
Supporting Document to agenda item 9b) To receive the response to the initial consultation 

The background to this proposal is unfamiliar to us, in particular 

the references to ‘problems’ in the past are something of which we 

have no knowledge and therefore we find it difficult to be able to 

fully understand the context in which  the proposal has been made. 

However having carefully read the proposal and following up the 

references made therein we would like to offer the following 

observations: 

 

Firstly we wholly endorse the premise that the younger members of 

our community should be treated with respect with the expectation 

that they have our (older generations) trust and that we would wish 

to act in their best interests. Both Pam and I spent a working 

lifetime with teenagers and believe that they should be listened to 

and treated with respect. 

 

In terms of a solution to the ‘problem’, which looks to us to be 

with of older youths and not necessarily during normal ‘Playing’ 

hours and which is acknowledged in the proposal by the assertion 

that ‘we’ should provide a safe, lit, public space to be enjoyed by 

ALL residents then this proposal seems to us to be very wide of the 

mark. The prospect that lighting in Old Road play area would promote 

positive social cohesion, be somehow self-regulating and could be 

self-supervised is at best wildly optimistic and, if one were being 

cynical, might easily be regarded as empty political rhetoric. It is 

extremely unlikely that this would promote the mixed generational 

usage and the self-regulation that this model’ would suggest and 

would more likely be dominated by older children wanting to ‘hang-

out’ to the detriment of younger kids wanting to use the facilities, 

far from being inter-generational it is highly likely that after-

dark usage would be exclusive and even perhaps be a daunting 

prospect to younger children, certainly of no interest to adult 

residents. 

 

The Keynsham scheme, which forms a large part of Councillor 

Chapman’s proposal is, of course, an unproven exemplar as it is as 

yet only a concept with no in-use experience at all, it is very 

seductive in terms of its claimed Green credentials and Smart 

capabilities but will they work as well as intended or will they be 

an embarrassing white-elephant? We fully support the use of 

technology, well-applied and tested, in creative solutions but would 

prefer to have some evidence as to its effectiveness in practice. 

Whilst the systems can be controlled and programmed to give a 

designed lighting output what we as a community are seeking to 

achieve is a social outcome which is entirely less predictable. We 

do not believe that lighting the Old Road play area will have the 

hoped for effect and that it is best left as it is – a safe 

environment for children to play in during daylight hours – which in 

the summer are fairly extensive and in the winter no amount of 

lighting would make the play area an attractive outdoor venue. 

 

This issue looks to have been brought about by the behaviour of 

teenage, and older, youths who we as a community have a duty to 

support and protect, in their turn we would like them to grow up 

having respect for their community and their environment. If there 



is a real problem we would wish to support any positive moves which 

would address it. We don’t however see the lighting proposal as 

being a particularly convincing solution and feel that it has a 

number of possible drawbacks and a host of potentially unintended 

consequences. 

 

From a purely personal point of view, but one which we feel many 

others would share, we are appalled by the prospect of having more, 

elevated, public lighting in Kirkbymoorside. The setting of the play 

area is delightful with its wooded hilly background, lighting poles 

and additional lights themselves would have a decidedly detrimental 

effect on that environment. Kirkbymoorside is a special community 

with a very particular and individual appeal, this proposal would 

not, in our view, solve the problems to which it is addressed but 

would merely detract from the environment in which we live. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 



Thank you for your letter re the proposal for the installation of lighting in Old Road play area.  As 

owners of the above property with six windows overlooking the site, we are totally opposed to this 

proposition on a number of grounds. 

Firstly, the additional lighting proposed will intrude on the residential amenity in the area causing 

stress and anxiety to those of us effected. The increased brightness due to the light source could 

cause glare and light trespass. Furthermore, this obtrusive artificial lighting will destroy the local 

character by introducing a suburban feel to the area. 

In addition, the current low level of light pollution in the area of Old Road and its surrounds, means 

that it is perfect for stargazing. As amateur astronomers, this unique feature of our local area is of 

particular importance and something that is not replicated in many other areas in the UK (the North 

York Moors National Park is one of the best places in the country to see the stars). Why would 

Kirkbymoorside, which promotes itself as “The Gateway to the Moors’, want to jeopardize its dark 

skies at night (by putting up artificial lights) when they are one of the ‘special and intrinsic qualities 

of its rural landscape’? Perhaps the council could also clarify what it means by ‘so these new lights 

are not intrusively bright’. What would be the level of brightness in terms of lumens/lux? How much 

light will spill beyond the boundary of the play area? What effect will the glare have on motorists 

using Old Road? 

Secondly, the levels of noise pollution will undoubtedly increase. This is unacceptable to families 

with young children, the elderly and those of us that enjoy the peace, tranquillity and associated 

feelings of security that come with low levels of noise. It is not right to subject the large community 

around the play area to noise up to nine o’clock at night (especially in winter) when everyone has 

made and continues to make such an effort to preserve the peace and quiet of the neighbourhood. 

Furthermore, the council proposes that the lights come on at dusk – just the time when local wildlife 

appears in the skies. Owls and bats are regular visitors in the sky over the park while creatures such 

as small mammals, moths, and birds (reptiles?) abound in the woods abutting the play area. It is 

scientifically proved, that artificial light causes a disorientation in many species and structural-

related mortality as well as effecting the light-sensitive cycles of many species. Why would the 

council want to decrease the rich biodiversity of the area, an aspect that makes Kirkbymoorside a 

special place to live? Most councils, the length and breadth of the country, are trying to implement 

schemes that will attract wildlife. Why are we proposing to do something that will have a negative 

impact on local animal and plant populations? I presume the council will undertake/has undertaken 

a scientific study to ascertain which plant and animal species will be adversely affected by their 

proposed installing of lights and ensure that none are on the endangered list. 

Has the council considered that in summer time, the busiest period in terms of play area usage, the 

lights will not be needed at all? At 9pm it is still light outside and therefore there is no need for 

additional lighting. Over the winter, the ‘play’ facilities were little used in the afternoon by any age 

group. With no lighting required in the summer, it could be that additional lighting is put in for only a 

handful of users. What has the council done to ascertain whether this lighting is really needed? Has 

the council undertaken a feasibility study to look at who the current users of the park are by age and 

season, what facilities they use and how many extra (bone fide) people would use the play 

area/facilities if the lights were installed? Surely this information is required before any outlay is 

made and the associated expenditure (maintenance, ‘supervision systems’/policing, refuse 

collection…) agreed to. And just how is the council proposing to fund these ongoing costs?  

Additionally, where is the evidence that anti-social behaviour in Kirkbymoorside is such a problem 

that the individuals concerned need to be encouraged to meet in one place? Furthermore, it is not 

clear how anti-social behaviour will decrease by encouraging perpetrators of such behaviour to 



congregate in the play area. For the council’s information, young people do use the play area at 

night, on occasions, to consume drinks and indulge in loud sometimes loutish behaviour. However, it 

is not consistent and when they do go into the park, the very darkness means they move on very 

quickly. And those of us in the area that have seen what these individuals can do in terms of noise, 

unruly behaviour, increased levels of litter, vandalism, urinating in the street and so on, do not want 

to see levels of such behaviour increase by encouraging more individuals, who display such 

behaviour, in the confines of the play area. Lighting up the play area could have the reverse effect 

that the council intends namely an increase in anti-social behaviour and a reduction in the 

attractiveness of the play area for other users – young children, walkers, runners, dog walkers – who 

probably make up the majority of the play areas current users.  

In conclusion, we oppose this proposal on the grounds of the increased light pollution; the increased 

noise pollution; the future costs to the community in terms of supervision systems/policing, 

maintenance, increased levels of refuse; a possible increase in the amount of anti-social behaviour 

and the paucity of information regarding the actual numbers of people who will benefit from the 

proposal. We are concerned that Kirkbymoorside, marketed as the ‘Gateway to the Moors’ will look 

and feel like every other suburban area and lose all that makes it unique for those who live and visit 

it namely the beauty of its clear skies, its rich wildlife, the low levels of noise and light pollution, the 

sense of community and traditional values. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Further to your letter of 25 March, how will lighting the playing 

field “reduce the risk of anti-social behaviour”.  Presumably the 

lights will only be used during the winter months of darkness when 

the weather is cold and wet.  As I am writing this email at 7.05 pm 

there is no-one using the playing field and it is cold and windy.  

How many children will want to play during bad weather whether the 

lights are on or not.  Surely they should be at home under these 

circumstances. 

 

For the last 9 years that I have lived at Vivers Lodge the only an-

ti-social behaviour I have had to contend with is from teenage chil-

dren using the playing field late at night who are very loud, shine 

laser lights through my windows, tip the bin over, smash glass bot-

tles and play very loud music. When I ring the police they say they 

do not come out to noise disturbance. Perhaps putting the lights on 

after 9pm would be a better idea and deter this kind of behaviour.   

 

Perhaps the money could be better spent on more equipment for the 

children who want to use the playing field for the purpose it was so 

generously given to the town for. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

You seem to be creating a solution to a problem that doesn't exist? 

In the summer, when it is warm and dry, there is no need for light-

ing as there is day light in the evenings. In the winter, when it 

may be cold, wet and icy, why would you want to provide lighting 

when the area will not be used, and if it was used may lead to inju-

ry? 

 

I think you have far better things to spend public money on. (Park-

ing on and the state of Church Street for one) 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

Dear Members of Kirkbymoorside Town Council, 



 

Further to your recent letter of 25-03-19 regarding the proposed 

erection lighting in the Old Road play area, I write on behalf of my 

wife and I. 

 

We reside at 21 Howe End, Kirkbymoorside which is adjacent to the 

play area and we strongly oppose the proposal, for the erection of 

lighting. 

 

The play area is largely used during daylight hours, throughout 

Spring, Summer and Autumn, with Winter use restricted to the week-

ends during daylight hours. The only use of any of the play area 

during the hours of darkness are for a social gatherings by a very 

small number of young teenagers using the area for smoking, drinking 

and eating food, which then usually results in litter being left be-

hind for others to clean up. 

 

Lighting columns of any size would be unsightly and significantly 

diminish the view and feel for local residents and when lit would 

create a sportsfield atmosphere rather than a local play area. 

This would be extremely disturbing and obtrusive. 

 

Therefore there is no valid reason in the Council spending substan-

tial sums of money on a scheme which provides very limited benefit 

to the Town. 

 

The recent introduction of new street lighting in the Howe End/Old 

Road area, with very high lumen levels has already created a signif-

icant feel of floodlighting, with the front of our house being lit 

up at night and light coming in to our house. 

 

We do not need any more high levels of light in the area. 

 

The town is starting to appear more like a City Centre rather than a 

rural market town. 

 

There are far greater needs for money to be spent in the town, such 

as the control of traffic in residential areas. 

 

Having now created the Ravenswick race track every morning between 

the hours of 7.00 -8.00am and 4.00 -5.00pm with traffic rushing 

through the streets, especially Howe End, Old Road and Swineherd 

Lane, the Town Council would be better spending money to control the 

heavy traffic in the town. 

 

We trust we have made our objection to this idea, strongly. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 



 



 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

…

 

 



 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

As parents of young children, we feel that Kirkbymoorside’s children and younger generation 
are vital to our town and providing them with facilities is very important to us.  However we 
are initially against the proposal to install lighting in the Old Road play area for the reasons 
outlined below. 

We share Cllr Chapman’s view that the great majority of Kirkby youth are good kids and 
deserve respect, and equally understand that they need a place to gather with their friends 
away from parents and elders. However, we wonder if there is a demand from Kirkby 
children for the play area to be lit after dark? If the lights are to be turned off at 9pm they 
would only be in operation between the months of September and April – months that are 
likely to be cold and wet. Would the young people rather not have an indoor facility to 
congregate? 

Having observed the park over the week since the clocks changed, the numbers of people 
there between 6 and 7:30pm when there is reasonable light are in single figures – probably 
no more than are there during the hours of darkness. Do the young people want lighting or 
do they prefer the anonymity of a dark, relatively unlit space to hang out? 



Your letter states that lighting would reduce the risk of anti-social behaviour – we would be 
interested to know how? We visit the park frequently with our young children and 90% of our 
visits involve litter picking and, sadly more frequently, picking up broken glass from smashed 
beer bottles. Our son cut his leg on a shard of glass on one of the skate board ramps and we 
know of one other child who was injured by broken glass at the toddler area. Our worry is 
that by lighting the park it will encourage more use and therefore more litter and anti social 
behaviour. If lighting were to be installed, would there also be monitoring of litter/anti social 
behaviour put in place? 

You compare lighting proposed for the Old Road play area with that installed by Keynsham 
Town Council. Keynsham is an urban area with a population some four times that of 
Kirkbymoorside. Reading the supporting documents we note that there was a long campaign 
by the young people of Keynsham for lighting at the skate park – we are not aware of a 
similar campaign in Kirkbymoorside. Similarly, Keynsham park provides a route between 
housing areas and the town’s railway station; lighting was deemed a way of increasing 
safety and reducing fear for those walking between the two. The Old Road play park does 
not have such a thoroughfare. Keynsham Town Council was also looking at installing CCTV 
alongside the lighting – would Kirkbymoorside Town Council be looking at doing the same? 

You mention that the next step would be to undertake a broader consultation. We would 
urge that this involve a proactive consultation with the young people of Kirkbymoorside about 
whether lighting is what they really want when alternatives could be offered e.g. ask them 
what they would like to see funding used for rather than asking if they would like lighting.  

If there is money to be spent on the play area or on young people in Kirkbymoorside, 
perhaps there is something else they would rather have – additional play equipment (our 
children would love to see a zip wire installed at the park for example) or an indoor 
facility/youth club perhaps. From current observations it would seem that the park isn’t well-
used in the lead up to the time the lights would be switched on; it would be a shame if money 
was spent on lighting if it is not wanted and if there is something else the majority of young 
people would rather have. 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 


