Proposed amendments to Strensall with Towthorpe Village Design Statement (Annex B)

Update report to Local Plan Working Group 30/06/14

The following points of clarification have been agreed by Katherine Atkinson and Strensall
with Towthorpe VDS Group to provide further detail and to ensure the deliverability of the
Design Guidelines. It is proposed that amendments will be made along with any arising
from Local Plan Working Group/ Cabinet prior to consultation.

NB. Specific proposals to shape and direct where future development should go, and
further explore issues of traffic flow and infrastructure improvements would be the remit of
a Neighbourhood Plan rather than a Village Design Statement and are therefore not
included.

It is proposed to add (or amend) the following text:

1. (LPWG p60) Page 2, paragraph 2, add clarification or footnote regarding Ministry of
Defence planning status:

‘The Crown (Ministry of Defence) is normally required to apply to the local planning
authority for planning permission. There are, however, certain provisions to help
facilitate critical development and restrict access to sensitive information, mainly in the
interests of national security and defence.’

2. (LPWG p61) Page 2, paragraph 4, add Ministry of Defence engagement to date:

‘The Garrison Staff Officer, Headquarters York Garrison and the Commanding Officer at
Queen Elizabeth Barracks, Strensall were briefed on and consulted about the VDS in
December 2012. In July 2013, the Range Control Officer provided the information used
in the VDS covering Strensall Military Training Area.’

3. (LPWG p65) Page 7, What We Would Like To See, add aspiration note at beginning of
this section:

‘This section reflects the concerns and aspirations of Strensall with Towthorpe residents
and our Parish Council.’

Add supporting evidence after traffic paragraphs:

‘The 2006 City of York Council Traffic Study Report for Strensall with Towthorpe
identified traffic flow issues for resolution. No further action was taken at that time
because of financial constraints. The building of additional housing in the Village since
then has exacerbated the situation.’

4. (LPWG p66) Page 8, add clarification how the bus service is not easily accessible from
many parts of the village:



‘The bus service runs along the main traffic route through the Village, namely along The
Village and York Road. Residents living at the eastern end of Moor Lane and in the
northwestern part of the Brecks have to walk approximately 800 metres to access the
nearest bus stop. Westpit Lane and Barley Rise residents are approximately 500 metres
from a bus stop, if the snicket ways are used.’

. (LPWG p67) Page 9, add explanation that ideas for ‘where’ facilities could be provided
may be explored in a Neighbourhood Plan at a future date:

‘Following on from the Village Design Statement, Strensall with Towthorpe Parish
Council is considering progressing to a Neighbourhood Plan to shape and direct where
future development should go, and further explore issues of traffic flow and
infrastructure improvements. The VDS Working Group is willing to assist in this work.’

. (LPWG p68) Page 10, Population paragraph 2, and add clarification and move to
previous ‘What We Would Like to See’ section on page 9:

‘The basic infrastructure of the Village has not changed to match the increase in

population. The majority of our Villagers believe that thislevel-ef-expansions
uhsustainable—TFhey-believe-that further investment in the infrastructure and amenities

of the Village is necessary before any further development or significant increase to the
population of the Village takes place. They see the current infrastructure and supporting
services as being at saturation level. Their views were garnered through the VDS
Questionnaire distributed in July-August 2013.’

. (LPWG p70) Page 12, amend/ add evidence of Synod of Whitby:
It is possible that the village was the site of the Synod of Whitby in 664AD.

“The two main accounts of the Synod are the Life of Wilfred written by Stephen of
Ripon c710 and Bedes Ecclesiastical History written in 731. Both sources state that
the Synod was held at a monastery of Hilda in a place called Streanaeshalch. This has
traditionally been associated with Whitby as we know that Hilda was head of a
monastery in Whitby. However, there is no recorded place-name in the Whitby area
that reflects/ preserves the name of Streanaeshalch as recorded in the sources.

The case for Strensall as the location of the Synod of Whitby has been argued most
recently in an article by Barnwell, Butler, and Dunn in 2003 "The Confusion of
Conversion: Streanaeshalch, Strensall and Whitby and the Northumbrian Church", in
Martin Carver (ed), The Cross Goes North, York Medieval Press.

Although there is no archaeological evidence for an Anglo-Saxon monastery at
Strensall, one could argue that no-one has looked very hard. And, as there is
evidence revealed by TimeTeam for a possible Anglo-Saxon monastic enclosure of
7"/8" century date in Poppleton, it is entirely possible that a similar feature lurks in
Strensall waiting to be excavated.” John Oxley, City Archaeologist, City of York
Council




8. (LPWG p90) Page 32, add details of planned additional footpaths by the Parish Council:

‘The Parish Council is negotiating to establish designated footpaths along south bank of
River Foss and to bring about the reinstatement of the footbridge at Cowslip Hill (part of
Footpath 17). The former is subject to permission from land owners and latter is
responsibility of the City of York Council.’

9. (LPWG p91) Page 33, add extract from Strategic Cycle Route Network Map showing
potential future cycle routes (include title, key and copyright statement). Add ‘subject
to funding availability’ to end of first cycling paragraph, and route numbers (88 and 84)
to second paragraph to aid cross referencing.
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10.(LPWG p95) Page 37, add:

‘Community users of Robert Wilkinson Primary School facilities are listed at the rear of
this document.’

Also at Page 46 Community Group table, add the following additional groups to the
school’s facilities:

- ‘Cubs - Water Babies

- Brownies - Baby Swim

- Karate - Strensall Tigers

- Pool Babies - Ride 4 Life Motorcycle Training

- Boxercise’



11.(LPWG p101) Page 43, amend Design Guideline 1 to reflect the different character parts
of the Village:

‘Strensall with Towthorpe is a large village in a rural setting. All development should
enhance the rural-character of our Village.’

12.(LPWG p101) Page 43, amend Design Guideline 2 to explain that this refers to both
infrastructure (roads/ sewers) and Village amenities:

‘The linear nature of the Village should not be exacerbated by new development at its
extremities without an improvement to the read infrastructure and amenities. Further
new development should be accompanied by a significant redesign of the Village to
promote access to infrastructure and amenities.’

13.(LPWG p101) Page 43, Design Guideline 5 add map to show views:
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14.(LPWG p102) Page 44 amend Design Guideline 10 to reflect that higher roof heights may
be appropriate in certain cases/ as part of larger development sites:

‘The height and pitch of roofs should be compatible with, and sympathetic to
surrounding property. A variety of roof heights could be explored within larger
development sites. ...’

15.(LPWG p102) Page 44, amend Design Guideline 13 to recognise the different
characteristics within the Village:

‘New development and extensions should use bwldmg materials appropriate-toarural
Village-and sympathetic to neighbouring properties. .

16.(LPWG p102) Page 45, amend Design Guideline 20 to accommodate development that
can take place under permitted development rights, and remove outdated terminology

(‘presumption against’):

‘Gardens and open spaces between buildings contribute to the rural charm of the Village

and should be retained wherever possible. TFhereshould-beapresumptionagainstthe
Any subdivision of these spaces where-thissweuld should not harm the character and

visual amenities of the area.’




