
Bradleys Both Neighbourhood Plan Review 
Regulation 14 Consultation Statement 

As part of the Regulation 14 consultation for the Bradleys Both Neighbourhood 
Plan review, residents, statutory consultees, and stakeholders were invited to 
comment on the proposed revisions to the Plan. 

In particular, the consultation sought views on the proposed designation of the site 
at College Road/Sweet Croft as a Local Green Space. 
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Summary of Responses 

• A total of 28 responses were received following the consultation which ran from
1st August - 12th September 2026.

o 21 responses from local residents -  Appendix 1
Note: The landowner objected and we addressed this in the letter on page
9. There has been no further response.

o 7 responses from statutory bodies  - Appendix 2 some asked for
changes to other parts of the Plan which were not to be considered in this
consultation.

Consideration of concerns expressed in responses to the consultation. 

• Canal & River Trust comment
The Canal & River Trust has requested that the existing designation of the
towpath to the Leeds & Liverpool Canal be reconsidered, citing potential
threats to the Trust’s ability to manage the canal.

Response:
This comment is not relevant to the designation of Local Green Space
within the Neighbourhood Plan. The Local Green Space designation does
not affect ownership, access rights, or the Canal & River Trust’s statutory
responsibilities for the operation, maintenance, or management of the
canal and towpath. As such, no change to the proposed Local Green
Space designation is considered necessary in response to this comment.

• The landowner queries that the land is not in the Conservation Area
Appraisal and is not open to the public.
Response:

An erratum to the adopted Conservation Area Appraisal is published on 
North Yorkshire Council’s website. This erratum confirms that the 
proposed Local Green Space (LGS) immediately adjoining College Road 
was omitted from the original appraisal in error. The omission does not 
therefore indicate an assessment that the land is of lesser value or 
significance, but rather reflects a factual error which has since been 
formally corrected by the local planning authority. 
In addition, Tables 1 and 2 of the proposed modified Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) clearly identify that the land in question is not 
accessible to the public. This point is therefore fully acknowledged and 
transparently recorded within the evidence base of the Plan. As previously 
stated, lack of public access does not preclude land from making an 
important contribution to local character, landscape setting, or the spatial 
form of the settlement, nor does it undermine its suitability for protection 
within the Neighbourhood Plan. 

2



Taken together, the published erratum and the clarity provided within the 
modified NDP demonstrate that the proposed designation has been 
informed by accurate evidence and a balanced assessment of local 
circumstances. 
A link to the Conservation Area Appraisal along with the erratum and Tables 
1 and 2 of the NDP were sent. There has been no response to this. 

Outcome 

• All respondents expressed support for the proposed designation of the site at
College Road/Sweet Croft as a Local Green Space.

• No objections were received, though the above concerns were considered and
responded to.

Conclusion 
 The consultation has demonstrated clear and unanimous support for the inclusion of the 
College Road/Sweet Croft site as a Local Green Space in the Bradleys Both 
Neighbourhood Plan review. The designation will therefore be retained within the revised 
Plan moving forward to Regulation 16 consultation. 

SEA/HRA Reports 
A Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Screening Report was undertaken on behalf 
of BBPC in October 2025.  This considered the modified NDPs potential economic, social 
and environmental impacts.  The draft modified NDP and screening report were then sent to 
the Statutory Environmental Bodies (Environment Agency, Natural England and Historic 
England) for comment and in accordance with Regulation 14 a period of 6 weeks was 
allowed.  Whilst the Statutory Bodies have not provided any response to this matter BBPC 
now reserve the right to adopt a Screening Opinion and progress the modified NDP.  
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APPENDIX 1 

RESIDENTS’ RESPONSES 

1. I live in Bradley and would be extremely happy with the land on college road
and up to the graveyard  maintaining as green belt. With this preventing it in
future to be built on.

2. We wish to confirm that we are entirely in favour of the proposed modified
NDP relating to Sweet Croft and land to the east of College Road, Bradley.

3. May I express my support for the proposed modification to the NDP by the
inclusion of the area to the east of College Rd as an additional green space.
This area is an important contribution to the character of the village and
should have been included in the original plan.

4. May I express my wholehearted support for the proposed modification to the
NDP by the inclusion of the area to the east of College Road as an additional
green space. This area should always have been included in the plan and
makes a contribution to the character of the village.

5. We email to support the proposal to modify the NDP by designating as an
additional Local Green Space the area to the east of College Road extending
up to and including Sweet Croft. It would be tragic if this area were to be
spoiled by any development that might change the character of this part of our
village.

6. We are in full agreement of the proposed modification for the additional Local
Green Space (LGS) to the east of College Road and extending up to and
including the recent extension to the burial ground, Sweet Croft. It will be a
great benefit for the residents of the village and will maintain the
character/history of the village.

7. I am writing to confirm my support for the proposed modification only to the
Bradley’s Both Neighbourhood Plan, as set out in the July 2025 reviewed
draft. The modification strengthens the Plan’s ability to protect valued local
spaces and ensure that future development is sensitive to Bradley’s unique
character. I believe it reflects community priorities and provides a fair balance
between conservation and appropriate growth. I therefore fully support the
proposed modification and look forward to seeing the Neighbourhood Plan
adopted.

8. The residents of Primrose Hill, Wilholme & Pinfold, would like to have noted
that they strongly agree with the proposals made relating to area 15 on the
local green space policies map.

9. We would like to register that we are in favour of the modification of the
Neighbourhood Development Plan for Bradley to include the additional Local
Green Space to the East of College Road and extending to the burial ground.
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10. We are writing to confirm that we are both supportive of the
modifications proposed by the Parish Council to the NDP regarding Sweet
Croft. We agree that the whole area described in the proposal should remain
a Green Space.

11. We support the proposed modification to the Bradley’s Both Neighbourhood
Development Plan by including an additional Local Green Space to the East
of College Road and extending up to and including the recent extension to the
burial ground, Sweet Croft.

12. We fully support Bradley Parish Council's proposal to modify the
Neighbourhood Development Plan Up to 2032 so as to include additional
Local Green Space to the East of College Rd and extending up to and
including the recent extension to the burial ground, Sweet Croft. We ask that
this email be forwarded to North Yorkshire Council and the Examiner as part
of the supporting documentation.
With particular regard to the land in College Rd ("the Land") we have always
believed that the decision to remove LGS from the Land was wrong and flew
in the face of all the evidence which was produced at that time which
supported the retention of LGS status and we see the current application to
modify the Plan, in part as a correction of that error. We would draw the
Examiner's attention to the following:
1. The Land was identified as BRO011 in the draft NDP 2016 and was

afforded Local Green Space. However that designation had been removed
in the final draft. Representations against that decision were made by local
residents. This decision was drawn to the attention of Historic England
who wrote to Craven District Council to point out that the draft NDP 2016
identified this area as part of the landscape surrounding Low Bradley as
making a "strong contribution" to the character and appearance of the
Conservation Area and consequently Historic England considered it
INAPPROPRIATE  " for this area of land to be excluded from the Local
Green Space Policies Map" and stated that " Given that both Craven
District Council and (insofar as it can exercise planning function) Bradleys
Both Parish Council have a statutory responsibility to pay 'special attention'
to the 'desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance
of its Conservation Areas' this is particularly important".

2. In its Reg 16 response Bradley Parish Council stated that it had been
"unable to locate specific records to show why these sites were removed
as possible LGS designations and are so not able to determine if this was
a deliberate decision to exclude the land or whether it was a
drafting/mapping error" After the absence of records was queried with the
Parish Council it transpired that notes of a meeting held on 26th July 2018
were available although these notes contained no explanation as to the
rationale behind the decision to remove the LGS status. We understand
that Craven District Council may have indicated that the draft NDP created
a "ring of green space" around the village which could be challenged by an
examiner. This does not explain why LGS status was removed as the Land
lies in the heart of the historic part of the village not on the outskirts. With
such a potentially contentious issue we feel that the pros/cons of
retaining/removing LGS status from the Land should have been fully
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documented. Furthermore the Parish Council acknowledged the concerns 
and comments made by local residents and Historic England regarding 
removal of LGS status and said that it welcomed the examiner's 
independent assessment of this and will fully accept the conclusions of the 
examination". Of course, as the Examiner explained in para 98 of his 
Report, his role was not to produce an alternative plan or to designate the 
Land as a LGS but merely satisfy himself that the plan met the Basic 
Conditions so there was never any possibility that the Examiner could 
restore the LGS status when preparing his Report. 
We requested the Parish Council to forward a copy of the notes of the 
July 2018 meeting to the Examiner (as he had not previously seen them) 
and for the Examiner to confirm whether or not access to those notes at 
the time of his examination of the draft NDP would have resulted in his 
final Report reaching a different conclusion. In addition we also asked that 
the Examiner confirm that he was comfortable with the fact that the 
removal of NDP status might have been due to a "drafting/mapping" error 
and why, notwithstanding that possibility, he felt able to "sign off" the draft 
NDP without any comment or expression of concern. This request was 
rejected on the basis that the examination was closed and it was not 
believed that any further representations to the Examiner, even if 
acknowledged at that stage, would have any effect. 

3. At the same time the Bradley Conservation Area Appraisal was published 
and, in this, the Land had lost its Strong Contribution designation. 
Representations were made to Craven District Council who referred the 
matter to its Consultants Alan Baxter Ltd who subsequently agreed that a 
mistake had been made and the Land should not have lost its Strong 
Contribution designation. This error has now been corrected by way of an 
Erratum. This is relevant in that the Independent Examiner was not aware 
of this mistake at the time of his examination and in fact specifically stated 
in his Report that " I have noted the adopted Conservation Area 
Appraisal(2023) does not identify the part of land in question closest to 
College Road and South and South East of College House as making, 
either some contribution, or a strong contribution to the character and 
appearance of the Conservation Area" So, to that extent, the Examiner 
relied upon incorrect information contained in the Conservation Area 
Appraisal when preparing his Report. Craven District Council had stated 
during the NDP process that " the recent Bradley Conservation Area 
Appraisal is an important piece of evidence relating to Policy ENV8 
"(Protecting Conservation Areas). It cannot be right that the Examiner had 
sight of, and specifically referred to the Conservation Area Appraisal which 
contained an error relating to the status of the Land during the course of 
preparing his Report. 

4. Throughout the process of preparing the NDP both Craven District Council 
and Bradley Parish Council maintained that there was no planning history 
relating to the Land. This was incorrect and the mistake had been pointed 
out to both Councils as far back as May 2016. Planning Permission was 
refused on appeal back in 1991 (Decision No 5/11/222).  Craven District 
Council noted that "the appeal site was considered to have an important 
function in creating a spatial foreground to the principal elevation of 
College Farmhouse which is Grade II listed. The appeal site is also within 
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Bradley Conservation Area and it is considered that the site also plays an 
important part in providing a visual break between the otherwise 
continuous development along the Eastern side of College Road. It is 
considered that the development of the site would not preserve or enhance 
the character of the Conservation Area in that part of Bradley Village. It 
was also remarked that "adjustment of the existing boundary wall which 
runs along the western boundary of the site.........would, along with the 
access to the site, alter the character of the site frontage in a way which 
not maintain or enhance the character of the Conservation Area 
surrounding the appeal site" 

5. The Land appears in the SHELA Assessment dated 6 October 2022,
Schedule of Discounted Sites.

6. At the outset of the NDP process Bradley Parish Council identified various
high level objectives which would "inform the policies within the
neighbourhood plan" including " to respect and preserve Bradley's open
spaces ,historic features and buildings, local heritage sites and
recreational facilities" (Policy E1). The Land is known locally as The
Pinfold ie an enclosure which historically was used to impound stray
animals, so to that extent the Land has historical significance to Bradley.

7. For the reasons set out above we believe that the original decision to
remove LGS status for the Land was flawed.

8. We support the Parish Council's application to modify the adopted
Bradleys Both Neighbourhood Plan up to 2032 and urge North Yorkshire
Council and the Examiner to approve the application.
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