Mike,

Thank you for your email. | am happy to issue the final SEA screening report so will get it to you by
next Wednesday if that is OK. From looking at the HE response, | too can confirm that it will not
affect our initial conclusion.

Further to you consulting HBC's estate team, please find below comments from Jonathan Dunk,
Executive Officer for Strategic Property and Major Projects with regard to Policy GNE3 and GNEG6.

Policy GNE3
As landowner, HBC do not support the allocation of AImsford Wood as Local Green Space under

Policy GNE3 as we do not consider it to have demonstrable value to the local community of Pannal
and Burnbridge. The site is not in close proximity or in easy walking distance to the community of
Pannal and Burn Bridge due to the site being detached and not related to the village and on the
other side of the A61 which needs to be crossed to access this site. The assessment for this site
refers to a link path west going under the A61 road bridge linking the path to the pavement on the
other side of the A61 however this needs to be clarified as this information conflicts with Policy
GHEG6 which refers to the need for an underpass. There is not to our knowledge a way of safely
accessing this site underneath the A61.

As the site contains significant woodland, it is covered adequately by Local Plan policy NE7: Trees
and Woodland and is sufficiently protected by other Local Plan policies such as HP5: Public rights of
Way and NE3: Protecting the Natural Environment.

Policy GNE6
It is unclear as to the intention of this policy as it does not formally allocate this land for open space

but merely refers to presenting “an opportunity for new open space”. This is very confusing,
especially as the policy map shows the boundary of this land which infers some form of formal
designation. The land is in HBC ownership and as landowners we do not support the inclusion of this
land in Policy GNE6 or the use of the land as referenced in the policy. We therefore object to policy
GNEG6 as we do not consider it to be deliverable, achievable or sufficiently evidenced or justified. The
land is currently open land and already benefits from an existing public Right of Way so we do not
support the need for the additional ‘opportunities’ identified. The Local Green Space justification
provided in the Neighbourhood Plan for part of this site identifies that it already has recreational
benefits and states that the footpath already forms an attractive route linking interesting nature
sites within the Special Landscape Area.

With regards to the reference to the scope for an underpass, this is a strategic decision that would
require significant investment and discussion with NYCC and is not justified or evidenced. Further
work could be undertaken in conjunction with NYCC to explore a more connected network of paths
and cycles across the district and into the countryside, the evidence for which could be used to
harness CIL or direct S106 contributions towards projects to improve connectivity however the
network would need to be identified and a plan/strategy in place to help harness the money. The
inclusion of an aspiration for an underpass therefore is considered outside the scope of the
Neighbourhood Plan and again not deliverable or evidenced.

If you need anything else, please don’t hesitate to get in touch.

Thanks



Rachael
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