EMAIL TO GARY HOUSEDEN 220310
Re STA Group 1

Gary,

I want to raise with you the accuracy of the items described on Page 10 of the STA document.

Page 10 (Table 3.1) Purports to list all development sites “which have been given planning permissions or have applied for planning permission and are therefore committed or allocated and are likely to be developed first”. In other words, the development of these sites is to be treated as a foregone conclusion.
These sites are described as “Group 1”.
The STA presents 10 scenarios. Scenario 1 is stated to be the baseline. In other words, the entire document assumes that all these sites will be developed in the manner specified in the table; that this is a foregone conclusion, and that instead of comparing Scenarios 2-9 and 4A with the traffic flows as they are at present, traffic flows should only be compared with Scenario 1.

Scenario 1 is described in para. 4.1.1 on page 25 as comprising all the Group 1 sites. It does not include any other site.

It follows that the entire thesis of the STA depends on the accuracy of the information in this list of sites.

I have the following queries:

	Development Site
	Comment
	Question

	Livestock Market
	I am not aware that the application to develop this land is as stated. The FWE application included a 1600sq.m “trolley type” food hall and not a 1000 sq.m. “basket” type foodhall, as described in the table. The application was withdrawn. The only reference I am aware of to the precise proposals indicated here is to suggestions in the first WSP report, which has never been approved. 
	How does the STA come to describe this proposal as one that has been given planning permission or have applied for planning permission and is therefore committed or allocated development?
Isn’t this all subject to the outcome of the LDF?

	Wentworth Street Car Park
	The proposal for a 3,000 sq.m. supermarket is not the subject of a planning application. It is a highly controversial project which is being advanced by the Council’s administration and is being hotly disputed. The Council has never given any commitment to it. Further all the figures in both RTP reports suggest that, if one is built, it should certainly not be in the first five years of the plan and that there won’t be room for it until nearer the tenth year of the plan. Further the site is outside the town’s commercial limits, and these cannot be changed except through the LDF.
	Ditto.

	Pasture Lane/ Showfield Lane
	Although this is something which I would be inclined to support, provided there is a new intersection between Broughton Road and the A64, I am not aware of any planning application or consent.
	Ditto.

	East Mount/Old Maltongate
	
	Does this have planning consent? Is there a planning application?

	Mount Crescent Hotel
	I was not aware that there is any commitment to flats on this site.
	Ditto

	Ryedale Business Park, Eden Road
	This site is outside the town’s development limits, which cannot be changed except by the LDF. It was the subject of a highly contentious planning application, which was withdrawn after it had been called in by the Regional Office.
	How does the STA come to describe this proposal as one that has been given planning permission or have applied for planning permission and is therefore committed or allocated development?

Isn’t this all subject to the outcome of the LDF?

	Manor Park
	
	No questions.

	Highfield Lane
	
	Does this have planning consent? Is there a planning application?

	Barton Cottage
	
	No questions

	Land West of York Road Industrial Estate.
	
	Does this have planning consent? Is there a planning application?

	Norton Grove Industrial Estate
	
	Ditto

	Redrow Housing Site
	
	No questions

	Sheepfoot Hill/Castlegate
	
	Does this have planning consent? Is there a planning application?

	Former Travis Perkins Builders Yard, Yorkersgate
	
	Does this have planning consent? Is there a planning application?

	Robsons Garage, Welham Road
	
	No questions

	Former Dewhirst factory, Welham Road
	This site is outside the towns’ commercial limits which cannot be changed except through the LDF. There is a planning application in, but I cannot see how, in the light of the figures produced in both RTP Reports, Malton and Norton can possibly accommodate another supermarket  of 2,100sq.m within the next ten years, and I would have thought that this matter should be dealt with through the LDF and not treated as a foregone conclusion. 
	How does the STA come to describe this proposal as one that has been given planning permission or have applied for planning permission and is therefore committed or allocated development?

Isn’t this all subject to the outcome of the LDF?

	Elements of the Woolgrowers’ site
	
	Does this have planning consent? Is there a planning application?


I hope you realise that if the LDF inspector takes the view that decisions are being taken on the basis of questionable or misleading information, this could jeopardise the entire LDF process. 

Regards
