
Lorraine Green
Highlight

Lorraine Green
Highlight

Lorraine Green
Highlight



Lorraine Green
Highlight

Lorraine Green
Highlight

Lorraine Green
Highlight



 

Penistone Park and Ride 

 
Meeting held Thursday 29 April 2014 

 

Present :- 

 

Steve Moralee – BMBC Planning 
Matthew Smith – BMBC Planning 
Gavin Bland – SYPTE Project Manager 
Matthew Reynolds – SYPTE Planning Officer 
Steven Green – Yorkshire Land 
Sam Green – Yorkshire Land 
David Walton – Walton & Co – Planning & Local Government Lawyers 
 
GB tabled the outline plans for the park and ride suggesting that they were indicative layouts which, 
subject to design alterations confirmed that SYPTE’s aspirations could be met with either of the plots of 
land off Lairds Way – with a preference to the site closest to the station.  The issues for review / 
consideration included the provision of a bus turning area and location of disabled spaces. 
 
GB stated that SYPTE had met Network Rail (NWR) and that NWR would require any development in 
the area which increased rail patronage to provide a footbridge at the station.  This would cost an 
estimated £1.25M which NWR believed was a robust cost estimate based on previous schemes.  NWR 
confirmed the site to be the 17th riskiest on the LNE and based on the status of the station could bid for 
£729,000 from a £95M national pot for crossing upgrades in CP5 Apr 2014 – Mar 2019.  NWR are 
confident that a bid submitted by July 2014 should secure the funding, but beyond that date the CP5 pot 
could be over-subscribed and CP6 funding allocations could not be guaranteed.  NWR stated that 
technically speaking and cost increases would have to be met by third parties. 
 
GB confirmed the shortfall for the footbridge construction to be around £500,000 and the cost to 
construct the car park to be circa £500,000 based on the Elsecar project, but subject to ground 
conditions etc. 
 
DW stated that the two figures were convenient in that these matched the figures YL had considered to 
be appropriate contributions should they obtain planning permission for two of their proposed 
development sites in the Penistone area. 
 
StG outlined the Well House Lane and Oxspring sites citing their fit to developments in green belt, their 
proximity to the Trans Pennine Trail (TPT) and public transport links.  If approved YL would be willing to 
provide £500,000 for building a community centre in Oxspring, donate part of the Lairds Way site to 
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SYPTE (if SYPTE or third party should in the future charge for parking YL would seek to recover some of 
the profit from the parking), provide £500,000 for the footbridge and £500,000 for the construction of a 
car park.  StG highlighted aspirations for a café facility, toilets, information centre etc on the site to 
improve the customer offer and possible employment units on the remainder of the site, and suggested 
SYPTE don’t need to be constrained to taking minimal space. 
 
SM cautiously welcomed the proposals although suggested the add ons to the car park would not be 
able to be supported by the public sector and gave caution to the possibility of vacant / derelict units if 
these were not commercially viable so a simpler scheme may be preferable. 
 
SM stated that BMBC were reviewing the Development Sites and Policies document which includes a 
review of the Green Belt.  The draft would be completed in July for internal review, but not ready for 
consultation until September 2014 after which YL would be in a position or otherwise to submit planning 
applications on the proposed sites.  SM asked StG whether YL had a plan B, which StG suggested the 
discussed option was the only considered option at the moment. 
 
GB commented that if a decision on the developments could not be made before July 2014 this could 
jeopardise the possibility of obtaining NWR funding for the footbridge – GB to discuss timescales and 

commitments required for a crossing replacement bid with NWR. 

 

MR to set up another meeting with all parties to discuss allocations in October 2014. 

 
GB questioned what would happen if only one site would become permitted development. DW stated the 
land / funding made available would be a commercial decision based on which site was brought forward 
taking into consideration all scheme costs including infrastructure relating to the development, eg the 
Well House Lane site had considerable road infrastructure costs which would reduce the profit on this 
site.  StG confirmed the Oxspring site was their preferred site. 
 
SM questioned what options were available should neither site be approved.  StG suggested that if 
neither site could be progressed YL would have to consider their options for the Lairds Way site taking 
into consideration the success the Co-op had in appealing and obtaining planning permission for 
housing on the whole of their site. 
 
Discussion was held relating to political support for either scheme and it was agreed that political support 
would be subject to the time of consultation, safety of seats and opinions of the residents and members 
representing the Penistone area. 
 
 
 
 





 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Dear Stephen,  
 
Transport Considerations for Potential Housing Site Allocations in Penistone and the 
Surrounding Area 
 
Following our recent correspondence, South Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive (SYPTE) 
welcomes the opportunity to comment on the ‘Transport Considerations’ document which has 
been completed by Pell Frischmann for two sites in the Penistone Area.  This response confirms 
SYPTE’s acknowledgement that Yorkshire Land Limited wish to progress these sites within the 
forthcoming Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council (BMBC) Sites and Places Development Plan 
Document.  SYPTE therefore provide this response as impartial feedback to outline and ratify the 
conclusions and recommendations made by Pell Frischmann. 
 
This response has only singled out sections of the Pell Frischmann document where SYPTE 
consider our input to be beneficial.  Therefore not all sections of the document have been 
referenced.   

 
Section 2.1.5 The location of new housing developments in this area of the Barnsley (and 

South Yorkshire) must take into consideration that it will fall within the labour 
catchment area of Central and Greater Manchester.  The document currently 
refers to potential commuter traffic to Barnsley, Sheffield, Leeds, and 
Huddersfield but currently omits westbound movements to Manchester.  A more 
detailed study would identify exact origin and destinations but for the time being 
reference should be made to Manchester within this statement. 
 

Section 2.1.6 This section states that at peak times traffic builds up around Penistone and 
causes journey time severance within the local area with a subsequent impact 
on the operation of emergency vehicles.  Although SYPTE support this point 
and this can be anecdotally proven, a statement like this will require survey data 
as back up evidence. 
 

Section 2.1.7 SYPTE support this statement.  The report states that at peak hours, the 
existing road traffic backs into Penistone.  This needs to be quantified and also 
we need to understand specific junctions where this is happening.  As it is highly 
likely that the vast proportions of traffic movements from the site(s) are likely to 
be eastbound, development towards the eastern side of Penistone will help 
ensure that additional traffic arising from the proposed growth of Penistone will 
not add to the existing congestion.   
 
 
 
 
 
 

Mr Stephen Green 
Yorkshire Land Limited 
Tattersall House  
East Parade  
Harrogate  
North Yorkshire  
HG1 5LT  
 
12

th
 June 2014 

  

PEN.1.1 

Matt Reynolds 

0114 2211262 

Matthew.Reynolds@sypte.co.uk 

mailto:Matthew.Reynolds@sypte.co.uk
Green
Highlight

Green
Highlight



 

 

 
Section 2.1.8 
and Table 
2.1 

The site scoring methodology has been conducted incorrectly.  There is an 
assumption in the Pell Frischmann assessments that the ‘availability of rail and 
bus’ is measured upon access to a bus stop.  Section 5.7 to section 5.10 of the 
Barnsley LDF: Housing Assessment Methodology Update April 2010 (revised 
July 2012) clearly states that assessment should not be simply measured to any 
nearby bus stop, but to a bus stop with a defined level of service (i.e. access to 
a bus stop with 6 buses per hour serving that stop). 
 
The BMBC Housing Assessment Methodology uses assumptions that have 
been advised by SYPTE regarding the selection criteria for housing allocations.  
SYPTE support the prioritisation of housing developments which are located in 
areas that are within an accessible walking distance from the Core Public 
Transport Network.  The assessment carried out by Pell Frischmann does not 
assess the sites in accordance with the methodology. 
 
The nearest bus stop to the site is located on Barnsley Road (A628) and is 
served by a total of 3 buses per hour (the service 20, 24, 92 and 92A).  As there 
are no other stops within a 400m actual walking route and Penistone station is 
beyond 800m, the scoring of 3 for the ‘availability of rail and bus’ for the Halifax 
Road site should be replaced with a scoring of 0.  
 

Section 
2.1.11 

This statement is important and is worth including.  If the development is 
proposing improvements to the local area through improved access to 
amenities, it should be highlighted to the Local Planning Authority.  SYPTE fully 
support the use of local communities being integrated into large residential 
developments as this can significantly reduce the need to travel through the 
promotion of short, walkable trips to local convenience stores etc. 
 

Section 2.2.4 Same comment as Section 2.1.5. 
 

Section 2.2.5 The proximity to the Trans Pennine Trail (TPT) is a very good feature for this 
site and this should not be overlooked.  The high levels of accessibility to the 
TPT promote this site as a very sustainable option given the connections to a 
high quality walking and cycling network.  Although this is not picked up within 
site assessment criteria, this should to be stated within any supporting 
document.  As the site is within 2km from the station, SYPTE would deem it 
acceptable to expect a proportion of cycle based park and riding from 
Penistone, as well as a higher proportion of cycling trips for commuter purposes. 
 

Section 2.2.6 
Table 2.2 

As with Section 2.1.8 and Table 2.1, the site scoring methodology has been 
used incorrectly.  The nearest bus stop to the site is located on Sheffield Road 
and is served by a total of 3 buses per hour (the service 21, 21A, 24 and 29).  
As there are no other stops within a 400m actual walking route with a 6 or more 
buses per hour and Penistone station is beyond 800m, the scoring of 3 for the 
‘availability of rail and bus’ for the Sheffield Road site should be replaced with a 
scoring of 0. 
 
SYPTE would suggest that as there are potential contributions to assist in the 
development of Penistone Station, an additional 1 point should be added to the 
‘potential for the site to be accessed by public transport in the future’.  However, 
it is unclear how the assessment criteria applied by BMBC accommodates this. 
 

Section 3 As a general point, SYPTE has to remain impartial during the site selection 
process and we are refrained from commenting on many of the statements 
made within Section 3 of this document.  These are issues which need to be 
addressed by BMBC as Highways and Planning Authority. However, SYPTE is 
able to comment on the public transport related issues that have been raised.  
As Pell Frischmann has incorrectly scored the two sites at Halifax Road and 
Sheffield Road, SYPTE has deemed it acceptable practise to check the scores 
given for the other ‘comparable’ sites mentioned.  We have concluded the 
following; 
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Site at New Smithy Drive (LD2) – this site would score 0 for ‘availability of rail 
and bus’.  The current score of 3 needs to be reduced as the closest bus stop 
on Manchester does not form part of the Core Public Transport Network.  The 
score of 1 for ‘potential for the site to be accessed by public transport in the 
future’ should also be reduced to 0 as it is highly unlikely that a bus operator 
would divert an existing service to specifically serve this site (given the scale of 
development). 
 
Site east of Mortimer Road, Cubley (PEN6) - this site would score 0 for 
‘availability of rail and bus’.  The current score of 3 needs to be reduced due to 
the fact that bus services accessible from the bus stops on Mortimer Road do 
not reach the 6 BPH threshold.  The score of 1 for ‘potential for the site to be 
accessed by public transport in the future’ is acceptable as it is reasonable to 
anticipate that given an increase in 100 dwellings, bus operators may consider 
serving the site. 
 
Site at Church Heights (LD7) - The score of 1 for ‘potential for the site to be 
accessed by public transport in the future’ should be reduced to 0.  The size of 
the site and the anticipated yield of 50 dwellings mean that the commercial 
benefits from a bus service diversion would be minimal and therefore unlikely to 
happen. 
 
Site at Roughbirchworth Lane (LD10) - this site would score 0 for ‘availability of 
rail and bus’.  The nearest bus stops are located approximately 600m from the 
site, on Sheffield Road and have a service frequency of 3 buses per hour.  The 
score of 1 for ‘potential for the site to be accessed by public transport in the 
future’ should be reduced to 0 given the unlikeness of a bus operating along 
Roughbirchworth Lane and into the site.  Given the tight access roads and the 
scale of development, bus services will most likely continue along Sheffield 
Road without any diversion, therefore leaving the site disconnected from public 
transport services. 
 

Section 4 SYPTE generally support the comments concluded by Pell Frischmann.  Even 
though the methodology was interpreted differently between Pell Frischmann 
and SYPTE, from the sites identified, both parties have maintained the same 
level of prioritisation, as seen below; 
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Both the Pell Frischmann and the SYPTE assessment shows that the top three 
sites are Halifax Road, Mortimer Road and Sheffield Road. 
 

Section 4.6 
and 4.7 

SYPTE support the on-going and shared aspiration of Yorkshire Land Limited 
for the development of Penistone Station through improved park and ride 
facilities.  The current proposals for the park and ride provision include an 
interchange facility which would help ease the bottleneck around Market Place 
and St Mary’s Street. 
 
The interchange facility away from the main Penistone thoroughfare would help 
alleviate local congestion problems and make better use of the street scene.  
However, it must be noted that this is an element of the scheme that would be 
confirmed through a detailed design of the scheme (it is only preliminary at this 
point). 

 
I hope the above comments are useful and if you have any further queries or require additional 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours faithfully 

 
Matthew J Reynolds 
Planning Officer 
 
South Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive 
11 Broad Street West 
Sheffield S1 2BQ 
 
T:  0114 2211262 
E:  matthew.reynolds@sypte.co.uk 
  
SYPTE is a member of the Travel South Yorkshire partnership. 

 

mailto:matthew.reynolds@sypte.co.uk
http://www.sypte.co.uk/
http://www.travelsouthyorkshire.com/
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Ms Diana Terris 
Chief Executive 
Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council 
Town Hall 
BARNSLEY 
S70 2TA 
 
BY E-MAIL 

 

13th August 2014 

 

Dear Diana, 

 

RE:  BARNSLEY LOCAL PLAN REPRESENTATIONS – LAND AT WELLHOUSE 

LANE, PENISTONE (BARNSLEY SHLAA SITE REF. 680) AND LAND AT 

OXSPRING FIELDS, SHEFFIELD ROAD, OXSPRING (BARNSLEY SHLAA SITE 

REF. 681) – YORKSHIRE LAND LIMITED 

  

We are writing to express our reservations about the Planning Policy Team’s handling and consideration 

of the representations that we have made in support of our client’s (Yorkshire Land Limited) sites at 

Wellhouse Lane in Penistone and at Oxspring Fields, Sheffield Road, Oxspring. 

 

Our client has been involved in extensive discussions in recent months with representatives of South 

Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive (SYPTE) and the Council’s Former Head of Planning, Stephen 

Moralee about delivery of a rail and bus interchange, a pedestrian bridge crossing and a 100-space car 

park at Penistone Rail Station, which the Council has identified as one of only three ‘Integrated 

Transport Sites’ in the Borough.  Provision of a public transport interchange at Penistone station is a 

long-standing strategic objective for Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council. 

 

Whilst the cost of delivering these improvements will be substantial our client has pledged to commit 

land and financial contributions arising from development of the above sites to realise the works.  On 

the strength of that commitment, Network Rail has secured part of the funding for the footbridge at 

Penistone Station until Autumn 2014 after which, if progress is not made, it will have to be returned as 

‘not required’ to deliver the pedestrian crossing at Penistone Rail Station. 

 

 

Spawforths 

Junction 41 Business Court, East Ardsley, Leeds, West Yorkshire. WF3 2AB 

t: 01924 873873, f: 01924 870777, mail@spawforths.co.uk, www.spawforths.co.uk 

Spawforths is a trading name of Spawforth Rolinson Ltd. Incorporated in England, Company Registration Number 2247289 

 

planners  | urbanists  | architects   
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  Page 2 of 3 

Extensive written representations have been made to the Council to confirm the position, the most 

recent being correspondence and enclosures submitted to Peter Taylor, The Council’s Interim Head of 

Planning, on 11th July 2014. 

 

It is therefore most galling that we have now been advised by South Yorkshire Passenger Transport 

Executive (SYPTE) that Paula Tweed, who leads the Council’s Planning Policy Team, apparently has no 

knowledge of the relationship between our clients’ aforementioned sites and the planned improvement 

works to Penistone rail station.  This is frankly intolerable and is completely at odds with the positive 

working relationship that the Council suggests it wants to have with the development industry.   As you 

will no doubt appreciate, it is very worrying for all concerned since public funds have been assigned on 

the proviso that funding support from the development of our client’s sites in Penistone and Oxspring 

are likely to be forthcoming should the Council decide to support them as allocation sites in the 

Barnsley Local Plan. 

 

Incidentally, both our client’s sites scored very well (Category 1) when assessed against other available 

sites by Peter Brett Associates in preparation of the Council’s Strategic Housing Land Availability 

Assessment (SHLAA). 

 

Both sites are in single ownership and are the subject of a legal option agreement to bring the sites 

forward for residential development.  There are no physical constraints that would preclude 

development of either site.  Both sites are deliverable, being available now and capable of delivering 

development in the next five years. 

 

Future allocation and development of these sites for housing would contribute, through the transfer of 

land and a global financial contribution of £1 million, to the substantial upgrade of facilities, including the 

rail and bus interchange with car parking, at Penistone Rail Station. 

 

Consequently, the likelihood of their allocation for development in the Barnsley Local Plan should not 

be an unexpected outcome. 

 

By the Council’s own admission, it does not have a Five Year Supply of Available Housing Land.  There is 

a significant under supply of suitable development sites and it is evident that more sites and associated 

development outlets will need to be identified as potential housing allocation sites in the forthcoming 

Barnsley Local Plan if the Council’s ambition to achieve its housing requirement, including the 1,200 low 
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