
 

 Miscellaneous Items/1 

Item 5 
 

North York Moors National Park Authority 
Planning Committee 

 
 22 August 2013 
 
 Miscellaneous Items 
 
 
(a) Appeals 
 
 (i) The Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government has determined 

the following appeals made to him against decisions of the Committee:- 
 

Location of Site/Appellant Decision (Inspector) 

Scawton Park Farm, Scawton, Thirsk YO7 
2HG (3 appeals) 

All 3 appeals dismissed 
Inspector: Keith Turner 

Hammer and Hand House, Hutton-le-Hole, 
York, YO62 6UA 

Appeal dismissed 
Inspector; John L Gray 

 
 Background Documents for This Item 
 
 1. Inspector's letters attached at Appendix 1. 
 

(ii) Set out below is information on dates/venues of inquiries/hearings:- 
 

Appellants Name 
and Location   

Method of 
Determination  

Date of Local 
Inquiry/Informal 
Hearing  

Venue 

NYM/2012/0818/FL 
J E & M P Else 
Grange Farm, 
Staintondale 

Hearing 19 November 2013 The Old Vicarage, 
Bondgate, Helmsley 

NYM/0004/2012 
Matthew Else 
Grange Farm, 
Staintondale 

Hearing 19 November 2013 The Old Vicarage, 
Bondgate, Helmsley 

NYM/0259/2009 
Michael Cowling 
Mickbelong Farm, 
Urra 

Hearing 21 January 2014 The Old Vicarage, 
Bondgate, Helmsley 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 Miscellaneous Items/2 

(iii) Appeals received: 
 

Ref Number Appellants Name and 
Location 

Description 

NYM/0259/2009 
 

Michael Cowling 
Mickbelong Farm, Urra 

Without planning 
permission, the 
engineering operation to 
construct a pond on the 
land during the period 28 
June 05 to May 2011 

 
(b) Planning Applications Determined by the Director of Planning 
 

A list of planning applications determined by the Director of Planning in accordance 
with the Scheme of Delegation is attached at Appendix 2. 

 
 [NB: Members wishing to enquire further into particular applications referred to 

in the Appendix are asked to raise the matter with the Director of Planning in 
advance of the meeting to enable a detailed response to be given]. 

 
(c) List of Enforcement Matters Determined by the Director of Planning 
 
 A list of enforcement matters determined by the Director of Planning in accordance 

with the Scheme of Delegation is attached at Appendix 3. 
 
 [The individual files will be available for Members to inspect at the meeting]. 
 
Andy Wilson 
Chief Executive (National Park Officer) 
 
Chris France 
Director of Planning 
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Appeal Decisions 
Site visit made on 29 July 2013 

by Keith Turner  LLB(Hons) DipArch(Dist) RIBA MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government 

Decision date: 12 August 2013 

 

 

3 Appeals relating to Scawton Park Farm, Scawton, Thirsk YO7 2HG 
 

 

Appeal 1: APP/W9500/F/12/2185563 & Appeal 2: APP/W9500/F/12/2185630 

• The appeals are made under section 39 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as amended by the Planning and Compensation Act 1991. 

• The appeals are against a listed building enforcement notice issued by North York Moors 
National Park. 

• Appeal 1 is made by Dr D Eadington. 
• Appeal 2 is made by Dr A Eadington 

• The Council's reference is ENF 7/2012. 
• The notice was issued on 22 August 2012. 

• The contravention of listed building control alleged in the notice is works carried out to 

the building situated in the curtilage of the building known as “the Farm Building” as 
shown edged green on the Plan: 
1. The removal of the timber remaining roof structure to the central cell; 

2. The removal of the walls to the central and southern cells; 

3. The removal of a section of wall on the eastern elevation of the northern cell; 

4. The digging of trenches for new foundations and the construction of substructure including 

foundations, walls, sub-floor and services. 

• The requirements of the notice are: 
1. Removal of the sub-floor and services in their entirety; 

2. Removal of the sub-structure including all new walling (stone and block) and concrete 

foundations in its entirety; 

3. Re-fill new foundation trenches with soil; 

4. re-profile the land level across the area edged green on the attached plan to match those 

surrounding the that(sic) area; 

5. Top soil and seed with grass the re-profiled area; and, 

6. Removal from the land all waste materials and rubble arising through compliance with the 

above steps. 

• The period for compliance with the requirements is six months. 

• The appeal is made on the grounds set out in section 39(1)(a), (d), (e) and (k) of the 

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as amended. 
 

 
Appeal 3: APP/W9500/A/13/2192431 

• The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
against a refusal to grant planning permission. 

• The appeal is made by Dr D & Dr A Eadington against the decision of North York Moors 
National Park. 

• The application Ref NYM/2012/0740/FL, dated 1 November 2012, was refused by notice 
dated 3 January 2013. 

• The development proposed is conversion and extension of outbuilding to single person 
dwelling. 
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www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate           2 

Decisions 

Appeal 1: APP/W9500/F/12/2185563 

1. The appeal is dismissed and the listed building enforcement notice is upheld.  

Listed building consent is refused for the retention of the works carried out in 

contravention of section 9 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990 as amended. 

Appeal 2: APP/W9500/F/12/2185630 

2. The appeal is dismissed and the listed building enforcement notice is upheld.  

Listed building consent is refused for the retention of the works carried out in 

contravention of section 9 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990 as amended. 

Appeal 3: APP/W9500/A/13/2192431 

3. The appeal is dismissed. 

 

Preliminary Matters 

4. Appeals 1 and 2 relate to the same works and are made under the same 

grounds of appeal.  Consequently the facts and considerations will be identical 

in both.  I shall, therefore, deal with them together, referring, if necessary, to 

the particularities of each. 

 

Appeal 1: APP/W9500/F/12/2185563 & Appeal 2: APP/W9500/F/12/2185630 

Ground (a)  

5. The building to which the listed building enforcement notice refers is not a 

listed building in its own right.  It is agreed that it is situated within the 

curtilage of the main house.  Nevertheless, by virtue of S1(5)(b) of the Act it 

shall be treated as part of the listed building.  It is also important to bear in 

mind that the time at which the question of its value as a designated historical 

asset falls to be considered must be the time before the alleged works were 

carried out, rather than the date of the issuing of the Notice, because 

otherwise the enforcement procedure would be totally ineffective where the 

works have destroyed the special interest of the building. 

6. The National Park Authority [NPA] correctly identifies the significance of the 

structure in terms of its listed designation as being its relationship with the 

farmhouse.  The merits of the curtilage building itself are not relevant to this 

ground of appeal.  The appeal building consisted of three cells of which two 

were largely extant prior to the unauthorised works, with the one at the 

southern end being partially collapsed.  Remnants of a first floor remained in 

the form of some timber joists and floor boarding and by interconnecting 

openings.  The building was constructed of rubble stone and is typical of small 

multi-purpose buildings on farmsteads in the area. 

7. It is the only remaining structure left with this farmhouse, an extensive 

complex of others having been demolished prior to the building being listed.  
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This fact is established by an aerial photograph taken in the 1960s.  The 

appeal building does not display an exceptional quality of construction, but it 

is typical, and its condition was considered by the NPA to be poor.  The NPA 

also concede that the level of significance of the structure as a constituent 

part of the listed building was modest. 

8. From my inspection of the remains of the structure and the information 

submitted, I consider the NPA’s appraisal to be accurate and reasonable.  

Notwithstanding the deficiencies, I conclude that it remained a relevant part 

of the historical context and setting of the listed building as a farmstead.  Its 

contribution to this may have been modest, but as the only remaining 

element, it was also unique and important.  For the reasons set out above I 

find that the appeal structure remained worthy of being part of the designated 

heritage asset and, accordingly, the appeals under Ground (a) fail.  

Ground (d) 

9. Three tests must be applied to the works in considering the appeal under 

Ground (d), and all must be satisfied in order for the appeal to succeed.  The 

first is that the works were urgently necessary in the interests of safety or 

health or for the preservation of the building.  The photographs submitted by 

the Appellants show the condition of the building prior to any works being 

undertaken.   

10. Whilst it is clear that the building was in a dilapidated condition, having been 

open to the elements for some time, there is nothing to indicate that it was in 

imminent danger of collapse or partial collapse.  The roof timbers may have 

had little structural integrity, but their complete removal was not urgently 

necessary since they were not supporting any roof covering.  Some of the 

walls contained cracks and this may have indicated some instability, but again 

there is no evidence that such an eventuality was imminent.  I am also aware 

that a survey of the building had been undertaken and submitted with a 

planning application which concluded that the conversion of the building 

would not give rise to a need for demolition or substantial reconstruction of 

the existing fabric.  That indicates that, whilst the condition of the structure 

may have been poor, it was not parlous.  Consequently, I find that the works 

were not urgently necessary for the preservation of the building.  

Furthermore, being unoccupied and separate from the farmhouse, the works 

cannot be regarded as urgently necessary in the interests of safety or health. 

11. The second test is that it was not practicable to secure safety or health or the 

preservation of the building by works of repair or works affording temporary 

support or shelter.  It seems that the works were carried out following closer 

investigation of the condition of the building when authorised conversion 

works were commenced.  At that time the absence of foundations to walls and 

other matters led to the conclusion that it would be more expedient to 

demolish elements and re-build them.  There is no evidence before me that 

consideration was given to undertaking temporary works.  The works which 

were undertaken went well beyond repairs or temporary support.  They were 

clearly intended to be permanent in nature and were comprehensive in 

extent.  Consequently, they exceeded what could reasonably be considered as 

passing the second test set out in the Act. 

12. The third test is that the works carried out shall be the minimum measures 

immediately necessary.   Such works could have consisted of perhaps 
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temporary propping and bracing of the structure, until formal approval of a 

long-term solution was obtained.  The works carried out cannot be regarded 

as the minimum necessary for the preservation of the building as an interim 

measure, and fail the third test.   

13. Whilst I fully understand that it is not uncommon to discover further defects in 

an old building when conversion works start, the NPA made it clear to the 

Appellants’ architect, by letter, that if more extensive works than those 

specified by the engineer are planned then details should be submitted to the 

NPA to establish whether they could be accommodated within the existing 

permission and consent. 

14. For the above reasons the appeal under Ground (d) fails. 

Ground (e) 

15. Listed building consent was granted on 12 January 2011 for the conversion of 

the appeal building into tied groom’s quarters.  The existing footprint of the 

building would have contained a bedroom, kitchen and living/dining area.  A 

new small lean-to extension on the east would provide an entrance lobby and 

bathroom.  The survey, referred to above, indicated that such a conversion 

would not require demolition or substantial reconstruction.  In other words, it 

would utilise the existing fabric, albeit with some alterations. 

16. The application before me is, however, very different because it is confined to 

the works alleged in the listed building enforcement notice.  Namely, removal 

of the timber roof structure, removal of the walls to the central and southern 

cells and the creation of new foundations, walls, sub floor and services.  It 

cannot include the completion of the building due to the limitations in 

S39(1)(e) of the Act. 

17. In considering whether to grant consent for works to a listed building special 

regard shall be had to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting 

or any features of special architectural or historic interest which it possesses1.  

Having established already that the appeal building is worthy of remaining 

listed, it follows that works involving substantial demolition of the building 

would not preserve the building nor the setting of the listed building of which 

it is a part.  On that basis alone, the works are contrary to the terms of the 

Act.  In the absence of any overriding justification to warrant such works, 

they are also in conflict with Development Policy 5 of Core Policy G of the 

North York Moors Local Development Framework. 

18. Even if re-building were to be considered as part of the Ground (e) appeal, 

the works would entail the significant loss of historic fabric.  Paragraph 179 of 

the Historic Environment Practice Guide2 makes clear that fabric will always be 

an important part of the asset’s significance.  Retention of as much historic 

fabric as possible is therefore a fundamental part of any good alteration or 

conversion.  The works carried out, even if completed as a replica, would not 

accord with this advice which is a material consideration of substantial weight. 

19. The Appellants contend that most of the removed fabric would have been 

covered in the scheme for which listed building consent was granted.  In 

addition, consent had been given for the formation of new openings in those 

                                       
1    S16(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, as amended 
2  PPS5 Planning for the Historic Environment; Historic Environment Practice Guide March 2010 
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walls.  The fact that historic fabric would be covered by finishes does not 

justify removing that fabric and replacing it with modern construction.  That is 

tantamount to a new building, not the retention and conversion of an existing 

one. 

20. Turning now to the foundations, walls and sub floor with its drainage 

pipework, these features of themselves detract from the remainder of the 

appeal structure and are harmful to the setting of the listed building.  Whilst if 

the building were to be reinstated by rebuilding, those works would be 

covered, that process is not part of the Ground (e) appeal for the reasons 

given above. 

21. Having regard to all of the above factors, I find that the appeals under Ground 

(e) fail and listed building consent will not be granted for the works carried 

out. 

Ground (k) 

22. The NPA contend that Ground (k) is not an appropriate ground of appeal in 

this instance because the Notice does not require the building to be brought 

to the state it would have been if the terms and conditions of the listed 

building consent had been complied with.  Whilst it is clear that the Appellants 

wish to complete the works and replicate the building that course is not open 

to them.  Furthermore, it would not be reasonably practicable even if it were.  

That is because the building has been largely demolished and what the 

Appellants seek to achieve is the substantial rebuilding of it in the form of a 

replica.  I agree with the NPA that it is very improbable that the patina of age 

and the historic appearance and character of the walls could be reproduced.  

Whilst I accept that the external walls may have required some works they 

would have retained an appearance different from newly constructed 

stonework. 

23. In my judgement Ground (j) may be more relevant to this case where the 

Notice is seeking to alleviate the effect of the works as set out in S38(2)(b) of 

the Act.  I shall consider the appeals on that basis. 

24. The visible presence of sub structures such as foundations, walls not intended 

to be seen because they would be below ground level, sub floors and drainage 

runs would be unacceptable within the setting of the listed building in the 

longer term.  In addition, the ground levels have necessarily been disrupted 

to undertake those works.  It is necessary therefore to at least reinstate the 

ground form to its former contours and levels.  This may entail removal of 

some of the sub structures and the remainder could be an impediment to 

future use of the land.  Consequently, I find that the requirements of the 

notice are reasonable and are the minimum necessary to achieve the 

objective of the Notice which is to alleviate the effect of the unauthorised 

works. 

25. For the above reasons the appeals under Ground (j) fail. 

 

Appeal 3: APP/W9500/A/13/2192431 

26. The Appellants suggest that the proposed development has been granted 

listed building consent.  That is not correct.  Listed building consent was 
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granted for the conversion of a redundant farm building.  What is now sought 

is the substantial reconstruction of that building.  This raises material 

differences in the context of planning policy and law. 

27. The listed building consent granted may have permitted works and alterations 

to some of the walls now to be reconstructed, but its terms were sufficiently 

clear as to preclude the wholesale demolition of those walls and their 

reconstruction.  That would have been contrary to national advice cited above 

from the Historic Environment Practice Guide.  It would also have been 

contrary to the terms of Development Policy 5 of Core Policy G of the North 

York Moors Local Development Framework and would have been counter to 

the aims of S16(2) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 

Act 1990, as amended. 

28. In terms of the planning application before me, similar considerations apply in 

relation to the preservation of listed buildings and their setting.  S66(1) of the 

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, imposes a 

similar duty to consider the desirability of preserving the character and setting 

of listed buildings and that remains relevant to the application before me.  

Most of the curtilage building has been demolished with only one gable wall 

with short returns remaining.  The remainder of the development would be 

newly constructed, albeit having a similar form, layout and general 

appearance to the previous building so far as it existed.  Bearing this in mind 

the terms of the application are somewhat inaccurate in referring to 

conversion. 

29. It is clear from the terms of the planning permission granted previously for 

the conversion of the building, that the value of that building as part of the 

listed building was a material consideration of significant weight.  It also 

brought into play Core Policy J of the North York Moors Local Development 

Framework.  That policy permits the conversion of traditional rural buildings in 

the open countryside to local occupancy accommodation because they already 

contribute to the local landscape.  In this case it also contributed to the 

setting and historical interest and context of the listed building.  However, the 

policy does not permit new buildings due to their impact upon the 

countryside. 

30. The only reason, therefore, that the conversion to residential accommodation 

was permitted was because the building already existed and was beneficial to 

the surroundings.  Whilst the proposed new building would be similar in 

appearance to its predecessor, it would possess practically no historical 

context and would, arguably, not be part of the listed building.  The policy 

context is, therefore, entirely different. 

31. The Appellants suggest that there would be little or no difference in 

appearance.  That may be correct, but there are differences between 

converting something which is already there and replacing it with something 

entirely new, even if the appearance is similar.  The Appellants seek to 

question the distinction between these two approaches.  The previous 

planning permission was granted on the understanding that the conversion of 

the appeal building was practicable without giving rise to a need for 

demolition or substantial reconstruction of the existing fabric.  It is not 

uncommon for planning authorities to permit conversions in such 

circumstances.   



Appeal Decisions APP/W9500/F/12/2185563, APP/W9500/F/12/2185630, APP/W9500/A/13/2192431 

 

 

www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate           7 

32. However, what is now sought is essentially a new building save for one gable 

wall.  Whilst I accept that sometimes more reconstruction may be required 

than initially anticipated in conversion works, what is proposed here goes far 

beyond that.  The NPPF3 states that the planning system should contribute to 

and enhance the natural and local environment by, amongst other things, 

protecting and enhancing valued landscapes.  It goes on to state that great 

weight should be given to conserving landscape and scenic beauty in National 

Parks.  For these reasons local planning policy precludes the erection of new 

dwellings in the open countryside.  The proposal before me is tantamount to a 

new residential building and it is, therefore, contrary to national and local 

planning policy as well as the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990, as amended.  The material considerations put forward are, 

in my judgement, insufficient to outweigh the statutory and policy provisions.  

Accordingly, the appeal fails and planning permission will not be granted. 

 

Keith Turner 

 

                                       
3  National Planning Policy Framework – March 2012 
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Appeal Decision 
Site visit made on 16 July 2013 

by John L Gray  DipArch MSc Registered Architect 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government 

Decision date: 22 July 2013 

 

Appeal Ref. APP/W9500/E/12/2186828 

Hammer and Hand House, Hutton-le-Hole, York, YO62 6UA 

• The appeal is made under section 20 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990 against a refusal to grant listed building consent. 
• The appeal is made by Mrs V M Cheney against the decision of the North York Moors 

National Park Authority. 
• The application, ref. NYM/2012/0508/LB, dated 12 July 2012, was refused by notice 

dated 4 September 2012. 

• The works proposed are a single-storey rear extension. 
 

 

Decision:  the appeal is dismissed. 

Main Issue 

1. The main issue in the appeal is the effect of the extension on the character of 

Hammer and Hand House as a grade II listed building of special architectural 

and historic interest. 

Clarification  

2. Planning permission and listed building consent were granted in 2004 for the 

part demolition of an existing rear extension and the erection of a replacement 

single-storey extension.  The design of that extension was altered to satisfy 

Building Regulations but no new or amended planning or listed building consent 

was sought.  The extension, thus altered, was completed in 2008.  

Subsequently, in 2010, an amended design, a compromise between what was 

originally approved and what had actually been built, was granted planning 

permission and listed building consent.  Those consents have not been 

implemented and this appeal is, in effect, against the refusal of the Authority to 

grant listed building consent for the retention of the extension as built.1 

Reasons 

3. The façade of the house to the village green is comparatively formal.  The rear 

appears, however, to have been simpler or more vernacular in character.  It is 

difficult to be certain about that because of the single-storey extension from 

the original rear wall and the extension subject of this appeal, both of which 

obscure or have removed original fabric.  The list description makes no mention 

of any features of the rear elevation but that does not mean it is (or was) 

devoid of architectural or historic merit.2  Put simply, the value of the building 

must be considered as a whole, not for its individual constituent parts. 

                                       
1  Where listed building consent is sought for the retention of works, consent for the works is effective only from 

the date on which it was granted.    
2  At the time of listing, descriptions were essentially for identification purposes only and cannot be taken as a full 

indication of what is, or is not, of special architectural or historic interest. 
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4. The earlier single-storey extension may perhaps be described as quirky.  It has 

small-paned patio doors, a pointed arch window and a small 4-pane window.  It 

is built with squared and coursed rubble stone, compared with the random 

rubble of the original rear wall, under a roof of machine-made clay pantiles, to 

a pitch much shallower than associated with natural clay pantiles.  Overall, it 

cannot be said to be a high-quality design – but its style and proportions might 

be thought not unacceptably incompatible with those of the original house. 

5. The extension subject of the appeal is also built with squared and coursed 

rubble, though to different courses, and roofed with machine-made pantiles, to 

a similarly shallow pitch.  The windows are at odds with the character of the 

original building;  instead of openings with a vertical or neutral emphasis, the 

two 3-bayed casement windows are much wider than they are tall (the 

individual vertical proportions of the three segments of each being subordinate 

to the overall horizontal emphasis of the openings).  They also have concrete 

rather than stone sills and lintels   There is a deep eaves fascia with a narrow 

soffit but no barge board on the return façade (when one might have expected 

to see either both or neither).  The overall effect is of an extension very much 

out of character with the vernacular style of the rear of the original building.   

6. The shallow roof pitch of the earlier single-storey extension renders it out of 

keeping with the character of the original building but that is mitigated, to an 

extent, by the nature of the elevation.  There would also be some benefit, were 

it left on its own, from its being largely contained by two walls of the original 

building.  In any event, an extension that diminishes the character of the 

original building cannot be used to justify a second such extension, especially 

one which extends more obviously from the rear of the building and more than 

compounds the effect of the first. 

7. In short, the extension subject of this appeal is significantly out of keeping with 

the style and character of the original building.  It may not have caused the 

loss of any particular features of notable historic interest – but it clearly 

detracts from the architectural character of the original building.  As such, it 

runs contrary to what is sought by the National Planning Policy Framework.  

The harm is less than substantial (para. 134) but there is no public benefit that 

could outweigh that harm.  In that the extension harms the character of the 

listed building, so it must be said, despite its inconspicuousness, to detract 

from the character and appearance of the Hutton-le-Hole Conservation Area.   

8. Strictly speaking, the policies of the North York Moors Local Development 

Framework do not apply to applications for listed building consent, though they 

set out the Authority’s approach.  Core Policy G and Development Policies 3 

and 5 are consistent with the Framework and deserve support.   

9. The originally approved extension featured one particular element of the 

extension as actually built – the shallow-pitched roof.  However, it was a much 

more attractive design and would have stood reasonably comfortably against 

the original building.  It may have been difficult to satisfy Building Regulations 

with that design but it is very probable that it could have been satisfactorily 

modified without wholesale change.  The Authority sought to take a pragmatic 

approach when it approved a compromise design in 2010.  The planning history 

thus offers no compelling reason to allow retention of the extension as built.  

Accordingly, the appeal must fail. 

John L Gray 
    Inspector 



 

 

Appendix 2 
  
 

List of Planning Applications Determined by the Director of Planning 
 for the Period from 02/07/2013 to 08/08/2013 
 in the Following Order and then by District:  
 Delegated Planning Applications;  
 Post Committee Applications; 
  on Expiration of Advertisement; 
  on Receipt of Amended Plans and Further Observations;  
 Approval of Conditions; 
  Applications Adjacent to the Park (3024); 
  Notifications Under Schedule 2, Part 6/7, of  
 The Town & Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 
 
 
NYM/2012/0185/FL    Approved  03/07/2013   
    installation of 2 no. replacement vertical sash timber                                                 
       windows to front elevation at 17 West End, Osmotherley for Ms 
    Clare Walker 
 
NYM/2013/0281/FL Approved 05/07/2013   
   construction of storage barn in revised position to that approved 
    under NYM/2012/0411/FL together with formation of yard area and 
    farm track (retrospective) at West Acre Lodge, Boltby for  
   Mr Christopher Blundell 
 
NYM/2013/0305/FL Approved  10/07/2013   
   installation of additional windows and rooflights together with 
    alterations to existing rooflights at Fir Tree Barn, Lonsdale, 
    Kildale for Mrs Jane Pernet 
 
NYM/2013/0310/FL Approved 18/07/2013   
   conversion of and extension to former school to form 1 no. local 
    occupancy dwelling together with change of use of land to form 
    domestic curtilage at The Old School, Kirby Knowle for  Mr John 
    Marshall 
 
NYM/2013/0312/FL Approved 06/08/2013   
   erection of shed/astronomical observatory at Toad Hall, Kilburn 
    for Mr Mike Owens 
 
NYM/2013/0319/FL Approved  09/07/2013   
   construction of single storey extension for disabled person(s) with  
   mezzanine level at The Old Vicarage, Ingleby Greenhow, Great 
    Ayton for Mr & Mrs T & A Sutcliffe 
 
NYM/2013/0320/LB Granted 09/07/2013   
   Listed Building consent for construction of single storey extension 
    for disabled person (s) with mezzanine level at The Old Vicarage,  
   Ingleby Greenhow, Great Ayton for Mr & Mrs T & A Sutcliffe 
 
NYM/2013/0362/FL Approved 08/08/2013   
   erection of conservatory at Bank House Farm, Chop Gate  
    for Mrs Susan Reynolds 
 
 
 



 

 

NYM/2013/0384/FL Approved  07/08/2013   
   insertion of 1.no glazed door to west elevation and French doors to 
    east elevation in place of existing windows at Old Reading Rooms, 
    Boltby for Mr Clive West 
 
 NYM/2013/0408/FL Approved 07/08/2013   
   proposed rendering works to gable end wall at 4 Birch Drive,  
   Faceby for Dr John Bye 
 
 NYM/2013/0412/NM Approved 23/07/2013   
   non material amendment to planning approval NYM/2012/0744/FL 
    to allow 2 no. additional rooflights and timber cladding to upper 
    section of rear elevation at 26 South End, Osmotherley 
    for Mr Brian Holder 
 
 NYM/2013/0423/FL Approved 08/08/2013   
   alterations and extensions together with construction of pitched 
    roof to garage at Auvergne, Mill Lane, Faceby for Mrs Julie Taylor 
 
 NYM/2013/0429/NM Approved 17/07/2013   
   non material amendment to planning approval NYM/2012/0613/FL 
    to allow alterations to approved windows together with removal of 
    window, erection of flue pipe and alterations to roof covering 
    at Ingleby Manor Cottage, Ingleby Greenhow for Ms Jeanne & 
     Michele Bianco 
 
 NYM/2012/0788/FL Refused 15/07/2013   
   construction of 1 no. dormer bungalow together with construction 
    of detached double garage and amenity space at Roxby View,  
   Pickering Road, Thornton Dale for Mr W Scarth 
 
 NYM/2013/0106/LB Granted 25/07/2013   
   Listed Building consent for internal alterations, construction of  
   single storey extensions, refurbishment works including  
   replacement windows and rooflights and reduction in size of 
    dormer window together with erection of fence to front 
    at 18 Castlegate (Old Manor House) Helmsley for  The Earl and 
     Countess of Mexborough 
 
 NYM/2013/0190/LB Refused 11/07/2013   
   Listed Building consent for erection of 2 no. flue pipes at Blow Gill 
    Farm, Snilesworth, Hawnby for Mrs Katherine Freeman 
 
 
 NYM/2013/0222/FL Approved 18/07/2013   
   erection of pig building (revised scheme following withdrawal of 
    NYM/2012/0812/FL) at West View Farm, Lockton  for Mr Jason 
    Winspear 
 
 NYM/2013/0276/FL Approved                                  08/08/2013  
   variation of condition 3 of planning approval NYM/2005/0707/FL to 
    change the occupancy condition to local occupancy letting 
    together with use of kennels for storage purposes (Use Class B8) 
    at Rye Boarding Kennels, Raysark, Hawnby for Mexborough 
     Estates 
 
  
 
 
 



 

 

NYM/2013/0284/FL Approved 02/07/2013   
   construction of dormer window and sun room together with 
    removal of chimney, repositioning of rooflight and re-roofing works 
    at 30 Castlegate, Helmsley for Ms Susan Bell 
 
 NYM/2013/0300/FL Approved 11/07/2013   
   construction of garden room extension, 1 no. dormer window and 
    detached single garage at Dunkhills, Westgate, Thornton le Dale 
    for Mr & Mrs Avison 
 
 
 NYM/2013/0301/FL Approved 02/07/2013   
   construction of single storey extension and erection of 1 no. flue 
    pipe at 3 Heron Close, Thornton Dale for Mrs Linda Darrell 
 
 NYM/2013/0311/FL Refused 08/07/2013   
   installation of 5 no. replacement double glazed uPVC windows and 
   1 no. door to front elevation at Hollyhock Cottage, Lockton 
    for Mr Adrian Love 
 
 NYM/2013/0318/FL Approved 09/07/2013   
   erection of 1 no. feed bin together with extension to existing cattle 
    shed at Low Bragg Farm, Farndale for R & A L Potter & Son 
 
 NYM/2013/0327/FL Approved 17/07/2013   
   erection of replacement agricultural livestock building at Scawling 
   Farm, Oldstead for Mr and Mrs Richard Menage 
 
 NYM/2013/0329/FL Approved 17/07/2013   
   erection of agricultural livestock building at Cote Hill, Farndale 
    for Mr D Wilson 
 
 NYM/2013/0332/FL Approved 17/07/2013   
   conversion of building to form annexe accommodation together 
    with erection of replacement agricultural building at  High Saintoft  
    Farm, Newton on Rawcliffe for Mr and Mrs Eddon 
 
 NYM/2013/0334/NM Approved 04/07/2013   
   non material amendment to planning approval NYM/2012/0576/FL  
   to allow rear extension to be timber clad, insertion of 1 no. 
    additional rooflight, insertion of Juliet balcony and retention of and 
    alterations to existing entrance and toilet area at Yoadwath Villa,  
    Douthwaite Dale for Mr Ben Laycock 
 
 NYM/2013/0340/FL Approved 16/07/2013   
   construction of agricultural track at New Leys Farm, Stokesley 
    Road, Helmsley for W H Dunn & Sons 
 
 NYM/2013/0358/FL Approved 30/07/2013   
   construction of single storey side extension at Brierley House,  
   Hutton le Hole for Prof & Mrs Duckham 
 
 NYM/2013/0367/FL Approved 01/08/2013   
   change of use of land to form domestic garden together with 
    repositioning of garage and greenhouse at The Old School House,  
   Village Green, Old Byland for Mr Nigel Kynaston 
 
NYM/2013/0374/FL Approved 29/07/2013   
   alterations and construction of single and two storey extensions 
    at Garbutt Farm, Cold Kirby for Mr & Mrs Julian Lloyd 
 



 

 

NYM/2013/0397/FL Approved 08/08/2013   
   erection of commemorative sculpture at the viewpoint at Haygate 
    just beyond the toll point into Dalby Forest at Forestry Commission 
   Visitors Centre, Low Dalby for Forestry Commission 
 
NYM/2013/0400/FL Approved 07/08/2013   
   construction of replacement porch to north-west elevation at 
   Sunnyside, Newbridge for Mr Nathan Orme 
 
NYM/2013/0430/FL Approved 07/08/2013   
   proposed ground mounted solar photovoltaic panels (revised siting 
    to previous approval NYM/2012/0756/FL) (retrospective)  at  
   South View Farm, West End, Ampleforth for Mr Simon Read 
 
NYM/2013/0459/FL Approved 08/08/2013   
   permission for temporary gas appraisal boreholes and associated 
    plant, equipment including drilling rig (max height 50 metres) and 
    construction of 2 no. additional drilling cellars (revised scheme to 
    NYM/2013/0068/FL to extend time limit from one year to  three 
    years) at Ebberston Moor 1 Wellsite, Common Lane, Snainton 
    Scarborough for Viking UK Gas Limited 
 
NYM/2013/0482/NM Approved 08/08/2013   
   non material amendment to planning approval NYM/2005/0195/FL 
    to allow alterations to the roof form and fenestration to south and 
    east elevations of Church and Chapel at Stanbrook Abbey, Wass 
    for Abbey Design and Build 
 
NYM/2013/0498/NM Approved 07/08/2013   
   non material amendment to planning approval NYM/2012/0638/FL 
    to allow alterations to approved windows, use of lead roofing to 
    drawing room, insertion of 1 no. velux rooflight and moving of 
    terrace by 1 metre at The Orchard, Baxtons Road, Helmsley 
    for Mr Martin Constantine 
 
NYM/2013/0244/FL Approved 02/07/2013 
     construction of replacement timber garage (retrospective) at  
   Grosmont Villa, Grosmont for Mrs Elizabeth Roberts 
 
NYM/2013/0245/FL Approved 08/07/2013   
   proposed replacement wood fired boiler system with flue, widening 
    of doorway and creation of mezzanine level at Woodshed, Stormy 
    Hall Farm, Botton Village for The Camphill Village Trust 
 
NYM/2013/0246/LB Granted 08/07/2013   
   Listed Building consent for proposed replacement wood fired boiler 
    system with flue, widening of doorway and creation of mezzanine 
    level at Woodshed, Stormy Hall Farm, Botton Village for The 
    Camphill Village Trust 
 
NYM/2013/0258/FL Approved  29/07/2013   
   variation of condition 1 of planning approval NYM/2010/0406/FL to 
    allow the retention of the pre-fabricated classroom at Castleton 
    Community Primary School, High Street, Castleton for  North 
    Yorkshire County Council 
 
NYM/2013/0268/FL Refused 02/07/2013   
   construction of conservatory to rear at 3 Thorpe Green,  
   Fylingthorpe for Mr Steve Cooper 
 



 

 

NYM/2013/0269/FL Approved  02/07/2013   
   erection of greenhouse at Osborne Lodge Farm, Riggs Head,  
   Scarborough for Mr Stephen Muchow 
 
NYM/2013/0272/FL Approved 03/07/2013   
   creation of gated access at parish field to rear of The Old School,  
   Staintondale for Staintondale Parish Council 
 
NYM/2013/0273/FL Approved 05/07/2013   
   proposed replacement low profile sheeting roof covering  at 
   Hawsker Village Hall, Low Hawsker for Hawsker Village Hall 
    Committee 
 
NYM/2013/0280/FL Approved 02/07/2013   
   construction of part single/part two storey extensions following 
    demolition of single storey lean-to extension at Arkangel,  
   Westerdale for Mrs Fiona Perry 
 
NYM/2013/0285/ETL Approved 02/07/2013   
   extension to time limit of extant planning permission 
    NYM/2010/0252/FL for construction of single storey rear extension 
    (revised scheme to NYM/2009/0669/FL) at 7 Ainthorpe Lane, 
    Danby for Mrs Wendy Simms 
 
NYM/2013/0287/FL Approved 02/07/2013   
   construction of single garage at 8 Elm Grove, Robin Hoods Bay 
       for Mr Richard Martin 
 
 
NYM/2013/0288/FL Approved 10/07/2013   
   proposed 16 no. ground mounted solar photovoltaic panelsat land 
    south of 9 High Street, Castleton for Mr Philip Stonehouse 
 
NYM/2013/0290/FL Approved 05/07/2013   
   raising of roof height to create additional bedroom and bathroom 
    at 10 Strait Lane, Ainthorpe for Mr & Mrs Nabil & Joan Zahlan 
 
NYM/2013/0292/FL Approved 24/07/2013   
   variation of condition 2 (material amendment) of planning approval  
   NYM/2013/0046/ETL for conversion of former stone farm buildings  
    to create a farmhouse (of reduced size) together with construction 
    of a range of farm buildings to the west (of reduced size) and new 
    access arrangements together with erection of a 15 metre wind 
    turbine and landscaping at Cloughton Fields, Station Lane,  
   Cloughton for Duchy of Lancaster 
 
NYM/2013/0295/FL Approved 23/07/2013   
   construction of single storey extension, change of use of land to 
    form extension to domestic curtilage together with construction of  
   double garage at Hempsyke Farm Cottage, Littlebeck Lane, 
    Sneaton for Mr Gordon Oswald 
 
NYM/2013/0302/FL Approved 23/07/2013   
   proposed enlargement of 1 no. window to rear elevation at 
   Downe Arms Inn, 3 High Street, Castleton for Mrs Lynne Kerr 
 
NYM/2013/0303/FL Approved 03/07/2013   
   construction of detached double garage and installation of  
   rooflights to dwelling at Hollins Farm, Eskdaleside, Grosmont 
    for Mr Paul Garrett 
 



 

 

 
NYM/2013/0304/FL Approved 08/08/2013   
   alteration and extensions together with construction of 
    replacement gabled roof and dormer windows and laying of 
    ground source heat pipes at White Cottage, Goathland 
    for Mr & Mrs J Stanford 
 
NYM/2013/0307/ETL Approved 08/07/2013   
   extension to time limit of extent planning permission 
    NYM/2010/0225/FL for raising of roof height of existing extension 
    to rear at 45 The Lane, Mickleby for Mr Francis William Templeton 
 
NYM/2013/0313/LB Granted 23/07/2013   
   Listed Building consent for proposed enlargement of 1 no. window 
    to rear elevation at Downe Arms Inn, 3 High Street, Castleton 
    for Mrs Lynne Kerr 
 
NYM/2013/0322/FL Approved 18/07/2013   
   construction of single storey and two storey rear extensions 
    together with erection of timber decking area to rear at  Old Copse 
    House, 11 The Cliffe, Iburndale for Mr N Bentley 
 
 
NYM/2013/0323/FL Approved 23/07/2013   
   construction of weatherproof enclosure to house hydro turbine 
    at Ruswarp Water Treatment Works, Sneaton Lane, Ruswarp 
    for Yorkshire Water Services 
 
NYM/2013/0328/FL Approved 23/07/2013   
   alterations to existing building and construction of extension to 
    form stable and pig sty at North Moor Cottage, East North Moor,  
   Wykeham for Mr Stephen Hutchinson 
 
 
NYM/2013/0330/FL Approved 04/07/2013   
   erection of a covered area for the storage of manure  at Woodside 
    Farm, Fylingdales for Mr John Cussons 
 
NYM/2013/0341/ETL Approved 08/07/2013   
   extension to time limit of extant planning permission 
    NYM/2010/0463/ETL for construction of a single storey garage 
    with attached studio and single storey extension to dwelling 
    at Nesting House, Littlebeck for Mr Trevor Allen 
 
 
NYM/2013/0342/FL Approved 31/07/2013   
   installation of replacement timber door and timber double glazed 
    windows to front and rear elevations, reinstatement of window and 
    enlargement of windows to rear elevation, replacement roof tiles 
    and guttering/downpipes and painting of render together with 
    erection of timber shed to house air source heat pump at 2 Slip 
    Top, Staithes for Mr Vince Darcy 
 
NYM/2013/0344/FL Approved 25/07/2013   
   construction of conservatory at Chapel Stones, Yedmandale Road, 
    West Ayton for Mr & Mrs Buckle 
 
 
NYM/2013/0345/FL Approved 05/08/2013   
   erection of agricultural storage/livestock building at land adjacent  
   St Athanasius Monastery, Langdale End for Father Arsenius 
 



 

 

 
NYM/2013/0351/FL Approved 24/07/2013   
   alterations and construction of single and two storey extensions 
    following demolition of existing garage and conservatory 
    at Portcullis Lodge, Front Street, Grosmont for Mr Mark Hicks 
 
NYM/2013/0353/FL Approved 01/08/2013   
   construction of single storey side extension at Keasbeck Hill 
    Cottages, Harwood Dale for Mr Philip Spruce 
 
NYM/2013/0360/FL Approved 05/08/2013   
   construction of general purpose agricultural building following 
    demolition of existing buildings at Busco Beck Farm, Shaw End,  
   Lealholm for Mr Terence Hogarth 
 
NYM/2013/0364/FL Approved 30/07/2013   
   construction of first floor extension and 1 no. dormer window 
    at Oakfield, Beckhole Road, Goathland for Mr Adam Lonsdale 
 
NYM/2013/0366/FL Approved 05/08/2013   
    construction of replacement single storey extension at Greenleigh, 
    Glaisdale for Mr David Lister 
 
NYM/2013/0373/FL Approved 05/08/2013   
   siting of steel container to house biomass boiler and erection of 
    drying room building at Middlewood Farm, Fylingthorpe  for 
   Mr Peter Beeforth 
 
NYM/2013/0380/FL Approved 01/08/2013   
   construction of extension to garage to form fuel store and dog 
    kennel, lobby entrance to main house and erection of covered 
    walkway and summerhouse at Milestone Cottage, Wrench Green,  
   Hackness for Mr & Mrs Duncan Cowen 
 
NYM/2013/0409/FL Approved 01/08/2013   
   erection of replacement agricultural livestock building at Grange 
    Farm, Staintondale for JE & M P Else 
  
NYM/2013/0426/FL Approved 01/08/2013   
   alterations to attached stable to form additional living 
    accommodation at Newlands Cottage, Newlands Road, Cloughton 
    for Mr David Ward 
 
 
NYM/2013/0465/NM Approved 01/08/2013   
   non material amendment to planning approval NYM/2012/0806/FL 
    to allow for an increase in size of function room bar at Hackness 
    Grange Hotel, Broxa Lane, Hackness for Mr Rodger Brooks 
 
NYM/2013/0249/FL Approved 04/07/2013   
   erection of gate to walled garden at Handale Abbey, South Town 
    Lane, Loftus for Mr George Blair 
 
 
NYM/2013/0250/LB Granted 04/07/2013   
   Listed Building consent for erection of gate to walled garden  
    at Handale, Abbey South, Town Lane, Loftus for Mr George Blair 



 

 

NYM/2013/0271/FL Approved 11/07/2013   
   construction of storage compound building at Cleveland Potash  
   Limited, Boulby Mine, Loftus, Saltburn for Cleveland Potash 
    Limited 
 
NYM/2013/0343/FL Approved 24/07/2013   
   alterations and construction of single and two storey extensions 
    at 25 Hutton Village, Guisborough for Mr Lee Scott 
 
NYM/2013/0354/FL Approved 26/07/2013   
   erection of 6 no. portacabins for a temporary period at Cleveland 
    Potash Limited, Boulby Mine, Loftus for Cleveland Potash Limited 
 
NYM/2013/0395/FL Approved 08/08/2013   
   insertion of garage doors to existing opening at Field House, 
    Home Farm, Hutton Village Road, Guisborough for James 
    Titchener 
Notifications 
 
NYM/2013/0071/AGRP Approved 16/07/2013   
   erection of agricultural storage building at Fowl Green Farm,  
   Commondale for Mrs Sue Muir 
 
NYM/2013/0316/AGRP Approved 09/07/2013   
   proposed covered yard area for livestock at Low Pastures Farm,  
   Lockton for Mr Peter Robson 
 
NYM/2013/0326/AGRP Approved 04/07/2013   
   erection of agricultural storage building at Scawling Farm,  
   Oldstead for Mr and Mrs Richard Menage 
 
 
NYM/2013/0337/AGRP Approved 16/07/2013   
   proposed covered area for manure at South House Farm,  
   Bransdale for National Trust 
 
 
NYM/2013/0338/AGRP Approved 16/07/2013   
   erection of agricultural livestock building at High Crookleith Farm,  
   Chop Gate for Mr Robin Hall 
 
NYM/2013/0385/AGRP Approved 18/07/2013   
   proposed cow tracks at Presbytery Farm, Ugthorpe for 
   Mr Stuart Brown 
 
 
NYM/2013/0390/AGRP Approved 18/07/2013   
   upgrading of existing agricultural track at Espsyke Farm, Hutton 
    Mulgrave for Mr Ian Stainthorpe 



 

 

 
Applications Determined by the Director of Planning on Expiry of Advertisement,  
Receipt of Further Amended Plans and Observations 
 
NYM/2013/0289/FL construction of stone gabion walls, rebuilding of 2 no. footbridges,  
   modifications to waterfall and stream bed and temporary access 
    path (part retrospective) at land east and north of St Marys,  
   Anserdale Lane, Lastingham 
 
                          The above planning application was approved by the 
                          Planning Committee on 20 June 2013, subject to comments from 
                          Flood Risk Management at North Yorkshire County Council. 
 
                          These comments have now been received which confirm that  
                 the proposed development will not increase flood risk. 
 
              In order to appropriately condition the amended plan received  
             on 18 June 2013 the application has been approved with an            
             amendment to condition 2 as set out below:  
 
2. PLAN01 The development hereby permitted shall not be carried out other than 

in strict accordance with the following documents 
Document Description     Document No.       Date Received 
Bridge & Path Cross Section  
Details                      2013-14-387-D1-R2   18 June 2013 
Plan                        2013-14-387-D20      07 May 2013 
Location Plan                                       07 May 2013 
or in accordance with any minor variation thereof that may be 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 

 
Applications Adjacent to the National Park (3024) 
 
11/00270/MFULE Planning appeal in relation to refused planning application for the 
   erection of 10.no wind turbines at land at Ling Hill Farm, West 
   Heslerton, Malton 
 
  The Authority has considered the above planning appeal  
  consultation and have made no further comments.  
 
R/2013/0460/FF Proposed log storage and office at The Wood Yard, Tanfields,  
  Margrove Park, Boosbeck 
 
  The National Park Authority has considered the proposed 
   development in terms of potential impact on the special qualities of 
   the National Park and having regard to the nature and form of the 
   landscape and the details contained within the proposal the North 
   York Moors National Park Authority raised no objections to the 
   proposed development.  
 
 Background Documents to this report                        File Ref: 
 1. Signed reports- dates as given                       3022/1 
 2. Signed letter - dates as given                              3024/1                                                                
 
 Location 
 North York Moors National Park Authority  



Appendix 3 
 

List of Enforcement Matters Determined  
by the Director of Planning 

 
For the period – June-July 2013 

 
 

File No. Development & Address   
  Decision Taken 
 
 
108/2010 Unauthorised Wall 
 Corner House, Faceby 
 Not expedient to pursue further 
 
326/2008 Variation to roof design of sun room 
 3 Spring House cottages, Grinkle Park, Easington 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
227/2009 door details not in accordance 
 land at Highfield Barn, Gillamoor 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
214/2007 Variation to the internal layout of the barn conversion 
 Ings Farm House, Easington 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
8994 Variation to the materials used in dormer window 
 Beckside Cottage, Runswick Bay 
 Not expedient to pursue  
 
9365 Installation of uPVC windows 
 9 Primrose Hill, Castleton 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
9064 Untidy site 
 Land rear Acre House, Kilburn 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
9363 Non-compliance with approved plans 
 Potters Barn, Whitbygate, Thornton le Dale 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
8994 Non-compliance with approved plans 
 Beckside Cottage, Runswick Bay 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
214/2007 Variation to internal layout of barn conversion 
 Ings Farm House, Easington 
 Not expedient to pursue 



8309 Area of Re-pointing to Listed Building 
 7 West End Farm, Hutton Buscel 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
91/2006 Erection of a timber fence to Listed Building 
 The Smithy, Manor Farm, Troutsdale  
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
294/2009 Unauthorised engineering works 
 Botton Village  
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
317/2005 Non-compliance with approved plans – access  
 Easington Hall Farm, Easington 
 Not expedient to pursue 
 
171/2006 Erection of a timber decking to rear 
 The Studio, Tommy Baxter Street, Robin Hoods Bay 
 Not expedient to pursue 
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