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1 Introduction and Acknowledgements 
1.01 A Neighbourhood Plan aims to give local people a recognised input into what happens in their area in a 

specific time period.  It derives from the Government’s Localism Act November 2011 and The 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012. 

1.02 The Neighbourhood Plan will provide a framework for guiding future development within the area 
and will form part of the statutory development plan alongside the adopted Derbyshire Dales Local 
Plan, and be used in the decision making process for the determination of planning applications.  

1.03 Kirk Ireton Parish Council initiated the formation of the plan in April 2014 when they applied to 
Derbyshire Dales District Council.  The whole of Kirk Ireton Parish was designated as a Neighbourhood 
Plan area on 5th September 2014.  The Plan once adopted will be regularly monitored by the steering 
committee. 

1.04 Kirk Ireton Neighbourhood Planning Group came into being after the first public meeting in October 2014 
at which the local community gave overwhelming support for the development of a Neighbourhood Plan 
for the village. 

1.05 Over the following months the Steering Committee and working groups gathered information and 
opinions about the future of our village.  The three groups produced maps and detail about how the 
village had developed and changed over the years.  They looked at the amenities within the village and 
the natural environment particularly that within the Conservation Area Appraisal*.  A questionnaire was 
compiled which went to all households in the village (Appendix F).  The data collected enabled the group 
to create a Neighbourhood Plan to set out a vision for Kirk Ireton which reflects the feelings of local 
people about the future of their village and its environment.  

1.06 The creation of the plan aimed to be as inclusive as possible with several open meetings, an information 
website and a stall at the village Wakes.  The village school also played its role with a project based on the 
local area. 

1.07 The Neighbourhood Plan Group were supported throughout by the Parish Council and Rural Action 
Derbyshire. The Group would like to thank everyone who has contributed to the production of this 

Presentation of findings from the working groups in October 2015 
* The Conservation Area Appraisal can be viewed here:  
http://www.derbyshiredales.gov.uk/planning-a-building-control/conservation/conservation-areas/kirk-ireton  

http://www.derbyshiredales.gov.uk/planning-a-building-control/conservation/conservation-areas/kirk-ireton
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2 Neighbourhood Plan Area Map 

The Neighbourhood Area is as defined by the Kirk Ireton Parish boundary. This area was designated by 
Derbyshire Dales District Council on 5 th September 2014.  Although the Neighbourhood Plan Area includes the 
whole Parish of Kirk Ireton, because the majority of the population reside within the village of Kirk Ireton, the 
Neighbourhood Plan focuses on the main village settlement. The Neighbourhood Plan Area is detailed on the 
following map.  
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3 Historic Background  

3.01 There has been a settlement here since 
the Bronze Age and Kirk Ireton remains a 
thriving community to this day, with a 
population of 518 at the 2011 census. 

3.02 In the past the main occupation was in 
agriculture and its associated trades.  It 
was a self sufficient  community, with a 
general store, bake house, butcher, 
shoemaker, joiner/ undertaker, builder, 
and two fish and chip shops. 

3.03 The number of working farms dropped 
from nine to only one remaining today 
over a period of 25 years. The number of 
residential properties rose by 42 - some new build and others converted farm buildings / farm 
houses and shops.  Many residents today  are professional people who commute to work daily in 
Derby, Nottingham, etc. There are also a number of retired residents. 

3.04 Holy Trinity Church dates from 1120 AD and is still active.  It is part of the Wirksworth Team 
Ministry, although it does not have its own clergy living in the village. There were two Methodist 
Chapels, the larger of which was sold and converted into a house in the 1980s.  The smaller is still 
in use as a chapel. 

3.05 There were many pubs, five in the 1850s dwindling down to two in the latter part of the 20th 
century, and today only the Barley Mow remains. 

3.06 Ownership of the Church  Institute, built in 1911, was transferred to the Parish Council in 1972 
and is now the Village Hall.  The hall was renovated in 2002 with grants from Severn Trent.  It is 
well used but there is no car parking and limited catering facilities. 

3.07 In the 1800s an Elementary School for boys and girls was established on Well Bank.  It  moved to 
the present site on Main Street in 1882.   In 2016 the number of pupils was 53 which is near the 
full capacity of 56.  Currently the number is 51. Numbers have not been less than 50 since 
2006/7.  Land to the rear of the school has been “notified” by the Derbyshire Dales District 
Council for future expansion, if required. 

3.08 In the 1980s there was a food shop/newsagents (Kirk Ireton Food and Wine Store) and a 
separate Post Office/ sweet shop operating in the village.  When the post mistress retired the 
post office moved into the shop.   When the shop owners decided to sell the business  the post 
office and shop were moved into temporary premises in the garage at Rosebank Cottage.  It later 
moved back to the  old shop premises when it was bought by a village family. 

3.09 In 2001 the Food and Wine Store 
ceased trading and the shop was 
converted into a house, now 
Candlewick Cottage.   The owners of 
the Barley Mow offered to convert 
their stable to accommodate both 
Shop and Post Office.  When the Post 
Office was closed due to cuts the 
Stable Shop was turned into a 
Community Shop manned by  
volunteers, two part-time paid 
managers, and a management 
committee of local residents.  

Holy Trinity Church 
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4 Groups, Activities & Amenities  
4.01 Kirk Ireton is a vibrant and caring community which organises and supports a number of events.  

Kirk Ireton Community Association (KICA) organises Wakes Week celebrations, various other 
events and Bonfire Night.  An Open Gardens  Group organise a weekend where residents open 
their gardens to the public; exhibitions and teas are provided at various venues. 

4.02 The Village Hall is well used by various groups such as KICA, the Church and other groups for 
entertainment such as quiz evenings.  A Luncheon Club meets once a month, the local WI (Ireton 
Wood and Idridgehay) hold their monthly meetings there.  There is a singing group, various 
school clubs, a Friendship Group, a Running Group, Pilates and Yoga sessions, an under 5s group 
and a Book Club which meets once a month in the Barley Mow. 

4.03 The Village Field is used for recreation and by the Village School.  It was bought as a community 
asset for the Villagers of Kirk Ireton and Callow in 1994.  Information on the Village Field is in 
Appendix G. 

4.04 A monthly Diary is published to keep villagers informed and report on activities.  

Holy Trinity Church Services 
Parish Council - Village Hall 
Methodist Chapel Services 

Fellowship Group Excursions 
KI Community Association  -  Barley Mow 

School Governors  -  School 
Friends of the School  -  School 
Shop Committee  -  Barley Mow 

Luncheon Club  -  Village Hall 
Women's Institute  -  Village Hall 

Open Gardens Group  -  Barley Mow 
Toddler Group  -  Village Hall 

Singing Group  -  Trinity Church / Chapel 
Book Club  -  Barley Mow 

Boules players  -  Village Field 
Meditation, Yoga, Pilates, etc 

Clubs, groups and organisations who regularly meet at various locations in the Village include: 

WAKES 2017 



 

Page 7 

5 Planning History 

The Past 

5.01 Kirk Ireton developed as an agricultural community from a Middle Age settlement centred on Main Street, 
from the partly Norman Holy Trinity Church in the east to Town End and the 17th century Barley Mow 
public house in the west.  By the 19th century, lanes running roughly north to south from Main Street 
(Coffin Lane, Hemp Yard and Nether Lane) had been added.  Most of the village was built of local pink/grey 
gritstone in the Derbyshire Dales vernacular idiom.  Various properties were enlarged or altered in the first 
half of the 20th century. 

5.02 After the Second World War, Planning legislation was introduced, partly to limit suburban sprawl around 
major towns and cities.  In Kirk Ireton, new housing was developed at Ireton Court, Buxton Hall Court, 
Hardings Close, Peats Close, along Nether Lane and Wirksworth Road.   Much of this development, 
although considered suitable within the Planning guidance of the time, paid little attention to the local 
vernacular architecture of the historic core of the village. 

5.03 The whole of the built-up area of Kirk Ireton was designated a Conservation Area in 1971, (area enlarged 
in 1992), to help preserve the best features of the village.  The Local Planning Authority carried out a Kirk 
Ireton Conservation Area Character Appraisal in 2014, this studied in great detail the characteristics of the 
historic buildings and their settings, to provide a framework for future development.   

The Present 

5.04 Derbyshire Dales District Council, as the Local Planning Authority, have produced a new Derbyshire Dales 
Local Plan, in part allowing for a great increase in new housing provision up to 2033 in response to recent 
and projected population numbers; this plan was adopted in December 2017.  The plan does not set a 
target for new dwellings in Kirk Ireton, which is a village with limited amenities, few employment 
opportunities and no public transport links.  This does not, however, preclude a very limited amount of 
new development taking place within this time frame. 

5.05 Under the Localism Act 2011 and The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 communities 
were given powers to produce Neighbourhood Plans to give local people greater influence in the future 
shaping of their environment.  The preparation of Neighbourhood Plans by local residents involves the 
holding of public meetings, exhibitions and the distribution of questionnaires to establish local needs and 
preferences.  After consultation with statutory bodies to ensure the plan's legal validity, a local 
referendum is held to seek approval of the plan before its final adoption within the framework of the 
Derbyshire Dales Local Plan**. 

5.06 An adopted Neighbourhood Plan forms part of the statutory development plan alongside the 
Derbyshire Dales Local Plan is used for the determination of planning applications within the Parish.  

* The Conservation Area Appraisal can be viewed here:  

http://www.derbyshiredales.gov.uk/planning-a-building-control/conservation/conservation-areas/kirk-ireton 

**Derbyshire Dales Local Plan in 2017 can be viewed here:  

http://www.derbyshiredales.gov.uk/planning-a-building-control/conservation/conservation-areas/kirk-ireton
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6 Community Engagement 
6.01 At the Parish Council Meeting held on 4th April 2014 it was decided to write to the Planning Officer of 

Derbyshire Dales District Council (DDDC) to designate the whole of Kirk Ireton Parish as a 
Neighbourhood Plan area.   Notice of this designation was given by DDDC on 5th Sept 2014. 

6.02 An announcement was placed in the Village 
Diary and notices put on all the village notice 
boards inviting anyone in the community 
interested in forming a Neighbourhood Plan 
working group to attend a meeting in the village 
hall on 29TH October. 

6.03 The first public meeting was held on 19th 
February 2015 and was attended by 70 
members of the village. Joe Dugdale of Rural 
Action Derbyshire gave a presentation on the 
benefits of having a plan and the process 
involved in producing it.  An edited version of Countryfile was shown which highlighted planning 
issues many rural communities were experiencing because of the absence of a Neighbourhood Plan. 

6.04 There was overwhelming support at the meeting for producing a Neighbourhood Plan for Kirk Ireton. 
Villagers were invited to be part of a Steering Committee and several Working Groups.  

6.05 The children from the village school produced posters and descriptions of how they saw the village 
in the future as part of a school project based on the local area. 

6.06 The Steering Committee worked closely with the Parish Council and has been guided throughout by 
Rural Action Derbyshire. The Steering Group adopted a constitution and applied for a grant to 
support the project. 

6.07 At Kirk Ireton Village Wakes on 6th June 2015 the Steering Committee had an information stall with 
details about the progress of the plan so far on display.  Members of The Committee were also on 
hand to answer questions about the plan.   Several more villagers were recruited to join in the 
Working Groups. 

6.08 For the creation of the Plan to be as inclusive as possible meetings were open to all and advertised in 
the Village Diary.   A website was set up to make the progress of the plan easily accessible to all the 
village. 

6.09 The working groups met monthly and gathered information on their three areas of interest.  

 Built Environment Group focused on the main village settlement using the Conservation Area 
Appraisal.  They made detailed analysis of the age, type and design of the individual properties 
in the settlement. 

 Amenities Group considered the range of the village amenities including the school, shop, pub, 
village hall, village field, open space, church, chapel, Kirk Ireton Community Association (KICA). 

 Natural Environment Group investigated all the ground within the Parish Boundary. This 
included farmland and agriculture, footpaths, woodland and wildlife. They also looked at the 
contribution made to the village economy by tourism. 

6.10 This information was presented regularly to the Steering Committee and at the second public 
meeting held on 12th Oct.  This meeting was attended by over 100 members of the village who were 
encouraged to leave comments and questions for the Steering Committee.  

6.11 Using the information gathered and comments from the public meetings the Steering Committee 
created a questionnaire to go out to all the households.   Younger members of the community were 
encouraged to give their views. 

6.12 Three hundred questionnaires were delivered and 174 returned.  The results were collated and 
analysed and the evidence base was used to support the formation of the policies within The Kirk 
Ireton Neighbourhood Plan.  See Appendix F for the survey results. 

6.13 More detail can be found on community engagement in the Consultation Statement (Appendix C). 
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7 Data Gathering and Analysis 

7.01 A survey was carried out by circulating 

questionnaires to all households within the 

parish  boundary.  All residents were invited to 

take part irrespective of age or how long they 

had lived here.  This was to ensure the 

broadest range of opinions.  174 Survey Forms 

were returned and these were analysed into a 

results spreadsheet (Appendix F). 

7.02 The current quiet safe environment of the 

village ranked highly (80%) along with the 

lovely views (74%), friendly community (74%)  

and facilities such as the village shop, school, 

pub and Chapel/Church.   

7.03 The large majority of respondents (75%) were 

concerned about future development and its 

effects on the character of the village.  The 

conservation area status was widely known 

and the opinion was that the principles should 

be adopted in any neighbourhood plan (90%). 

7.04 The isolation of the village with narrow roads 

and little public transport is seen as a plus or 

minus depending on viewpoint and mobility.  

Better maintained roads and winter gritting were seen as high priorities for improvement (20%).  

The village being close to towns and within reach of beautiful unspoilt countryside was important 

to many people (44%).   

7.05 Parking was a major issue (36%), existing off-road parking should be maintained and any future 

development should allow for adequate off-road parking. 

7.06 Increased traffic (44%), unsuitable development (39%), loss of green fields (37%), impact on 

views (30%) and increasing numbers of second homes/holiday lets (26%) were all mentioned in 

answers to the questionnaire.  Many people recognised that a small amount of development with 

a good mix of house types may bring benefits to the village and provide more users for the shop, 

school, etc. (11%).  The unpopularity of Housing Association type properties in the village meant 

that this type of housing was ranked least preferable. 

7.07 Protecting existing green spaces in the village including gardens was of great importance to the 

vast majority of residents in order to maintain character.  Green spaces on the periphery of the 

village that provide access to the countryside and views from the village were also listed.  The 

majority view was that the existing settlement boundary should be maintained and development 

outside the boundary discouraged (71%). 

7.08 The vast majority of people did not want to see developments such as wind farms (72%), solar 

panel farms (61%) or caravan sites (90%).  There was a great deal of concern about agricultural 

buildings being out of proportion to their holding (93%). 

7.09 In the event of any development taking place many people said that it should be in sympathy with 

its surroundings reflecting the traditional style of the village (28%). 
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8 The Kirk Ireton Community Vision 
 

From consultation with the community of Kirk Ireton the following vision of where we want 
our community to be in 2033 was developed: 

 
8.01 Kirk Ireton will be an active rural community with a balanced population 

comprising mixed ages.  Village amenities will include a thriving school, a well 
supported shop and village pub, church, chapel and a village hall capable of 
providing the facilities expected of a modern village. 

8.02 The village’s heritage, including the surrounding countryside, views, open spaces 
and recreational facilities will have been preserved and enhanced where possible.  
There will have been no substantial increase in traffic and the village will have 
provided adequate off-street parking. 

8.03 The community will have the most up-to-date, high-speed internet and mobile 
communication facilities. 
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Policies 
Planning permission will be granted for development 

subject to the policies contained in this document and the 

Derbyshire Dales Local Plan 
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Objectives 

 To meet local housing need within the existing built framework 

 To protect the historic nature of Kirk Ireton. 

 To retain the quiet and safe environment. 

 To retain views and vistas both from and of the village. 

Engagement with the Community 

Questionnaire July 2016 & Open Meetings/Events between 2015-19 

P1.01 The Kirk Ireton Neighbourhood Plan distributed a questionnaire in April 2016. The information was 
collated over the following weeks and published in July 2016 before  the adoption of the Derbyshire Dales 
District Local Plan of 7th December 2017. 

 Full analysis of the Questionnaire results can be seen in Appendix F 

P1.02 The questionnaire results demonstrate a demand by the community for protection of the landscape and 
fields surrounding the village.  

 In response to Q9, 71% of the community replied that they required the Kirk Ireton Neighbourhood 
Plan to adopt the Settlement Framework Boundary from the 2012 Draft Local Plan in order to 
protect the green field sites outside this boundary.  

 94% of respondents said that views to and from the village should be protected.  

 When asked what they liked about living in the village 74% responded the “Lovely Countryside/
Views” and 80% said the “Quiet safe environment”. 

 When asked what worried them about future development 85% were concerned about “Loss of 
green fields / Impact on views / Loss of wildlife habitat”.  

 In response to Q12, 83% replied that the roads into Kirk Ireton were unsuitable to support 
significant further development within the village. 

P1.03 Three open events were held in the village hall after the questionnaire. They were held on 10th Oct 2015, 4 
& 5th Nov 2017 & 26th Jan 2019. A map displaying the existing built framework and associated ideas for a 
policy and subsequent adoption was shown at all events and received widespread support. 

 

Public Consultation 

Conservation Area Character Appraisal December 2014 

P1.04 Page 37 of the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area Character Appraisal states:  

“Kirk Ireton remains a relatively secretive place on its approach, ‘tucked’ away to the east of Carsington 
Reservoir. Travellers suddenly emerge from the sunken and narrow lanes into the ‘heart’ of this 
attractive village.”  And: 

“Kirk Ireton is situated on high ground close to the watershed of the River Ecclesbourne to the east and 
the Scow Brook (Carsington Reservoir) to the west. North to south it extends along the 200 metre 
contour. Properties enjoy expansive views across the Ecclesbourne valley as ground falls quite steeply 

Policy P1 – Development  

a) Sensitive development is supported within the existing built framework illustrated in the map 
on page 17. 

b) All fields outside the existing built framework are designated as open countryside. 

c) Development on fields designated as high and medium sensitivity in the Landscape Sensitivity 
Study (Wardell Armstrong August 2015), is inappropriate, subject to the exceptions set out in 
the Derbyshire Dales Local Plan. See the map on page 18. 
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away to the east of Nether Lane and Bottom Lons.” 

P1.05 On page 38 it states that from the eastern approach along Hob Lane: 

“the built development of the village is most apparent.” 

The village has: 

“A core of traditional historic buildings surrounded by a much wider historic landscape.” 

And:  

“Views from the settlement especially from the east and north are out across an attractive agricultural 
landscape. The area is overtly rural – the village is surrounded by agricultural land, with fields bordered 
by trees and hedgerows.” 

P1.06 In November 1992 the Conservation Area was reviewed and considerably extended. This was triggered by 
a request from the Parish Council to recognise the wider setting of the Conservation Area and protect 
views from vantage points both into and from the village. 

 In consulting with Derbyshire County Council and the County Archaeologist it was recognised (Page 61) 
that: 

“The landscape surrounding the village contributes very strongly to its special character, but is 
noteworthy in its ownright as a very clear survival of a landscape shaped by mediaeval farming 
practice. The surviving pattern of field boundaries, sunken lanes and footpaths reflect the pre enclosure 
landscape and the extent of species rich hedgerows indicates the considerable age of the hedgerow 
boundaries in many instances it is felt that the landscape is of such importance in terms of its own 
historic and visual quality, as well as in terms of its contribution to the settlement framework, that 
parts of it merit inclusion within the conservation area.” 

P1.07 In 2012 the Derbyshire Dales District Council commissioned a new Local Plan in response to the central 
government National Planning Policy Framework. The Government Inspectorate rejected the subsequent 
Pre-Submission Draft Local Plan in October 2014. The Derbyshire Dales District Council withdrew the Draft 
Local Plan and engaged in a further and extensive evidence base consultation. This process included the 
commissioning of a ‘Landscape Sensitivity Study’ from Wardell Armstrong and a ‘Settlement Hierarchy 
Assessment’. 

 

Landscape Sensitivity Study August 2015 (see map on page 18) 

P1.08 The Executive Summary in the Landscape Sensitivity Report by Wardell Armstrong stated: “The aim of the 
study is to assess the sensitivity of the landscape surrounding settlements to housing development.” 

The study used the Kirk Ireton Settlement Framework Boundary from the 2012 Draft Local Plan to denote 
the ‘built’ area of the village. It assessed the suitability for development of each field outside of this 
boundary but within the 1992 conservation area, classifying each field as either high, medium or low 
sensitivity to development. 

P1.09 The Sensitivity Study referenced the ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’, Third 
Edition, published by Routledge (2013). The publication sets out “the methodology for assessing the 
sensitivity of particular types of development, relating to susceptibility to change and landscape value.” 
The guidelines attach great importance to public and private views stating in 3.20 that “In most cases it 
will be essential to give detailed consideration to both:  

 effects on the landscape as a resource (the landscape effects); and 

 effects on views and visual amenity as experienced by people (the visual effects). 

P1.10 The Landscape Sensitivity Study ‘Description and Analysis’ of Kirk Ireton on page 55 states: 

6.4.30 Kirk Ireton is rural in character, with narrow winding roads and a wooded character created 
by strong tree belts and woodland blocks. All approaches to the settlement are rural, and land 
immediately surrounding the settlement predominantly comprises smaller fields enclosed by 
tree belts, forming a vegetated edge. The village and surrounding land is located within the 
Kirk Ireton Conservation Area.  

6.4.31 Land to the east of the settlement slopes down away from Kirk Ireton with high visual 
prominence, and is an important approach into the settlement, with open views framed by 
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woodland blocks.  

6.4.32 The north-eastern settlement edge is well-defined but urban. However the majority of land 
beyond this edge is enclosed by vegetation, and tree belts to the north screen long distance 
views. Additional planting on the boundaries of these fields could reduce the visual 
prominence of this land further, in addition to creating a vegetated edge to the settlement.  

6.4.33 Land to the south-west of the settlement is enclosed by hedgerows and tree belts, and is 
located within the settlement pattern.  

6.4.34 Remaining land surrounding the settlement, particularly to the east, contributes to the rural 
character of and approaches to, the settlement.  

It concludes: 

6.4.35 The field to the east of Hardings Close is of low sensitivity and the adjacent fields to the east 
are of medium sensitivity. The field west of Wirksworth Road is also of medium sensitivity. 
Small fields adjacent to the south-western edge of the settlement, north and south of 
Blackwall Lane, are of low sensitivity. All remaining land surrounding the settlement is of high 
sensitivity.  

P1.11 An analysis of the Landscape Sensitivity Plan of Kirk Ireton (see page 18) published with the report reveals 
that 85% of the fields surrounding the village were judged to be of high sensitivity, having a: “low capacity 
to accommodate change such as built environment”, and therefore unsuitable for development. 

Two small areas, consisting of three fields, were judged to be of medium sensitivity and three small areas, 
consisting of five fields and part of one further field, were judged to be of low sensitivity. These sites are 
to the north and west of the village. 

 

‘Call for Sites’ (late 2015) & Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) August 
2016: 

P1.12 In late 2015, after the publication of the Landscape Sensitivity Study, Derbyshire Dales District Council 
made a “call for sites”, to which land could be submitted for assessment as to suitability for future 
development. Independently three sites, in and around Kirk Ireton, were submitted for assessment. They 
were examined and subsequently reported on in the ‘Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability 
Assessment’ (SHLAA), which was published in August 2016. The SHLAA included ‘landscape’ but also 
covered a much wider range of assessment criteria including flood risk, historic environment, 
contamination, highway infrastructure, public transport, services, brownfield status and other measures.  

P1.13 Two submitted sites - the field to the east of Hardings Close (SHLAA 184) and the small field adjacent to 
the south-western edge of the village, south of Blackwall Lane (SHLAA 219) - that had been assessed as 
low sensitivity in the Landscape Sensitivity Study, were determined to be ‘undevelopable’ by the SHLAA. 

The third site, Smithy Bungalow (SHLAA 476) was within the Settlement Boundary. It was considered that 
25% of this site was ‘developable’. 

There is a remaining area of land situated to the west of Main Street and north of Blackwall Lane which 
was designated as low sensitivity in the Landscape Sensitivity Survey but was not submitted in the ‘Call for 
Sites’. 

 

Settlement Hierarchy Assessment October 2015: 

P1.14 The Settlement Hierarchy Assessment (3.19)states: 

 “If a settlement is surrounded by landscape of high sensitivity then it has low capacity to 
accommodate change such as built environment.” 

The introduction (1.2) of the Settlement Hierarchy Assessment states: 

“In considering where new development should be located, there is a need to balance the 
requirements of development against other needs such as sustainability and environmental impacts. 
Development needs to be accommodated in settlements where the need to travel can be reduced 
through good access to facilities and services and where it can be accommodated without significant 
adverse impacts.” 

It also (3.18) states: 
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“Considerable weight has been attached in this Assessment to the findings of the Landscape 
Sensitivity Report produced for the District Council by consultants Wardell Armstrong.” 

P1.15 The Settlement Hierarchy Assessment considered the suitability of 24 settlements for future development. 
The main factors considered were economic (employment opportunities), environmental and the 
availability of social/community facilities. Kirk Ireton was placed 23rdout of the 24 settlements. The 
settlements were then graded into five tiers, 1 to 5. Tier 1 contained settlements considered most suitable 
for future development. Tier 5 contained settlements considered least suitable for future development. 

 Kirk Ireton was placed in tier 5 as the village was judged to be unsuitable for significant development. 

The Settlement Hierarchy Assessment introduction (1.3) states: 

“At the bottom of the hierarchy are settlements, which have relatively few functions, less 
infrastructure and are more isolated in terms of transport links.” 

The study concludes (4.14) that: 

“In line with the overall aim of planning to contribute to sustainable development, the spatial 
strategy in the new local plan should seek to guide the majority of new development to the higher 
tiered settlements. This may be achieved by trying to facilitate higher growth rates in each 
successive tier, so that the lowest growth rates occur in Tier 5 and the highest growth rates in Tier 
1.” 

The Inspector’s Report 13th November 2017 & Main Modifications 

P1.16 The draft Derbyshire Dales Local Plan was examined by Mark Dakeyne BA (Hons) and the Inspector’s 
Report was published on 13th November 2017: 

Page 9 40. of the Inspector’s Report states: 

“The 4th and 5th tier villages do not have settlement boundaries but Policy S3 as worded does allow 
limited development to support existing services through infill and consolidation. However, there is a 
lack of consistency between the explanation and the policy itself and not enough clarity as to the 
type of development that might be acceptable. MM4 provides that necessary effectiveness, 
consistency and guidance by referring to infill and consolidation at an appropriate scale, brownfield 
sites on the edge of settlements and affordable housing exception sites.” 

P1.17 Main Modification 4 on page 7 of the Inspector’s Report clarified Derbyshire Dales District Council 
development policy towards 4th and 5th tier villages and was published in S2 of the Derbyshire Dales 
District Council Local Plan 7th December 2017. It states:  

“In all cases, development should be commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, 
can be accommodated through infill and consolidation of the existing built framework of the 
settlement or is well related to the existing pattern of development and surrounding land uses; 
would not lead to prominent intrusion into the countryside; or constitutes exception sites affordable 
housing (Policy HC5).” 

P1.18 The Kirk Ireton Neighbourhood Plan policy 1 supports, endorses and adds value to the main modification 
MM4 in the Inspector’s Report and Derbyshire Dales District Council Local Plan (7th December 2017) by 
adding clarity, guidance and definition to the existing built framework of the settlement of Kirk Ireton. 

 

Derbyshire Dales Local Plan 7th December 2017  

P1.19 The Derbyshire Dales Local Plan adopted on the 7th December 2017 changed the classification of Kirk 
Ireton from Tier 5 in the Settlement Hierarchy Assessment October 2015 to Tier 4. It describes the group 
of six villages in Tier 4 as “Accessible Settlements with Minimal Facilities”.  

S2 of The Local Plan states: 

“Accessible Settlements with Minimal Facilities – Fourth Tier 

Accessible Settlements with minimal facilities are defined as settlements with a very limited range of 
employment, services and facilities. Small villages have a low level of services and facilities and few 
employment opportunities. Development will therefore be limited to that needed to help maintain 
existing services and facilities and to meet the housing needs of the settlement. As such there is 
some limited scope for development within these settlements.” 

4.20 of The Local Plan states: 
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“Whilst it is recognised that in these villages there is a need to meet local needs for housing and 
other economic or community purposes these villages generally have a very limited range of services 
and facilities and it is often necessary for local residents to travel outside the village for most of their 
daily needs. Development on a large scale would be unsustainable in these villages, as this would 
generate a disproportionate number of additional journeys outside the villages and undermine the 
spatial strategy.” 

And 4.72: 

“The strategy for the Rural Parishes is to ensure that new development does not have any significant 
adverse impact upon the character and appearance of these villages, and the surrounding 
countryside.” 

This will be achieved by Policy S9 a) - Rural Parishes Development Strategy:  

protecting the open countryside and high quality environment from inappropriate development;  

protecting and enhancing the historic environment of rural villages.  

 

P1.20 Kirk Ireton does not have a housing target to meet the Derbyshire Dales District Council housing need. 

 

Conclusion 
P1.21 The existing built framework boundary used in this policy is the most recent mapped by the Derbyshire 

Dales District Council for the 2012 Draft Local Plan. It defines the existing built framework of the village in 
the Landscape Sensitivity Study August 2015. This policy offers protection to the highly sensitive landscape 
surrounding the village as described in the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area Character Appraisal, the 
Landscape Sensitivity Study, the responses to the village questionnaire and the feedback from the 
community at village open events. 
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Existing Built Framework 
(As illustrated by the Settlement Framework Boundary within the 2012 Draft Derbyshire Dales Local Plan)  
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Map showing results of the Kirk Ireton Landscape Sensitivity Study 
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P2.01 “Kirk Ireton is situated on high ground close to the watershed of the River Ecclesbourne to the 
east and the Scow Brook (Carsington Reservoir) to the west.  North to south it extends along the 
200 metre contour.  Properties enjoy expansive views across the Ecclesbourne Valley as ground 
falls quite steeply away to the east of Nether Lane and Bottom Lons.”    

Source: Kirk Ireton Conservation Area Appraisal. 

Objective 

P2.02 To protect the valued views of the village from the surrounding countryside and the views from 
the village to surrounding countryside in all directions. 

Village Data 

P2.03 Full Analysis of the Questionnaire results can be seen in in Appendix F 

 The majority of respondents to the Questionnaire regarded the ‘Lovely Countryside and 
Views’ to be an important reason to live here. 

 There were a large number of concerns about the effects of future development on the 
environment including Loss of Green Fields, Impact on Views and Loss of Wildlife Habitat. 

 The majority of respondents said we should keep the current settlement boundary in order 
to discourage development on greenfield sites 

Supporting Material: 

P2.04 Derbyshire Dales District Council contracted Wardell Armstrong to produce a ‘Landscape 
Sensitivity Study’ of settlements within their district which was published August 2015.   

Wardell Armstrong carried out a review in line with the methodology set out in the Guidelines for 
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment – produced by the Landscape Institute and The Institute 
of Environmental Management Assessment.  Their landscape and visual impact team regularly 
contribute to the preparation and review of environmental statements and environmental 
appraisal. 

The aim of the study was to assess the sensitivity of the landscape surrounding settlements to 
housing development and provide a strategic context for landscape capacity and impact 
assessments undertaken at field level, and form part of the evidence base for the Local Plan. 

P2.05 Greenhill Wood and Bottom Wood are designated as local wildlife sites.  

P2.06 The village community were consulted on the Examples of Valued Views on the following pages 
at public meetings on 4th,  5th November 2017 and 26th January 2019.  More information can 
also be found in the Consultation Statement (Appendix C). 

 

Policy P2  -  Protecting Views 

Any development that takes place within the Parish should not be detrimental to views of the 
village, views from the village or the heritage value of the landscape. 
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1 Bottom Green showing village hall, Lavender Cottage and views of the hills around the  

Ecclesbourne Valley. 

2 Ancient graves dating back to the 17th century with ancient yew trees, views towards  

Alderwasley and Shottle. 

3 Main Road/Hob Lane, views down the valley. 

4 An example of the network of footpaths around the village.  Stoop/Squeeze stile and an  

ancient path popular with walkers, route to Carsington Water. 

5 The only still operational farm in the village, Town End Farm.  Junction of Gorsey Lane and 

Town End. 

6 Meadow adjacent to the Smithy Bungalow with views to Vesta Lyn a landmark listed farm 

building. 

7 View from Nether Lane across pastureland to the Ecclesbourne Valley with tithe barn.  One 

of the only unobstructed views out of the village. 

8 Field to the North of the village showing ancient hedgerows in the Conservation Area. 

9 Looking across an ancient field in the Conservation Area to Northfield Barn. 

10 Looking from the village field towards the Wirksworth Road. 

11 Pasture land looking North. 

12 Rectory Lane, sunken path to Tinkerley which crosses a brook to a bluebell wood. 

13 View looking down the Ecclesbourne valley with dry stone walls and tithe barn. 

14 A view from the footpath above Nether Lane towards the Ecclesbourne Valley. 

15 View from Hemp Yard across gardens and typical pink sandstone cottages. 

16 View from the top of Broadway toward the village. 

17 View into the village towards Buxton Hall Court. 

18 View towards the village from Hob Lane. 

DESCRIPTION OF EXAMPLE PICTURES ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES 
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EXAMPLES OF SOME OF THE VALUED VIEWS  FROM AND TO THE VILLAGE 

6 5 

4 3 

2 1 
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8 7 

9 10 

11 12 
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13 14 

15 16 

17 18 
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Policy P3 - Conservation Area 

Development proposals within the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area should promote, reinforce and 
enhance the area’s local distinctiveness and be sensitive to the local context in terms of design, 
materials, scale, massing, density, light pollution and access, taking account of its key characteristics. 

Adapted from the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area Character Appraisal.   See Map on Page 28 

P3.01 “The original reasons for the designation of Kirk Ireton as a Conservation Area are still 
considered as pertinent now as in 1972 and 1992. New development within or adjacent to The 
Conservation Area could potentially harm the area and inappropriate development could easily 
harm the scale and balance in the relationship of settlement to Landscape.’’     

Source: Kirk Ireton Conservation Area Appraisal  

Objective  

P3.02 This policy is to protect the whole of the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area from inappropriate 
development. 

What is a Conservation Area?  

P3.03 Following concerns that the special qualities of areas were being lost by post-war development, 
the 1967 Civic Amenities Act introduced the concept of a ‘Conservation Area’. Section 69 of the 
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 gives local Councils the power to 
designate a Conservation Area within their local planning area. A Conservation Area is ‘an area of 
special architectural or historic interest, the character or appearance of which it is desirable to 
preserve or enhance’. 

The Kirk Ireton Conservation Area  

P3.04 In 1971 Kirk Ireton was designated a Conservation Area. At that time, the boundary was drawn 
quite tightly around the built development which formed the core of the village.   

P3.05 In November 1992, the Conservation Area was reviewed and extended considerably. This was 
triggered by a request from the Parish Council who considered that the village had suffered 
considerable pressure for development, much on the edges of the existing Conservation Area and 
that it was important to recognise the wider setting of the Conservation Area and protect views 
from vantage points both into and from the village.   

P3.06 Conclusion to the Conservation Area Character Appraisal December 2014  

 “The current Conservation Area boundary, as established in 1992 generally follows physical 
boundaries on the ground, such as existing field patterns and public footpaths.  The 1992 
boundary identified a much wider agricultural setting for the core of the village and 
recognised the importance of the wider historic landscape.  It is therefore not proposed to 
amend, either by further inclusion or reduction, the existing boundary.” 

 Village Data from the Questionnaire:  

P3.07 Response to the Village Questionnaire (see Appendix F) showed that the majority: 

 Were aware of the Conservation Area status of the village and say that this Plan should 
adopt its principles.  

 Stated that new houses and extensions should be in sympathy with the surroundings   

 Had concerns about future development in the village expressing concerns about 
development which was out of character.   
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Development within the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area  

P3.08 Any development must conserve and enhance the character of the Conservation Area.  It should 
respect the nature, scale, design and materials found in the area and be in keeping with the 
special qualities of the defined character documented in The Conservation Area Character 
Appraisal.  

P3.09 The landmark properties in the village should be respected.  

P3.10 This Plan supports the findings of the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area Character Appraisal which 
suggests the following (except in exceptional circumstances or when a compelling case is made in 
support of good design):  

P3.11 Guidelines  

i. The general pattern of buildings on Main Street is two storeys high with narrow frontage. 
This should be maintained.  

ii. The size of properties in relation to neighbouring properties and the size of the plot are 
important. The construction of buildings which are too big for the plot and which are 
disproportionate to surrounding houses should be avoided. 

iii. The agricultural character of outbuildings should be preserved and encouraged.  

iv. Houses should be built of warm pink/orange local sandstone with coursed squared blocks 
with tooled finish and natural coloured mortar.  

v. Roofs should be Staffordshire Blue clay tiles or stone slates at a suitable pitch. Gables 
should have mortared verges or stone copings.  

vi. Extensions to existing properties should be constructed of materials which match the 
existing. There should be careful introduction of buildings and structures (for example, 
sheds, garages, garden rooms, garden studios, pergolas, raised decking) within building 
curtilages which are visible to the public and could have a potential negative impact on the 
character and appearance of the Conservation Area.  

vii. Porches and conservatories may have an impact on historic buildings and the Conservation 
Area. Their appropriateness to the period, type and style of the original building is 
important as is their size, form, mass, scale and their construction materials. 

viii. Generally there should be a high proportion of wall to window/door openings 

ix. The replacement of windows and doors should be with appropriate materials to discourage 
the use of UPVC windows and doors, especially in old properties.   

x. Solar panels, satellite dishes and street furniture should be sited thoughtfully. The potential 
impact of external appendages to properties – such as meter boxes, flue pipes, boiler flues 
outlets and cables, can be mitigated through careful consideration of their colour and finish 
and their location on a building. 

xi. Any loss or unnecessary alterations to stone walls should be avoided.  Boundary walls gates, 
gateposts and railings etc. to properties in all parts of the Conservation Area are important 
where they provide a visible and physical presence of enclosure to the road ways, tracks 
and footpaths. The consequences of their removal, in whole or in part, or their alteration or 
re-construction in non-traditional materials can have a detrimental effect on their setting. 

xii. New or replacement gates, gate posts and railings to properties should be appropriate to 
their context in form and scale, and be made of materials which relate to the tradition of 
such elements within the street scene. 

xiii. Hard surfacing materials for driveways, paths etc. to properties where these are visible to 
the public should have hard surfacing of traditional materials which complement the rural 
and historic character and appearance of the Conservation Area. The visual and physical 
impact of areas of modern paving of an inappropriate colour or texture can have a 
significant impact on the character and appearance of the Conservation Area. 



 

Page 27 



 

Page 28 

 
Map showing the Kirk Ireton Conservation Area 



 

Page 29 

Objective 

P4.01 To encourage suitable business development in the Neighbourhood Plan area. 

Village Data: 

P4.02 The two most popular answers to ‘What do you like about living here?’ were: “Quiet, safe 
environment” (80%), “Lovely Countryside/Views” (74%).  

There was concern that development would increase traffic on unsuitable roads, exacerbate parking 
problems and affect the unique environment of the village and its surrounding countryside. 

Full analysis of the results from the questionnaire is shown in Appendix F 

Background 

P4.03 The roads that connect the village of Kirk Ireton to the nearest ‘A’ roads are too narrow and poorly 
maintained to support an increase in the volume of traffic, particularly larger vehicles, that would be 
associated with significant commercial development. 

P4.04 The Derbyshire Dales Local Plan supports the appropriate development of tourism and culture (Policy 
EC8). 

Tourism plays a significant part in the local community including: 
Caravan & camping sites    Equestrian centre 
Cycling routes     Garden visits (National & local events) 
Bed and breakfast accommodation  Holiday cottages 
Destination “Real Ale” pub   Rambling 
Carsington Water activities   Wakes week festival 

Other potential activities: 
Rural craft workshops    Exhibition space for artisans and local artists. 
Plant Nursery     Café/Tea Room for walkers, cyclists, etc. 
Pub with food     Historic tours 

Compliance with the Derbyshire Dales Local Plan 

P4.05 This Plan supports the following policies in the Derbyshire Dales Local Plan 

Page 50: 4.72 states that: The strategy for the Rural Parishes is to ensure that new development does 
not have any significant adverse impact upon the character and appearance of these villages, and the 
surrounding countryside. 

Policy S9: Rural Parishes Development Strategy will be achieved by; “protecting the open countryside 
and high quality environment from inappropriate development; protecting and enhancing the historic 
environment of rural villages.” 

Page 112 Policy EC8 “Where development (excluding chalet accommodation, caravan and camp site 
developments), accords with any of the principles listed above, it will be permitted if: 

a) the scale and nature of the activity are appropriate to its location; 

b) it supports sustainable rural tourism; 

c) the location is capable of accommodating increased numbers of visitors without detriment to 
road safety or congestion; 

d) there is no detrimental impact on the character of the local landscape and/or nearby 
settlements.” 

Policy P4 - Business Development 

Small scale development will be supported in the Neighbourhood Plan area when it contributes to 
the sustainability of the local economy without adversely affecting that area or its community. 

The NPPF states in paragraph 83 “planning policies and decisions should enable the 
sustainable growth and expansion of all types of business in rural areas, both through 
conversion of existing buildings and well-designed new buildings; the development and 
diversification of agricultural and other land based rural businesses; and sustainable rural 
tourism and leisure developments which respect the character of the countryside and the 
retention and development of accessible local services and community facilities…”   
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Objective 

P5.01 This policy is to ensure that any new development does not have a detrimental effect on the 
already stretched parking facilities in the village. 

Supporting Information & Data 

P5.02 The village questionnaire highlighted the fact that many people in the village say there is a 
problem with parking and were concerned that additional development in the future could 
exacerbate this.  Most original village cottages do not have any off-road parking facilities.  This is 
particularly obvious along the Main Street which is fully occupied with cars along one side.  

P5.03 The village car park on Main Street is often full with residents’ and visitors’ cars. Neither the 
village hall, school, shop, church or chapel have any parking spaces which puts further stress on 
the limited parking facilities in the village. 

P5.04 Residents need to travel out of the village for work, education, shopping and leisure. There is a 
lack of public transport.  As a result many properties have two, three or in some cases even four 
cars. The Rural Place Profile, created by OCSI using the 2011 census, states on page 35 that in 
Kirk Ireton 44.2% of households (90 out of 205) have two cars against a national average of 
24.7%.  These are the most up to date figures available - however it is likely that the percentage 
of two-car households in the village has risen since the census was taken six years ago.  

P5.05 The Rural Place Profile also states that the average travel to hospital from Kirk Ireton by public 
transport is sixty minutes against a County average of thirty nine minutes.  Sixty minutes would 
actually be extremely hard to achieve.  These figures illustrate why villagers are so reliant on cars. 

 

Policy P5  -  Parking 
a) Protection of Car Parking -  Subject to the provisions of the Town and Country Planning 

(General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (or any order revoking and re-enacting 
that Order with or without modification) developments within the defined existing built 
framework which propose to remove recognised off-road parking spaces (such as driveways or 
garages) on a site will only be permitted where alternative provision is made which increases 
or maintains the number of accessible parking spaces available on or within the immediate 
vicinity of the site. Any opportunities that arise to enhance parking provision throughout the 
village will be supported. 

b) Existing car parking areas within the village will be protected. See map on the next page. 

c) All Parking for new developments should be in accordance with Derbyshire Dales District 
Council Local Plan. 
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EXISTING CAR PARKS IN KIRK IRETON 2018 (Shaded Areas) 
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KINP A 

KIRK IRETON NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 
SURVEY RESULTS 2016 

INFORMATION ABOUT PARTICIPANTS   

No. % 

Question 1  0-5 44 25.29 

Number of  Years Lived Here? 

6-10 34 19.54 

11-20 53 30.46 

21-40 24 13.79 

41+ 19 10.92 

Question 2   <16 128   

How Many in each Age Group in your House-
hold? 

17-24 41   

25-40 45   

41-64 201   

65+ 87   

Question 2 <16 12 6.90 

 Age profile of Participants 

17-24 8 4.60 

25-40 18 10.34 

41-64 88 50.57 

65+ 48 27.59 
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4  - WHAT DO YOU LIKE ABOUT LIVING HERE? No. % 

PERSONAL      

Close to Family/Friends 30 17.24 

Always Lived Here 15 8.62 

LIVING ENVIRONMENT     

Quiet Safe Environment 139 79.89 

Lovely Countryside/Views 128 73.56 

Close to Peak District, Carsington Water, etc 33 18.97 

Footpaths/Walks 27 15.52 

Historic Buildings/Architecture/Attractive 20 11.49 

Lack of Traffic 15 8.62 

Playing Fields & Facilties 11 6.32 

Village not a Thoroughfare 6 3.45 

Playground for Younger Children 4 2.30 

Wildlife 3 1.72 

Darkness 1 0.57 

Isolation 1 0.57 

Well Maintained Roads 1 0.57 

PEOPLE/COMMUNITY     

Friendly Community 128 73.56 

Social Life/KICA Events/Traditions 18 10.34 

Good Cross Section Of People 7 4.02 

LOCATION     

Convenient for Towns 52 29.89 

Convenient for Work 25 14.37 

FACILITIES     

Village Shop 91 52.30 

Village School 72 41.38 

Barley Mow 69 39.66 

Church, Chapel 42 24.14 

Village Hall 13 7.47 

Good General Amenities 8 4.60 

Hannage Brook Medical Centre Close By 1 0.57 

SOCIAL     

Bus Service to Ashbourne/Regular Bus Service 4 2.30 

Luncheon Club 1 0.57 

MISCELLANEOUS     

Access to Good Local Secondary Schools 3 1.72 

Not Overdeveloped with New Housing 3 1.72 

Quality Properties to Buy 1 0.57 

A Lived in Village rather than Holiday Homes 1 0.57 

Good Group of Teenagers in Village 1 0.57 

Most Houses Occupied/Few Holiday Lets 1 0.57 

Horse Riding 1 0.57 
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5  -  HOW COULD LIVING IN KIRK IRETON BE IMPROVED?   No. % 

ROADS     

Roads Better Maintained/Gritted 35 20.11 

Traffic Calming/Reduced Speed Limit 7 4.02 

Use Passing Places, not verges 2 1.15 

Speed Limit/Traffic Calming on Main Street 2 1.15 

Make Roads Access Only /Remove Signs 2 1.15 

Turn off Street Lighting 2 1.15 

No Wider Roads 1 0.57 

Restrict Delivery Vehicles 1 0.57 

Mirror on Junction of Wood Lane/B5023 1 0.57 

Maintenance of Hedges/Verges 1 0.57 

Better Road Drainage 1 0.57 

More Attractive Street Lighting 1 0.57 

Wider Pavement opposite Coffin Lane 1 0.57 

PARKING     

More Off Road Parking 12 6.90 

Less on Road Parking/Enforcement 6 3.45 

Resident Parking Scheme/Parking Provision 2 1.15 

Parents to Reduce Use of Cars Parking/Drop Off at School 1 0.57 

VEHICLES     

Garages to Let 2 1.15 

Electric Charging for Cars 1 0.57 

Village Map/Location Board for Delivery Drivers 1 0.57 

PUBLIC TRANSPORT     

Better Bus Service/Public Transport 29 16.67 

Improved Public Transport 7 4.02 

Replace Bus Service with On Demand Taxi Service 1 0.57 

Friday Shopping Bus service to Derby or Belper 1 0.57 

HOUSING      

Starter Homes 2 1.15 

Housing for Older People 2 1.15 

Better Mix of Houses 1 0.57 

FACILITIES, VILLAGE HALL ETC     

More People Using Facilities/Events 6 3.45 

A New, Larger Village Hall 4 2.30 

More Use of Village Hall for Clubs, Events 3 1.72 

Larger More Flexible Village hall 1 0.57 

Larger Assembly Hall behind School 1 0.57 

CHURCH     

Greater Use of Church Space 4 2.30 

Broader Congregation in Church 1 0.57 

Sunday School in Church 1 0.57 
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VILLAGE FACILITIES     

Post Office 7 4.02 

Maintain Village Shop 3 1.72 

Doctor Surgery/Acces to Surgery 3 1.72 

Maintain Traditions of Village, Wells 2 1.15 

Pre and After School Facilities/Childcare 2 1.15 

Allotments/Trowel Plan/Self Sufficiency 2 1.15 

Office/Meeting Place 1 0.57 

Security of Future for School 1 0.57 

More Use of Facilities Maintain Property Values 1 0.57 

Reinstate Mobile Library 1 0.57 

YOUTH     

Better Facilities on Playing Field, Table Tennis/Gym Equipment/Skate Park, etc. 6 3.45 

More Youth Activities 3 1.72 

Youth Club 1 0.57 

UTILITIES     

Better Broadband, Phone, Mobile Signal, etc 21 12.07 

Gas 5 2.87 

Maintain Existing Services 2 1.15 

More Stable Electricity Supply 1 0.57 

FOOTPATHS     

Dog Walkers Adherance to Footpaths 4 2.30 

Better Access to Footpaths (Stiles &Fences) 1 0.57 

VILLAGE GROUPS     

More joined up approach between various organisations 1 0.57 

Better Communication between Village Groups 1 0.57 

DOGS     

Stop Dog Mess/ More Bins/Get Rid of Dogs/Fines 11 6.32 

  CONSERVATION AREA     

Maintain Integrity of Conservation Area  3 1.72 

Set aside surrounding Fields to woodland 2 1.15 

MISCELLANEOUS     

Restrictions on Development/Design 2 1.15 

Local Businesses to create Jobs 2 1.15 

More Households 2 1.15 

Less Planes overhead 1 0.57 

A Small Development of 15 houses  1 0.57 

Stop Pheasant Shooters Near Villlage & Indiscriminate Parking 1 0.57 

Better Lights on Christmas Tree 1 0.57 

  NO IMPROVEMENT     

No Improvement Necessary 15 8.62 

BARLEY MOW     

Barley Mow to  Serve Food 9 5.17 

Barley Mow to be Updated 7 4.02 

Extended Pub Opening Times 3 1.72 

Barley Mow to Stay As a Pub 2 1.15 

Barley Mow to have Sky Sports 1 0.57 
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6A  -  ARE YOU WORRIED ABOUT FUTURE DEVELOPMENT IN KIRK IRETON?   100% 

Are you worried about future development in Kirk Ireton?  

YES 130 74.71 

NO 43 24.71 

DON'T KNOW 1 0.57 

    

7A  -  WHAT WORRIES YOU ABOUT FUTURE DEVELOPMENT?     

ENVIRONMENT     

Loss of Green Fields 64 36.78 

Impact on Views 52 29.89 

Loss of Wildlife Habitat 32 18.39 

Loss of Character of Village 20 11.49 

Less Cosy/More Urban 9 5.17 

Loss of Footpaths 5 2.87 

TRAFFIC, PARKING & ROADS     

Increased Traffic 77 44.25 

Parking/Not Enough Parking 64 36.78 

Poor Roads 12 6.90 

Access Along Narrow Lanes 10 5.75 

Increase in Number of Delivery Vehicles due to Internet Shopping 3 1.72 

  INFRASTUCTURE     

Lack of School Places & Childcare 26 14.94 

Infrastructure/Utilities Not Suitable (Sewage, etc) 9 5.17 

Village Hall Not Big Enough 1 0.57 

HOUSING     

Unsuitable Development/Not in Character 69 39.66 

Increase Second Homes/Holiday lets 44 25.29 

Overdevelopment in Village Centre/Infill 9 5.17 

Getting Bigger/More Houses/Overdevelopment 9 5.17 

Larger Houses rather than an good mix 2 1.15 

Impact on Neighbouring Property 1 0.57 

Peripheral Development/Permanent Siting of Mobile Homes 1 0.57 

Lack of Imaginative thinking by Planners 1 0.57 

  SOCIAL     

Quality and Type of People 3 1.72 

Negative Effect on Value of Existing Property 1 0.57 

Devalue Existing property 1 0.57 

Increased Noise & Antisocial Behaviour 1 0.57 

Vacant Houses 4 2.30 

Houses Too Expensive 1 0.57 

Noise/Inconvenience of Construction 1 0.57 

Rapid Development/Development should be phased 2 1.15 

Large Scale Development on Outskirts creating sub communities 1 0.57 

  PLANNING     

More relaxed approach to planning 1 0.57 

Rapid Development/Development should be phased 1 0.57 
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7B  -  WHAT BENEFITS OF FUTURE DEVELOPMENT?     

SECURITY OF EXISTING FACILITIES     

Secure Current Facilities (Shop, Barley Mow, School,etc) 19 10.92 

Young Families for the Future 12 6.90 

Security of School 9 5.17 

Better Transport Services 2 1.15 

Security of Church/Chapel 1 0.57 

NEW OPPORTUNITIES     

Development Refreshes/Vitalises the Community 17 9.77 

More Starter Homes/Affordable Housing for Young Residents 13 7.47 

Better Infrastructure and Business Opportunities 4 2.30 

Greater Variety & Size of accomodation 4 2.30 

New People and New Ideas 4 2.30 

More Tourists/More Things to Do 2 1.15 

Not worried about small scale development 1 0.57 

We could have a Skate park for Young People 1 0.57 

Art Centre/Rural Craft Centre/ Micro Brewery 1 0.57 

NOT WORRIED     

Not Worried 2 1.15 

8  -   SITES THAT SHOULD BE PROTECTED FROM FUTURE DEVELOPMENT?     

GREEN SPACES     

Playing Fields Behind School 70 40.23 

All Green Spaces in Current Boundary 35 20.11 

Child Play Area 37 21.26 

Land Around Smithy Bungalow/Barley Mow 15 8.62 

All Gardens/Green Spaces 10 5.75 

Top & Bottom Greens 9 5.17 

Land Behind Houses/Old Cottage, etc 8 4.60 

Garden/Allotment of Old School House 6 3.45 

Land Fronting Nether Lane/The Crofts 6 3.45 

Fields  North of Village 6 3.45 

Land Behind Skyfall and Beehive 5 2.87 

Barley Mow Gardens 4 2.30 

Bottom of Rectory Lane 3 1.72 

Field West of Village 3 1.72 

Land adjoining Ivy Cottage 2 1.15 

Cashel Garden 1 0.57 

VIEWS     

Views from Footpaths 2 1.15 

Fields Facing South East Down Valley 1 0.57 

OTHER SITES     

Village Car Park 10 5.75 

Churchyard 4 2.30 

Footpaths 2 1.15 

MISCELLANEOUS     

No Infilling to maintain Character 6 3.45 

None 5 2.87 

Holly Hedges 1 0.57 
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QUESTION 9                   100% 

Should our Neighbourhood Plan adopt this boundary in order 
to discourage development on greenfield sites outside of the 

boundary?   

YES 124 71.26 

NO 32 18.39 

DON'T KNOW 18 10.34 

QUESTION 10                100% 

Do you think that development should be allowed outside of 
this boundary?  
  

YES 45 25.86 

NO 104 59.77 

DON'T KNOW 25 14.37 

QUESTION 11                100% 

What scale of development do you think would be appropri-
ate in Kirk Ireton during this 20 year period? 

Nil 10 5.75 

1-10 97 55.75 

11-20 57 32.76 

20+ 10 5.75 

QUESTION 12             100% 

Do you think the roads into Kirk Ireton are suitable to allow 
significant further development in the village? 

YES 21 12.07 

NO 144 82.76 

DON'T KNOW 9 5.17 

QUESTION 13               100% 

Do you believe that protecting views of the village and from 
the village is important? 

YES 164 94.25 

NO 8 4.60 

DON'T KNOW 2 1.15 

QUESTION 14A         100% 

14a  Wind Turbines? 

YES 42 24.14 

NO 127 72.99 

DON'T KNOW 5 2.87 

QUESTION 14B        100% 

14b  Solar Panel Farm? 

YES 61 35.06 

NO 106 60.92 

DON'T KNOW 7 4.02 

QUESTION 15A         100% 

15a  Caravan Park? 

YES 14 8.05 

NO 156 89.66 

DON'T KNOW 4 2.30 

QUESTION 15B              100% 

15b  Industrial Farming? 

YES 6 3.45 

NO 162 93.10 

DON'T KNOW 6 3.45 

QUESTION 16            100% 

Are you aware of the Conservation Area? 
YES 157 90.23 

NO 17 9.77 

QUESTION 17             100% 

Should the Neighbourhood Plan adopt the principles of the 
Conservation Area ? 

YES 157 90.23 

NO 7 4.02 

DON'T KNOW 10 5.75 

QUESTION 18           100% 

How important is it that new houses, including extensions, 
are in sympathy with the surroundings? 

VERY 141 81.03 

FAIRLY 27 15.52 
NOT 6 3.45 
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QUESTION 19  - OTHER DESIGN GUIDELINES     

APPEARANCE     

Traditional/In Keeping 48 27.59 

Not Ultra Modern/Less Glass 15 8.62 

More Modern Designs/Material 15 8.62 

Height not too high/Lower Pitched Roofs 12 6.90 

Attractively Designed Houses 8 4.60 

Maintain Look of Village 5 2.87 

Houses not in Straight Lines 2 1.15 

Good Mix of House Types 1 0.57 

No Poor Workmanship/Shoddy Stonework 1 0.57 

New Properties Should Stand Out 1 0.57 

Low Density Housing 2 1.15 

No Garish Paint Colours 1 0.57 

Concealment for Wheeelie Bins, etc 1 0.57 

Stone wall or Hedgerow Boundaries 1 0.57 

LANDSCAPE, ETC     

Protect Private Views 5 2.87 

Protect Public Views 3 1.72 

No Large Scale Development 3 1.72 

New Houses with Gardens 2 1.15 

Separate Developments/Suited to Landscape 1 0.57 

HOUSE TYPES     

Smaller/Low Cost Houses 5 2.87 

No Bungalows or Chalet Style 2 1.15 

Barn Conversion Style 2 1.15 

Clusters of Housing of up to 12 in open space/Flats 1 0.57 

RESTRICTONS/REQUIREMENTS     

Off Road Parking/Additional Parking by Developers 10 5.75 

Parking Space/Garages to discourage Main Street Parking 7 4.02 

Good Access for Bin Lorries 1 0.57 

No Combining  of Small House into one 1 0.57 

ECOLOGICAL, ETC     

Energy Efficiency/Renewable Energy/Ecological 14 8.05 

Control of Solar Panel Placement 4 2.30 

No Plastic Windows 4 2.30 

Encourage Solar Panels 2 1.15 

Energy Systems not to be Obvious (ie Heat pumps, etc.) 1 0.57 

Eco Houses, Built into the Land 1 0.57 

No Solar Panels 1 0.57 

Scandinavian Style Geothermic Heating 1 0.57 

Flat Packed Homes that can be built quickly in traditional style 1 0.57 

PRICES AND TYPES     

More Variety and Range of Affordability 3 1.72 

No New Houses (Already Empty Houses) 1 0.57 
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PLANNING     

Stick to Conservation Guielines by DDDC 3 1.72 

More Relaxed approach by Planners for Extensions 2 1.15 

Planning Should not be constrained by Neighbourhood Plan 1 0.57 

Over Zealous Enforcement Should not override Practicality 1 0.57 

"Grand Designs" acceptable outside the vilage 1 0.57 

More Control Over Extensions 1 0.57 

Residency Qualification required before Subdivision of Property 1 0.57 

Second/Holiday Homes should be controlled 1 0.57 

Neighbourhood Plan could encourage development 1 0.57 

   

Q 20 -  TYPES       Incorrectly marked boxes excluded   RANK 

Family Homes 285 1 

Small Starter Homes 290 2 

Older People Accom 386 3 

One off designs 549 4 

Housing Association 569 5 

QUESTION 21 -  USE OF FARM BUILDINGS      100% 

Holiday Lets 

Yes 74 42.53 

No 84 48.28 

DON'T KNOW 16 9.20 

For Family Members 

Yes 153 87.93 

No 8 4.60 

DON'T KNOW 13 7.47 

Rental Properties 

Yes 146 83.91 

No 16 9.20 

DON'T KNOW 12 6.90 

Second Homes 

Yes 25 14.37 

No 126 72.41 

DON'T KNOW 23 13.22 

For Anyone to Purchase 

Yes 126 72.41 

No 31 17.82 

DON'T KNOW 17 9.77 

For Anyone to Rent 

Yes 123 70.69 

No 36 20.69 

DON'T KNOW 15 8.62 

Small Business Premises 

Yes 113 64.94 

No 44 25.29 

DON'T KNOW 17 9.77 

Leave as farm Buildings 

Yes 112 64.37 

No 38 21.84 

DON'T KNOW 24 13.79 

QUESTION 22      100% 

Size of Agricultural Buildings 

YES 152 87.36 

NO 4 2.30 

DUNNO 18 10.34 
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FURTHER COMMENTS     

POSITIVES     

Development Good for the Village 9 5.17 

More Houses to Sustain Amenities 8 4.60 

Expand settlement Boundary to Allow Development along Nether Lane  7 4.02 

More People to use Village Pub/Shop/Chuch/Chapel, Etc to sustain them. 4 2.30 

Housing to cater for and maintain a good community/affordable 3 1.72 

Future of Village Shop Would be secured 3 1.72 

Good Mix of Ages Needed 2 1.15 

Need Well Designed Assisted Living Accomodation for Older People 2 1.15 

Allow Development along Top Lons/Bottom Lons/Field Lane 2 1.15 

Develop Farm Buildings to prevent collapse 2 1.15 

Build 10-20 New Houses behind Buxton Hall Court 1 0.57 

Rural Businesses Good for Community 1 0.57 

Shared Development between Villages for Young/Old people 1 0.57 

Extend Settlement Boundary 1 0.57 

Limited Exceptional  Development Outside the Boundary 1 0.57 

      

NEGATIVES     

Overdevelopment could create problems/spoil village 5 2.87 

Development better outside Settlement Boundary 5 2.87 

Slow rather than rapid development/Managed Lightly 3 1.72 

No Quasi Agricultural Buildings, etc 1 0.57 

Extensive Modern Farm Buildings would spoil village 1 0.57 

Discourage Holiday lets etc that reduce number of Permanent Residents 1 0.57 

Discourage Holiday Lets that Use Smaller Properties 2 1.15 

Low cost housing inappropriate/Remain empty/Do Not fit in 1 0.57 

      

OTHER COMMENTS     

Church to get more involved 1 0.57 

Leave Church as it is 1 0.57 

Move Village Hall and Shop into Church 1 0.57 

Use Outlying Fields not Gardens 3 1.72 

Good to Have a Neighbourhood Plan/Thanks to Team 8 4.60 

Develop sustainability to reduce need to travel away to work 1 0.57 

Craft Centre/Facilities 1 0.57 

Better Use of Village Hall 1 0.57 

Larger Village Hall/Condition of Development 1 0.57 

Developers to Contribute to Expand School School, etc.  1 0.57 

Greater Planning Control OverDesign of  Agricultural Buildings 1 0.57 

Poor Roads help reduce traffic 1 0.57 

Live/Work Units Small Scale Businesses 1 0.57 

Neighbourhood Plan to be executed without Prejudice 1 0.57 

Neighbourhood Plan is Prejudicial/Planners should make decisions 1 0.57 

Please Build a Skate Park 1 0.57 
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KINP B 

History & Status of the Village Field 
 

B.01 The Village Field was bought as a community asset for the Villagers of Kirk Ireton and Callow in 1994.   
The ownership by Trustees registered with the Charities Commission still functions as originally 
outlined. 

B.02 The Village Field Committee no longer functions and due to the legal structure introduced through 
requirements by the ‘Big Lottery’ the Parish Council is now the de facto organisation managing the 
holding. 

B.03 It is used as an exercise, meeting and dog walking space.  For example he village children use the path 
for skating and bike riding and the grass for recreation, football and numerous other sporting activities. 
The Village Primary School has sole rights to use the area during school hours as established in Point 5 
of the 1st Apr 2005 Licence, but has yielded use of the Village Field to the community when school 
pupils are not present on it, as set out in the 2015 Addendum. 

a) 40% of the 174 respondents to the questionnaire cited the playing fields as being the most 
important of the sites in the village to be protected from development. 

b) 81% said that the village fields, child play area and “all green spaces” should be protected. 

B.04 Full analysis of the results from the questionnaire is shown in Appendix  KNIP A. 

 

B.05 1994 The Conveyance of the Village Field to the Trustees.  

B.06 John & Annie Spendlove sold the land which became the ‘Village Field’ to Trustees Dawn Blake, Frank 
Marshall & Roger Morton in 1994 for £6,000.  The conveyance contains two covenants and three 
agreements: 

a) That the field shall be used only for recreational purposes. 

b) That a good stock fence be erected. 

c) That the Trustees will gain no rights of light over neighbouring field. 
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d) That the Trustees will not become entitled to access to adjoining fields. 

e) That in addition to the said consideration the Sellers shall be entitled to be paid by the Trustees for 
up to 79 years from the date hereof 50% of the enhancement value of the land brought about by 
virtue of each and every Planning Permission which may get granted to the Trustees or their 
successors. 

B.07 Later in the conveyance the ‘First Schedule’ sets out twenty points containing the rules for 
administrating the Village Field: 

B.08 These are the first three points in the ‘First Schedule’: 

i. The Trustees shall apply as soon as possible to the Charity Commissioners for England and Wales 
for an order of the Charity Commissioners vesting the Trust property hereby conveyed in the 
Official Custodian for Charities and upon such order being made the Trustees shall cease to be the 
Trustees of the Trust Property and the Charity shall thereafter be administered and managed by 
the members for the time being of the Committee of Management hereinafter mentioned as the 
Trustees hereof 

ii. The property hereby conveyed (herein called "the Trust Property") shall be held upon trust for a 
recreation ground for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Parishes of Kirk Ireton and Callow in the 
County of Derbyshire (hereinafter referred to as "The Parishes") in such manner as the Committee 
of Management shall from time to time think fit. 

iii. The Trust shall be known as the Kirk Ireton Village Field Trust and the general management and 
control of the Trust Property and the arrangements for its use shall be vested in a Committee of 
Management (hereinafter called "the Committee") 

B.09 The remaining seventeen points govern the selection and timetable of committee members and 
meetings.  

B.10 As of 2019 there are four Village Field Trustees: Frank Marshall, Steve Jones, Andrew Rowland and 
Patrick Rowland. The Trustees are registered with and submit an annual statement to the ‘Charities 
Commission’. However the ‘Field Committee’ has not convened for a number of years, has no 
remaining members, and has by any recognisable standard ceased to exist. 

 

B.11 2005 Licence to use Kirk Ireton Field as a Playing Field 

i. A licence was granted on the 1st Apr 2005 between the Licensor ‘Kirk Ireton Field Charity Trust’ 
and the Licensee ‘Derbyshire County Council’ for the Kirk Ireton Primary School. 

ii. There are ten ‘Terms and Conditions’ in the Licence including (1) that the Licence is continuous 
‘subject to six months notice to terminate’ by either party, (4) there is an annual rent of £400- 
and (9) that the County Council indemnify the Field Charity Trust from some claims. 

iii. The main item of interest within the ‘Terms and Conditions’ is in point (5). This item in the 
Licence covers the conditions of the Fields’ use: 

“5. The licensee is to have exclusive use of the subject land on weekdays during school 
term time and during usual school hours, other than if required for events to be organised 
by the licensor. The licensor is to use its best endeavour to ensure that use of the subject 
land by the licensee is not disrupted and to ensure that whenever possible at least 2 weeks 
prior notice is given to the licensee when the subject land is required for one of the 
licensor's events.” 

B.12 2008 ‘Big Lottery People’s Millions’ Grant for an enclosed all-weather surface 

B.13 In 2007 ‘The Friends of Kirk Ireton School’, was the first bid to go head to head in a regional phone-in 
competition which was broadcast on ITV’s Central News on 26th Nov 2007. They won a £80,000 ‘Big 
Lottery’ grant for the village for a ‘School Field Eco PLOT project’. The proposal subsequently evolved 
into the construction of an enclosed all-weather surface. 

B.14 One of the ‘Big Lottery’ grant conditions required that the awarded money should be administered 
through a registered body. The Parish Council was elected to be the appropriate organisation.  This 
was the first time the Parish Council had an official role and involvement with the Village Field. 
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B.15 In the Planning Application 08/00386 stamped 3rd Jun 2008 the Parish Council wrote: 

“. . . the Parish Council delegated the detailed work in consulting with the village on the type and 
location of the all-weather surface to an 'Organising Committee'.” 

B.16 Note: the owner of the Village Field is Kirk Ireton Village Field Trust whose Trustees have agreed to 
lease the site to the Parish Council for a duration of 10 years (a requirement of the Lottery). Some of 
the members of the Village Field Trust are also volunteer members of the Organising Committee. 

B.17 The rules governing the release of funding from the Lottery state that they will not release funding 
until planning approval has been granted. For this reason the Parish Council have relied on the 
volunteer efforts of the Organising Committee to prepare this application. Apart from the planning fee 
therefore no expense has been incurred by the Parish Council. 

B.18 An issue that arose during the consultation process with the ‘Big Lottery’ was ‘Agreement 3(c)’ within 
the 1994 conveyance: 

“That in addition to the said consideration the Sellers shall be entitled to be paid by the Trustees 
for up to 79 years from the date hereof 50% of the enhancement value of the land brought about 
by virtue of each and every Planning Permission which may get granted to the Trustees or their 
successors.” 

B.19 This entitlement was forfeited by Mrs AM Spendlove in her letter of 27th Aug 2008. 

B.20 Letter dated 27th Aug 2008 from Mrs A M Spendlove to the Parish Council states: 

“I understand that the Kirk Ireton Parish Council (as tenants of the Trust) are planning to 
implement a planning consent dated 3 June 2008 (reference 08/00386/FUL) in respect of the 
construction of a multi use sports and games area and improvements to the pedestrian access on 
the Kirk Ireton village field. 

I confirm that I do not propose to invoke the obligation on the Trust to pay to me any 
enhancement value there may be as a result of this planning permission.” 

B.21 On completion of the project and in accordance to the ‘Big Lottery’ conditions the Village Field 
Trustees signed a 15 year lease to the Parish Council for an annual fee of £100-, and registered the 
Lease and Freehold Title with the Land Registry 

B.22 The Registered Freehold Land Registry DY258906 dated 19th Sep 2008 contains the original covenants 
from 1994, that the field should only be used for recreational purposes and that a good stock fence be 
erected. It also has the addition of restrictions from the Charities Act and a further additional 
restriction requiring that the Big Lottery Fund is informed about any future disposition of the land.  

*Source: 2008 04 Updated Lease Money Matter Report+ 

B.23 The Registered Lease Land Registry DY433327 dated 17th Oct 2008. The lease runs from 15 September 
2008 until 14 September 2023 

a) The rent is £100 pa paid on 1 April each year. 

b) The Parish Council can terminate the lease at any time upon three months' written notice. 
(Please note though that it is a requirement of the Lottery that the PC have control over the land 
for a minimum of ten years.) 

c) The rent will increase in line with the published retail prices index twice during the term of the 
lease - on 1 April 2013 and 1 April 2018. 

d) Under a side letter the Trust are to repay the rent at the end of the lease if they have not had 
reason to spend it on matters related to the field. 

 B.24 The Parish Council has the right to collect the licence fee payable by DCC for the School's use of the 
field. This is £400 pa starting on 1 April 2009. Parish Council's obligations under the terms of the 2008 
Lease: 

a) To use the field for recreational purposes only. 

b) To maintain the surfaces of the field and to maintain the new paths and multi-use play area. 

c) To keep the western boundary in a stock-proof condition. 

d) To insure against public liability risk for a sum which the Parish Council considers to be 
adequate. 

e) To pay the electricity costs. 
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B.25 Letter dated 29th Jan 2009 from Kirk Ireton Primary School to the Parish Council. 

“The Governors of Kirk Ireton Primary School agreed to increase the licence fee payable for the Village 
Field due to the upgrade in facilities including the enclosed all-weather surface. 

i. The figure of £400 paid by DCC directly to the Village Field Trust from the school's budget 
remains the same. 

ii. The school will then add another pro rata figure of £ 15 per pupil, giving a contribution in April 
2009 of £885 (59 pupils). 

B.26 Summary for Kirk Ireton Primary School and their use of the Village Field 

i. A licence was signed on the 1st Apr 2005 between the Licensor ‘Kirk Ireton Field Charity Trust’ and 
the Licensee ‘Derbyshire County Council’ for the Kirk Ireton Primary School. The school was given 
the exclusive use of the field on weekdays during school term time and during usual school hours 
for an annual rent of £400-. 

ii. Under the terms of the Lease DY433327 dated 15th Sep 2008 the Village Field Trustees gave the 
Parish Council approval to collect the licence fee payable by DCC for the School's use of the field. 

B.27 2015 Addendum to the 2005 Licence Point 5 

“The subject land and facilities are available for the village community to use when the licensee is 
not present” 

B.28 The reason for the Addendum is explained in this letter by the Parish Council published in the Village 
Newsletter in June 2015: 

For many years, the field was maintained by the village field trustees, supported by an arrangement 
with the Local Education Authority whereby they paid an annual rent to licence the field for the use 
of the school during school hours. 

Then, in 2008, following a successful bid for national lottery funds to improve facilities on the field, 
the Parish Council took on responsibility for oversight and maintenance of the field. With the new 
pathways, benches, pétanque pitch, willow tunnel and, most significantly, the hard court area, the 
maintenance costs of the field rose and at this time the School  Governors and Parish Council 
arranged a new funding agreement where the school paid an annual fee that would not only help 
cover regular maintenance but also create a fund for the future to ensure the hard court could have 
a new surface, or other significant refurbishment, as and when that might be required; this fund is 
also supplemented directly by the Parish Council via the precept. At this time, the school also 
helped improve the field by flattening one side and creating the 'amphitheatre' area to the rear of 
school following building work to make the school accessible for anyone with limited mobility.  

Throughout all the years of this agreement, the licence with the school has guaranteed them 
exclusive use of the field during school time in order that they can fulfil their duties to safeguard 
the children in their care at all times. 

The licensee is to have exclusive use of the subject land on weekdays during school term time and 
during usual school hours, other than if required for events to be organised by the licensor. The 
licensor is to use its best endeavour to ensure that use of the subject land by the licensee is not 
disrupted and to ensure that whenever possible at least 2 weeks prior notice is given to the licensee 
when the subject land is required for one of the licensors events” 

Despite this, the school leadership has always made it clear that the community are very welcome 
to use any of the facilities on the field, no matter what time of day, if the children are not there. 
This was particularly pertinent following the lottery-funded facilities being put in as everyone 
involved was keen to ensure the hard court in particular was able to be used regularly. To enshrine 
this verbal agreement in writing, both parties have now agreed an addendum to the original licence 
which reads: 

“The subject land and facilities are available for the village community to use when the licensee 
is not present” 
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B.29 17th May 2017 – ‘Regarding the use by the Primary School of the Village Field’ written by the 
Headmaster 

The Village Field has been leased by the school (initially via the Local Authority and latterly directly 
by the school) since it was put into trust for the use of the community. 

The local authority initially made the agreements with the Village Field Trust in order to ensure the 

school had a suitable outdoor space as without access to the field, the grounds of the school itself 
are extremely limited and only a small tarmac playground and an even smaller soft-play space are 
available. The school does not have a hall inside to deliver physical education (PE). 

With Early Years pupils (Reception) having a requirement for daily outdoor learning, alongside the 
ability to deliver high-quality sport and PE lessons to meet the National Curriculum, the field is a 
vital resource for the school. 

It is used on an almost daily basis by the school, particularly in the spring and summer terms. The 
hard court is used for PE lessons and after-school clubs all year round and the grassed parts of the 
field are used for lunchtime play and other PE lessons. Our annual sports day is also reliant on the 
use of the field. 

The school would struggle to meet the demands of both the Early Years Foundation Stage 
Curriculum and the National Curriculum without the Village Field. 

Peter Johnston Head Teacher 17th May 2017 

B.30 The Parish Council’s management of the Village Field. 

i. The Village Field is a permanent minuted item on the Parish Council Agenda in their monthly 

meetings usually held on the first Wednesday of the month. 

ii. The Parish Council sets aside £1,000 a year from the rent to a fund for maintenance and repairs 

to the enclosed all-weather surface. As of the 3rd May 2017 the Village Field Maintenance fund 

holds £7,416.94 

iii. The Parish Council has £10,000,000 public liability which covers all aspects of the Parish Council's 

activities. There is £76,838 cover for play equipment and the play surface. The policy is with 

Zurich. 

iv. Organises an annual safety check of the electrical supply housed in the meter cupboard in the 

Village Field. 

 

 

CONCLUSION ABOUT THE STATUS OF THE VILLAGE FIELD 

B.31 The Village Field was bought as a community asset for the Villagers of Kirk Ireton and Callow in 1994. 

The ownership by Trustees registered with the Charities Commission still functions as originally 

outlined. However the Village Field Committee no longer functions and due to the legal structure 

introduced through requirements by the ‘Big Lottery’ the Parish Council is now the de facto 

organisation managing the holding. 

B.32 It is a valuable resource used widely by the whole community. It is used for ‘Wakes Week’, which is a 

large festive occasion, and the Village Bonfire in November. 

B.33 It is used as an exercise, meeting and dog walking space. The village’s children use the path for skating 

and bike riding and the grass for kite flying and football and numerous sporting activities in the school 

holidays. 

B.34 The Village Primary School has sole rights to use the area during school hours as established in Point 5 

of the 1st Apr 2005 Licence, but has yielded use of the Village Field by the community when school 

pupils are not present on it, as set out in the 2015 Addendum. 
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NOTES: 

B.35 The Derbyshire Dales Local Plan 7th December 2017 

Open space and Outdoor Recreation Facilities 

Page 90: 6.33  

“Open spaces for sport and recreation are essential for achieving sustainable  

development, as they provide opportunities for exercise and social interaction  

amongst local residents. Good quality open spaces benefit the health and  

well being of the wider community,” 

Page 90: 6.36  

“Across the plan area the study found that demand for allotments far exceeded provision. As local 
communities continue to become more aware of the economic and environmental benefits of 
sustainably grown food, it is  

envisaged that demand for allotments will continue to  increase and therefore  

shortage in provision will need to be addressed.” 

Page 90: 6.37  

“The strategy will therefore be to ensure that both the quantity and quality of open space, sport, 
leisure and recreation facilities throughout the plan area is maintained and wherever possible 
enhanced, with the loss of any such facility only being countenanced if there is either a subsequent 
quantitative or qualitative increase in overall provision.” 

Page 90: 6.38  

“Provision for open space and recreation is clearly important to the health and wellbeing of the area. 
The Peak Sub Region Open Space, Sports and Recreation Study 2012 identified local standards for the 
provision of both open space and built facilities.” 

All measures within The DDC policies ‘HC14: Open Space and Outdoor Recreation Facilities’ & ‘HC15: 
Community Facilities and Services’ are precisely applicable to the Kirk Ireton Village Field. 

Page 94: 6.46  

“In order to fulfil its function and to provide the necessary services and facilities, the County Council 
has identified sites that they intend to develop. To ensure these sites remain available for 
development as community facilities it is necessary to safeguard them from prejudicial development. 
In addition to the sites that the County Council intend to develop, there are a number of other sites 
where plans for the provision of community facilities are well advanced. The Council wish to see 
these sites also protected from any prejudicial development.” 

POLICY HC16: Notified Sites 

c)    “Replacement primary school, land to north of Main Street, Kirk Ireton” 

Promoting Sport, Leisure and Recreation 

Page 95: 6.47  

 “The provision of appropriate open space, sport and recreational facilities is an important aspect of 
providing attractive, healthy and socially inclusive communities. Open spaces, sports facilities and 
recreational opportunities contribute to the quality of places and settlements and the Council is 
active in promoting facilities and supporting services which offer a wide and diverse range of positive 
recreational experiences.” 

 

B.36 Landscape Sensitivity Study by Wardell Armstrong issued August 2015 

13th May 2014, the District Council submitted the Derbyshire Dales Local Plan Pre Submission Draft to 
the Secretary of State for Independent Examination. On the basis of the Inspectors report the DDDC 
withdrew this Plan and set about refreshing the evidence base with involved work including: 

i. Strategic Landscape Sensitivity Assessment 

ii. Settlement Hierarchy 

iii. The DDDC contracted Wardell Armstrong to perform a ‘Landscape Sensitivity Study’ of 
Settlements within their District which was published August 2015. 
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Within the succinct 680 word ‘Executive Summary’ Wardell Armstrong stated: 

“The aim of the study is to assess the sensitivity of the landscape surrounding settlements to 
housing development. The LSS will provide a strategic context for landscape capacity and impact 
assessments undertaken at the field level, and form part of the evidence base for the Local Plan.” 

In their report on Kirk Ireton they state: 

 “6.4.32 The north-eastern settlement edge is well-defined but urban. However the majority of land 
beyond this edge is enclosed by vegetation, and tree belts to the north screen long distance views. 
Additional planting on the boundaries of these fields could reduce the visual prominence of this land 
further, in addition to creating a vegetated edge to the settlement.” 

 The Village Field is situated beyond the north-eastern boundary of the Settlement boundary and is 
designated as ‘High Sensitivity’  

 

B.37 Report Settlement Hierarchy Rev3 

The Landscape Sensitivity Study by Wardell Armstrong should be given considerable ‘weight’ as it is 
one of the primary sources for the Settlement Hierarchy Rev3 which in turn was the primary study for 
the Derbyshire Dales Local Plan. 

“3.18 Considerable weight has been attached in this Assessment to the findings of the Landscape 
Sensitivity Report produced for the District Council by consultants Wardell Armstrong.” 

 

B.38 Neighbourhood Plan Questionnaire April 2016 

The Questionnaire respondents rated the Village Field as the most important site requiring protection 
in the village.  Question 8 asked ‘Are there any greenfield sites within the Settlement Boundary that 
you think should be protected from development?’ 70 respondents answered ‘Playing fields behind 
the school’ or words with a similar meaning. This is notably instinctive feedback when considering that 

the Village Field is not even situated within the Settlement Boundary! The second and third 
highest scoring results had 37 responding with ‘Child Play Area’ and 35 responding with ‘All 
Green Spaces in Current Boundary‘.  


