
     

Notice of a public meeting of 
Planning Committee A 

 
To: Councillors Crawshaw (Chair), Fisher (Vice-Chair), Ayre, 

J Burton, Clarke, Cullwick, Melly, Steward, Whitcroft, 
Wann and Moroney 
 

Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 
 

Time: 4.30 pm 
 

Venue: West Offices 
 

 
AGENDA 

 
1. Apologies for Absence    
 To receive and note apologies for absence. 

 
2. Declarations of Interest   (Pages 1 - 2) 
 At this point in the meeting, Members and co-opted members are 

asked to declare any disclosable pecuniary interest, or other 
registerable interest, they might have in respect of business on 
this agenda, if they have not already done so in advance on the 
Register of Interests. The disclosure must include the nature of 
the interest. 
 
An interest must also be disclosed in the meeting when it 
becomes apparent to the member during the meeting. 
 
[Please see attached sheet for further guidance for Members]. 
 

3. Minutes   (Pages 3 - 26) 
 To approve and sign the minutes of the Planning Committee A 

meetings held on 1 August 2024 and 5 September 2024. 
 
 
 



 

4. Public Participation    
 At this point in the meeting members of the public who have 

registered to speak can do so. Members of the public may speak 
on agenda items or on matters within the remit of the committee. 
 
Please note that our registration deadlines are set as 2 
working days before the meeting, in order to facilitate the 
management of public participation at our meetings.  The 
deadline for registering at this meeting is 5:00pm on 22 October 
2024.   
 
To register to speak please visit 
www.york.gov.uk/AttendCouncilMeetings to fill in an online 
registration form.  If you have any questions about the 
registration form or the meeting, please contact Democratic 
Services.  Contact details can be found at the foot of this agenda. 
 
Webcasting of Public Meetings 
 
Please note that, subject to available resources, this meeting will 
be webcast including any registered public speakers who have 
given their permission. The meeting can be viewed live and on 
demand at www.york.gov.uk/webcasts. 
 
During coronavirus, we made some changes to how we ran 
council meetings, including facilitating remote participation by 
public speakers. See our updates 
(www.york.gov.uk/COVIDDemocracy) for more information on 
meetings and decisions. 
 

5. Plans List    
 This item invites Members to determine the following planning 

applications: 
 

a) Site of 19 to 33 Coney Street, York 
[22/02525/FULM]   

(Pages 27 - 128) 

 Redevelopment of 19 to 33 Coney Street, land to rear of 35 to 37 
Coney Street and 39 Coney Street to 2 Spurriergate comprising 
conversion of retained buildings and new build elements of 3 to 6 
storeys to create commercial/business/service floorspace (use class 
E), purpose-built student accommodation (sui generis) and public 

http://www.york.gov.uk/AttendCouncilMeetings
http://www.york.gov.uk/webcasts
http://www.york.gov.uk/COVIDDemocracy


 

realm works including riverside walkway, landscaping and access 
further to partial demolition of buildings [Guildhall Ward] 
 

6. Site of 19 to 33 Coney Street, York 
[22/02526/LBC]   

(Pages 129 - 148) 

 Internal and external alterations associated with the redevelopment of 
19 to 33 Coney Street and 39 Coney Street to 2 Spurriergate (involving 
conversion and new build elements) following full and partial demolition 
of buildings [Guildhall Ward] 
 

7. Urgent Business    
 Any other business which the Chair considers urgent under the 

Local Government Act 1972. 
 



 

Democracy Officer: 
Angela Bielby 
Contact details:  

 Telephone: (01904) 55 2599 

 Email: a.bielby@york.gov.uk 
 

 

Alternative formats 

If you require this document in an alternative language or format (e.g. large 
print, braille, Audio, BSL or Easy Read) you can: 

 

Email us at:  cycaccessteam@york.gov.uk 

 

Call us: 01904 551550 and customer services will pass your 
request onto the Access Team. 

 

Use our BSL Video Relay Service: 
www.york.gov.uk/BSLInterpretingService 

Select ‘Switchboard’ from the menu. 
 

 

We can also translate into the following languages: 

 

For more information about any of the following please contact the 
Democratic Services Officer responsible for servicing this meeting: 

 Registering to speak 

 Business of the meeting 

 Any special arrangements 

 Copies of reports and 

 For receiving reports in other formats 
Contact details are set out above. 

 

mailto:cycaccessteam@york.gov.uk
http://www.york.gov.uk/BSLInterpretingService


Declarations of Interest – guidance for Members 
 
(1) Members must consider their interests, and act according to the 

following: 
 

Type of Interest You must 

Disclosable Pecuniary 
Interests 

Disclose the interest, not participate 
in the discussion or vote, and leave 
the meeting unless you have a 
dispensation. 

Other Registrable 
Interests (Directly 
Related) 

OR 

Non-Registrable 
Interests (Directly 
Related) 

Disclose the interest; speak on the 
item only if the public are also 
allowed to speak, but otherwise not 
participate in the discussion or vote, 
and leave the meeting unless you 
have a dispensation. 

Other Registrable 
Interests (Affects) 

OR 

Non-Registrable 
Interests (Affects) 

Disclose the interest; remain in the 
meeting, participate and vote unless 
the matter affects the financial 
interest or well-being: 

(a) to a greater extent than it affects 
the financial interest or well-being of 
a majority of inhabitants of the 
affected ward; and 

(b) a reasonable member of the 
public knowing all the facts would 
believe that it would affect your view 
of the wider public interest. 

In which case, speak on the item 
only if the public are also allowed to 
speak, but otherwise do not 
participate in the discussion or vote, 
and leave the meeting unless you 
have a dispensation. 

 
(2) Disclosable pecuniary interests relate to the Member concerned or 

their spouse/partner. 
 

(3) Members in arrears of Council Tax by more than two months must 
not vote in decisions on, or which might affect, budget calculations, 

Page 1 Agenda Item 2



and must disclose at the meeting that this restriction applies to 
them. A failure to comply with these requirements is a criminal 
offence under section 106 of the Local Government Finance Act 
1992. 

 

Page 2



City of York Council Committee Minutes 

Meeting Planning Committee A 

Date 1 August 2024 

Present Councillors Crawshaw (Chair), Fisher (Vice-
Chair), J Burton, Cullwick, Melly, Steward, 
Whitcroft, Moroney, Rose (Substitute for Cllr 
Clarke) and Fenton (Substitute for Cllr Ayre) 

Apologies 
 
Officers in 
attendance 

Councillors Ayre, Clarke, Wann, and Whitcroft 
 
Gareth Arnold – Development Manager 
Ruhina Choudhury – Senior Lawyer 
Natalie Ramadhin – Development 
Management Officer 
 

 

107. Declarations of Interest (2:09pm)  
 
Members were asked to declare at this point in the meeting any 
disclosable pecuniary interest or other registerable interest they might 
have in respect of business on the agenda if they had not already 
done so in advance on the Register of Interests. None were declared. 
 
 
108. Public Participation (2:09pm)  
 
It was reported that there had been no registrations to speak at the 
meeting under the Council’s Public Participation Scheme on general 
matters within the remit of the Planning Committee A. 
 
 
109. Plans List (2:09pm)  
 
Members considered a schedule of reports of the Head of Planning 
and Development, relating to the following planning applications, 
outlining the proposals and relevant policy considerations and setting 
out the views of consultees and officers. 
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110. Land Lying to the South Of Hull Road Heslington, York 
[15/00166/FULM]  
 
Members considered a major full application for the erection of a 
residential development of 153 dwellings with access, landscaping, 
highways, open space and associated infrastructure and Outline 
planning permission for 9 self and custom build plots in Hull Road 
Ward. 
 
The Development Manager gave a presentation on the application 
and outlined that the application was not within the green belt.  
In response to questions from members, the Development Manager 
confirmed that: 

 

 The development was surrounded on all sides with urban 

development and as such Officers subscribed to the view following 

consultation with the Local Plan that this was not within the green 

belt. 

 Page 54, paragraph 24(b) of the report detailed a shared cyclist-

pedestrian footpath which had not yet been built. 

Members were provided with an update concerning Gypsy and 
Traveller pitches, in that: 

 
i) Additional consultation responses had been received from 

Strategic Planning Policy regarding offsite contributions for 

Gypsy and Traveller pitches. 

ii) York Traveller Trust had submitted documentation questioning 

why Gypsy and Traveller provision could not be provided on-

site. 

iii) Additional information had been received from Persimmon 

Homes regarding an off-site search for Gypsy and Traveller 

pitches. 

Members were provided with an update to the Committee Report, 
and it was confirmed that: 

 
i) Concerning paragraph 5.18 of the report, the figure of 30% was 

a minimum amount, and following consultation with the 

developer this figure could increase up to 50%. 

ii) Concerning paragraph 5.43 of the report, consultation had now 

taken place with the developer to install a signalised crossing 

on Field Lane, which would increase the cost of crossing 

contributions by £150,000, to a total of £450,000. 
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iii) The University of York had withdrawn their land available for 

Woodland Planting, and that the developer had since sourced 

alternate land for this. 

 

Public Speakers 
 
Geoff Beacon spoke in objection to the application on that in order for 
City of York Council (CYC) to meet the aims of Net Zero by 2030 
developments like these could not go ahead. He stated that this 
development went against national government policy due to the 
increase in emissions from more cars encouraged by each dwelling 
having two parking spaces. 
 
Andrew Mortimer spoke in support of the application and 
recommended the implementation of a condition to remove 
developmental rights to convert dwellings to HMOs (Houses in 
Multiple Occupation) He also recommended the creation of a safe 
crossing from the development across both Field Lane and Hull 
Road. Andrew commented on the uncontrolled parking within the 
development, and stated concerns that this would lead to university 
visitors using the parking spaces. 
 
Ben Ffrench spoke in objection to the application and stated that the 
development did not fulfil the local need for affordable houses. He 
also commented on the need for houses on the development to be 
energy efficient and for protections against dwellings being converted 
to HMOs, in response the Chair noted that all dwellings would be built 
to C3 use and that authorisation would be required for a dwelling to 
be converted to a HMO. 
 
Abbie North spoke in objection to the application on behalf of York 
Travellers Trust. She stated that they had no objection to the 
development of affordable family homes, but objected to the lack of 
onsite provisions of traveller pitches, she highlighted that this was not 
in line with policy H5 of CYC’s Local Plan. 
 
Karen Madison spoke to the committee on behalf of the University of 
York and expressed that they would like to withdraw their objection to 
the application. 
 
Graham Whiteford (the Applicant) spoke in support of the application 
and noted that the development was to include 9 self/custom build 
dwellings. 
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In response to questions from members, Graham confirmed that: 
 

 He was not against the development forming a residents parking 

scheme if residents saw this as necessary. 

 It was possible for parking spaces around the development to be 

attributed as disabled parking if needed. 

 The development was looking to reduce emissions even more 

than stipulated in the Council Plan. 

 Wheelchair accessible houses covered a variety of homes styles. 

 Unless it was adopted by CYC, there would be an annual fee to a 

management company by residents for the upkeep of the 

development. 

 Private shared driveways would not be upkept by the management 

company as these would only be used for access, and were not 

through roads for pedestrians. 

Officers then answered further questions from Members, and it was 
confirmed that: 
 

 Policy H5 was in a consultation process during the time of the 

meeting and therefore it was not possible to implement this policy 

to its’ full effect. This application was compliant with the relevant 

H5 policy in the Local Plan 2018, which has since been tightened 

up prior to going out for consultation. 

 The three-metre path to Bishop Holgate School was an 

unsegregated shared use pathway. 

 This development complied with providing sufficient space for 

houses to have room for waste and recycling. 

 Parking regulations could be added post development as part of 

the adoption process by the LA. 

 A conditions had been added to require planning permission to 

convert C3 dwellings to C4. 

 The target of a 10% reduction in single occupancy vehicle trips, 

detailed in paragraph 5.44 of the report, was a reasonable target, 

and what around what would usually be expected. 

 The Self and Custom Build Housing Plots Marketing Strategy 

dated June 2024 was a standard document which helped to 

secure, finalise, and finish self-build plots.  
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The Development Management Officer issues a correction to the 
report, in that Condition 14, on page 51 of the agenda, should have 
read: 

 

 “… If within the lifetime of development, any tree, hedge or shrubs 

are felled, removed, uprooted, destroyed or dies, or becomes, in 

the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, seriously damaged, 

diseased or defective, it/they shall be replaced by planting as 

originally approved, unless the Local Planning Authority gives its 

written approval to any variation. This replacement planting shall 

be undertaken before the end of the first available planting season 

(October to March inclusive for bare root plants), following the 

removal, uprooting, destruction or death of the original trees or 

plants”. 

Councillor Melly proposed an amendment to the recommendations to 
amend paragraph 19 of the Committee Report to reflect access 
issues on adopted and non-adopted highways, and to include an 
additional informative regarding short-term letting accommodation 
and the use of c3 accommodation, this was seconded by the Chair 
and it was resolved: 

 
That delegated authority be given to the Head of Planning and 
Development Services to APPROVE the application subject to:  

 
i. The completion of a Section 106 Agreement to secure the 

following planning obligations:  

  Affordable housing 49no. dwellings (secured through 13no. 
First Homes and 36no. Social Rent) and the mechanisms 
and frameworks by which they are delivered and 
transferred to a registered provider.  

  Self-build housing 9no. Self-Build Plots and the 
mechanisms for marketing and delivery.  

  Education £1,480,168 – off-site secondary, early years and 
SEND contributions.  

  Gypsy and Travellers £300,000 for off-site provision of two 
pitches.  

  Healthcare £165,259 towards offsite provision.  

  Sports £47,747 towards off site provision.  

  Highways/Transport £450,000 – signalised pedestrian 
crossings. £16,000 - passenger information displays on the 
existing ‘Deramore Drive’ bus stop flags on Field Lane 
£10,000 - bus stop shelters at the existing ‘Deramore 
Drive’ bus stops on Field Lane A contribution to be paid 
after 5 years after first occupation if 5-year travel plan 
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targets are not met. Cycle tracks/pedestrian footway on 
Hull Road connecting to western and eastern footways 
outside of the site. Improvements to an existing footway on 
Hull Road up to Pinelands Way. New bus stop and layby 
on Hull Road and improvements to existing bus stops on 
Field Lane.  

  Ecology 700sq.m. of woodland planting  

  Planning obligation monitoring fee to ensure the Planning 
Obligations are fulfilled.  

ii. The Head of Planning and Development Services be given 
delegated authority to finalise the terms and details of the 
Section 106 Agreement.  

iii. The Head of Planning and Development Services be given 
delegated authority to determine the final detail of the schedule 
of planning conditions. 

 
 
 
 
 

Cllr J Crawshaw, Chair 
[The meeting started at 2.06 pm and finished at 4.39 pm]. 
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City of York Council Committee Minutes 

Meeting Planning Committee A 

Date 1 August 2024 

Present Councillors Crawshaw (Chair), Fisher (Vice-
Chair), J Burton, Cullwick, Melly, Steward, 
Whitcroft [until 7:54pm], Moroney, Fenton 
(Substitute for Cllr Ayre), Rose (Substitute for 
Cllr Clarke), and Vassie (Substitute for Cllr 
Wann) 

Apologies 
 
Officers in 
attendance 

Councillors  Ayre, Clarke, and Wann 
 
Gareth Arnold – Development Manager 
Jonathan Kenyon – Principal Officer 
Development Management 
Ruhina Choudhury – Senior Lawyer 
 

 

111. Declarations of Interest (5:01pm)  
 
Members were asked to declare at this point in the meeting any 
disclosable pecuniary interest or other registerable interest they might 
have in respect of business on the agenda if they had not already 
done so in advance on the Register of Interests. None were declared. 
 
 
112. Public Participation (5:02pm)  
 
It was reported that there had been one registration to speak at the 
meeting under the Council’s Public Participation Scheme on general 
matters within the remit of the Planning Committee A. 
 
Gwen Swinburn commented on the planning application process and 
questioned why names and addresses were published online in 
relation to this, she also expressed that information within reports 
should not be amended once published. 
 
The Committee noted that Councillor Pavlovic, Executive Member for 
Housing, Planning and Safer Communities, was investigating the 
issues raised with Officers. 
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113. Plans List (5:06pm)  
 
Members considered a schedule of reports of the Head of Planning 
and Development, relating to the following planning applications, 
outlining the proposals and relevant policy considerations and setting 
out the views of consultees and officers. 

 

 
2a) The Retreat, 107 Heslington Road, York YO10 5BN 

[22/02257/FULM] 
 
Members considered a major full application for conversion and 
redevelopment to provide 120 dwellings and ancillary communal 
space, including new build dwellings, the demolition of modern 
extensions and ancillary building and associated car parking, 
landscaping, and other works. 
 
The Development Manager gave a presentation on the application 
and outlined that the application included a mixture of listed and 
unlisted buildings. 
 
The Development Manager, and Principal Officer, Development 
Management, noted that roof terraces and balconies to be introduced 
to the South West Wing building had been proposed for suitable 
places and had been chosen carefully, and that development of new-
build housing included 23 dwellings, including 5 houses which were 
larger. The listed coach house building was to be converted for some 
of these. 
 
In response to questions from members, the Development Manager 
confirmed that: 

 

 As Heslington Road narrowed, there would be conditions applied 
by Highways creating a priority system, and the main entrance to 
Heslington Road was outside of the site. 

 There was no noticeable reduction in grass spaces across the site, 
and there was to be a variety of cycle storage spaces, including 
some shared-use cycle storage when basement storage was not 
possible. 

 There would be no change to the public’s access to the burial 
grounds, and public access would be possible across Thief Road 
and Heslington Road. 

 Conditions within the plans regulated the requirement of disabled 
parking. The plans stipulated 30 parking spaces for visitors. 
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Members were provided with an update in which the Principal Officer 
Development Management amended the officers’ recommendations 
by including a condition to make sure that the results from an 
arborical culture survey, requiring tree protection and detailing 
information of nesting birds during construction, were adhered to. 

 
Public Speakers 
 
Geoff Beacon spoke in objection to the application and suggested 
that the proposed dwellings were only directed at affluent people, and 
he raised concerns that the application did not adhere to the Planning 
and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 which placed an obligation on 
Local Authorities to plan for sustainable development. 
 
Martin Ford spoke in support of the application on behalf of the 
Trustees of the Retreat and stated that the retreat provided mental 
health services, but that the buildings were too old to deliver the care 
that they needed to offer, and needed a new use. He reported that 
the Retreat had experienced financial losses, and that the sale of the 
land would provide security for the future of the charity. 
 
In response to questions from members, Martin stated that the 
Retreat had confidence in the new development to champion the 
history of the charity following construction. 
 
Richard Lawrence and James Woodmansee (the Applicant) spoke in 
support of the application and stated that the designs of the 
development had been made in consultation with Council Officers 
and different interest groups, and that their finances had been 
assessed as suitable to dealing with the upkeep of land. He 
highlighted that the process to get this far had been very thorough to 
ensure high standards for the conversion of the premises, and that 
they had converted historic buildings in the past. 
 
In response to questions from members, Richard and James stated 
that: 

 

 The developers wished to create a limited access heritage trail to 
promote the history of the site and to maintain public safety. 

 The Quakers would have contractual, unlimited access to the 
burial grounds. 

 There would be 220 external parking spaces, including wheelchair 
spaces. Smaller properties would have one parking space, with 
larger properties having 2 spaces. 
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 Investigations were ongoing regarding the possibility of laying 
conductive charging for electric vehicles (EVs). 

 The installation of PV solar panels was a possibility on site where 
necessary and appropriate, the developers were working with 
Historic England in regard to this. 

 There could be the possibility of upgrading some windows to 
improve insulation, but investigations were needed to explore this 
due to the historical significance of the windows in the buildings. 

 Upon access to the site, the gates would open inwards to give 
priority to bicycles and to slow down bigger vehicles. 

 The cricket pitch would remain as it is in order to maintain the 
history of the site, but would not be open to the public in order to 
maintain the tranquillity of the burial ground. 

 
Members then asked officers a number of questions to which they 
responded that: 

 

 The money available for offsite improvements needed to be spent 
within 15 minutes from the site. 

 Section 39 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 
required Local Authorities to exercise the function with the 
objective of contributing to the achievement of sustainable 
development, this requirement was related to planning policy. The 
sustainability assessment was carried out in relation to the Local 
Plan and in making planning decisions officers had regard to the 
Development Plan. Officers considered those policies developed 
in accordance with the relevant legislation. 

 The applicants had engaged with Historic England and there was 
an agreement for the demolition and restoration of the central 
building as much as possible. 

 
Councillor Rose proposed an amendment to paragraph 16 of the 
report to include an additional condition to support the environmental 
performance of the listed building, this was seconded by Councillor 
Fisher, and it was resolved: 

 
That delegated authority to be given to the Head of Planning and 
Development Services to: 
 
i) Determine the final detail of the planning conditions, with the 

inclusion of additional conditions regarding tree protection and 
an informative regarding nesting birds as set out in the officer’s 
update, and an additional condition as proposed by Councillor 
Rose and seconded by Councillor Fisher regarding the 
environmental performance of the listed building. 
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ii) Refer the application to the Secretary of State for Communities 
and Local Application Government under the requirements of 
Section 77 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, and 
should the application not be called in by the Secretary of State, 
then APPROVE the application subject to planning conditions 
and completion of a s106 legal agreement to secure the items 
listed below. 

 Affordable housing: Off-site contribution equivalent to three 
dwellings of £1,446,802 - in respect of tree protection and 
informative on nesting birds. 

 Education - Contributions towards school places £875,412. 

 Sustainable travel - £48,000 to be committed towards 
implementation of the travel plan. To include a budget of 
£24,000 towards car club membership and drive time for first 
occupants. 

 Off-site-Sports - £70,077 towards facilities within a 15-minute 
walk of the site. 

 Healthcare - To fund expansions to capacity at either Park View 
or Tang Hall Lane surgery or an alternative specified facility 
within a 1.5km distance of the site) - £112,826. 

 Retreat Gardens - A scheme to provide for limited public access 
to the grounds and provision for ongoing maintenance of the 
grounds. 

 Monitoring Fee - £7,800. 
 
 

114. The Retreat, 107 Heslington Road, York YO10 5BN 
[22/02258/LBC]  
 
Members considered a Listed Building Consent application for 
internal and external alterations to include conversion and 
redevelopment of the site to provide dwellings and ancillary 
communal space, demolition of modern extensions and ancillary 
buildings, with associated landscaping works. It was resolved: 
 
That delegated authority to be given to the Head of Planning and 
Development Services to: 
 
i) Determine the final detail of the planning conditions and 

planning obligations below. 
ii) Refer the application to the Secretary of State for Communities 

and Local Application Government under the requirements of 
Section 77 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, and 
should the application not be called in by the Secretary of State, 
then APPROVE the application subject to planning conditions. 
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[The meeting adjourned from 7:44pm until 7:54pm] 
 
 
115. Development Site Hospital Fields Road And Ordnance 
Lane. York [24/00221/FULM]  
 
Members considered a Major Full Application for the Demolition of 
existing buildings, alterations to 'The Married Quarters Building' and 
erection of new buildings to provide 101 residential dwellings (Use 
Class C3), 139 sqm of commercial, business and service floorspace 
(Use Class E) and 150 sqm of community floorspace (Use Class 
F1/F2) with associated open space, landscaping, access, parking and 
ancillary development. 
 
The Development Manager gave a presentation on the application, 
and it was reported that: Block 6 of the application had been omitted, 
and that access for bin lorries had been improved in order to allow bin 
lorry access throughout the development. 
 
In response to questions from members, the Development Manager 
confirmed that bin lorries would need to drive through the gates along 
the roads one by one, and gated areas could act as turning points. 
 
Members were provided with an update in which the Principal Officer 
Development Management advised that changes to the 
recommendations had been made following legal advice, it was 
proposed that references to money from conditions: 4, 21, and 23 be 
removed. It was also proposed that condition 14 be amended in so 
far that they are redrafted to align with advice received from Ecology 
Officers, and that condition 22 be amended to correct admin errors in 
the original wording that was used. 

 
Public Speakers 
 
Denise Craghill spoke in support of the application and stated that 
this application was proposed to go beyond low energy use buildings, 
and made low-carbon living possible. She advised that the highest 
number of new build dwellings as possible should be affordable 
homes. 
 
Councillor Whitcroft, councillor for Fishergate Ward, spoke in support 
of this application and stated that the proposed dwellings would 
support nearby local services, and that having 80%-100% of the 
homes affordable was a step in the right direction for City of York 
Council. 
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The Chair exercised his discretion to allow Geoff Beacon to speak as 
Mr. Beacon had not been included on the registered speakers list due 
to an administrative error. He spoke in support of the application and 
stated that efforts to control car parking would result in lower car use, 
and support decarbonisation. 
 
Sophie Round, Housing Delivery Programme Manager, spoke in 
support of the application on behalf of City of York Council (the 
Applicant). She stated that this application was an amended proposal 
to an application that had already been approved. She advised that 
people were prioritised above cars in this application and that more 
than 300 cycle spaces were included within the proposal. 
 
In response to questions from members, Sophie confirmed that: 

 

 Investigations were ongoing to decide if a micro residents’ parking 
scheme would work on this scale. 

 Bollards would deter drivers from proceeding up the road to places 
they could not access. 

 Results from community consultation showed there was a lack of 
community centres in the area, and investigations were ongoing to 
consider how these could operate. 

 The development would be a mixture of affordable and shared 
ownership homes. 

 As the development would not be on an adopted highway, there 
would be more leeway in allocating accessible spaces and blue 
badges. 

 Low carbon and low car ownership was a priority for the 
development. 

 
Members then asked officers a number of questions to which they 
responded that: 

 

 The application was made prior to the introduction of legislation to 
require 10% Biodiversity Net Gain, and as such this requirement 
was not applicable. 

 There was no space to include sports provision on the 
development, and as such this had to be delivered off-site. 

 Further investigations would be needed to implement more on-
street charging spaces for EVs. 

 

 

Page 15



Councillor Vassie proposed to accept the officers’ recommendations 

and the amendments included within the officers’ update, this was 

seconded by Councillor Steward, and it was resolved: 

That delegated authority to be given to the Head of Planning and 
Development Services to: 
 
i) Determine the final detail of the planning conditions and 

planning obligations, with the inclusion of the amendments 
proposed by Councillor Vassie and seconded by Councillor 
Steward below: 

 That references to money from conditions: 4, 21, and 23 be 
removed. 

 That condition 14 be redrafted to align with advice received 
from Ecology Officers. 

 That condition 22 be amended to correct admin errors in the 
original wording that was used in the report. 

ii) Refer the application to the Secretary of State for Communities 
and Local Application Government under the requirements of 
Section 77 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, and 
should the application not be called in by the Secretary of State, 
then APPROVE the application subject to planning conditions. 

 
 
 
 
 

Cllr J Crawshaw, Chair 
[The meeting started at 4.58 pm and finished at 9.17 pm]. 

Page 16



City of York Council Committee Minutes 

Meeting Planning Committee A 

Date 5 September 2024 

Present 
 
 
 
 
In Attendance 
 

Councillors Crawshaw (Chair), Fisher (Vice-Chair), 
Ayre, J Burton, Clarke, Cullwick, Fenton (Substitute 
for Cllr Wann), Melly, Rowley (Substitute for Cllr 
Steward). Whitcroft and Moroney 
 
Becky Eades – Head of Planning and Development 
Services 
Jonathan Kenyon – Principal Officer Development 
Management  
Erik Matthews– Development Management Officer 
Sandra Branigan – Senior Lawyer  

Apologies Councillors Steward and Wann 

 
117. Declarations of Interest (4.37pm)  
 
Members were asked to declare at this point in the meeting any disclosable 
pecuniary interest or other registerable interest they might have in respect 
of business on the agenda, if they had not already done so in advance on 
the Register of Interests. There were none. 
 
 
118. Minutes (4.37pm)  
 
Resolved: That the minutes of the last meeting held on 22 July 2024 were 

approved as a correct record subject to the following changes: 

 The second paragraph before the resolution for the York 
Central application [23/02255/REMM] being amended to: 
Cllr Fenton moved the Officer recommendation to delegate 
authority to the Head of Development of Services to 
determine the final detail of the planning conditions below 
then approve the application subject to planning conditions 
listed in the report and amended Condition 6 to reflect the 
retention of 8 Blue Badge places in perpetuity in Plot F2 and 
to review those in Plot F1B as per the original wording of 
Condition 6, and an additional informative for consistent 
approach to tactile paving. This was seconded by Cllr 
Cullwick.  
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 Under public speakers for the York Central application 
[23/02255/REMM] the sixth bullet point under David 
Sweetings submission to begin ‘The use of the facades for 
bird boxes’ 

 
 
119. Public Participation (4.39pm)  
 
It was reported that there had been no registrations to speak at the meeting 
under the Council’s Public Participation Scheme on general matters within 
the remit of the Planning Committee A. 
 
 
120. Plans List (4.39pm)  
 
Members considered a schedule of reports of the Head of Planning and 
Development, relating to the following planning applications, outlining the 
proposals and relevant policy considerations and setting out the views of 
consultees and officers. 
 
121. Land to the south of New Farm, Lords Lane, Nether Poppleton 
Report [23/02254/FULM] (4.39pm)  
 
Members considered a major full application from Mark Wood for the 
Installation of a solar farm with associated infrastructure, access, security 
fencing and landscaping on land to the south of New Farm, Lords Lane, 
Nether Poppleton, York.  
 
The Head of Planning and Development Services outlined and gave a 
presentation on the application. In response to a Member question she 
showed the site of the clay extraction site, to the south of the site. 
 
Members were provided with an update noting that the applicant had 
agreed to the upgrading of passing places on Newlands Lane between its 
junction with the A59 and Lord’s Lane. This had been amended in 
Conditions 19 and 20.  Members were advised that there was an 
amendment to condition 14 to refer to an updated Construction Traffic 
Management Plan (CTMP). Clarification was given on the terminology EIA 
development, and it was confirmed that there had been additional 
representation from a local property expressing concern in respect of Area 
A of the proposal. He was asked by a Member where the passing places 
on Newlands Lane between its junction with the A59 and Lord’s Lane were 
on the site layout. 
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Public Speakers 
 
Geoff Beacon spoke on the application regarding car provision and the 
green belt. He cited research on the green belt.  
 
Scott Johnson spoke in support of the application on behalf of the 
applicant. He detailed the assessment of the site and engagement with the 
landowners of the site. He explained that the land was flat and was 
screened by hedgerows. He noted Poppleton Parish Council’s input into 
the plans and that public consultation had been carried out. He added that 
the applicant had engaged with Newlands Farm. He added that the solar 
farm would have a net benefit to wildlife and noted the key benefits of the 
supply of clean energy. In response to Member questions Scott Johnson 
explained that: 

 There was 32.6 megawatts at peak power. He noted that peak power 
was close to export power. 

 It was necessary to decommission the solar farm after 30 years due to 
the uncertainties in technology and solar technology. 

 Officers were then asked and explained the passing places for 
construction traffic and they confirmed that the impact on the Public 
Right of Way (PROW) network would be during the construction of the 
solar farm. 

 
Following debate, Cllr Fisher moved the Officer recommendation to 
approve the application after referral to the Secretary of State and subject 
to the conditions listed in the report and amendment to conditions 14, 19 
and 20. This was seconded by Cllr Fenton. Following a unanimous vote in 
favour it was: 
 
Resolved: That the application be given approval after referral to the 

Secretary of State subject to the conditions listed in the report 

and amendment to conditions 14, 19 and 20: 

Condition 14 
Updated Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). 
 

Condition 19 

The development hereby permitted shall not come into use until 

the following highway works (which definition shall include 

works associated with any Traffic Regulation Order required as 

a result of the development, signing, lighting, drainage and 

other related works) have been carried out in accordance with 

details which shall have been previously submitted to and 

approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority, or 

arrangements entered into which ensure the same. 
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Upgrading of passing places on Newlands Lane between its 
junction with the A59 and Lord’s Lane 
Such scheme shall specify: 
i) Dimensions, 
ii)  Surfacing,  
iii) Provision for maintenance,  
iv) Signage 
The upgraded passing places shall be retained and maintained 
for the lifetime of the development. 
 
Reason:  In the interests of the safe and free passage of 
highway users. 
 
Condition 20 
The development hereby permitted shall not be undertaken 
beyond site layout works until a scheme to assess the need for 
additional passing places on Newlands Lane and Common 
Croft Lane has been submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority. Should the scheme identify 
additional spaces the following information shall be submitted:   
i) Dimensions, 
ii)  Surfacing,  
iii) Provision for maintenance,  
iv) Signage 
v) Programme for implementation 
 
Any agreed additional passing places shall then be provided, 
retained and maintained for the lifetime of the development. 
 
Reason:  In the interests of the safe and free passage of 
highway users. 

 
 
Reasons: The proposal for the construction of a solar farm to produce 

32.6 MW of electricity per annum over a 55.9-hectare site in two 
portions lying to the northwest of Nether Poppleton village is 
acknowledged to be inappropriate development within the 
Green Belt. However, subject to appropriate conditions the 
proposal is felt to be acceptable in terms of flood risk and 
drainage, biodiversity, loss of agricultural land, landscape 
impact and transportation and access. It is felt that the clear 
environmental benefits when put in the context of the declared 
climate emergency, of generation of a significant quantity of 
renewable energy clearly outweighs the harm to the Green Belt 
and the localised harm to the adjoining landscape character. 
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The proposal is therefore felt to be acceptable in planning terms 
and approval is recommended following referral to the 
Secretary of State, on the basis that it falls within the thresholds 
in respect of development in the Green Belt contained within 
the 2024 Town and Country Planning (Consultation) England 
Direction. 

 
122. Huntington South Moor, New Lane, Huntington, York 
[24/00282/REMM] (5.05pm)  
 
Members considered a reserved matters application from Barratt David 
Wilson Homes for the layout, scale, appearance, landscaping and access 
of 280 dwellings and associated infrastructure following outline planning 
permission 21/00305/OUTM at Huntington South Moor, New Lane, 
Huntington, York. 
 
The Head of Planning and Development Services outlined and gave a 
presentation on the application. Members asked several questions to which 
she explained that: 

 Concerning the different colours of highways on the site plan, some cul-
de-sac areas had private drives which would be block paved (shown in 
white). The pink areas showed where tarmac would be used.  

 She showed where the water attenuation tank and play areas were. 

 All car parking spaces were large enough for disabled parking and there 
was visitor parking on the highway. It was explained where visitor 
parking was scattered around the site.  

 
Public Speakers 
 
Yann Golanski, a local resident, spoke in objection to the application. He 
explained that the applicant had a lack of concern to the residents of 
Sadlers and Forge Closes. He noted that there had been a lack of 
consultation and he explained his concerns about the impact of the scheme 
on levels of light and wildlife. 
 
Geoff Beacon spoke on the application regarding car provision and the 
green belt. He suggested that most new residents would be affluent and 
there would be a high level of car emissions. He noted that the scheme 
was against the NPPF and the carbon emissions expected could not be 
considered sustainable. 
 
Liam Tate spoke in support of the application on behalf of the applicant. He 
noted that consultees had provided feedback into the proposal and he 
explained public engagement during consultation. He explained that the 
scheme included 30% affordable housing and provided substantial open 

Page 21



space. He added that the scheme would made a S106 contribution of 
£3.6million. In response to Member questions he explained that: 

 Regarding the integrity of the hedgerow at the cemetery the applicant 
would be meeting with the cemetery committee. He added that there 
was a play area to the east of the cemetery and there would be a 6m 
high security fence on the boundary to the cemetery.  

 The two play areas were not restricted to age ranges and they would 
have a range of equipment for a wider group of children. It was 
explained that a play area had moved after discussion with the owner of 
Huntington Grange. 

 The location of the benches on the site was explained. 

 [At this point the Head of Planning and Development Services was 
asked and confirmed that car parking was a material planning 
consideration]. 

 There was a requirement to provide a number of parking spaces per 
dwelling.  

 The site was a sustainable site with public transport links. 

 All the houses had Electric Vehicle (EV) charging. 

 The safeguards in place for the protection of trees. He added that the 
applicant could look at covenants in relation to the trees at the point of 
sale of the properties. 

 What the different highway colours on the site plan showed. It was noted 
that the materials were yet to be agreed. 

 The applicant had met with Ward Councillors, the Cemetery Committee, 
and the owners of Huntington Grange and they would continue to meet 
with them. 

 There would be a site manager and site office on site where complaints 
could be lodged, and the complaints procedure was in the construction 
method statement. 

 Regarding whether the carbon footprint would be reduced, the 
properties would be built to building regulations and there would be solar 
panels and EV charging points. 

 There would be management fees and each property would be charged 
a proportion of ground rent. 

 The fees to residents would be agreed later down the line. 
 
[The meeting adjourned from 5.48pm until 5.58pm] 
 
In response to questions from Members, officers explained that:  

 The council would not collect waste from unadopted roads on new 
schemes. 

 The extension of the cemetery was to the east boundary of the 
cemetery. 
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 Regarding the protection of the cemetery boundary, there was a 
wildflower meadow after the kick about area. 

 The addition of a condition regarding the adoption of roads would be 
done at the outline planning stage. 

 The authority could not require a developer to adopt a road. The 
application was progressing on the understanding that roads would be 
adopted, apart from the private driveways. The developers would get the 
roads to adoptable standards and bin wagons could only go down 
adoptable roads. 

 [At this point the Senior Lawyer advised that the authority could not 
require developers to have adoptable roads and Mr Tate had indicated 
that the applicant would be offering the roads for adoption. The Head of 
Planning and Development Services advised that the plans showed that 
the roads would be built to an adopted standard]. 

 The veteranising of trees related to the age of the tree. The veretanised 
tree would not be impacted by the development and it was understood 
that the tree would be subject to a Tree Preservation Order (TPO).  

 Expectations around a complaints policy could be made clear in the 
construction management plan which was included in the outline 
planning permission. 

 Afforable housing was looked at in the context of local housing needs 
assessment and it showed a need for more one and two bedroom 
properties. The evidence also showed a need for more social rent 
properties. 

 The council landscape management team was aware of the TPO 
assessment. 

 The site could not contribute to the traveller community as it was part of 
the outline planning permission. 

 Regarding the timeframe for the road to be adopted there was a phasing 
plan and adoption would usually come at the end of this. 

 Asked if maintenance fees could be conditioned, the Senior Lawyer 
advised that the level of management fees was not a planning 
consideration. 

 Access to the site was included in the outline planning permission and 
the construction management plan would come through the discharge of 
conditions. If there was a technical highway issue this would be 
discussed with the developers. [At this point the Senior Lawyer 
reminded Members that they could only consider reserved matters]. 

 Regarding what car parking policies could be taken into account, there 
wasn’t specific local guidance and the NPPF would be referred to and 
was explained to Members. It was noted that most houses on the site 
would have one car parking space and the carparking layout was 
standard to the location. 
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 The separation distances between Forge and Sadlers Closes was 2m. 
The hedgerow at the back of them was not consistent and there was 
variable boundary treatments for which the outline planning permission 
had not set any parameters. 

 
During debate it was confirmed that there could be an informative regarding 
communication. Cllr Rowley proposed the officer recommendation to 
approve the application with an amendment to condition 4 regarding the 
landscaping near the cemetery, and the wording of informative 1 regarding 
the construction management plan delegated to the Head of Planning and 
Development Services. This was seconded by Cllr Melly. Following a vote 
with ten voting in favour and one abstention it was: 
 
Resolved:  That the application be approved subject to the conditions listed 

in the report, an amendment to condition 4 regarding the 
landscaping near the cemetery, and the wording of informative 
1 regarding the construction management plan delegated to the 
Head of Planning and Development Services. 

 
Reasons:  

1. The proposed layout adheres to the parameter plans 

approved at outline planning permission stage.  The layout 

design promotes active travel and health and wellbeing by 

virtue of its infrastructure for walking and cycling and the 

green infrastructure on site.  The layout has distinctive 

character and provides suitable levels of amenity for existing 

and future residents.  The mix of housing is appropriate, 

considering identified local need.  The scheme accords with 

NPPF advice and the National Design Guide, in particular in 

respect of place-making and the promotion of sustainable 

and active travel.  The scheme is also consistent with 

relevant policies in the Neighbourhood Plan and the DLP 

2018.   

 
2. Conditions are deemed necessary in respect of the 

landscaping and the layout, to approve detailed design in 

respect of boundary treatment, play equipment, planting plan 

(including stock sizes) and to secure the agreed types of 

crossings over New Lane.  Other matters are already dealt 

with in the outline permission.  
 
 
Cllr J Crawshaw, Chair 
[The meeting started at 4.30 pm and finished at 7.00 pm].
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Application Reference Number: 22/02525/FULM  Item No: 5a 

COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

Date: 24 October 2024 Ward: Guildhall 

Team: East Area Parish: Guildhall Planning Panel 

 

Reference: 22/02525/FULM 
Application at: Site Of 19 To 33 Coney Street York   
For: Redevelopment of 19 to 33 Coney Street, land to rear of 35 to 37 

Coney Street and 39 Coney Street to 2 Spurriergate comprising 
conversion of retained buildings and new build elements of 3 to 6 
storeys to create commercial/business/service floorspace (use 
class E), purpose-built student accommodation (sui generis) and 
public realm works including riverside walkway, landscaping and 
access further to partial demolition of buildings 

By: Helmsley Securities Limited 

Application Type: Major Full Application 
Target Date: 29 September 2023 
Recommendation: Approve subject to Secretary of State Decision 

 

1.0 PROPOSAL 

 

The site  

1.1 This application relates to a number of existing properties in Coney Street, 

namely 19-33 Coney Street and 39-43 Coney Street / 2 Spurriergate which also 

backs on to the river Ouse (referred to as Zone 2, 3 and 4). There is a separate 

application for Zone 1 pending recommendation. 

1.2 Coney Street is a historic location within York as a hub for trade and 

commerce and it provides primary retail frontages within the city centre (defined as a 

primary shopping street in the Draft Local plan 2018).  Zone 2 contains three retail 

units and office/ancillary spaces for the retail uses. Zone 3 consists of five small to 

medium sized retail units fronting onto Coney Street. Each plot has small, private 

external space backing onto river and basement for storage. The majority of upper 

floorspace is used as ancillary offices, storage and other ancillary retail functions. 

Zone 4 comprises two larger retail units, with no external space. Upper floorspace is 

utilised for retail and ancillary uses. 

1.3 The site extends from Coney Street to the river Ouse and is composed of 

narrow deep shaped plots with mostly retail uses. The site includes historically 
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varied buildings which have been altered and extended piecemeal, with unattractive 

and inactive frontage onto the riverfront. Many upper floors are vacant or provide ad 

hoc storage for the retail premises. The river frontage character is irregular and 

reflects back-of-house service area uses of Coney Street retail. 

1.4 Key designations that apply to the application site are set out below: 

- Coney Street is identified as a primary retail frontage in the Draft Local Plan 

2108.  

- The site lies within the City Centre Area of Archaeological Importance (AAI) and 

- The site lies within the Central Historic Core Conservation Area (CA) – sub area 

Main Shopping Area. 

- The rear of the site is within flood zone 2 or 3 and the Coney Street frontage is in 

flood zone 1. 

1.5 The three zones within the application site comprises: 

Zone 2 19 Coney Street - Building of Merit 
 

Zone 3 21 Coney Street - Building of Merit 
23 Coney Street - Grade II Listed 
25-27 Coney Street - Grade II Listed 
29 -31 Coney Street 
33 Coney Street - Grade II Listed 
 

Zone 4 39 - 41 Coney Street - Grade II Listed 
43 Coney Street – 2 Spurriergate – identified as a detractor in 
the Council’s CA appraisal. 
 

 

1.6 There are properties between zones 3 and 4 outside the applicant’s ownership 

which are not included in this application. 

 

The Proposed Development 

1.7 The proposal comprises the conversion of retained buildings, partial demolition 

of buildings, and new build elements of 3 to 5 storeys to create -   

- Commercial/business/service floorspace - 3,884 sqm GIA in 12 units. 

- Purpose-built student accommodation (PBSA) – 358 bedrooms.  The PBSA will 

also comprise communal amenity space such as common rooms, lounges, a 

cinema room, gym, yoga studio, quiet study rooms, café space and external 

amenity space. 
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- Access to the riverside from Coney Street/Spurriergate 

- Public realm including Waterloo Place and a riverside walkway. 

Zone 1 (not in this application) 

Zone 2 (19 Coney Street) 

- Retention and refurbishment of existing retail floorspace (circa 1,228 sqm GIA) at 

ground floor. 

- Rationalisation of the fenestration including improvements to the principal 

elevation including shopfront alterations and student accommodation entrance 

door in Coney Street. 

- Conversion of the upper floors to create 85 student rooms. 

- Creation of a rooftop amenity garden. 

- Creation of public realm including a riverside walkway. 

- Associated access, plant, bin and cycle stores. 

Zone 3 (21-33 Coney Street) 

- Demolition of 29-31 Coney Street (unlisted) and ‘modern’ rear extensions at Nos. 

21, 23 (grade II listed), 25 (grade II listed), 33 (grade II listed). 

- Retention and refurbishment of existing retail floorspace (circa 784sqm) at 

ground floor fronting Coney Street and conversion of upper floors for student 

accommodation (c. 1094sqm GIA) at Nos. 21, 23 (grade II listed), 25 (grade II 

listed), 33 (grade II listed). 

- A courtyard is provided at the rear of the retained buildings and a new block 

ranging from 3-5 storey is created, fronting the riverside, with leisure uses at 

ground floor and PBSA on the upper floors.  

Zone 4 (39-43 Coney Street) 

- Demolition of 43 Coney St (Boots) and rear section of 39-41 (WH Smith). 

- Retail units facing Coney Street and Waterloo Place (658 sqm GIA) 

- Leisure units on the riverside elevation (811 sqm GIA).  Student rooms on the 

upper floors.  New build is 5-6 storey in height.   

- Zone 4 also includes new public realm leading down to the river Waterloo Place 

and a riverside walkway.   

 

1.8 A phasing plan shows zones 2 and 3 delivered first, followed by phase 4. 

1.9 Revisions through the process have involved the following: 

- Reduction in scale and mass resulting in fewer student bedrooms reduced from 

407 to 358. 

- In Zone 3 the central riverside block (rear of 25 Coney St) reduces in scale by 2 

storeys.  Across the entirety of Zone 4, the top storey has been omitted. 
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Whether EIA (Environmental Impact Assessment) development  

1.10 The development is not regarded to be development that requires an EIA. 

1.11 A relevant threshold in the regulations is met (over 150 dwellings) and 

therefore the Council should determine whether the scheme is likely to have 

significant effects on the environment.  The possible significant effects in this case 

relate to locational factors; the impact on archaeology, listed buildings and the 

Central Historic Core Conservation Area.  

1.12 National planning guidance (NPPG) advises only a very small proportion of 

Schedule 2 development will require an EIA.  To aid local planning authorities to 

determine whether a project is likely to have significant environmental effects, the 

NPPG includes a set of indicative thresholds and criteria.  The scale of the 

development is below those in the indicative screening thresholds.  In terms of 

archaeology the applicant has undertaken pre-application advice and site 

investigation and monitoring to aid in understanding the potential effects.  The 

Council is content mitigation could be dealt with through the planning process and 

an EIA is not necessary.  The scheme is not of a scale and nor does it have 

significant effects on listed buildings and conservation areas or other criteria to the 

extent that an EIA is required.   

 

Planning History 

1.13 Planning policy guidance encourages developers to engage with the local 

planning authority and third parties prior to submitting a planning application. As well 

as discussions with officers, the developer has engaged with key stakeholders 

including York Civic Trust, Make It York and the York and North Yorkshire LEP. 

 

2.0 POLICY CONTEXT 

 

2.1 Planning law requires that applications for planning permission must be 

determined in accordance with the development plan unless material considerations 

indicate otherwise (section 38(6) Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004).  

The Statutory Development Plan for the City of York comprises the saved policies 

and key diagram of the otherwise revoked Yorkshire and Humber Plan Regional 

Spatial Strategy (2008) and any made Neighbourhood Plan.  There is no 

Neighbourhood Plan for the area the application site is within. 
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2.2 In accordance with Section 72 of the Planning (Listed Building and 

Conservation Area) Act 1990, the Local Authority must pay special attention to the 

desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the 

conservation area in exercising its planning duties. Section 66 of the same Act 

requires the Local Planning Authority to have special regard to preserving the 

setting of listed buildings or any features of special architectural or historic interest it 

possesses. Where there is found to be harm to the character or appearance of the 

Conservation area (or the setting of a listed building,) the statutory duty means that 

such harm should be afforded considerable importance and weight when carrying 

out the balancing exercise.  

2.3 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the government’s 

planning policies for England and how these are expected to be applied.  The NPPF 

is supplemented by national planning practice guidance (NPPG).   

2.4 The Publication Draft Local Plan 2018 (DLP 2018) was submitted for 

examination on 25th May 2018. It has now been subject to examination and is 

expected to be adopted late 2024/early 2025. The DLP 2018 policies can be 

afforded weight in accordance with paragraph 48 of the NPPF.  Of relevance to this 

case policy H7: Student Housing has been subject to modifications and is subject to 

objections.   

2.5 Key relevant DLP 2018 policies are: 

DP2 Sustainable development 

DP3 Sustainable communities 

DP4 Approach to development management 

SS1 Delivering sustainable growth for York 

SS3 York city centre 

EC2 Loss of employment land 

HW7 Healthy places 

H2 Density of housing development 

H7 Student housing 

D1 Placemaking 

D2 Landscape and setting 

D4 Conservation areas 

D5 Listed buildings 

D6 Archaeology 

D7 The significance of non-designated heritage assets 

D10 York city walls and St Mary’s abbey walls 

GI6 New open space provision 

CC2 Sustainable design and construction of new development 
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ENV1 Air quality 

ENV2 Managing environmental quality 

ENV3 Land contamination 

ENV4 Flood risk 

ENV5 Sustainable drainage 

T1 Sustainable access 

DM1 Infrastructure and developer contributions 

 

3.0 CONSULTATIONS 

 

INTERNAL  

 

City Development / Local Plans team 

3.1 Proposed commercial units – no objections as overall the scheme is seen as 

positive economically.  The proposals will reduce the number of retail units in the 

city centre primary shopping area but will provide new hospitality and leisure units 

and repurposing of upper floors. There is continuing demand for larger units in the 

primary shopping area, including live enquiries from current occupiers who would be 

displaced by the development; we encourage the applicants to consider providing 

larger units as part of the development to ensure that York’s mix of independents 

and chains is maintained.  

3.2 Regeneration and reconfiguration of the site - The development principles set 

out in policy SS3 for the city centre are broadly achieved through the site’s 

redevelopment, including improved permeability between and opening up of the 

river frontages.  There would be a significant benefit of opening up riverside access. 

The proposals also address some of the challenges inherent in making better use of 

city centre properties – where access and accessibility to upper floors, which are 

often under-utilised, has been a significant challenge. The opportunity to diversify 

the use of property, even along this key city centre retail street, by creating valuable 

upper floor use is welcome, and fits with ‘Our City Centre’ Vision, recently endorsed 

by Executive.  

3.3 Student Accommodation – Policy H7 requires a need for student 

accommodation is demonstrated.  It is accepted there remains an unmet need for 

purpose-built student accommodation in York.  

 

Carbon Reduction Team  
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3.4 York has set the target of achieving Net zero Carbon by 2030, to do this the 

development of new residential and non-residential properties will need to make 

efforts to reduce carbon emissions.  Officers therefore request conditions in 

accordance with DLP 2018 policy CC2 –  

- A reduction of carbon emissions compared to building regulations.  

- A reduction in dwelling emission rate compared to building regulations (to 

achieve a more energy efficient building fabric). 

- Water consumption rate below building regulation requirements 

- BREEAM Excellent  

 

Design & Conservation – Archaeology  

3.5 Recommend conditions.  Reports on 6 months of monitoring have been issued 

and on-site investigations to inform the proposed mitigation.  High quality Roman 

archaeology exists beneath basement floors which is classed as a designated 

heritage asset in NPPF terms.  The monitoring shows the condition of the 

archaeology is in decline.   

3.6 Recommended conditions -  

- WSI for second phase of archaeological evaluation. 

- Mitigation following evaluation (archaeological remains management plan 

submitted, implemented and final report to be issued). 

- Foundation design to preserve at least 95% archaeology in-situ.   

- Works to riverside wall – to ensure that the hydrological link between 

archaeological deposits and the river is maintained to allow preservation of 

organic archaeological deposits and surviving features. 

- Hydrological monitoring – to preserve waterlogged deposits.  

- Photographic recording of listed buildings and buildings of merit. 

 

Design & Conservation – Conservation   

Impact on listed buildings  

3.7 The most recent revisions have further improved the setting and sustainable 

use of the listed buildings within the application site.  The revised drawings show 

retention of front windows to retained buildings (it was initially proposed to replace 

some with windows of different dimensions).  The fire strategy for 39-41 should be 

subject to a condition to ensure minimum impact on historic fabric.  Officer note – a 

fire strategy and audit of interior showing retained features would be conditions of 

the companion Listed Building Consent.  
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3.8 Less than substantial harm is identified to the setting of Grade II listed 4 

Spurriergate. Avoiding demolition of 43 Coney Street (and associated need to open 

the whole area above the below-ground sewer) in favour of a snickleway connecting 

to the river would have been preferable as far as the setting of 4 Spurriergate is 

concerned. 

Conservation Area  

3.9 Officers identify low to medium harm to the conservation area due to the 

proposed demolition and comprehensive development of rear plots.  The proposed 

townscape does not preserve or enhance the character of appearance of the 

Central Historic Core Conservation Area (CA) (because it does not respect historic 

plot shapes and the urban grain).   

3.10 Urban grain - The proposal merges all plots, in groups of 3-4. Whilst a change, 

this is not uncharacteristic; (at the site) Nos. 23-24, 25-27 and 35-37 Coney Street 

(this leaves the unlisted 29-31 & Grade II 33 where leisure unit 3 is proposed), as 

well as later development along the riverfront, set a precedent for merging deep 

building plots. That said, historically, merged plots reinforced their boundary lines 

and retained the relationship between river and street. The proposal emphasises the 

river front by merging built mass and roofscapes across the historic plotlines but 

leaving the depth of the plots empty (i.e. introducing courtyards). The resulting urban 

grain runs perpendicular to the historic one (of deep building plots running down to 

the river) and it seems alien to the CA. 

3.11 Massing – To respect the existing townscape between Coney Street and the 

river and preserving wider views (due to the current masing of buildings on the 

riverside, this arrangement affords wider views of the varied roofscape; a strong 

positive characteristic of the central historic core CA, as identified in the area 

appraisal) generally 4 storey along Coney Street and a careful mix of 4-5 storey 

along the riverside (taking into account topography and lower ground levels closer to 

the river) was recommended. The existing river front building in Zone 4 (Boots) is 

noted as a detractor in the CA character appraisal. Whilst the reduced roof heights 

of the proposed Zone 4 still somewhat exceed expectations, the overall design and 

the setting back of the building from the riverfront is a visual improvement; on 

balance, agree that the impact on the CA of this element is minor.    

 
Design & Conservation – Design  

3.12 The proposal was previously assessed (comments 09/02/2024) as having 

substantial harm to the conservation area (CA). These harms are reassessed 
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following submission of the current scheme.  The harm to the CA is now regarded 

as being in the mid-range of less than substantial.  Despite the improvements of the 

current scheme officers are unable to support the proposal on architectural design, 

master-planning, and CA grounds. This is not considering any public benefits (which 

should be weighed against harm when assessing the scheme according to the 

NPPF).  

Urban Grain  

3.13 The rear of buildings in zone 3 are late 20th century extensions The plot 

subdivision loss remains in the scheme, by organising space planning of the 

riverfront new build at right angles to historic grain crossing all historic plots with 

single floor slabs on upper floors.  The reduction in massing of the current scheme 

has helped make the external architectural expression of a row of plots look more 

convincing, because of more dramatic height variation. In Zone 4 current building 

WH Smiths has combined two former rear plots into one. The current Boots building 

combined four into one (although it’s a bit hard to tell as plot development is 

complex).  The proposal goes further in combining all into one floorplate on upper 

levels, albeit losing some building footprint in creating new Waterloo Place.  The 

proposal is therefore an erosion of important historic townscape character. The fact 

that important character is already eroded makes the character more precious to 

retain and/or repair.  

3.14 Proposed new road Waterloo Place is uncharacteristically even wider than 

Coney St, rather than the more modest back-route scale it should be to reflect 

historic character/pattern. Its width is generated out of an easement that 

materialises once the existing Boots building is demolished, awkwardly exposing a 

long blank side elevation that was never meant to be revealed as it slices down to 

the river. It coincidentally needs to be this wide to achieve adequate daylight when 

flanked by proposals of this height. So, if we accept that Boots demolition is an 

intrinsic economic part of this proposal, we accept the nature of new Waterloo Place 

as proposed and it can be seen in some ways as a version of Duncombe Place or 

Parliament Street.  For the public there are substantial benefits of making new public 

spaces and these would be legible wide spaces that should feel genuinely public, 

subject to confirmation on any private seating spaces etc.  Officer note – a legal 

agreement would be imposed to approve extent of public access. 

Massing  

3.15 A middle section of the proposed riverfront building has reduced by two floors 

in the current scheme. This tips the balance so there are more lower forms than high 
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forms. This has beneficial impacts.  The large parts are still unusually tall when 

considering the whole of the varied riverfront here, but they have a benefit of 

softening to a degree the current crude slab like at the edge of the site (rear of Next) 

by roughly flanking its height with more articulated forms.  

3.16 In Zone 4 in the current scheme a floor has been removed from the riverside 

elevation, the southern block has changed in material and massing is more 

articulated.  These amendments make the development appear less monolithic and 

it better respects the choppy sea of pitched roofs found in the conservation area.  

Townscape / Riverside views  

3.17 If accepting a development of this size, the architectural proposal has many 

good qualities and the huge complexity of the ambition is admirable.  There are not 

concerns by the regular rectangular shape of the riverside elevation.  How the whole 

riverside composition appears between the two bridges, and in this an addition of a 

section of rectangular shape (without parallel pitch roof or gable front) is appropriate.  

Overall roof treatment  

3.18 Whilst pitched roof looking from the outside there are large areas of flat roof. 

These should probably be brown or pebble finished to colour coordinate with a 

unifying grey of slate mansard style top floor.  Officer note – roof materials would be 

subject to approval on both conservation and ecology grounds.    

 

Design & Conservation - Ecology  

3.19 The development will be beneficial to local ecology, through the provision of 

green roofs and soft landscaping. It is however recommended that the applicant 

continues to work with a consultant ecologist to ensure the ecological 

enhancements recommended within the Ecological Appraisal (refer to section 8.0 

Species Appraisal) are included with the final design.  

3.20 Due to the proximity of the River Ouse and the complexity of the site’s built 

environment, the provision of a construction management plan (CEMP) is 

recommended to minimise and mitigate the potential impacts of construction works 

on ecology. 

3.21 Although the proposed work is to take place in phases, a site wide CEMP is 

required to ensure and on-going ecological constraints and bordering features, such 

as the River Ouse, are afforded appropriate protection. It is also recommended that 
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the CEMP is viewed as a working document and is reviewed and updated per phase 

to ensure its relevancy. 

3.22 Lighting - with the aim of maintaining and improving foraging and commuting 

habitats for bats, limiting light spill onto the River Ouse and protecting new 

ecological features, a sensitive lighting scheme should be incorporated.  

 

Design & Conservation – Landscape  

3.23 All the riverside tree planting would need to be in planters (due to the riverside 

wall and required flood water storage provided below the river walkway).   Officer 

note - trees can be accommodated without planters along Waterloo Place outside of 

the sewer easement.  Unfortunately, this means that the trees would not attain a 

substantial mature size. The scale of the trees would therefore be relatively small 

compared to the existing Hornbeam and other trees on this part of the river that 

have recently been removed.  Officers had recommended that the number of trees 

could compensate for the loss, specially of the Hornbeam which has a TPO, but 

since concept stage the number of trees proposed along the riverside has reduced 

slightly.    

3.24 The riverside ‘space’ is linear, parallel with, and sandwiched in between, the 

building blocks and the river.  It would perform better as garden space relating to 

historic plots if the spaces were more generous. Deeper gardens moving up the 

slope would also allow more substantial tree planting. 

3.25 In terms of the scheme more details of planting and maintenance would be 

required.   

- Zone 3 is adequate as a riverside walkway with seating. 

- Zone 4 riverside space has deteriorated since the last iteration – both 

aesthetically and functionally; and in its relationship with the scale of the 

proposed building. 

- The level changes along Waterloo Place are simplified to better effect (boulders 

within the landscaping are not necessary & omission recommended). 

 

Lead Local Flood Authority  

3.26 No objection subject to conditions  which require; provision of mitigation 

measures (detailed in the flood risk assessment) to prevent increased flood risk 

elsewhere; no surface water discharge until the approved surface water drainage 

scheme is approved and installed; approval of detailed drainage strategy. 
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Highway Network Management  

3.27 Officers raised objections as follows –  

- Disabled parking provision is adequate in amount but the space requires multiple 

changes of gear to access.  Officer note – this is an existing space and access 

between buildings; there is no scope to provide any more manoeuvring space 

and no other land at the site for car parking as the site is developed and in the 

footstreets.  

- Cycle parking - 60% provision is proposed.  This is accepted as initial provision 

but whilst the plans show room additional spaces (subject to demand) it does not 

show how many additional spaces could be provided.  It is queried if the lift in 

zone 4 would be functional as doors are on different sides.        

 

Housing Strategy  

3.28 In accordance with the proposed Local Plan Policy H7: Off Campus Purpose 

Built Student Housing, an affordable housing off site contribution would be required 

for this application.  Officers advise on the formula and for 385 student rooms the 

contribution would be £2,295,370.   

 

Public Protection  

3.29 No objection subject to conditions on the following 

- Further information and approval of the sound insulation between the ground 

floor retail/leisure use and first floor residential.  

- Further information on noise levels from any external plant/machinery and 

approval of necessary mitigation measures 

- Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP),    

- External lighting 

- Site investigation works and any required remediation of the land contamination 

- Submission and approval of details of extraction plant or machinery for treatment 

of cooking odours from any commercial units. 

 

Sport & Leisure / public realm 

3.30 No objection and no contributions sought.  Advise the Council have not 

typically sough open space related contributions when schemes have provided an 
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element of open space and/or public realm.  This scheme provides a sufficient 

degree of open space, including new public realm.   

 

EXTERNAL  

Consultation was carried out on the revised plans in May 2024  

 

Active Travel England  

Recommend approval subject to conditions regarding the cycle parking provision.   

3.31 Advise they would be in support of a commuted payment, if sought, to provide 

on-street cycle parking nearby.  Officer note – the scheme already shows 14 cycle 

spaces provided in Waterloo place.  A commuted sum is not sought in this case as 

such provision is not explicitly required under the DLP 2018 and in any event it 

would not be possible to accommodate stands outside the site reasonably close to 

the site in Coney Street due to servicing requirements.  

 

Council for British Archaeology (amenity society)   

Object (to superseded scheme). 

3.32 The designed use of around 400 student lets is dictating an architectural form 

that would create an unjustified level of harm which could be reduced by creating a 

less intensive mix of residential uses on the upper floors of the listed buildings 

specifically, but also across the site.  The viability of this, compared to less impactful 

strategies of future residential use, should be established to justify the level of harm 

to the listed buildings on Coney Street and the conservation area. 

3.33 The historic grain of the Central Shopping Area character area of YCHCCA is 

fundamental to its significance within the city in its legibility of the historic use and 

development of Coney Street and its relationship to the river for trade and 

commerce. This is identifiable from the long linear plots running between Coney 

Street and the river and the clear distinction in character between the front and rear 

of plots. Development that cuts across these lines harms this character and future 

legibility of the area’s historic grain.  To limit the effects on the significance of this 

row of listed buildings and buildings of merit, changes to floor prints should:  

- Retain the possibility to read and to experience historic boundary lines.  
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- Enable long-term, resilient uses. The resulting units should be able to be utilised 

for other residential purposes without significant alterations and further loss of 

historic fabric. Conjoining listed buildings should be minimised to conserve their 

significance as independent plots and future proof versatility into the domestic 

use of the upper floors. 

 

Environment Agency  

No objection subject to a condition 

3.34 No objection subject to a condition requiring the development and proposed 

flood mitigation is carried out as set out in the submitted Flood Risk Assessment. 

The EA also requires the applicant be made aware of the requirement for 

environmental permitting. 

 

York Conservation Area Advisory Panel  

No objection 

3.35 Welcome the major changes to the proposed development including the 

reduction in scale of some of the buildings, the better mix of pitched and flat roofed 

buildings and the improved modelling. It was considered that the majority if the 

comments & recommendations made at its meeting in December 2023 have been 

accommodated. 

 

Guildhall Planning Panel  

Object (comments dated Feb 2023 and prior to submission of latest scheme).  

3.36 Zone 4 buildings are 1 or 2 storeys too high).  Asked for improved articulation 

at the corner between Coney Street and newly created Waterloo Place.  Officer note 

– the revised plans do reduce the building heights in zone 4 and reconsider corner 

articulation between Coney Street and Waterloo Place. 

3.37 Accommodation mix – prefer to see some residential units in addition to 

student accommodation and smaller commercial units for independent traders. 

3.38 Queries as follows (followed by officer response) –  

- Will courtyards receive sufficient daylight?  
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The Building Research Establishment guide in respect of sunlight daylight is that 

properties respect the urban grain.  Small scale courtyards and intimate spaces 

are characteristic in the Central Historic Core Conservation Area.  

- Will the riverside access be restricted?  

A condition will require a suitable degree of public access.  There are intervening 

properties between zones 3 and 4 in different ownership which mean this scheme 

does not deliver a continuous walkway. 

- Will opening hours of commercial units be controlled in the interests of amenity of 

occupants of the upper floors?  

The applicants have stated commercial premises will close at 23:30.  This is a 

central city centre location with an abundance of existing premises subjected to 

licencing and not planning restrictions.  It is not reasonable or necessary to 

control opening times through the planning process. 

- Cycle stores accessible?  

There is either ramped (at an acceptable gradient) or lift access to all stores. 

- Alternative accommodation for existing traders? 

This is a commercial matter.  From a planning perspective the site is in the city 

centre where there are alternative premises and the scheme provides a variety of 

commercial spaces.   

 

Historic England  

No objection 

3.39 Broadly welcome the proposed development.  Support the principle of the mix 

of uses proposed and making the river frontage publicly accessible.  An objection 

due to the architecture of the new buildings in zone 4 (south extent) has been 

withdrawn following revised plans.  

- Townscape - note the reduction in height and more in-keeping material palette, 

but nevertheless feel that the design is not as bold or imaginative as the originally 

submitted scheme; feel that the opportunity for a more creative contemporary 

building is being missed.  

- The new block would cause less than substantial harm to the character and 

appearance of the conservation area due to its massing, design and flat roof. 

- The use of red brick as the predominant material responds more appropriately to 

the material palette of York. The removal of a storey has reduced the impact of 

the bulky appearance of the building.  

- Stepping down different parts of the Waterloo Place new build elevation serves to 

create a more visually attractive frontage. Lowering and stepping back the block 

closest to Zone 3 creates a better transition down to the buildings fronting the 

river to the rear of the listed buildings. 
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- Welcome the sympathetic proposals to renovate the shopfronts along Coney 

Street, based on surviving evidence and historic images. This will serve to 

strengthen the historic character and appearance of the streetscape.  

- No objection to the internal alterations to the Grade II listed buildings and 

buildings of merit. It is clear that the upper floors of the historic buildings are in 

need of investment and a new use. 

- Waterloo Place - wide open boulevards are not typical of York. The proposed 

width of the new access route means that it would fail to respond to the historic 

form of the alleyways and snickelways that link Coney Street and the river.  With 

creativity, a more articulated and mixed route in terms of alignment, stepped 

floorplates etc, could create an attractive and active route. 

 

3.40 Archaeology - The site is within the Area of Archaeological Importance (AAI), 

has archaeological potential for complex waterlogged deposits, and should be 

considered of national importance until demonstrated otherwise.   

- Continued ground water monitoring is essential.  

- Modifications to the river wall may have considerable effect on surviving 

waterlogged deposits. 

- Further investigation is essential and a mitigation strategy requires delivery.  The 

post evaluation analysis and publication of such is necessary before first 

occupation of the scheme.  

 

NHS 

Financial contribution sought 

3.41 Healthcare services closest to the site do not have spare capacity.  Due to 

increased demand that would result as a consequence of the development a 

financial contribution (£218,439) is requested.  The contribution would fund health 

infrastructure development either at the York central or within the existing York 

Medical Group Primary Care Network to accommodate the additional population 

created by the proposed development.  Officer note – contributions have not been 

sought by the Council for PBSA schemes as this is not a permanent residence of 

occupants and as the universities also provide medical facilities.   

 

North Yorkshire Police  

No objection 
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3.42 Commented in relation to designing out crime. The student entrances are 

supported, it is considered that this arrangement will be safer than having secluded 

accesses provided deeper in the scheme. The lighting proposed is acceptable as it 

will ensure people’s faces will be visible thus reduce the fear of crime. 

Compartmentalisation of the cycle storage is supported as this allows greater 

guardianship so that unauthorised access is challenged. 

 

Twentieth Century Society (amenity society) 

Object.   

3.43 Advise that the WHSmith extension building is physically attached to Grade II 

listed 39 and 41 Coney Street.  It should be regarded as a non-designated heritage 

asset.  A more thorough heritage assessment to justify demolition of the 1970’s 

addition is requested.  The 1970’s building is considered to have architectural 

qualities and is sympathetic to its setting.  Its demolition is objected to.   

 

Yorkshire Water  

3.44 No objection and recommend conditions.   

 

4.0 REPRESENTATIONS 

 

4.1 There have been 27 contributors, 12 registered as objections to the scheme. 

Summary of representations received: 

York BID  

Support 

4.2 York has missed out on recent Levelling up funding; there will be no 

immediate large scale regeneration money handed down to Councils. Coney Street 

Riverside looks to build on the street's long heritage as a thriving hub of commerce, 

culture and community whilst opening it up through new access routes and 

reconnecting this vital area of the city with the River Ouse.  This mixed use of the 

buildings is vitally important, as York city centre needs people living and working in 

the city to support the business community. This will make the city more sustainable 

in the long run and less reliant on the peaks and troughs of tourism.  
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York Civic Trust  

Support  

4.3 Raised initial concerns/objections to the scheme but support the revised 

proposals. The accumulation of properties along the street/river by the developer 

presents a once-in-a-century opportunity for the city to affect positive change here. It 

can reconnect historic association between Coney Street and the river following a 

century of disconnection. It can create of a new community in the heart of the city. 

The principle of the upper floor levels on Coney Street is supportable as 'above 

shop' reuse, especially of listed buildings, believing this is the best way to maintain 

historic properties.   

4.4 Zone 4's building height has been lowered and is now approximately the same 

height as the parapet of the building it most resembles architecturally, No.2 Low 

Ousegate ('Linley & Simpsons'), which the Trust previously recommended as a 

maximum height. It is also now lower than the parapet of No.19 Coney Street.   

York Georgian Society  

Object (to superseded scheme). 

- Loss of plan form to listed buildings.  

- Form and scale of new development in Zone 4 out of character on riverside 

setting and junction between Coney Street and Waterloo Place uncomfortable in 

the street scene.  

4.5 The objection was received in 2023.  Since the comments the scheme has 

been revised.  The amendments sought to address the concerns raised.  In the 

listed buildings the interconnections between buildings has been removed (with 

individual staircases in each property), Zone 4 has been reduced in scale and the 

architectural treatment of the corner with Coney Street reconsidered.   

York & North Yorkshire Chamber of Commerce 

Support  

- On a social level it will breathe new life into one of York's most historic and famed 

streets, as well as vastly improving accessibility. 

- On an economic level, there is a hugely compelling case for its being granted 

approval. An independent report from respected planning firm and economic 

development consultants has shown the Coney Street plan would deliver £175m 

in economic benefits to York over the next 15 years. It demonstrates that for 

every £1 invested, £3.93 would be generated for York - a superb return. 
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Further Public Comments: 

- Linking of Coney Street to riverside is a positive. 

- Riverside frontage no more than a walkway connecting leisure units. 

- Support for composition of uses proposed.  Objections to the loss of larger 

commercial uses for high street retailers.  These are the types of stores local 

residential would prefer.  

- Value in the rear extension to WH Smith and preference for retention as part of 

the scheme. 

- The introduction of additional noise sensitive residential uses in close vicinity to 

the existing longstanding, lawful noise generating late-night leisure venues will 

increase the potential for complaints by the new residents in respect of these 

established late-night uses. 

- Objection from owners of 35-37 Coney Street (which lies between the two 

development zones.  The proposed redevelopment plans rely on incorporating 

the rear of Nos. 35-37 Coney Street to provide access along the river to the 

development plots. Oppose this principle; the owners propose future 

redevelopment at the rear of this site for residential use. This land is not available 

to the applicant and cannot be relied upon to provide future access between their 

development sites. 

- Proposals change the ambience of the city, will the proposal cause flooding, will 

tourist be able to enjoy the new buildings. 

 

5.0 APPRAISAL  

 

KEY ISSUES  

  

- Principle of the development:  

- Impact on heritage assets (conservation area, listed buildings, archaeology) 

- Design  

- Amenity  

- Affordable housing 

- Promotion of sustainable transport  

- Flood risk and drainage 

- Sustainable design and construction 

- Biodiversity  

- Open space 

- Planning balance 

- Equalities assessment 
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Principle of the development (proposed uses) 

 

Commercial uses  

 

5.1 The site is on a primary shopping street.  The scheme includes a reduction in 

retail floorspace (although much of the loss is from upper floors, which are less 

desirable to operators).  

 
Existing 5,213 sqm of retail floorspace in 10 units.  
Proposed 3,884 sqm of retail and leisure floorspace in 12 units.   
 
This includes the loss of larger retail units –  
 

19 Coney Street   Next 1,342 sqm 

39-41 Coney Street WH Smith 1,090 sqm 

43 Coney Street  Boots 1,279 sqm  

 

5.2 Of the proposed 12 retail units one large retail unit is proposed – unit 1 with 

1,130 sqm.  Units 7 and 8 could be combined (subject to demand) and provide 658 

sqm. 

 

5.3 As part of the amendments through the process the entrances to the Student 

accommodation (in each zone) have moved onto Coney Street. The entrances to 

the student accommodation will be through what had historically been shop-fronts 

and the design would repair and refurbish these elements.  

 

5.4 NPPF paragraph 85 states planning decisions should help create the 

conditions in which businesses can invest and significant weight should be placed 

on the need to support economic growth and productivity, taking into account both 

local business needs and wider opportunities for development. Planning decisions 

should support the role that town centres play, by taking a positive approach to their 

growth, management and adaptation (paragraph 86 of the NPPF).  

 

5.5 DLP 2018 Policy SS3 relates to York City Centre. The City Centre is identified 

as a priority area for a range of employment uses and is fundamental to delivering 

the plans economic vision. During the plan period it will be the principal location for 

the delivery of economic growth in the tourism, leisure and cultural sectors. Policy 

SS3 states that within the City Centre, retail use (class E) and food and drink units 

(class E) are acceptable in principle within the designated primary shopping area. 
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5.6 Policy SS3 also encourages enhancements to the setting of the River Ouse 

and River Foss and their frontages, turning them into attractive, vibrant and bustling 

environments with improved access to the riverside and linkages to other parts of 

the city centre.  The Central Historic Core Conservation Area Appraisal also 

identifies as an opportunity more riverside public spaces similar to that by the City 

Screen cinema.     

 

5.7 Since 1st September 2020, retail units (previously use class A1) and 

restaurants and cafes (previously A3) are now within the same use class (E). A 

change within the same use class does not require planning permission unless a 

previous extant planning condition or legal agreement restricts the use.  Retail 

provision within York City Centre is protected under policy R3 of the DLP (2018). 

Policy R3 states proposals for other main town centre uses (including food, drink 

and entertainment uses as part of a vibrant evening economy) will be supported 

where they:  

 

- Are complementary to the Primary Shopping Area’s (PSA) retail function and 

contribute to the viability of the city centre 

- Have active frontages to reflect the character of the PSA and 

- Would not have a detrimental impact on the overall character and amenity of 

the PSA. 

 

5.8 The site lies within a primary shopping frontage and as such consideration 

must be given to the impact the development would have on this designation. Policy 

R3 of the Draft Local Plan (2018) states “proposals that would involve the loss, by 

change of use or redevelopment of class E ground floor space (shops) will generally 

be resisted. However, proposals for other uses may be permitted if it can be 

demonstrated that: 

 

i. the proposal has an active frontage and contributes to the vitality and viability 

of the primary shopping frontage; the proposed uses will provide a service 

direct to members of the public and can demonstrate a comparable footfall 

generation to retail use; 

ii. the proposal will have an attractive shop front which contributes positively to 

the appearance of the street; 

iii. the proposal would not result in non-retail uses being grouped together in such 

a way that would undermine the retail role of the street; 
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iv. a minimum of 70% class E uses will be required unless it can be demonstrated 

that it would be beneficial to the vitality and viability of the primary shopping 

frontage; 

v. the proposal does not prevent upper floors from being effectively used, 

including the possibility of independent use; and 

vi. there are not a large proportion of vacant ground floor premises in the 

immediate street”. 

 

5.9 At present the buildings on-site are in Class E use, with ground floor retail 

space with ancillary uses to the upper floors. The proposals involve the modification 

of the existing retail units to revert to the historic footprint, creating smaller shops. In 

addition to these the proposal also includes creating two larger units within Zone 4 

to provide a varied retail offer.  The scheme also provides two additional street 

frontages (Waterloo Place / Riverside walkway) and Waterloo Place which are all 

beneficial to the retail function of the area.  The student entrances are minor in 

scale, they would still include an active frontage and follow the advice of R3 which 

seeks to retain or provide upper floor access so they can be effectively used.  The 

entrance are minor and appropriate in scale and given the contribution to vitality and 

viability the provision of accommodation on the upper floors, would have a positive 

effect overall.  

 

5.10 The proposals will reduce the number of retail units but will provide new 

hospitality and leisure units and repurposing of upper floors. New active frontages 

are proposed along Waterloo Place and the riverside and the existing frontages 

along Coney Street are not detrimentally affected.  Service type uses are all 

contained at a lower ground floor level so each unit contains an active frontage onto 

the street.  All the criteria in policy R3 (above) are satisfied and the scheme is 

consistent with local and national policies in respect of the vitality and viability of city 

centres.      

 

5.11 The amendments through the process now include a variety of retail spaces 

and other uses that contribute in a positive way to the vitality and viability of the 

centre.  City Development have advised that some demand for larger units in the 

city centre and a condition is recommended (to continue to provide a choice in retail 

offer) to prevent subdivision of the largest retail unit proposed in 19 Coney Street.  

The composition of uses is appropriate when applying criteria in policy R3.    

 

Student accommodation (PBSA) 
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5.12 Upper floors are to be utilised as student accommodation. The revised 

scheme includes 358 rooms.  DLP 2018 policy H7 establishes the locational criteria 

for private PBSA off campus and requires sites to be appropriately located to 

achieve good access to education institutions.  The NPPF is broadly more 

supportive of economic growth to meet identified need; section 11: making effective 

use of land requires promoting effective use of land to meet need for housing and 

other uses, making as much use as possible of previously developed land and in 

decision-making giving substantial weight to such development proposals.  Section 

6 requires significant weight to be given to economic growth.  

 

5.13 The site is situated in central York. Coney Street is in close proximity to York 

St John University (approx. 0.75km) and has good access to the University of York 

(approx. 3km as the crow flies). The site is highly accessible to many bus routes 

beyond the pedestrianised area and connections via cycle path. 

 

5.14 Policy H7 also requires applications to demonstrate the need for the student 

accommodation. At paragraph 5.47 of the Explanation to the policy, it states: 

“Whilst it is recognised that counting students can be difficult and student numbers 

can vary depending on what source or definition is used, applicants should present 

a proven need for student housing by providing an assessment of: 

- existing and likely future student numbers and numbers requiring accommodation 

taking into account the proportion of students who study from home 

- a review of the current level of provision, including the level of vacancies and the 

quality of accommodation 

- the likely future supply of accommodation based on extant planning permissions 

and estate strategies of the relevant education provider.” 

 

5.15 Paragraph 5.48 of the explanation to the policy makes it clear that the 

assessment should relate to full-time students. The assessment submitted with the 

application includes projects numbers of all students. Notwithstanding the distortion 

that inclusion of these figures causes, it is accepted that there remains an unmet 

need for PBSA in York. 

 

5.16 Modifications to policy H7 also require the student bedrooms to be subject to 

nomination agreements.  The modifications to the policy can only be given limited 

weight because they are subject to objections. No information has been provided to 

demonstrate compliance with this provision. The agent for the application has 

however outlined why they think this element of the policy has no weight.  

Nominations are also reliant on university approval which is not necessarily 
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controllable by the applicants. In this instance given the outstanding objections to 

this element of the policy it is not considered necessary in this instance to require 

nomination information.  

 

5.17 Modification MM5.17 requires new student accommodation to make a financial 

contribution towards delivering affordable housing in the City, based on a 

standardised formula, as follows: Average York Property Price – Average York 

Fixed RP Price x 2.5% = OSFC per student bedroom. It is considered that the 

principle of requiring a financial contribution to affordable housing meets the 

statutory tests established by Regulation 122 of the Community Infrastructure Levy 

Regulations 2010 and is a justified policy requirement. The affordable housing 

contribution is covered in more detail below in this report, in the section titled 

affordable housing.  

 

Conclusions 

 

5.18 Overall, in terms of the principal of development, the development is seen as 

positive from an economic perspective and supports the York Economic Strategy 

2022-32’s objective to future-proof city centre space by adapting spaces that are 

currently under-used such as upper floors.  

 

5.19 The general principle of the new uses can be supported and will support and 

enhance an important section of the PSA in York City Centre. A mixed use will 

enhance the daytime and night-time economy.  The principle of development 

therefore accords with the economic and social objectives of the NPPF in respect of 

the economy and supporting vibrant communities and delivering a range of homes 

and DLP 2018 policy SS3 which relates to the city centre and its role in achieving 

the economic and social aspiration of the plan.  In applying the NPPF (specifically 

paragraphs 85 and 124) the decision-maker must give significant weight to the 

economic benefits of the scheme and substantial weight to the delivery of housing 

that meets an identified need.   

 

Impact on Heritage Assets 

 

5.20 The site is within the Central Historic Core Conservation Area, area 11 Central 

Shopping Area.  The following buildings are within the site –  

 

Zone 2 
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19 Coney Street (Next etc) – building of merit (as identified in the Central Historic 

Core Conservation Area) which is to be converted.  

 

Zone 3 

21 Coney Street – building of merit 

23 Coney Street – Grade II 

25-27 Coney Street – Grade II  

29-31 Coney Street - unlisted 

33 Coney Street – grade II 

 

Demolition is proposed for a later rear extension and the unlisted building at 29-31 

Coney Street.    

 

Zone 4   

39-41 (WH Smith) – Grade II listed.  

43 (Boots) – unlisted – the rear / riverside section identified as a detractor in the 

conservation area appraisal.   

 

Demolition proposed of rear section of 39-41 and entirety of 43. 

 

5.21 The site is in the designated City Centre Area of Archaeological Importance. 

NPPF Footnote 72 of para.206 states that ‘Non-designated heritage assets of 

archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to 

scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies for designated 

heritage assets’. The archaeological deposits are of national significance.   

 
5.22 In terms of building retention (opposed to demolition) the NPPF in section 14 

(meeting the challenge of climate change …) states the planning system should 

encourage the reuse of existing resources, including the conversion of existing 

buildings.  For the historic environment NPPF paragraph 213 states “not all 

elements of a Conservation Area … will necessarily contribute to its significance. 

Loss of a building (or other element) which makes a positive contribution to the 

significance of the Conservation Area … should be treated either as substantial 

harm under paragraph 207 or less than substantial harm under paragraph 208, as 

appropriate”.  

   
5.23 In zone 3 the listed buildings are originally houses, which have been merged 

and extended over time, and evolved into commercial units.  The key significance 

lies in evidence of the original form and use, evidence of historic plot form and 
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hierarchy of buildings and architectural interest.  There is no harm to significance as 

a consequence of the demolition proposed.  The character and appearance of the 

Conservation Area benefits from the views afforded across the site of historic 

townscape and roofscape.  In zone 4 the buildings to be demolished have a neutral 

to negative impact on significance. 

 

Assessment  

 

Significance 

 

5.24 The management strategy for the Central Historic Core Conservation Area is 

an important reference in shaping large scale redevelopment schemes such as this.  

The advice it provides is that the design of new buildings should:  

 
- Respect the characteristics which define York’s distinctive urban form, as 

identified in the Heritage Topic Paper. For example: building lines, historic street 

patterns, building scale, plot and block dimensions.  In this respect the overview 

for the Central Historic Core Conservation Area states significance includes a 

tremendous diversity of architectural styles and phases causing constantly 

changing variety and juxtapositions in the townscape.  

- Respect local building heights.  

- Place importance on the design of roofs and the roofscape: these are often in 

effect another public frontage because they are often highly visible from raised 

viewpoints (walls, Clifford’s Tower, the Minster), and new development should 

contribute positively to the character of York’s distinctive skyline in this respect.  

- Preserve existing views and look to create interesting new ones.  

- Seek to add to the variety and texture of the Conservation Area, which is one of 

its defining characteristics. 

 

5.25 Historic England advice is that a key aspect of the strong urban form is the rich 

townscape. The significance of this is the highly attractive environment with a 

distinctive ‘grain’ which is characterised by compact planning, intimate streets and 

spaces, views both grand and incidental.  The roofscape and skyline are vital parts 

of the character of the townscape. This is due to its pre-industrial character - a sea 

of tiled roofs dominated by the towers and steeples of the Minster and churches - 

and its prominence in the public experience from the elevated viewpoints of the City 

Walls and Clifford’s Tower. 

 

Page 52



 

Application Reference Number: 22/02525/FULM  Item No: 5a 

5.26 The Conservation Area has evolved over time and the current situation is that 

over the 20th century large scale retail/commercial spaces have grown, this has 

resulted in merged plots and some loss of historic urban grain.  The Historic 

England advice notes the site at present detracts from the historic character of York 

due to the ad-hoc accumulation of bulky, mainly utilitarian extensions to the ‘back of 

house’ shops fronting onto Coney Street. This has created an unattractive edge to 

the river.   

 

5.27 DLP 2018 Policy SS3 includes an aspiration to enhance the setting of the 

River Ouse and its frontage creating an attractive, vibrant and bustling environment 

with improved access to the riverside.  The conservation area appraisal identifies an 

opportunity to provide increased public access to the riverside. The conservation 

area appraisal states - “Intermittent access to the riverside is part of the historic 

character of the area. However, there are certain places where intervention could 

create more riverside public spaces similar to that by the City Screen Cinema. This 

would require co-operation from a number of private owners but the benefits are 

potentially great”. 

 

5.28 The application site, in public viewpoints from the opposite side of the river, 

Ouse and Lendal bridges is not attractive.  The buildings in zone 4 are not of an 

architectural style, shape or scale harmonious with the more historic context of 

Coney Street.  The rear of no.43 (Boots) is identified as a detractor in the 

Conservation Area appraisal.  Riverside buildings in zone 3 are lower and more 

discreet, this allows views of the historic and varied roofscape beyond, but the self-

seeded trees and low profile of the buildings do not formally address the river.  

However (and as considered by Historic England) there are positive characteristics 

that contribute to the significance of the area; the site still retains a sense of the 

long, narrow historic plots that ran down to the river and due to the subservient scale 

of certain buildings in public views the historic townscape and skyline can be 

appreciated, specifically in zone 3.   

 

Impact on significance  

 

Conservation Area (CA) 

 

5.29 The demolition proposed is not objected to in principle.  It removes unlisted 

buildings and structures that are either late 20th century and/or functional extensions 

of proportions that do not respect the domestic scale of the listed buildings fronting 

Coney Street.  It is acknowledged this presents a regeneration opportunity to deliver 
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an enhanced riverside setting.  The assessment is therefore whether the proposed 

scheme is overall beneficial or harmful to the Central Historic Core Conservation 

Area (its historic and architectural significance) and if there is less than substantial 

harm, whether this outweighed by the public benefits of the scheme (whilst giving 

great weight to conservation as required by NPPF para.205); this follows the 

approach contained in NPPF section 16 in respect conserving and enhancing the 

historic environment.  The assessment of whether the benefits outweigh the harm is 

at the end of section 5 of this report, as part of the overall planning balance.      

 

5.30 The harms which have been identified as a consequence of the scheme –  

 

Zone 3  

 

- Harm to legibility of historic urban grain because the proposed leisure units 
fronting the riverside span across multiple historic plots and are taller than 
existing buildings.  Legibility is eroded because new buildings are taller and more 
dominant thereby reducing views through to the rear elevations of the 
original/frontage buildings.  The appearance of primary forms facing the street 
with lower rear extensions and gardens leading to the river, giving a clear 
hierarchy of historic plot width and development is reduced. 

- Loss of wider views beyond the riverside buildings due to replacement buildings 

being of a higher scale. 

 

5.31 The level of harm is regarded as less than substantial and at the lower end of 

the scale.  The existing development (which is modern and to be replaced) cuts 

across multiple plots.  The level of harm to loss of wider views is very low.  The 

height of the new riverside buildings is varied; between 5 and 3.5 storey in height 

and regarded as appropriate in the historic townscape (taking into account form and 

articulation and referencing historic plot widths).  This variation retains a degree of 

views beyond these buildings of the townscape beyond.  Whilst some loss of views 

of the frontage buildings on Coney Street would still occur, this is of rear elevations; 

not typically exposed to public views in the historic core.      

 

Zone 4  

 

- The buildings do not restore, but further deviate from historic plan form (Design & 

Conservation Officers are now satisfied with the scale and massing of Zone 4).  

- The side elevation of 4 Spurriergate would be exposed due to the creation of 

Waterloo Place.  
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5.32 Waterloo Place would be a new street leading down to the river.  Its width has 

been subject to adverse comments because it does not adhere to the narrow width 

of historic snickleways and side streets in this section of the central historic core and 

it would expose the side elevation of the neighbouring listed building.  The width is 

determined by the Yorkshire Water sewer beneath and their easement 

requirements.  The constraint allows for a public space, opposed to a narrow side 

street, which would be a substantial benefit and as revised the proposed building 

that would front it has been given a human scale through its architectural treatment.  

The treatment of the corner that would be viewed from Coney Street, which was 

originally subject to adverse comment, has been re-designed and the Council’s 

design team is satisfied with the current approach.  The creation of this new public 

realm is regarded to be beneficial overall.  The public benefits clearly outweigh the 

harm that would result from exposing the side elevation of Grade II listed 4 

Spurriergate.       

 

The proposals for zone 4 are also regarded as causing less than substantial harm, 

at the lower end of the scale.  For both plots when assessing loss, regard must be 

given to the scheme as a whole.   

 

Listed Buildings  

 

5.33 The impact on individual listed buildings on site is not regarded to be harmful.  

In the revised plans their original plan form is respected and plot widths legible in the 

listed buildings fronting Coney Street.  The scheme has been revised to preserve 

and enhance architectural interest and importance.  Later rear additions (of 

unsympathetic scale) to buildings are removed and (although later additions) 

shopfronts are improved.  Whilst harm to the CA has been identified there is not 

harm to the setting of listed buildings identified primarily because the buildings 

affected have already had their settings affected by large scale rear extensions of 

commercial design.  Works to a degree reverse this harm, provide relief to original 

facades and external amenity space is provided which is beneficial and therefore 

overall, there is no harm to individual buildings.   

 

5.34 Less than substantial harm, at the lower end of the scale is identified to the 

setting of Grade II listed 4 Spurriergate because the side elevation is exposed as a 

consequence of demolition of 43 Coney Street and creation of Waterloo Place.    

 

Archaeology 

 

Page 55



 

Application Reference Number: 22/02525/FULM  Item No: 5a 

5.35 In applying the NPPF due to the significance of the archaeology that would be 

affected it is subject to the policies for designated heritage assets. 

 

5.36 Policy D6 of the DLP 2018 supports development proposals that affect 

archaeological features and deposits where: 

 

i. They are accompanied by an evidence-based heritage statement that 

describes the significance of the archaeological deposits affected and that 

includes a desk-based assessment and, where necessary, reports on intrusive 

and non-intrusive surveys of the application site and its setting; including 

characterisation of waterlogged organic deposits, if present: 

ii. They will not result in harm to the significances of the site or its setting; 

iii. They are designed to enhance or better reveal the significance of an 

archaeological site or will help secure a sustainable future for an 

archaeological site at risk; and 

iv. Harm to archaeological deposits is unavoidable, detailed mitigation measures 

have been agreed with City of York Council that include, where appropriate, 

provision for deposit monitoring, investigation, recording, analysis, publication, 

archive deposition and community involvement. 

 

5.37 The text associated with the policy notes that within the historic core, 

substantial harm is defined as greater than 5% disturbance to buried archaeological 

deposits. This enables development to take place on a site where sensitive deposits 

were present while limiting destruction to up to 5% of the deposits on the site. The 

policy has been developed using the evidence base document York Development 

and Archaeology Study 1991.  

 

Assessment on archaeology impacts  

 

5.38 Sufficient investigation has taken place given the stage of the scheme and 
constraints of the site.  This includes desk-based assessments and on-site 
investigation, including 6 months of hydrological monitoring.  The monitoring is 
ongoing and would be required for a 5-year period if the scheme were to progress.   
 
5.39 In accordance with local policy a foundation design will be required to limit loss 
of archaeology.  
 
5.40 An archaeological remains management plan has been submitted (April 2024). 
This will be amended following the 2nd phase of evaluation and competition of 12-
month hydrological monitoring.  Planning conditions can secure a mitigation strategy 
that follows local policy.  The mitigation measures would be undertaken following the 
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investigation and conditions require this work is published and added to the historic 
environment record (HER).  The conditions recommended by the Council’s 
archaeologist in section 3 of this report would be included.     
 

Design 

 
5.41 The NPPF in respect of achieving well-designed and beautiful places in 

paragraph 135 advises decisions should ensure places –  

 
- Function well and add to the overall quality of the area. 

- Are visually attractive as a result of good architecture, layout and appropriate and 

effective landscaping. 

- Are sympathetic to local character and history while not preventing or 

discouraging appropriate innovation or change (such as increased densities). 

- Optimise the potential of the site to accommodate and sustain an appropriate 

amount and mix of development. 

- Create places which are safe inclusive and accessible.   

 
5.42 In respect of innovation and change the management strategy for the Central 

Historic Core Conservation Area is an important reference in shaping large scale 

redevelopment schemes such as this.  The advice it provides is that the design of 

new buildings should -   

 
- Respect local building heights.  

- Place importance on the design of roofs and the roofscape: these are often in 

effect another public frontage because they are often highly visible from raised 

viewpoints (walls, Clifford’s Tower, the Minster), and new development should 

contribute positively to the character of York’s distinctive skyline in this respect.  

- Preserve existing views and look to create interesting new ones.  

- Seek to add to the variety and texture of the Conservation Area, which is one of 

its defining characteristics. 

 
5.43 The scheme does broadly adhere to the above advice for new development in 

the Central Historic Core Conservation Area.  The amount of PBSA within the 

scheme does follow the NPPF policies in that they encourage optimising the 

potential of sites and making effective use of land; specifically in the context of 

meeting housing need.   The scheme would contain a composition of uses which 

would add to the overall quality of the area.  The architectural treatment of buildings 

seeks to deliver a visually sympathetic scheme whilst providing a mix and amount of 

uses, necessary to make the scheme viable.  
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5.44 Given the existing composition of buildings on site there is evidentially an 

opportunity for new development that regenerates the area; to provide riverside 

access and continue the formal arrangement of fronting the river, as provided by the 

Guildhall and the very highly regarded regeneration project between the Guildhall 

and the application site (Former Yorkshire Herald building / City Screen cinema and 

other buildings which the CA appraisal advises is one of the best examples of 

contemporary architecture in the area).  The scheme would deliver a riverside 

walkway and positive formal frontage to the river.  Although it does not honestly 

restore the original urban grain, due to the variation in articulation and massing of 

the proposed scheme, it would sit comfortably in its context and retain and 

contribute to the variety and texture of the conservation area.  The scheme is of a 

scale and massing that the conservation areas requests in terms of preserving 

views of the varied townscape and roofscape and creating new interesting views.  In 

design terms and NPPF paragraph 135 advice the scheme has multiple positive 

aspects, most importantly in terms of how it affects the riverside elevation and its 

provision of new public realm.      

5.45 As summarised in the impacts on heritage section the scheme has been 

revised to address key design issues brought up in consultation; the scale and 

massing of buildings fronting the riverside, detailing of listed buildings, the use of 

materials characteristic to the conservation area and articulation of the new 

Waterloo Place elevation.  

 

Secure by design  

5.46 A condition can be used to cover secure by design measures.  The plans and 

submitted design and access reports illustrate that secure by design has been 

considered taking into account access controls into buildings, covered and secure 

cycle parking, lighting design and increased levels of natural surveillance.      

 

Amenity 

 

5.47 Policy D1 of the 2018 Draft Plan requires that residential amenity is 

considered so that residents living nearby are not unduly affected by noise, 

disturbance, overlooking or overshadowing. This is in conformity with NPPF 

para.135 which requires that development have a high standard of amenity for 

existing and future users. 
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Surrounding occupants  

5.48 The scheme is regarded not to have an adverse impact on the amenity of 

neighbouring residents.  To its northern extent (zone 3) 19 Coney Street is 

converted and does not materially change in form or scale.  Where student rooms 

look outward towards no.17 they are towards a generally blank side elevation and 

rooftop of the neighbouring commercial unit.  Beyond the southern side of the site 

(zone 4) neighbouring buildings have commercial rear outshots with no windows.  

There are no overlooking issues and the proposed new riverside blocks would not 

be over-dominant or imposing in any way over existing buildings.   

 

Future occupants  

5.49 NPPF Paragraph 129c refers to making effective use of land and states local 

planning authorities should refuse applications which they consider fail to make 

efficient use of land, taking into account the NPPF policies. In this context, when 

considering applications for housing, authorities should take a flexible approach in 

applying policies or guidance relating to daylight and sunlight, where they would 

otherwise inhibit making efficient use of a site (as long as the resulting scheme 

would provide acceptable living standards. The BRE (British Research 

Establishment) guidance on site layout for daylight and sunlight advocates building 

at a density that respects its context. 

5.50 Amenity of future residents of the building is restricted in places (due to 

existing site constraints) but is regarded to be acceptable and not out of character in 

such a central location in the historic core.   

5.51 At 19 Coney Street looking northward on the lower floors windows to student 

rooms are only around 2m from the neighbouring side wall and in the internal 

courtyard windows are 3.3m to 4.3 apart.  Rooms are all single aspect.  However, 

19 Coney Street is a conversion and subject to existing site constraints.  Where new 

build is proposed in zones 3 and 4 separation distances in the courtyard areas 

range from 6.7m at a pinch point to a typical separation of between 9m to 12m.  This 

range and variety is typical of the context and therefore acceptable.   

5.52 There are a mix of studio apartments and clusters of ensuite rooms with 

communal living/kitchen areas.  The rooms are supplemented by communal amenity 

space; 836 sqm internal space is provided and 560 sqm external space.  There is 

communal amenity space on each floor.    
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5.53 A noise assessment has been undertaken; it evidences that with the required 

mitigation / noise insulation measures internal noise levels will achieve national 

standards (mitigation will be secured through condition).  Public protection 

mentioned noise transfer between floors and different uses, however this is a matter 

covered by the building regulations.   

5.54 Student room sizes are acceptable and consistent with those in approved 

schemes in York.  The communal amenity space is also comparable in area and 

spaced across buildings in a similar manner to other approved PBSA schemes.  The 

rooms which have kitchens included are at least 20sqm and there is a variation in 

room sizes.  The design and access statement and planning statement (May 

addendum) explains how inclusive access is provided both throughout the scheme 

and the provision of accommodation with different levels of accessibility.  7% of the 

rooms are ambulant and wheelchair accessible rooms.  These are typically provided 

in close proximity to service cores and lifts (although note there are not specific 

Building Regulations requirements in respect of the length of “approach routes” to 

individual dwellings). Rooms are of a size which means they can be adjusted to 

accommodate users specific needs on a yearly basis.       

 

Affordable housing  

 

5.55 DLP 2018 policy H7 regarding off campus purpose- built student housing, as 

modified, requires an off-site financial contribution towards delivering affordable 

housing elsewhere in the city.  The requirement is only applicable for developments 

not to be owned by the York universities.  The policy can be given moderate weight 

at most (taking into account NPPF paragraph 48) because it has unresolved 

objections.   

5.56 A policy compliant off-site contribution would be £2,134,396 (£5,962 per 

student room).  The applicants provided a viability appraisal to demonstrate the 

scheme could not afford to comply with policy H7.  Subsequently the scheme was 

revised and reduced to 358 student rooms (a reduction of 28 rooms) which had a 

further detrimental affect on viability.  Both the original and most recent schemes 

have been subject to a viability appraisal, which have been subject to independent 

review by a valuer and quantity surveyor appointed to act on behalf of the Council. 

5.57 National planning guidance explains the role of viability assessments; a 

process of assessing whether a site is financially viable, by looking at whether the 

value generated by a development is more than the cost of developing it. This 
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includes looking at the key elements of - gross development value, costs, land 

value, landowner premium, and developer return.  

5.58 For land value, the benchmark land value is used, this is based upon the 

existing use value, allowance for a premium to the landowner (to incentivise the sale 

and takes into account the implications of abnormal costs; site-specific infrastructure 

costs; and professional site fees). The guidance states that “where viability 

assessment is used to inform decision making under no circumstances will the price 

paid for land be a relevant justification for failing to accord with relevant policies in 

the plan”.  A standard input is reasonable profit for a developer, of between 15% and 

20%.   

5.59 The Council’s viability review of the scheme determines that if a profit of 15% 

is allowed for, the scheme delivers a deficit of £1,319,308; the scheme is unable to 

make any s106 contributions.  In accordance with the national planning guidance it 

is recommended that a viability re-review mechanism is an obligation of panning 

permission (included in the s106 agreement).  The Council’s independent review 

(referred to in 5.66) advises –  

“Should the scheme be granted planning approval, we strongly advice that the 

Authority carry out a further review of viability at the delivery stage in order to 

accurately understand the viability of the scheme which, according to the applicants 

figures will need to change significantly in order for the development to proceed. It is 

important that the Authority retain the opportunity to recover any planning gain and 

S106 contributions that may potentially become available”.   

5.60 In accordance with previous viability re-appraisals on such large-scale sites, 

the Council would require a review to include –  

- An updated appraisal of the approved scheme, including quantity surveyor (QS) 

appraisals from suitably qualified consultants to capture actual costs and a review 

of revenue, depending on delivery i.e. whether the development is held as an 

investment or sold on completion (as is envisaged by the current appraisal).   

- An independent consultant appointed by the Council to provide a due diligence 

check of the reasonableness of the appraisal. 

- This review would form the baseline for an overage calculation to be undertaken 

at a suitable point subsequent to start on site but prior to completion. 

- A financial contribution (capped at policy compliance) would be required if the 

scheme were to achieve a profit in excess of 15%.  Any surplus in this adjusted 

appraisal would be paid as a commuted sum in lieu of affordable housing. 

- All costs to covered by the applicant.   
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Promotion of sustainable transport 

 
5.61 NPPF Paragraph 109 advises significant development should be focused on 

locations which are or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need to travel 

and offering a genuine choice of transport modes. This can help to reduce 

congestion and emissions, and improve air quality and public health.  Paragraph 

116 applications for development should –  

- address the needs of people with disabilities and reduced mobility in relation to all 

modes of transport;  

- create places that are safe, secure and attractive – which minimise the scope for 

conflicts between pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles, avoid unnecessary street 

clutter, and respond to local character and design standards;  

- allow for the efficient delivery of goods, and access by service and emergency 

vehicles.  

5.62 The scheme is in a sustainable location, in the heart of the city and within the 

footstreets.  An essentially car free development is totally appropriate in this 

location.  The scheme is able to provide 2 disabled car parking spaces for the PBSA 

(in space behind 19 Coney Street).  It has been evidenced this is sufficient, based 

on the amount and type of accommodation proposed and national statistics on 

requirements for the particular age group.  

5.63 At least 5% rooms are fully accessible (rooms can also accommodate 

ambulant users and can be adapted depending on specific needs).  An access 

statement, strategy and associated package of drawings has been issued which 

explains how inclusive access would be provided throughout the scheme.  This 

includes level access for all users of the building, including to the cycle storage.  

Cycle storage has 5% of provision being for over-sized cycles as recommended in 

LTN 1/20. 

5.64 The public realm design has been subject to input from accessibility groups 

(workshop held in May 2023).  The revised plans for the riverside walkway and 

Waterloo Place were informed by this workshop, including lighting, provision of 

seating, gradients and widths of walkway areas.  Student accommodation entrances 

were relocated to Coney Street to avoid the need to use the ramps and steps on 

Waterloo Place.     

5.65 Waterloo Place would include 14 cycle spaces for public use.  This is highly 

beneficial as servicing and access requirements prevent any stands being 

positioned on Coney Street.  Cycle storage for the student accommodation is 

approx. 60%.  This is consistent with that approved at other PBSA sites; post 

occupation monitoring evidences this is more than sufficient to meet demand.  There 
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are covered and secure stores along with shower and changing facilities for the 

commercial units; this is an enhancement over the existing provision on site for the 

commercial units.  Further space for cycle storage has been identified on the plans 

for each zone (in the cycle strategy) for expansion in back of house areas for the 

retail and leisure units.  A planning condition would typically be used to require 

ongoing monitoring of cycle stores and triggers for installation of further spaces if 

demand requires.    

5.66 Areas for waste storage are provided within the building, in the lower section.  

The waste storage is in a discreet location and will not harm visual amenity.  Due to 

the development type the scheme will be subject to a commercial collection service.  

The site, as previously, will need to have servicing arrangements that works around 

the footstreets regulations, as is typical in the city centre.            

 

Flood Risk & drainage  

Flood risk  

5.67 Policy ENV4 of the 2018 DLP is in accordance with NPPF para. 173 which 

states that when determining applications, the LPA should only consider 

development appropriate in areas at risk of flooding where, informed by a site-

specific flood risk assessment, it can be demonstrated that: 

- Within the site, the most vulnerable development is located in areas of lowest 

flood risk unless there are overriding reasons to prefer a different location. 

- Development is appropriately flood resilient and resistant. 

- It incorporates sustainable drainage systems, unless there is clear evidence that 

would be inappropriate. 

- Any residual risk can be safely managed. 

- And safe access and escape routes are included where appropriate, as part of an 

agreed emergency plan. 

 

5.68 Where demolition and rebuild is proposed the proposed development is 

located within the floodplain of the River Ouse (part Flood Risk Zone 2 and part 

zone 3) and therefore has a high probability of flooding.  These elements of the 

scheme therefore need to pass the sequential test and, due to the provision of the 

student accommodation, the exception test.  The commercial uses are classed (in 

NPPF flood risk terms) as less vulnerable; the student accommodation more 

vulnerable.     
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Sequential Test 

5.69 The LPA needs to be satisfied in all cases that the proposed development 

would be safe and not lead to increased flood risk elsewhere. The aim of the 

sequential test is to steer new development to areas at the lowest probability of 

flooding (Zone 1). The NPPG states that when applying the Sequential Test, a 

pragmatic approach on the availability of alternatives should be taken: "the area to 

apply the Sequential Test across will be defined by local circumstances relating to 

the catchment area for the type of development proposed. For some developments 

this may be clear … in other cases it may be identified from other Local Plan 

policies, such as the need for affordable housing within a town centre, or a specific 

area identified for regeneration. The York city centre area is a reasonable catchment 

area in this case given the composition of uses. 

5.70 The proposed composition of uses will enhance the vitality and viability of the 

city centre and provides a riverside walkway and associated uses that are aspired to 

in the Central Historic Core Conservation Area Appraisal.  The accommodation 

proposed on the upper floors is an essential component of the scheme, to enable 

other benefits.  Due to the evident regeneration benefits that are site-specific the 

sequential test is passed.   

Exception Test 

5.71 For the Exception Test to be passed it must be demonstrated that a) the 

development provides wider sustainability benefits to the community that outweigh 

flood risk and b) a site-specific flood risk assessment must demonstrate that the 

development will be safe for its lifetime taking account of the vulnerability of its 

users, without increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible, will reduce flood 

risk overall (para. 170 of the NPPF). 

5.72 The exception test is passed.  Flood risk itself is addressed by design.  The 

development is at a level that means it is safe from flooding.  The proposals raise 

the internal Finished Flood Level (FFL) to a minimum level of 11.320m AOD (and 

also the outside space) so that it is above the 1 in 100 year + 50% climate change 

flood level.  Entrances to the PBSA are all from Coney Street, in Flood Zone 1.  

Flood risk would not be increased elsewhere, because –  

- There will be no reduction in Flood Zone 3b ‘functional floodplain’ areas by the 

inclusion of a raised external deck that will permit flood waters to pass beneath.  

- The proposed surface water discharge rate will reduce the existing discharge rate 

by 30% in accordance with The City of York Council SuDS (sustainable drainage) 

Guidance for Developers (Aug 2018).  
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5.73 The wider sustainability benefits provided by the scheme relate to the 

economic, social and environmental benefits arising from the mixed-use scheme 

and enhancements to the riverside setting that will have significant regeneration 

benefits for the city centre and make a positive contribution towards reducing carbon 

emissions, because the development is in a sustainable location, essentially car 

free, and the buildings would be required to achieve BREEAM excellent. 

Drainage  

5.74 In accordance with DLP 2018 policy ENV5 surface water run-off will be 

reduced compared to the existing rate.  The drainage strategy has been agreed in 

principle and site-specific details would be approved through planning condition, 

which is standard practice.  

 

Sustainable design & construction  

5.75 DLP 2018 policy CC2 sets out the sustainable design and construction 

requirements that all new development (by type) must adhere to and demonstrate in 

a Sustainability Statement. In summary, the policy requirements are: 

- New residential development –carbon emissions – a reduction of a minimum of 

31% over and above the requirements of Building Regulations Part L (2013), of 

which at least 19% should come from energy efficiency measures.  Pending 

changes to the Building Regulations the aim is to achieve a reduction of up to 

75% and a water consumption rate of 110 litres per person per day (calculated as 

part G of the Building Regulations). 

- Non-residential development over 100sqm internal floor area - meet BREEAM 

‘excellent’ standard (or equivalent). 

 

5.76 The applicant’s sustainability statement advises that a pre-assessment was 

undertaken and the scheme can achieve BREEAM Excellent.  It covers the aspect 

of BREEAM each element of the scheme would be considered under.  The carbon 

reductions specified in CC2 will be required for the new-build PBSA.    

 

Biodiversity  

5.77 NPPF paragraph 180 advises decisions should contribute to and enhance the 

environment by minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity.  The 

Page 65



 

Application Reference Number: 22/02525/FULM  Item No: 5a 

application was made in 2022 and in advance of national requirements to achieve at 

least a 10% biodiversity net gain.  

5.78 The applicants have issued a biodiversity calculation using the DEFRA metric.  

This shows the scheme will significantly exceed a 10% net gain.  Ecological reports 

have been issued that determine protected species would not be harmed and 

habitat enhancement is proposed.  These matters can be secured through planning 

condition.  

 

Open Space  

5.79 The NPPF advises that planning decisions should aim to create healthy and 

inclusive places. Paragraph 96 states ‘access to a network of high-quality open 

spaces and opportunities for sport and physical activity is important for the health 

and well-being of communities. Planning policies should be based on robust and up-

to-date assessments of the need for open space, sport and recreation facilities 

(including quantitative or qualitative deficits or surpluses) and opportunities for new 

provision. Information gained from the assessments should be used to determine 

what open space, sport and recreational provision is needed, which plans should 

then seek to accommodate’. 

5.80 Policy GI6 (new open space provision) of the DLP 2018 states ‘all residential 

development proposals should contribute to the provision of open space for 

recreation and amenity’… ‘The precise type of on-site provision required will depend 

on the size and location of the proposal and the existing open space provision in the 

area. Where there are deficiencies in certain types of open space provision in the 

area surrounding a proposed development, the Council will seek variations in the 

component elements to be provided by the developer to help to overcome them’. 

The policy goes on to state that the Council will encourage on-site provision where 

possible but off-site provision will be considered acceptable in certain 

circumstances. 

5.81 The Open Space and Green Infrastructure Update 2017 (referred to in the 

DLP 2018) identifies the levels of amenity space required. This is not typically 

capable of being provided on urban sites as there is not the space. As such an off-

site contribution can be requested. This must however meet the CIL Regulations – 

be necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms, reasonable in 

scale and kind and directly related to the development. Typically for student 

accommodation there has been a requirement for on-site amenity space (or off site 
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if practical due to site specific constraints).  Sport contributions are not requested as 

these are provided on campus by the universities.   

5.82 The scheme provides 560 sqm external space within courtyards which would 

be for residents use only.  In addition Waterloo Place, and also the riverside 

walkway are spaces which will provide public amenity space.  This is a substantial 

provision of open space for an urban area (which will also have biodiversity value).  

Officers are satisfied the scheme is broadly compliant with open space policies.     

 

Fire risk  

5.83 The NPPG advises that fire statements are required, setting out fire safety 

considerations specific to the development when (relevant buildings) contain two or 

more dwellings or educational accommodation and meet the height condition of 18m 

or more in height (this relates to the height of accommodation rather than the entire 

building), or 7 or more storeys.   

5.84 The 6-storey section of zone 4 is approx. 18m to the ceiling of the top floor a 

fire strategy has been issued with the application which explains the provisions 

within the buildings and how Building Regulation compliance would be secured.   

 

Overall Planning Balance  

 

5.85 Less than substantial harm to heritage assets; to the character and 

appearance of the conservation area, at the lower end of less than substantial has 

been identified.  There is also less than substantial harm to 4 Spurriergate; the side 

elevation of such would be uncharacteristically (and unexpectedly) exposed by the 

creation of Waterloo Place.   

5.86 Section 66 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 

1990 advises that in considering whether to grant planning permission for 

development which affects a listed building or its setting, the local planning authority 

shall pay special regard to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting or 

exercise of any features of special architectural or historic interest which it 

possesses. Section 72 requires the Local Authority must pay special attention to the 

desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the 

conservation area in exercising its planning duties.   
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5.87 NPPF para.205 states “when considering the impact of a proposed 

development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should 

be given to the asset’s conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater 

the weight should be). This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts to 

substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its significance”.  Para. 

208 goes on to advise that “where a development proposal will lead to less than 

substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should 

be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal including, where appropriate, 

securing its optimum viable use”.  

5.88 The National Planning Practice Guidance sets out what is meant by the term 

public benefits and states that “public benefits … could be anything that delivers 

economic, social or environmental objectives as described in the National Planning 

Policy Framework (paragraph 8). Public benefits should … be of a nature or scale to 

be of benefit to the public at large and not just be a private benefit.  However, 

benefits do not always have to be visible or accessible to the public … for example, 

works to a listed private dwelling which secure its future as a designated heritage 

asset could be a public benefit.  

5.89 The scheme is also contrary to DLP 2018 policy because on viability grounds 

it is unable to provide an off-site contribution to affordable housing.  An under-

provision of affordable housing as a principle could be given substantial weight in 

the planning balance; the DLP 2018 explains how the site allocations only meet a 

proportion of overall affordable housing need and to meet the target within the plan, 

windfall sites need to contribute.  However the lack of contribution has been 

financially justified in this case and the scheme delivers multiple other benefits that 

need to go into the planning balance.   

5.90 The public benefits include social, economic and environmental considerations 

and clearly outweigh the less than substantial harm to heritage assets identified. 

5.91 DLP 2018 policy SS3 advises development proposals in the city centre will be 

guided by the principles to –  

- Revitalise the streets, places and spaces of the city centre and key commercial 

developments will be delivered. 

- Conserve and enhance the existing historic character whilst encouraging 

contemporary high-quality developments that add to the sense of place and 

create a prestigious and desirable location for thriving businesses. 
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5.92 The background text refers to upper floors in the city centre and their under-

use.  it states proposals that bring upper floors in York City Centre back into an 

appropriate use are encouraged to ensure that upper floors do not become a wasted 

resource, to the detriment of the economy and an imbalance in the life of the city 

centre. In particular, the reuse of upper floors for residential use is encouraged.  

This approach is aligned with NPPF policy on making effective use of land which 

requires planning decisions “give substantial weight to the value of using suitable 

brownfield land within settlements for homes and other identified needs” and 

“promote and support the development of under-utilised land and buildings, 

especially if this would help to meet identified needs for housing where land supply 

is constrained and available sites could be used more effectively”.  Further DLP 

2018 policy SS3 looks to promote and integrate the universities within the city centre 

and housing delivery.    

5.93 The proposals meet national and local policy requirements to make effective 

use of land, the use of the upper floors for student accommodation, for which it is 

accepted there is identified need, are given substantial weight.   

5.94 Whilst 19 Coney Street is a building of merit its side elevations leading down 

to the river are exposed.  This is not an intentional arrangement; the scale and 

exposed blank side elevations appear uncomfortable in the riverside townscape.  

Overall the current riverside elevation is not attractive with the backs of retail units 

evident in riverside views.   

5.95 The scheme provides an active riverside frontage comprising of active 

frontages (on all floors) along with new public realm along the river.  The variety in 

massing and roof form respects the character and appearance of the Central 

Historic Core Conservation Area. 

5.96 In this respect the scheme is aligned with the aspirations for the city centre in 

the DLP 2018 (SS3) – it would enhance the setting of the River Ouse and its 

frontage, and deliver an attractive, vibrant and bustling environments with improved 

access to the riverside and linkages to other parts of the city centre. 

5.97 Creation of new pedestrianised public realm adheres with policy SS3 in 

meeting the policy requirement to design streets around place and quality, not 

vehicle movement, creating civilised streets that make the city centre easy, 

enjoyable and safe to move around. 

5.98 The scheme includes proposals to visually improve a significant number of 

shopfronts along Coney Street and also create new active shop frontages, along 

Waterloo Place and the riverside. 
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5.99 The composition of uses have economic and social benefits.  The works are in 

the interest of the continued viability of the listed buildings on site by bringing them 

into more comprehensive use through residential occupation of the upper floors.  

There are economic gains that would be derived through both the provision of a 

range of new commercial uses, an increased population in part of the city centre and 

public realm which will attract visitors and trade.  The benefits are helping to meet 

identified housing need and there are strong interlinked benefits such uses bring to 

the vitality of city centres.  In York this is recognisable in Fossgate and Walmgate, 

where streets are significantly more vibrant as a consequence of the introduction of 

PBSA.   

5.100  The proposed high-quality development along the riverside, public realm 

and landscaping to open up the river frontage (as recommended in the Council’s CA 

appraisal) will demonstrably improve the way this part of the CA appears and 

functions, bringing a significant benefit to the vitality and viability of the city centre. 

These benefits are also social benefits due to the creation of high-quality, well-

designed public realm, which facilitates activity and social interaction, contributing to 

health, well-being. 

5.101  There are environmental benefits; the biodiversity value of the site is 

improved, and the amount of development proposed in a location that justifies a car 

free development makes a significant contribution to York’s aspirations achieve zero 

carbon and reduce private car usage.  

5.102  In summary the public benefits in favour of the scheme are as follows -  

Economic  

- Competitive economy & support for growth; making the city centre more 

vibrant and improving the public realm. 

In accordance with the NPPF these benefits attract significant weight. 

Social  

- Provision of vibrant communities a number and range of homes to meet need.  

- Improved design; townscape and provision of public realm creating safe 

places and open space.  

- Provision of Waterloo Place which would become a new public space, be of 

biodiversity value and complement commercial units in the city centre.   

Substantial weight. 
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Environmental  

- The significance of listed buildings on Coney Street is enhanced by providing 

a new viable use of the upper floors, respecting historic plan form and better 

revealing historic rear elevations by the removal of unsympathetic C20 extensions.  

The scheme in this respect is consistent with advice in NPPF para. 203 which states 

that in determining applications Local Planning Authorities should take into account 

the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and 

putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation.  

- Improving biodiversity  

- Moving to a low carbon economy - aligned with York’s aspiration to be zero 

carbon.  The buildings will meet policy standards for design and construction and 

importantly deliver car free living in the city centre.    

Moderate weight.  

 

Equalities Assessment  

5.103  The scheme has been considered with regard to the Equality Act 2010, 

in particular taking into account the proposed mix of uses and accessibility 

requirements and it is not considered that there are any specific equality implications 

in regards to this application and a full Equalities Impact Assessment is not required. 

 

 

6.0 CONCLUSION 

 

6.1 The principle of development accords with the economic and social objectives 

of the NPPF in respect of the economy and supporting vibrant communities and 

delivering a range of homes and DLP 2018 policy SS3 which relates to the city 

centre and its role in achieving the economic and social aspiration of the plan.  In 

applying the NPPF the decision-maker must give significant weight to the economic 

benefits of the scheme and substantial weight to the delivery of housing that meets 

an identified need.  The provision of new public realm is also a substantial benefit 

the scheme would deliver.   

6.2 When a local planning authority finds that a proposed development would 

harm a designated heritage asset the authority must give considerable importance 

and weight to the desirability of avoiding such harm to give effect to its statutory 
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duties under sections 66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990.  

6.3 The harm resulting from the scheme to designated heritage assets is 

considered less than substantial in terms of the impact on the character of the CA.  

The lack of off-site affordable housing (justified on viability grounds) is also a factor 

that weighs against the scheme.  However substantial public benefits have been 

identified that clearly outweigh the harm.  

6.4 Technical issues can be addressed and planning conditions/obligations can 

secure benefits identified where necessary, such as retaining the larger retail 

floorplate in 19 Coney Street and provision of public access to Waterloo Place and 

the river walkway.  

6.5 There are multiple public benefits to the scheme which cumulatively are 

substantial; they are economic, social and environmental.  These benefits clearly 

outweigh the identified harm to the conservation area.  In applying the NPPF and 

local planning policy and considering the benefits of the scheme overall clearly 

outweigh the harm and justify approval of the scheme.     

6.6  If the Council were minded to approve the companion application for listed 

building consent then referral to the Secretary of State would be required, due to the 

objection from a statutory consultee which is one of the amenity societies, following 

the Arrangements for handing heritage applications: notification to Historic England 

and National Amenity Societies and the Secretary of State Direction 2021. 

 
 
7.0  RECOMMENDATION:   Approve subject to Secretary of State Decision 
 
7.1 That delegated authority to be given to the Head of Planning and Development 

Services to:  

- Determine the final detail of the planning conditions and planning obligations 

below.  

- Refer the companion application for listed building consent to the Secretary of 
State for Communities and Local Application Government under the requirements 
of Sections 12 and 15 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 
Act 1990, and should the application for listed building consent not be called in by 
the Secretary of State, then APPROVE this application subject to planning 
conditions and completion of a s106 legal agreement to secure the matters listed 
below. 
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S106 heads of terms  

- Viability review mechanism 

- Scheme for public access to Waterloo Place and riverside walk.  

 
Conditions  
 
1  TIME2  Development start within three years  
 
2  APPROVED PLANS  
 
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following plans:- 
 
Location plan 0001 P3 
Site plan  10000 P4 
Phasing plan 1200 P4 
Landscape GA P20997-00-001-GIL-0100 revision 11 
 
Typical student room 7000 P2 
 
Site wide Elevations 
Coney Street 1301 P4 
Riverside   1300 P4 
 
Listed Buildings - Door Types and Schedule 5020 P2 
 
Riverside wall 
Zone 3 section 1501 P4 
Zone 4 section 1500 P4  
 
Cycle strategy 1200 P3 
Cycle stores 1205 P1  
Access strategy  1203 P2, 1204 P2, 1206 P1 
Refuse strategy 1201 P3 
 
Zone 2 (19 Coney Street) and Zone 3 (21, 23, 25-27, 29-31, 33 Coney Street)  
 
Floor plans and roof  
Level 00 1100 P5   
Level 01 1101 P4  
Level 02 1102 P4 
Level 03 1103 P4 
Level 04 1104 P4 
Level 05 1105 P4 
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Roof  1106 P4  
 
Floor plans showing works to listed buildings  
1107 P3 
1108 P4 
1109 P4 
1110 P3 
1111 P3 
1112 P3 
 
Doors, joinery and ceiling, cornice plans   
5002 P1 
5003 P1 
5004 P1 
5012 P1 
5013 P2 
5014 P2 
 
Elevations  
Coney Street elevation 1300 P3 
No.19 Coney Street  1305 P3 
No.21 Coney Street  1306 P1, 1307 P3 
No.23 Coney Street  1308 P3, 1309 P2 
No.25-27 Coney Street 1310 P3 
No.33 Coney Street Rear 1314 P2 
 
Large scale details  2002 P4, 2004 P3 
Internal door types 5020 P2 
 
Zone 4 
 
Proposed demolition 
0601 P3  
0602 P3  
0603 P3  
0604 P3  
0605 P3 
0606 P3 
 
Floor plans and roof  
Level 00 1100 P5 
Level 01 1101 P4 
Level 02 1102 P4 
Level 03 1103 P4  
Level 04 1104 P4 
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Level 05 1105 P4 
Level 06 1106 P3 
Roof  1107 P4 
 
Floor plans and roof showing works to listed buildings  
1108 P4 
1109 P4 
1110 P4 
1111 P4 
1112 P4 
1113 P4   
 
Listed Buildings - Doors / Joinery Plans  
Level 02 5002 P4 
Level 03 5003 P3 
Level 04 5004 P4 
 
Listed Buildings - Ceiling / Cornice Plans  
Level 02 5012 P4 
Level 03 5013 P3 
Level 04 5014 P4 
 
Elevations   
Coney Street 1300 P3 
Riverside  1301 P3 
Waterloo Place 1302 P3  
Courtyard  1303 P3 & 1304 P4 
No.39-41 Coney Street Demolition Elevation (Front) 1306 P2  
No.39-41 Coney Street Proposed Elevation (Front) 1307 P3 
No. 39-41 Coney Street Demolition Elevation (Rear) 1309 P2 
No. 39-41 Coney Street Proposed Elevation (Rear) 1310 P3 
 
Sections 
1500 P3, 1501 P3, 1502 P3, 1503 P3, 1504 P3, 1505 P3, 1506 P3 
 
Large scale details  
2002 P3, 2003 P3, 2004   
 
Proposed Works to YW Infrastructure drawing   
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01144 rev P01. 
 
Flood zone/storage drawings   
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01141 P02 
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01142 P02 
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01143 rev P01  
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Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure that the development is carried 
out only as approved by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
3  Contract for redevelopment required prior to demolition  
 
Prior to any demolition works in the relevant zone a binding contract for the carrying 
out and completion of the works of redevelopment of the relevant zone, for which 
planning permission has been granted, shall be entered into, and evidence of that 
contract submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To ensure the demolition is followed by immediate rebuilding; to maintain 
the character and appearance of the Conservation Area and to prevent the 
unnecessary loss of office space. 
 
 4  Construction management 
 
Prior to commencement of the development, a Construction Environmental 
Management Plan (CEMP) for minimising the creation of noise, vibration and dust 
during the demolition, site preparation and construction phases of the development 
shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  
The CEMP shall also contain a complaints procedure which shall be be followed in 
the event of a complaint being received about noise, dust, vibration and/or lighting. 
All works on site shall be undertaken in accordance with the approved CEMP. 
 
Reason: In the interest of protecting amenity. 
 
 5  Archaeology - evaluation   
 
a) No archaeological evaluation or development (apart from demolition above 
ground or preliminary groundworks) shall take place until a written scheme of 
investigation (WSI) for a phase 2 evaluation has been submitted to and approved by 
the local planning authority in writing. The WSI should conform to standards and 
guidance set by LPA and the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists. 
 
b) The site investigation and post investigation assessment required by part a of this 
condition shall be completed in accordance with the programme set out in the 
Written Scheme of Investigation approved under part a of this condition and the 
provision made for analysis, publication and dissemination of results and archive 
deposition will be secured. (This part of the condition shall not be discharged until 
these elements have been fulfilled in accordance with the programme set out in the 
approved WSI). 
 
c) A copy of a report on the evaluation, final 12 month hydrological monitoring report 
and updated archaeological remains management plan shall be deposited with City 
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of York Historic Environment Record to allow public dissemination of results within 3 
months of fieldwork completion (or such other period as may be agreed in writing 
with the Local Planning Authority). 
 
Reason: In accordance with NPPF section 16 as the site lies within an Area of 
Archaeological Importance and the development will affect important archaeological 
deposits which must be preserved in-situ or recorded prior to destruction. 
 
 6  Archaeological remains management plan (ARMP)  
 
a) An updated ARMP shall be submitted to the local planning authority for approval 
following the phase 2 evaluation update and prior to commencement of 
development (apart from demolition above ground or preliminary groundworks).  The 
ARMP shall include details of archaeological/hydrological monitoring, and 
excavation.  Archaeological mitigation during construction shall be completed in 
accordance with the programme set out in the approved ARMP thereafter. 
 
b) Post-investigation assessment shall be completed in accordance with the 
programme set out in the approved ARMP and the provision made for analysis, 
publication and dissemination of results and archive deposition will be secured. 
(This part of the condition shall not be discharged until these elements have been 
fulfilled in accordance with the programme set out in the ARMP). 
 
c) A copy of a final report and evidence of publication shall be deposited with City of 
York Historic Environment Record to allow public dissemination of results within 9 
months of fieldwork completion or such other period as may be agreed in writing 
with the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: In accordance with NPPF section 16 as the site lies within an Area of 
Archaeological Importance and the development will affect important archaeological 
deposits which must be preserved in-situ or recorded prior to destruction. 
 
 7  Archaeology - Hydrological monitoring 
 
Evidence of provision for monitoring of and analysis and reporting on data from the 
hydrological and water quality monitoring devices for a period of 5 years (unless an 
alternative timeframe is approved in writing by the local planning authority following 
other archaeological investigation) shall be submitted in the form of an annual 
interim report in accordance with the terms of the approved WSI and approved in 
writing by the local planning authority.  A copy of the final report on the 
archaeological programme detailed in the WSI will be deposited with City of York 
Historic Environment Record within six months of the completion of the monitoring 
period. 
Reason: In accordance with Section 16 of NPPF and guidance from Historic 
England on in-situ preservation of organic deposits and subsequent monitoring. 
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 8  Archaeology - building recording  
 
A programme of archaeological building recording, specifically a written description 
and photographic recording of the buildings within the site which are listed and 
nos.19 and 21 Coney Street (which are buildings of merit) and the river wall, to 
Historic England Level of Recording 2, shall be submitted to and approved by the 
local planning authority in writing prior to commencement of development.  
 
The programme of recording and reporting shall be completed in accordance with 
the approved details thereafter and the provision made for analysis, publication and 
dissemination of results and digital archive deposition with ADS will be secured.  A 
copy of a report shall be deposited with City of York Historic Environment Record 
and digital archive images with ADS (to allow public dissemination of results) within 
3 months of fieldwork completion (or such other period as may be agreed in writing 
with the Local Planning Authority).  
 
Reason: This condition is imposed in accordance with Section 16 of NPPF as the 
buildings on this site are of archaeological and historic interest and must be 
recorded prior to demolition, alteration or removal of fabric. 
 
 9  Archaeology - foundation design  
 
No development (apart from demolition above ground or preliminary groundworks) 
shall commence until a detailed scheme showing the scope and arrangement of 
foundation design (including lift pits, flood storage and drainage (including 
attenuation) but excluding areas where excavation has been accepted following 
exhaustion of all design options on the Coney St frontage as set out in detail in the 
ARMP) which preserve 95% of the deeper, most significant archaeological deposits 
on the site has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority.  The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details.   
 
Reason: The site lies within an Area of Archaeological Importance. These details 
are required to ensure 
that disturbance of archaeological deposits by foundation and drainage are 
minimised. 
 
Note - The design shall ensure that to the rear of the original Coney Street building 
line no destruction or disturbance shall be made to archaeological deposits below 
8.5m AOD except for that caused by the boring or auguring of piles for the new 
building foundation. 
 
10  HWAY40  Dilapidation survey  
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Prior to works starting on site a dilapidation survey of the highways adjoining the site 
shall be jointly undertaken with the Council and the results of which shall be agreed 
in writing with the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason:   In the interests of the safety and good management of the public highway 
the details of which must be recorded prior to the access to the site by any 
construction vehicle. 
 
11  Ecology - construction management  
 
No ground works, demolition works and vegetation removal shall take place until a 
construction management plan in respect of biodiversity (CMP: Biodiversity) has 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  All 
ground works, demolition works and vegetation removal shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved CMP: Biodiversity. 
 
The CMP: Biodiversity shall include (but not be limited to) the following: 
a) Risk assessment of potentially damaging construction activities. 
b) Identification of 'biodiversity protection zones'. 
c) Practical measures (both physical measures and sensitive working practices) 
to avoid or reduce impacts during construction. 
d) Details of pollution prevention measures to avoid harm and potential mortality 
to fish species from pollution 
e) Details of biosecurity measures to stop the spread of waterborne diseases 
a) and Invasive Non-Native Species, 
f) Use of directional lighting during construction and operation, which will not 
shine upon bat roosts, and forage and commuting routes. 
g) The location and timing of sensitive works to avoid harm to biodiversity 
features.  
h) Programme of pre-commencement checking surveys, such as Otters and 
nesting birds. 
i) Responsible persons and lines of communication. 
j) The roles and responsibilities on site of an ecological clerk of works (ECoW) or 
similarly competent person. 
k) Use of protective fences, exclusion barriers and warning signs. 
 
Reason: To facilitate the protection of notable/sensitive ecological features and 
habitats on the application site and within the local area. 
 
12  Ecology LEMP incorporating BNG metric  
 
A Landscape Environment Management Plan (LEMP) shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by, the local planning authority prior to the commencement of 
the development. The development shall be carried out in accordance with details 
shown on the approved LEMP. The content of the LEMP shall include the following: 
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a) Description and evaluation of features to be managed, in accordance with the 
proposals in the Wold Ecology Biodiversity Net Gain Report issue 3. 
b) Ecological trends and constraints on site that might influence management. 
c) Aims and objectives of management. 
d) Appropriate management options for achieving aims and objectives. 
e) Prescriptions for management actions. 
f) Preparation of a work schedule (including an annual work plan capable of 
being rolled forward over a five-year period). 
g) Details of the body or organisation responsible for implementation of the plan. 
h) Ongoing monitoring and remedial measures. 
 
The LEMP shall also include details of the legal and funding mechanism(s) by which 
the long-term implementation of the plan will be secured by the developer with the 
management body(ies) responsible for its delivery. The plan shall also set out 
(where the results from monitoring show that conservation aims and objectives of 
the LEMP are not being met) how contingencies and/or remedial action will be 
identified, agreed and implemented so that the development still delivers the fully 
functioning biodiversity objectives of the originally approved scheme. 
 
Reason: In the interests of biodiversity, to comply with policy GI2 of the Publication 
Draft Local Plan (2018) and secure the benefits of the scheme. 
 
13  Ecology - biodiversity net gain  
 
No development (apart from demolition above ground or preliminary groundworks) 
shall commence in the relevant Zone until a biodiversity enhancement scheme has 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority prior to the 
commencement of works. The scheme shall include, but not be limited to the 
recommendations set out in the Ecological Appraisal provided by Wold Ecology Ltd. 
(July 2022) and a timetable for implementation. The proposed enhancement 
measures shall be implemented in accordance with the approved details and shall 
be retained in that manner thereafter. 
 
Reason: To take account of and enhance the biodiversity and wildlife interest of the 
area, and to be in accordance with Paragraph 180 of the NPPF to contribute to and 
enhance the natural and local environment by minimising impacts on and providing 
net gains for biodiversity, including establishing coherent ecological networks that 
are more resilient to current and future pressures. 
 
14  Ecology - external Lighting 
 
All external lighting shall accord with Bat Conservation Trust Guidance (2018) Bats 
and artificial lighting in the UK.  
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Reason: To protect habitats of European Protected Species in accordance with 
NPPF section 15. 
 
15  Land Contamination  
 
Prior to commencement of development in the relevant zone (excluding demolition), 
a site investigation and risk assessment must be undertaken to assess the nature, 
scale and extent of any land contamination and the potential risks to human health, 
groundwater, surface water and other receptors. A written report of the findings must 
be produced and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  
 
Reason: To ensure that the site is suitable for its proposed use taking account of 
ground conditions and any risks arising from land contamination. 
 
16  Land contamination – remediation  
 
Where remediation works are shown to be necessary, development (excluding 
demolition) shall not commence until a detailed remediation strategy has been 
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The remediation 
strategy must demonstrate how the site will be made suitable for its intended use 
and must include proposals for the verification of the remediation works. It is 
strongly recommended that the report is prepared by a suitably qualified and 
competent person. 
 
Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users of the land 
and neighbouring land are minimised, together with those to controlled waters, 
property and ecological systems, and to ensure that the development can be carried 
out safely without unacceptable risks to workers, neighbours and other offsite 
receptors. 
 
17  Remediation - verification  
 
Prior to first occupation or use, the approved remediation scheme shall be carried 
out in accordance with its terms and a verification report that demonstrates the 
effectiveness of the remediation carried out must be produced and is subject to the 
approval in writing of the Local Planning Authority.  
 
Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users of the land 
and neighbouring land are minimised, together with those to controlled waters, 
property and ecological systems. 
 
18  Drainage 
 
There shall be no piped discharge of surface water from the development prior to 
the completion of surface water drainage works, in accordance with details 
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submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. If discharge to 
public sewer is proposed, the information shall include – 
 
- Evidence of existing positive drainage to public sewer and the current points of 
connection. 
- The means of restricting the discharge to public sewer to the existing rate less 
a minimum 30 % reduction, based on the existing peak discharge rate during a 1 in 
1 year storm event, to allow for climate change. 
- Storage volume calculations, using computer modelling, must accommodate a 
1:30 year storm with no surface flooding, along with no internal flooding of buildings 
or surface run-off from the site in a 1:100-year storm. Proposed areas within the 
model must also include an additional 30% allowance for climate change. The 
modelling must use a range of storm durations, with both summer and winter 
profiles, to determine the worst case volume required. 
- Details of the future management and maintenance of the drainage scheme. 
 
Reason: To ensure that no surface water discharges take place and in the interest 
of sustainable drainage. 
 
19  Flood Risk  
 
The development shall be carried out in accordance with the submitted Flood Risk 
Assessment (20T2017 issue 004). Compensatory storage shall be provided as 
stated in Appendix H of that document. The compensatory storage design shall be 
submitted to, and be approved in writing by, the local planning authority prior to the 
commencement of works (apart from demolition and enabling works). 
 
The design shall include -  
- Detailed design drawings 
- Calculations of loss and gain of storage.  
- Management, and maintenance plans for the lifetime of the development, to 
include details on how access will be provided for maintenance. 
 
The approved design shall be fully implemented prior to occupation of the relevant 
zone and shall thereafter be retained, operated and maintained for the lifetime of the 
development. 
 
Reason: To reduce the risk of flooding to the proposed development and future 
occupants, and to prevent flooding elsewhere by ensuring that compensatory 
storage of flood water is provided. 
 
20  Materials 
 
Notwithstanding any proposed materials specified on the approved drawings or 
other documents submitted with the application, samples of all proposed external 
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building materials to be used shall be submitted to, and approved in writing by, the 
Local Planning Authority, prior to the commencement of the construction of the 
building envelope. For the avoidance of doubt, this includes vision and any non-
vision glazing, flat or pitched roofs. The development shall be carried out using the 
approved materials.  
 
Samples of materials shall include the following -  
 
Brick Sample Panels 
On-site sample panels of bricks, in each type of brick, in each type of bond, 
including chosen mortar and pointing, and including any special brick features are to 
be constructed. The sample panel shall be 2m by 1.2m minimum overall. If multiple 
combinations of brick and/or bond are proposed each type to be 1m by 1.2m. The 
agreed panel shall represent a minimum standard for the quality of workmanship 
that the development should achieve, and the panel shall remain on site for the 
duration of the brickwork package. 
 
On-site mock-up sample constructions 
The mock up shall be 1:1 scale but shortened overall sizes of elements can be 
included. The contents and size of the mock-ups shall be agreed by the LPA in 
advance of their construction.  
 
Mock-up samples are to be carried out for Zone 3 and Zone 4 where different for the 
following: 
- Brick wall with feature staggered recessed brick planes, window, metal floor 
spandrels integral with glazing, brick sill and parapet to head. 
- Brick wall (different type) with feature staggered recessed brick planes, window, 
part head of commercial level interface at bottom. 
- Metal wall with window and metal roof interface. 
- Raising of river wall treatment and interface with existing wall below and terrace 
above, including sample floodwater apertures 
 
 
Note: Sample materials shall be made available for inspection at the site. Please 
make it clear in your approval of details application when the materials will be 
available for inspection and where they are located. Samples should be provided of 
sufficiently large size to be able to appropriately judge the material (including 
joints/fixings where an important part of the visual quality of the material), and to be 
provided together where materials are seen together.  
Flat roofs are expected to be either stone ballast finished, paved or green/brown (no 
exposed single ply membranes). Metal roofs are expected to be traditional standing 
seam type. Samples are expected to be physical (not photographic) and should be 
provided of sufficiently large size to be able to appropriately judge the material 
(including joints/fixings where an important part of the visual quality of the material), 
and to be provided together where materials are seen together. 
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Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and the impacts on heritage assets. 
 
21  Large scale details 
 
Prior to commencement of construction (of the building envelope) of the relevant 
zone the following large-scale details (to include section drawings and 3D drawings) 
and manufacturers details of the external materials shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority and the works shall be carried 
out in accordance with the approved details. 
 
- Typical sections for new build at 1:20 scale - selection of typical bay construction 

for differing material types, with variations for differing types of recessed feature 
plane, including windows, ventilation grilles, guarding and any balconies, wall 
interfaces at ground, set back upper floor transitions, roof, open or enclosed plant 
room wall construction, together with overall maximum height AOD. 

- Typical residential and commercial entrance areas including external soffit. 
- Tunnel/ginnels and overhangs including soffits. 
- Shopfronts. 
- 19 Coney Street alterations to rooftop. 
- Zone 4 folded roof detail.  
- Riverside wall.  
 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and the impacts on heritage assets. 
 
22 External equipment  
 
Any ancillary external equipment associated with servicing the building shall adhere 
to the following requirements – 
 
- For flat roofs, without a solid roof parapet 1m or higher: service protrusions are 

not allowed within 2m of any building edge. Any service protrusions lower than 

1m above roof finish level elsewhere are allowed. Any proposals for service 

protrusions higher than 1m above flat roof level elsewhere are to be submitted to, 

and approved by the Local Planning Authority prior to installation (but should 

generally be expected not to be permitted). 

- For flat roofs with a solid roof parapet 1m or higher: any service penetrations 

higher than top of parapet shall be submitted to, and approved in writing by, the 

Local Planning Authority prior to installation. 

- Pitched roofs: service penetrations are not permissible, unless approved in 

writing by the Local Planning Authority (through submission of drawings) prior to 

installation. 
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- Permanent external wall fixed equipment used to service the building are not 

permissible, unless approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority (through 

submission of drawings) prior to installation. 

- Plant rooms equipment is not to be higher than plant room screening. 

- Open style roof edge protection is not permissible, unless subsequently approved 

in writing by the Local Planning Authority. (Where provided it is expected to be for 

visual inspection purposes only, designed to minimise visual impact, and at least 

2m set back from the edge of building line). 

 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and the impacts on heritage assets. 
 
23  Side elevation of 4 Spurriergate - scheme for restoration (following demolition 
of Boots) 
 
Following demolition of 43 Coney Street a scheme for making good the exposed 
side wall of 4 Spurriergate (and buildings to the rear) shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority and the works shall be carried 
out in accordance with the approved details prior to first occupation of Zone 04.  
(The scheme as shown on proposed design intent boundary wall is not an approved 
drawing and any logo to the gable end of 4 Spurriergate should not be considered 
approved). 
 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and the impacts on heritage assets. 
 
24  Public realm 
 
The landscaping schemes, as shown on the approved landscape general 
arrangement plan and proposed roof plan shall be completed in full prior to first 
occupation of the leisure units and student accommodation within the relevant 
phase (as shown on the approved phasing plan).  
 
Prior to installation of the scheme details of the surfacing materials, furniture 
(including lighting) and the species and stock size of soft landscaping of Waterloo 
Place and the rooftop garden to 19 Coney Street shall be submitted to the Local 
Planning Authority for approval.  The scheme shall be implemented in accordance 
with the approved details. 
Any trees or plants which die, are removed or become seriously damaged or 
diseased, shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of a similar size 
and species, unless the Local Planning Authority agrees alternatives in writing. 
 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenity as the landscape scheme and public 
realm is integral to the amenity of the development and the conservation area 
setting. 
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25  BREEAM 
 
The development shall be constructed to a BRE Environmental Assessment Method 
(BREEAM) standard of at least 'excellent' (or equivalent). A Post Construction stage 
assessment shall be carried out and a Post Construction stage certificate shall be 
submitted to the Local Planning Authority within 6 months of first occupation/use of 
the building. Should the development fail to achieve a BREEAM standard of 
'excellent' (or equivalent), a report shall be submitted for the written approval of the 
Local Planning Authority demonstrating what remedial measures shall be 
undertaken to achieve a standard of 'excellent'. The approved remedial measures 
shall then be undertaken within a timescale to be approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To fulfil the environmental objectives of the NPPF and support the 
transition to a low carbon future, and in accordance with policy CC2 of the Draft 
Local Plan 2018 (note it is agreed that the BREEAM assessment types can be as 
reported in the sustainability statement reference LL090-RPT A03). 
 
26  Carbon reduction  
 
The new build purpose built student accommodation shall achieve - 
 
-  A reduction in carbon emissions of at least 31% compared to the target emission 
rate (of which at least 19% should come from energy efficiency measures) as 
required under Part L of the Building Regulations 2013.  In addition should up to a 
75% reduction in carbon emissions over and above the requirements of Building 
Regulations Part L (2013) not be achieved, it shall be demonstrated that such 
reductions would not be feasible or viable and such details shall be agreed and 
approved by the local planning authority. 
- A water consumption rate of no more than 110 litres per person per day (calculated 
as per Part G of the Building Regulations). 
 
Reason: To fulfil the environmental objectives of the NPPF and support the 
transition to a low carbon future, and in accordance with policy CC2 of the Draft 
Local Plan 2018. 
 
27  Secure by design  
 
A scheme of secure by design measures for the relevant phase shall be submitted 
to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority prior to the 
commencement of the phase (apart from demolition and enabling works) and the 
works shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details.  The scheme 
shall include access control and lighting to communal areas. 
 
Reason: To create places that are safe, inclusive and accessible in accordance with 
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NPPF paragraph 135f. 
 
28  Cooking odours (cafe/restaurant) 
 
Should the first use of any of the commercial/leisure units be a cafe or restaurant a 
scheme shall be submitted to the local planning authority prior to first occupation of 
that unit to demonstrate there shall be adequate facilities for the treatment and 
extraction of cooking odours. 
Details of the extraction plant or machinery and any filtration system required shall 
be submitted to the local planning authority for written approval. Once approved it 
shall be installed and fully operational before the proposed use first opens and shall 
be appropriately maintained and serviced thereafter in accordance with 
manufacturer guidelines. 
 
Reason: To protect the amenity of student accommodation provided within the 
building.  
 
Note: It is recommended that the applicant refers to the updated Guidance produced 
by EMAQ in September 2018 titled "Control of Odour and Noise from Commercial 
Kitchen Exhaust Systems (September 2018)" for further advice on how to comply 
with this condition. The applicant shall provide information on the location and level 
of the proposed extraction discharge, the proximity of receptors, size of kitchen or 
number of covers, and the types of food proposed. A risk assessment in accordance 
with APPENDIX 3 of the EMAQ guidance shall then be undertaken to determine the 
level of odour control required. Details should then be provided on the location and 
size/capacity of any proposed methods of odour control, such as filters, electrostatic 
precipitation, carbon filters, ultraviolet light/ozone treatment, or odour neutraliser, 
and include details on the predicted air flow rates in m3/s throughout the extraction 
system. 
 
29  Noise (student accommodation)  
 
The habitable rooms within the student accommodation hereby permitted shall 
incorporate at least the glazing specification as detailed in table 4.1: Scheme of 
Sound Insulation Works within the ENS noise impact assessment reference NIA-
10579-22-10747-v2. 
 
Reason: In the interests of future occupants amenity, in accordance with NPPF 
paragraphs 135 and 191. 
 
30  Site facilities 
 
The cycle parking storage, refuse bin storage, and disabled parking spaces shall be 
provided, in accordance with the approved plans prior to first occupation of the 
relevant phase. The facilities shall be retained for such use at all times. 
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- All lift doors which provide access to and from cycle stores shall be at least 
1.3m wide. 
- Two tier cycling storage shall be gas assisted.  
- Internal lighting shall be provided to all cycle stores.  
 
Post occupation use of the cycle facilities shall be monitored annually and the 
results issued to the local planning authority in writing.  Should occupation levels 
exceed 90% of any individual store, a strategy that details a scheme for the review 
of cycle demand for each of the uses on site and the provision of extra spaces shall 
be submitted to the local planning authority and implemented in accordance with the 
approved details. 
 
Reason: To ensure there is suitable cycle storage; to promote sustainable transport 
and in the interests of good design in accordance with sections 9 and 12 of the 
NPPF.  
 
31  Public benefits - external improvements to buildings  
 
Prior to first occupation of the purpose-built student accommodation hereby 
permitted the approved external works to the relevant building shall be fully 
implemented in accordance with the approved plans. 
 
Reason: To secure the public benefits of the scheme in accordance with NPPF 
section 16. 
 
32  Retail units (size) 
 
The retail units as shown on the approved plans shall remain in a Class E use and 
shall not be sub-divided to the effect that the amount of floorspace in any of the 
retail units (as identified in the approved plans) is reduced, unless it is first approved 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority that space at level 00 in retail unit 01 is 
required for additional cycle storage. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the vitality and viability of the primary shopping street and 
the primary shopping area; to ensure that it continues to provide a reasonable 
amount of larger retail spaces.  In accordance with NPPF paragraph 90. 
 
33  Provision of amenities in PBSA  
 
The amenities for the occupants of the student accommodation (communal living 
areas, laundry, study rooms etc) shall be provided in accordance with the approved 
floor plans prior to first occupation of the relevant phase/zone and shall be retained 
for the lifetime of the development. 
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Reason: In the interests of good design and the living conditions of the occupants of 
the development. 
 
34  Flood risk management  
 
The development hereby permitted shall incorporate the following flood risk 
avoidance measures -  
 
The building management company, PBSA operator and tenants shall appoint 
responsible persons to sign up for the flood warning service and monitor the 24-hour 
flood warning risk provided by the EA.  Prior to first occupation of the building the 
building management company and the PBSA operator shall prepare an action plan 
to avoid damage to any property stored within the basements, which shall include an 
appropriate trigger point for removal and relocation of goods (including cycles), at 
times of flooding.  The plan shall be adhered to for the lifetime of the development. 
 
Reason: To manage flood risk, including reducing flood risk elsewhere.   
 
35  Unexpected contamination 
 
In the event that contamination is found at any time when carrying out the approved 
development that was not previously identified, it must be reported in writing 
immediately to the Local Planning Authority. An investigation and risk assessment 
must be undertaken and where remediation is necessary a remediation scheme 
must be prepared, which is subject to the approval in writing of the Local Planning 
Authority. Following completion of measures identified in the approved remediation 
scheme a verification report must be prepared, which is subject to the approval in 
writing of the Local Planning Authority.  
 
Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users of the land 
and neighbouring land are minimised, together with those to controlled waters, 
property and ecological systems, and to ensure that the development can be carried 
out safely without unacceptable risks to workers, neighbours and other offsite 
receptors. 
 
Reason: To ensure that the site is suitable for its proposed use taking account of 
ground conditions and any risks arising from land contamination. 
 
36  Building services 
 
The combined rating level of any building service noise associated with plant or 
equipment at the site should not exceed the representative LA90 1 hour during the 
hours of 07:00 to 23:00 or representative LA90 15 minutes during the hours of 23:00 
to 07:00 at 1 metre from the nearest noise sensitive facades when assessed in 
accordance with BS4142: 2014, inclusive of any acoustic feature corrections 
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associated with tonal, impulsive, distinctive or intermittent characteristics. 
 
Reason: To protect the amenity of nearby properties and the environmental qualities 
of the area. 
 
37  Waste storage 
 
Waste and recycling bins shall be stored in the refuse stores at all times ( except for 
at times of collection in respect of the retail units). 
 
Reason: In the interests of good design in accordance with section 12 of the NPPF. 
To ensure there is suitable cycle storage and refuse storage areas. 
 
38  Restriction of use - PBSA  
 
The student accommodation hereby approved shall be used only as student housing 
accommodation. No person other than a student registered with, and engaged in, a 
course of full time further or higher education (in the relevant year) or a delegate 
registered with and attending a part time educational course or seminar within the 
City of York administrative boundary shall occupy any part of the development at 
any time. 
The owner, or site operator shall keep an up to date register of the name of each 
person in occupation of the development together with course(s) attended. The 
register shall be available for inspection by the local planning authority on demand 
at all reasonable times. 
 
Any occupation by other persons outside of term time shall only occur if a scheme 
detailing the terms of such arrangements has been first approved in writing by the 
local planning authority, and thereafter in accordance with the terms of such an 
approved scheme. 
 
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and in order to control the future occupancy of 
the development, as otherwise the development would involve other requirements in 
order to be NPPF compliant, such as potentially requirements in respect of 
affordable housing, education and open space provision. 
 
 
8.0  INFORMATIVES: 
Notes to Applicant 
 
 1. The Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 require a 
permit or exemption to be obtained for any activities which will take place: 
- on or within 8 metres of a main river (16 metres if tidal) 
- on or within 8 metres of a flood defence structure or culverted main river (16 

metres if tidal) 
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- on or within 16 metres of a sea defence 
- involving quarrying or excavation within 16 metres of any main river, flood 

defence (including a remote defence) or culvert  
- on the floodplain of a main river if the activity could affect flood flow or storage 

and potential impacts are not controlled by a planning permission 
 
For further guidance please visit https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-activities-
environmental-permits or contact our National Customer Contact Centre on 03708 
506 506 (Monday to Friday, 8am to 6pm) or by emailing enquiries@environment-
agency.gov.uk. 
 
The applicant should not assume that a permit will automatically be forthcoming 
once planning permission has been granted, and we advise them to consult with us 
at the earliest opportunity. 
 
 2. Yorkshire Water 
The developer is advised that the presence of Yorkshire Water sewers in Zone 4.  
Yorkshire Water have advised that - 
 
- A stand-off distance of 5 (five) metres is required at each side of the sewer 

centre-lines and it may not be acceptable to raise or lower ground levels over the 
sewer, nor to restrict access to the manholes on the sewer.  

- Trees should not be planted within 5 metres eitherside of the line of public sewers 
crossing the site. 

- A proposal by the developer to alter/divert a public sewer will be subject to 
Yorkshire Water's requirements and formal procedure in accordance with Section 
185 Water Industry Act 1991.   

 
 3. LEGAL AGREEMENT 
Your attention is drawn to the existence of a legal obligation under Section 106 of 
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 relating to this development 
 
 4. STATEMENT OF THE COUNCIL`S POSITIVE AND PROACTIVE APPROACH 
In considering the application, the Local Planning Authority has implemented the 
requirements set out within the National Planning Policy Framework (paragraph 38) 
in seeking solutions to problems identified during the processing of the application.  
The Local Planning Authority took the following steps in order to achieve a positive 
outcome: sought revised plans to address heritage concerns and through the use of 
planning conditions.   
 
 

Page 91



This page is intentionally left blank



Produced using ESRI (UK)'s  MapExplorer 2.0 - http://www.esriuk.com

Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey map with the permission
of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office © Crown
Copyright 2000.

Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may
lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.

SLA Number

Organisation

Department

Comments

Date

Scale :

Not Set

Env, Transport & Planning

City of York Council

Site Location Plan

16 October 2024

1:920

Site of 19 - 33 Coney Street York

22/02525/FULM

Page 93



This page is intentionally left blank



Planning Committee A
To be held on 24th October 2024

City of York Council Planning Committee Meeting - 24th October 2024 1
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City of York Council Planning Committee Meeting - 24th October 2024 2

Site of 19 to 33 Coney Street, York

22/02525/FULM: Redevelopment of 19 to 33 Coney Street, land to rear of 35 to 37 

Coney Street and 39 Coney Street to 2 Spurriergate comprising conversion of 

retained buildings and new build elements of 3 to 6 storeys to create 

commercial/business/service floorspace (use class E), purpose-built student 

accommodation (sui generis) and public realm works including riverside walkway, 

landscaping and access further to partial demolition of buildings

AND;

22/02526/LBC: Internal and external alterations associated with the redevelopment 

of 19 to 33 Coney Street and 39 Coney Street to 2 Spurriergate (involving conversion 

and new build elements) following full and partial demolition of buildings
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Site Location Plan
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Existing Site Plan
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Proposed 

Elevations – 

Coney Street
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Proposed Elevations – Coney Street (Extract)
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Proposed 

Elevations – Coney 
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Application Reference Number: 22/02526/LBC  Item No: 5b 

COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

Date: 24 October 2024 Ward: Guildhall 

Team: East Area Parish: Guildhall Planning Panel 

 

Reference: 22/02526/LBC 
Application at: Site Of 19 To 33 Coney Street York   
For: Internal and external alterations associated with the 

redevelopment of 19 to 33 Coney Street and 39 Coney Street to 
2 Spurriergate (involving conversion and new build elements) 
following full and partial demolition of buildings 

By: Helmsley Securities Limited 

Application Type: Listed Building Consent 
Target Date: 29 September 2023 
Recommendation: Approve after referral to Secretary of State 

 

1.0 PROPOSAL 

 

1.1 This application relates 19-33 Coney Street and 39-43 Coney Street / 2 

Spurriergate which occupy plots between Coney Street and the river Ouse. 

1.2 The scheme is split into zones; 2, 3 and 4.  Zone 3 and zone 4 contain the 

following listed buildings –  

23, 25, 27 Coney Street Grade II listed (zone 3) 
33 Coney Street    Grade II listed (zone 3) 
39-41 Coney Street   Grade II listed (zone 4) 
 

1.3 The scheme includes demolition of later 20th Century structures to each of the 

listed buildings.  Demolished structures would be replaced by buildings ranging from 

3-6 storey in height. 

1.4 Within the retained frontage buildings ground floor uses would remain 

commercial (use class E), or there would be provision of access to the student 

accommodation proposed for the upper floors.  The upper floors would be used as 

student accommodation; they are currently ancillary to the ground floor commercial 

uses.  There are external works proposed, including alterations to shop fronts and 

internal works to accommodate the proposed uses.   
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1.5 The scheme has been revised since submission.  A key change in respect of 

the listed buildings was a change to internal layouts.  The plot width of the historic 

buildings is now preserved and legible in the layout. 

1.6 There is a companion application for full planning permission – 

22/02525/FULM.  

 

2.0 POLICY CONTEXT 

 

Legislation  

2.1 Section 16 of the of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 

Act 1990 advises that in considering whether to grant listed building consent for any 

works the local planning authority shall have special regard to the desirability of 

preserving the building or its setting or any features of special architectural or 

historic interest which it possesses. 

2.2 The site is within a designated conservation area (Central Historic Core).  The 

Council has a statutory duty (under section 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990) to consider the desirability of preserving or 

enhancing the character or appearance of designated conservation areas. 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 

2.3 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the government’s 

planning policies for England and how these are expected to be applied.  The NPPF 

is supplemented by national planning practice guidance (NPPG).  Section 16 

contains policies in respect of conserving and enhancing the historic environment.  

Draft Local Plan 2018 (DLP 2018) 

2.4 The plan contains policies in respect of listed buildings and conservation areas 

– D4: Listed Buildings and D5: Conservation Areas.  The policies are consistent with 

the NPPF. 

 

3.0 CONSULTATIONS 

 

Design & Conservation  

3.1 Officers advised they applaud the consideration given to individual listed 

buildings and the endeavour to limit the heritage impact of the proposal.  Whilst the 
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comments from Design & Conservation advise the scheme cannot be supported, 

this is because of the new build and the adverse effect on the wider conservation 

area – this is a matter that is assessed in the companion full planning application.    

3.2 The most recent revisions have further improved the setting and sustainable 

use of the listed buildings within the application site.  The revised drawings show 

retention of front windows to retained buildings (it was initially proposed to replace 

some with windows of different dimensions).   

3.3 The issues officers asked to be covered through conditions are –  

- Roof spaces have not been inspected but upgrading for insulation is required to 

accommodate the scheme.  A method statement is required.  

- A building recording to document existing features.  

- Windows – proposals for repairs and secondary glazing. 

- Repairs – samples for repointing, replacement bricks, new brickwork, render 

repairs or new render, any external paint, new roof coverings or replacement 

slates or roof tiles, as well as new paving or similar. 

 

 Council for British Archaeology (amenity society)   

Object (to superseded scheme). 

3.4 The amalgamation of the listed buildings across the upper floors in zones 3 

and 4 entails service risers and drainage downpipes proposed to be concealed 

within the building envelope of listed buildings. This could lead to damp and water 

ingress into historic fabric, hidden from view (officer note – this is not an unusual 

approach and any issues would be due to lack of maintenance). Such strategies are 

contrary to the conservation of the listed buildings & indicate the inappropriate 

nature of this scheme. 

3.5 The designed use of up to 400 student lets is dictating an architectural form 

that would create an unjustified level of harm which could be reduced by creating a 

less intensive mix of residential uses on the upper floors of the listed buildings 

specifically, but also across the site.  The viability of an alternative, less impactful 

future residential use should be established to justify the level of harm to the listed 

buildings on Coney Street and the Conservation Area. 

3.6 To limit the effects on the significance of this row of listed buildings and 

buildings of merit, changes to floor plans should:  

- Retain the possibility to read and to experience historic boundary lines.  
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- Conjoining listed buildings should be minimised to conserve their significance as 

independent plots and future proof versatility into the domestic use of the upper 

floors. 

Historic England  

No objection. 

3.7 Broadly welcome the proposed development.  Support the principle of the mix 

of uses proposed and making the river frontage publicly accessible.  An objection 

due to the architecture of the new buildings in zone 4 (south extent) has been 

withdrawn following revised plans.  

3.8 Welcome the sympathetic proposals to renovate the shopfronts along Coney 

Street, based on surviving evidence and historic images. This will serve to 

strengthen the historic character and appearance of the streetscape.  

3.9 No objection to the internal alterations to the Grade II listed buildings and 

buildings of merit. It is clear the upper floors of the historic buildings are in need of 

investment and a new use. 

Twentieth Century Society (amenity society) 

Object.   

3.10 Advise that the WHSmith extension building is physically attached to Grade II 

listed 39 and 41 Coney Street.  It should be regarded as a non-designated heritage 

asset.  A more thorough heritage assessment to justify demolition of the 1970’s 

addition was requested.  The 1970’s building is considered to have architectural 

qualities and is sympathetic to its setting; its demolition is objected to.   

York Civic Trust  

Support.  

3.11 Raised initial concerns/objections to the scheme but support the revised 

proposals. The accumulation of properties along the street/river by the developer 

presents a once-in-a-century opportunity for the city to affect positive change here. It 

can reconnect historic association between Coney Street and the river following a 

century of disconnection. It can create of a new community in the heart of the city. 

The principle of the upper floor levels on Coney Street is supportable as 'above 

shop' reuse, especially of listed buildings, believing this is the best way to maintain 

historic properties.   
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3.12 Zone 4's building height has been lowered and is now approximately the same 

height as the parapet of the building it most resembles architecturally, No.2 Low 

Ousegate ('Linley & Simpsons'), which the Trust previously recommended as a 

maximum height. It is also now lower than the parapet of No.19 Coney Street.   

York Conservation Area Advisory Panel  

No objection. 

3.13 Welcome the major changes to the proposed development including the 

reduction in scale of some of the buildings, the better mix of pitched and flat roofed 

buildings and the improved modelling. It was considered that the majority of the 

comments & recommendations made at its meeting in December 2023 have been 

accommodated. 

 

4.0 REPRESENTATIONS 

 

York Georgian Society  

4.1 Object (to superseded scheme). 

- Loss of plan form to listed buildings.  

- Form and scale of new development in Zone 4 out of character on riverside 

setting and junction between Coney Street and Waterloo Place uncomfortable in 

the street scene.  

4.2 The objection was received in 2023.  Since the comments the scheme has 

been revised.  The amendments sought to address the concerns raised.  In the 

listed buildings, the interconnections between buildings have been removed (with 

individual staircases in each property), Zone 4 has been reduced in scale and the 

architectural treatment of the corner with Coney Street reconsidered.   

4.3 No further representations made on the listed building consent application.  

 

5.0 APPRAISAL  

 

Key Issues  

5.1 Section 16 of the NPPF advises Local planning authorities should identify and 

assess the particular significance of any heritage asset that may be affected by a 
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proposal (including by development affecting the setting of a heritage asset) taking 

account of the available evidence and any necessary expertise. They should take 

this into account when considering the impact of a proposal on a heritage asset, to 

avoid or minimise any conflict between the heritage asset’s conservation and any 

aspect of the proposal.  

5.2 In assessment of potential impact, NPPF section 16 paragraph 205 explains 

that when considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of 

a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 

conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be). 

This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts to substantial harm, total 

loss or less than substantial harm to its significance.  Any harm to, or loss of, the 

significance of a designated heritage asset should require clear and convincing 

justification.  

 

Significance  

5.3 23 Coney Street - early C19th house, now shop with C20th shopfronts.  The 

historic domestic plan form remains largely intact on the upper floors.  The building 

has a large C20th rear extension (which extends behind 25-27) that detracts from 

the original plan and plot form.  As part of the scheme the C20th rear extension is to 

be demolished.  The shopfront would be improved through installation of new 

stallriser and glazing of appropriate materials and proportions.    

5.4 25-27 Coney Street - mid C19th shop with C20 modernisations including 

shopfronts.  The building is listed for group value with other buildings in Coney 

Street.  The historic C19th staircase and sub-division of main rooms remain on the 

upper floors.  As at 23 the building has a large C20th rear extension that spans 

across multiple plots and detracts from the original plan and plot form and is to be 

demolished as part of the scheme.  Sympathetic works to shopfront – glazing, 

stallriser and corbel detail proposed.   

5.5 33 Coney Street - early C18, C19 re-fronted & altered, C20 altered.  The main 

building has a long rear extension the full width of the plot (which is to be 

demolished) and loss of plan form due to C20th commercial use.  Very little historic 

fabric has been retained in the building which now has a multi-storey concrete of 

steel frame supporting the main elevation and historic roof fragments. The proposals 

for a new shopfront and changes to the floor plan on Levels 0-3 do not impact on 

historic fabric or significance. 
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5.6 39-41 Coney Street - originally 3 houses early C18, late C18 with richer 

interiors; modernised in late C20 and 41 a mid-C19 house with C20 shopfront.  The 

latter is included in the listing for group value as integral part of this important 

historic street.  These buildings have been merged.  The original plan form is 

evident on the upper floor of 39.  The proposed reinstatement of a rear section to 

No. 41 is a beneficial repair the floor plan.  Modern shop fronts would be replaced; 

the proposals are more appropriate to the building in their traditional proportions, 

detailing and materials.  The demolition of the mid/late C20th rear section (which 

spans across multiple historic plots and extends down to the riverside) is regarded 

as not harmful; it reveals the original rear sections of the buildings.  There is no 

harmful impact on the setting of the buildings; the original plot form is not eroded.   

 

5.7 The (late medieval) industrial heritage of Coney Street, with long narrow plots 

and a presence of lanes leading down to the river pre-dates the buildings the subject 

of this application which were introduced in the C18th and C19th.  In the C18th and 

C19th period townhouses, some incorporating shops, were introduced, in some 

cases existing houses were re-fronted, concealing older structures behind.  Within 

the plots leading down to the river, there were a mix of gardens to affluent properties 

and commercial and industrial uses.  By the C19th the area became increasingly 

commercial.  On the 1852 map there is evidence of plots combined to create larger 

commercial premises.  This trend continued through the C20th also influenced by 

damage during bombing raids in 1942.  The Woolworths (now Boots) store, which it 

is proposed to demolish was completed in the 1950’s.  The street was the primary 

shopping street in the city in the post-war period and again saw plots merged and 

premises expanded to provide larger commercial floorplates.               

 

5.8 The significance of the listed buildings lies in remnants of historic plot form, 

group value townscape value of the buildings fronting Coney Street, the remaining 

plan form and architectural interest in the interiors.  Significance has been 

substantially eroded by C20th commercial uses and creation of commercial floor 

plates spanning across historic plots.  All of the listed buildings affected have had 

mid/late C20th rear extensions that span across multiple plots and extend down to 

the riverside.   

    

Impact on significance 

 

Listed Buildings  
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5.9 The scheme has been revised on multiple occasions to address objections in 

respect of impact on the historic and architectural significance of the listed buildings 

and the conservation area. 

- The internal layouts within historic sections of listed buildings has been revised 

so the sub-division between buildings and plan form is preserved. 

- External elevations have been revised so historic window articulation is 

preserved (in certain areas more traditional detailing is restored; secondary 

glazing is proposed on the grounds of energy efficiency and noise reduction).  

The Coney Street / Waterloo Place elevation has been revised to give it a more 

human scale and address issues raised with the articulation at the corner leading 

into Waterloo Place.       

- Proposed building heights on the riverside have been lowered to acceptable 

degree; they respect local building heights in this section of the riverside, they 

continue to allow views of the historic townscape of the buildings beyond and the 

massing respects the variety found in the townscape within the Central Historic 

Core Conservation Area.  

5.10 The original plan form on the upper floors of each listed building would be 

preserved.  At ground floor level plan form has been lost to accommodate 

commercial uses; evidence remains on upper floors which have been underused 

and neglected in the C20th.  Historic plot widths are therefore legible in the listed 

buildings fronting Coney Street and in their function.  External works respect the 

proportions, details and use of materials of the building’s significance; the condition 

of the listed buildings is enhanced. 

5.11 Whilst the new blocks span across multiple plots, in their riverside articulation 

they reference the plot widths of the groups of buildings along Coney Street.  There 

is therefore no harmful change to the setting in this respect; the entire site along the 

riverside is characterised by modern extensions which span across plots and are of 

disproportionate scale to the historic frontage buildings.    

5.12 A benefit of the scheme is that the later rear additions to listed buildings are 

removed.  The later additions were introduced to provide enlarged commercial 

floorplates and are of unsympathetic scale and span across multiple historic plots.  

Following demolition, rear courtyards are then introduced in zone 3 and there is 

separation created between the historic buildings fronting Coney Street and the new 

build proposed along the riverside.  This element of the scheme would better reveal 

the historic scale and form of the listed buildings affected.  
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5.13 Roofs are expected to require a degree of insulation to accommodate the 

proposed student use and be compliant with modern building regulation standards.  

These areas are yet to be investigated.  A methodology could be approved by way 

of condition to ensure these works respect fabric of historic significance.   

5.14 The historic domestic sections of listed buildings, fronting onto Coney Street 

are preserved by the scheme.  No harm to the setting of listed buildings within the 

scheme is identified as a consequence of the new build, primarily because the 

buildings affected have already had their settings affected by large scale rear 

extensions of commercial design.  The scheme, to some degree, reverses this 

harm, provides relief to historic rear facades and external amenity space is provided 

in zone 3 (courtyard access from Coney Street is created through nos.29-31 which 

are not listed).   

 

Conservation area 

5.15 NPPF para. 203 advises that in determining applications, local planning 

authorities should take account of:  

a) the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets 

and putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;  

b) the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to 

sustainable communities including their economic vitality; and  

c) the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local 

character and distinctiveness.  

5.16 The demolition proposed is not objected to in principle.  It removes unlisted 

buildings and structures that are either late 20th century and/or functional extensions 

of proportions that do not respect the domestic scale of the listed buildings fronting 

Coney Street.  It is acknowledged this presents a regeneration opportunity to deliver 

an enhanced riverside setting.  The assessment is therefore whether the proposed 

scheme is overall beneficial or harmful to the Central Historic Core Conservation 

Area (its historic and architectural significance) and if there is less than substantial 

harm, whether this outweighed by the public benefits of the scheme (whilst giving 

great weight to conservation as required by NPPF para.205); this follows the 

approach contained in NPPF section 16 in respect conserving and enhancing the 

historic environment.   
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5.17 The harms to the Conservation Area identified as a consequence of the 

scheme are –  

 

Zone 3  

 

- Harm to legibility of historic urban grain because the proposed leisure units 
fronting the riverside span across multiple historic plots and are taller than 
existing buildings.  Legibility is eroded because new buildings are taller and more 
dominant thereby reducing views through to the rear elevations of the 
original/frontage buildings.  The appearance of primary forms facing the street 
with lower rear extensions and gardens leading to the river, giving a clear 
hierarchy of historic plot width and development is reduced. 

- Loss of wider views beyond the riverside buildings due to replacement buildings 

being of a higher scale. 

 

5.18 The level of harm is regarded as less than substantial and at the lower end of 

the scale.  The existing development (which is modern and to be replaced) cuts 

across multiple plots.  The level of harm to loss of wider views is very low.  The 

height of the new riverside buildings is varied; between 5 and 3.5 storey in height 

and appropriate in the historic townscape (taking into account form and articulation 

and referencing historic plot widths).  This variation retains a degree of views 

beyond these buildings of the townscape beyond.  Whilst some loss of views of the 

frontage buildings on Coney Street would still occur, this is of rear elevations; not 

typically exposed to public views in the historic core.      

 

Zone 4  

 

- The buildings do not restore, but further deviate from historic plan form (Design & 

Conservation Officers are now satisfied with the scale and massing of Zone 4).   

- The side elevation of 4 Spurriergate would be exposed due to the creation of 

Waterloo Place. 

 

5.19 Waterloo Place would be a new street leading down to the river.  Its width has 

been subject to adverse comments because it does not adhere to the narrow width 

of historic snickleways and side streets in this section of the central historic core and 

it would expose the side elevation of the neighbouring listed building.  The width is 

determined by the Yorkshire Water sewer beneath and their easement 

requirements.  The constraint allows for a public space, opposed to a narrow side 

street, which would be a substantial benefit and as revised the proposed building 

that would front it has been given a human scale through its architectural treatment.  

Page 136



 

Application Reference Number: 22/02526/LBC  Item No: 5b 

The treatment of the corner, that would be viewed from Coney Street, which was 

originally subject to adverse comment, has been re-designed and the Council’s 

design team is satisfied with the current approach.  The creation of this new public 

realm is regarded to be beneficial overall.  The public benefits clearly outweigh the 

harm that would result from exposing the side elevation of Grade II listed 4 

Spurriergate.    

 

5.20 The proposals for zone 4 are also regarded as causing less than substantial 

harm, at the lower end of the scale.  For both plots when assessing loss, regard 

must be given to the scheme as a whole.   

 

Public Benefits  

 

5.21 The public benefits in favour of the scheme are as follows -  

Economic  

- Competitive economy & support for growth; making the city centre more vibrant 

and improving the public realm. 

In accordance with the NPPF these benefits attract significant weight. 

Social  

- Provision of vibrant communities a number and range of homes to meet need.  

- Improved design; townscape and provision of public realm creating safe places 

and open space.  

- Provision of Waterloo Place which would become a new public space, be of 

biodiversity value and complement commercial units in the city centre.   

Substantial weight. 

Environmental  

- The significance of listed buildings on Coney Street is enhanced by providing a 

new viable use of the upper floors, respecting historic plan form and better 

revealing historic rear elevations by the removal of unsympathetic C20 

extensions.  The scheme in this respect is consistent with advice in NPPF para. 

203 which states that in determining applications Local Planning Authorities 

should take into account the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the 

significance of heritage assets and putting them to viable uses consistent with 

their conservation.  
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- Improving biodiversity  

- Moving to a low carbon economy - aligned with York’s aspiration to be zero 

carbon.  The buildings will meet policy standards for design and construction and 

importantly deliver car free living in the city centre.    

Moderate weight.  

 

 

6.0 CONCLUSION 

 

6.1 The principle of the development, in terms of the composition of uses 

proposed, accords with the economic and social objectives of the NPPF, in respect 

of the economy and supporting vibrant communities and delivering a range of 

homes.  It is also consistent with DLP 2018 policy SS3 which relates to the city 

centre and its role in achieving the economic and social aspiration of the plan.  In 

applying the NPPF the decision-maker must give significant weight to the economic 

benefits of the scheme (paragraph 85) and substantial weight to the delivery of 

housing that meets an identified need (paragraph 124).  The provision of new public 

realm is also a substantial benefit the scheme would deliver.   

6.2 When a local planning authority finds that a proposed development would 

harm the special architectural or historic interest of a listed building or would harm 

the character or appearance of the Conservation Area, the authority must give 

considerable importance and weight to the desirability of avoiding such harm to give 

effect to its statutory duties under sections 16 and 72 of the Planning (Listed 

Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.  

6.3 The scheme would not cause harm to the listed buildings the subject of this 

application.  The scheme would cause less than substantial harm, at the lower end 

of the scale, to the character of the Conservation Area.  Substantial public benefits 

have been identified that clearly outweigh the harm and these are set out in 

paragraph 5.21 of this report.  

6.5 There are multiple public benefits to the scheme which cumulatively are 

substantial; they are economic, social and environmental.  These public benefits are 

also to the significance of the listed buildings the subject of this application and 

include putting them to a use consistent with their conservation, as advocated by 

NPPF section 16.  The external works improve the significance of the listed 

buildings, including by better revealing their historic scale and form and the internal 
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works preserve remaining historic plan form and bring the upper floors back into 

use.  In applying paragraph 196 of the NPPF, which advises that the harm should be 

weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, the public benefits of the 

scheme overall clearly outweigh the harm and justify approval of the scheme, 

notwithstanding the considerable importance and weight attached to this harmful 

impact. 

6.6  If the Council are minded to approve the application, then referral to the 

Secretary of State would be required; due to the objection from a statutory consultee 

which is one of the amenity societies, in accordance with the Arrangements for 

Handling Heritage Applications - Notification to Historic England and National 

Amenity Societies and the Secretary of State (England) Direction 2021. 

 
7.0  RECOMMENDATION:   Approve subject to referral to the Secretary of State 
and the following conditions: 
 
 
1  TIMEL2  Development start within 3 yrs (LBC/CAC)  
 
2  The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following plans:- 
 
Location plan 0001 P3 
Site plan  10000 P4 
Phasing plan 1200 P4 
Landscape GA P20997-00-001-GIL-0100 revision 11 
 
Typical student room 7000 P2 
 
Site wide Elevations 
Coney Street 1301 P4 
Riverside   1300 P4 
 
Listed Buildings - Door Types and Schedule 5020 P2 
 
Riverside wall 
Zone 3 section 1501 P4 
Zone 4 section 1500 P4  
 
Cycle strategy 1200 P3 
Cycle stores 1205 P1  
Access strategy  1203 P2, 1204 P2, 1206 P1 
Refuse strategy 1201 P3 
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Zone 2 (19 Coney Street) and Zone 3 (21, 23, 25-27, 29-31, 33 Coney Street)  
 
Floor plans and roof  
Level 00 1100 P5   
Level 01 1101 P4  
Level 02 1102 P4 
Level 03 1103 P4 
Level 04 1104 P4 
Level 05 1105 P4 
Roof  1106 P4  
 
Floor plans showing works to listed buildings  
1107 P3 
1108 P4 
1109 P4 
1110 P3 
1111 P3 
1112 P3 
 
Doors, joinery and ceiling, cornice plans   
5002 P1 
5003 P1 
5004 P1 
5012 P1 
5013 P2 
5014 P2 
 
Elevations  
Coney Street elevation 1300 P3 
No.19 Coney Street  1305 P3 
No.21 Coney Street  1306 P1, 1307 P3 
No.23 Coney Street  1308 P3, 1309 P2 
No.25-27 Coney Street 1310 P3 
No.33 Coney Street Rear 1314 P2 
 
Large scale details  2002 P4, 2004 P3 
Internal door types 5020 P2 
 
Zone 4 
 
Proposed demolition 
0601 P3  
0602 P3  
0603 P3  
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0604 P3  
0605 P3 
0606 P3 
 
Floor plans and roof  
Level 00 1100 P5 
Level 01 1101 P4 
Level 02 1102 P4 
Level 03 1103 P4  
Level 04 1104 P4 
Level 05 1105 P4 
Level 06 1106 P3 
Roof  1107 P4 
 
Floor plans and roof showing works to listed buildings  
1108 P4 
1109 P4 
1110 P4 
1111 P4 
1112 P4 
1113 P4   
 
Listed Buildings - Doors / Joinery Plans  
Level 02 5002 P4 
Level 03 5003 P3 
Level 04 5004 P4 
 
Listed Buildings - Ceiling / Cornice Plans  
Level 02 5012 P4 
Level 03 5013 P3 
Level 04 5014 P4 
 
Elevations   
Coney Street 1300 P3 
Riverside  1301 P3 
Waterloo Place 1302 P3  
Courtyard  1303 P3 & 1304 P4 
No.39-41 Coney Street Demolition Elevation (Front) 1306 P2  
No.39-41 Coney Street Proposed Elevation (Front) 1307 P3 
No. 39-41 Coney Street Demolition Elevation (Rear) 1309 P2 
No. 39-41 Coney Street Proposed Elevation (Rear) 1310 P3 
 
Sections 
1500 P3, 1501 P3, 1502 P3, 1503 P3, 1504 P3, 1505 P3, 1506 P3 
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Large scale details  
2002 P3, 2003 P3, 2004   
 
Proposed Works to YW Infrastructure drawing   
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01144 rev P01. 
 
Flood zone/storage drawings   
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01141 P02 
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01142 P02 
202070-BGP-01-00-DR-C-52-01143 rev P01  
 
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure that the development is carried 
out only as approved by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
3  Interior audit / recording  
 
A programme of archaeological building recording, specifically a photographic 
recording of the interior of the listed buildings within the site shall be submitted to 
and approved by the local planning authority in writing prior to commencement of 
development on the relevant listed building.  The programme of recording shall 
identify features of significance that are to be retained in-situ (and the extent of 
repairs where applicable) and the development shall be carried out in accordance 
with the approved details. 
 
Reason: In accordance with Section 16 of NPPF as the buildings on this site are of 
archaeological and historic interest and must be recorded prior to demolition, 
alteration or removal of fabric. 
 
 4  Schedule of works 
 
Prior to commencement of works on the upper floors of the relevant listed building a 
method of works statement, explaining how the works specified below would affect 
the significance of the architectural and historic importance of the building shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The works 
shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details. 
 
- Roof structure upgrade and installation measures. 
- Bathroom pods. 
 
Reason: In the interests of impacts on the significance of listed buildings. 
 
 5  Repairs and use of materials 
 
Prior to commencement of works to the relevant listed building a schedule of repairs 
and samples for repointing, replacement bricks, new brickwork, render repairs or 
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new render, any external paint, new roof coverings or replacement slates or roof 
tiles, as well as new paving or similar shall be submitted to and approved in writing 
by the Local Planning Authority.  The works shall be carried out in accordance with 
the approved details prior to first occupation of the relevant listed building. 
 
Note: Sample materials shall be made available for inspection at the site. Please 
make it clear in your approval of details application when the materials will be 
available for inspection and where they are located. Samples should be provided of 
sufficiently large size to be able to appropriately judge the material (including 
joints/fixings where an important part of the visual quality of the material), and to be 
provided together where materials are seen together.  
 
Reason: In the interests of the historic and architectural interest of the listed 
buildings. 
 
 
 6  Windows  
 
Prior to commencement of works to the upper floors of the relevant listed building a 
schedule of repairs and works to windows, including full details of secondary glazing 
(shown in context) shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  The works shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details prior to first occupation of the relevant listed building. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the historic and architectural interest of the listed 
buildings. 
 
 7  Shopfronts 
 
Prior to commencement of construction (of the building envelope) of the relevant 
listed building large-scale details of the works to shop fronts shall be submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The works shall be carried 
out in accordance with the approved details. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the historic and architectural interest of the listed 
buildings. 
 
 8  New partitions 
 
All new partitions shall be scribed around existing historic details. 
 
Reason: In the interests of the significance of the listed buildings. 
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