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1. Introduction
1.1.

This Supplement document sets out the findings of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of the Draft East
Riding Local Plan Proposed Changes Document dated July 2013. This document sets out
changes to the Draft Local Plan, which was published for public consultation over February to
April 2013 and comprised two documents:
•

Draft Strategy Document - the main document of the Local Plan that identifies how much
development will occur in different towns and villages throughout the East Riding. It also set
out planning policies that will be used to make decision on planning applications.

•

Draft Allocations Document - allocates specific sites for development (e.g. housing,
employment and retail) or protection (e.g. open space) that will help to deliver the policies in
the Strategy Document. All of these sites are shown on the Draft Policies Map.

1.2.

A further consultation paper was also published in March 2013 in relation to Gypsy and Traveller
Sites.

1.3.

This is not a full report and consultees should refer to the SA Reports that informed the previous
consultation for full information on the SA work undertaken previously.

1.4.

The Proposed Changes Document includes the following amendments to the Draft Strategy
Document:

1.5.

1.6.

•

Policy S3 Focusing development: Amend Keyingham's status in the Settlement Network
to a Rural Service Centre.

•

Table 2 Housing requirements in Rural Service Centres and Primary villages: Remove future
housing requirement for Easington (30 dwellings) – linked to Policy S5: Delivering housing
development.

•

Appendix B List of Villages: Identify Carnaby and Buckton as Villages - linked to Policy S4:
Supporting development in Villages and the Countryside

The Proposed Changes Document also includes changes to the Draft Site Allocations Document
which largely fall into three categories:
•

New Allocations (either newly submitted sites or sites that had formerly been rejected - in
some instances the new site adjoins, and has been added to, an existing allocation) - BEV6;
BEV47; BDN9 (added to existing allocation BDN8); BRID53; BRID30 (added to existing
allocation BRID11/12/13/14/16/31/46); BRID51 (this was included in the Gypsy and
Traveller Sites consultation); CAR3; CHER6 (added to an existing allocation CHER3, which
has also been reduced in size); CHER5/7; COT22; COT61; GOO23; GIL23 (combined with
both GIL3 and GIL22 to form just one allocation); HES12 (added to existing allocation
HES11, which has also been reduced in size); HES16; HOR22; HOW6; HOW23; CAR12;
CAR13/14; CAR39; KIL10; KIL19; NCA4; PRES2; SNA8/12; SMB2/3; SWA8; WAL7; WET8.

•

Allocations that have been amended (increased or reduced in size) - BRID1; COT1; HOR18;
HOW9; KEY3; KIL3; KIL7; SNA3/9; SWA1; WITH12.

•

Sites that have been rejected - AWK3; BDN4/5; BDN7; BRID1r; CAR2; CAR20; CHER2;
CHER3r; CHER5r; CHER7r; COT3/3a/39; DRF5; EAS3; GIL4; HES11r; HOR9; HOO18r;
CAR18; NCA6; NCA16; PRES7; SNA10; SMB4/5; SMB7/8; WET5; WITH12r (there is also a
list of newly submitted sites that have been rejected in the Appendix of the document).

Only the allocations (new and amended as listed above) have been considered for assessment in
this SA Supplement.
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1.7.

ERYC will be undertaking consultation on the major changes, which are set out in the Draft East
Riding Local Plan Proposed Changes Document, and this SA Supplement accompanies the
document on consultation.

1.8.

The SA of the changes has been undertaken in compliance with the requirements of the Planning
1
and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and the European Union Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA) Directive 2001/42/EC.

1.9.

A review of the findings of the Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) of Proposed Major Changes
Document has been undertaken in light of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations
2
2010 . Its findings are provided in Appendix B.

1

Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. The Regulations came into force on 28
September 2004.
2
From the 6th April 2010 the Conservation (Natural Habitats &c) Regulations 1994 and its many amendments have been
consolidated into (and replaced by) the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010.
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2. Assessment of Changes to the Strategy
Document
2.1.

The Proposed Major Changes Consultation document sets out revisions that relate primarily to three
Strategy Policies (S3, S4 and S5). It should be noted that the assessment has only been
undertaken of the revisions contained within this document. However, the assessment has been
undertaken in consideration of all other policies that remain unchanged from the Strategy
Document (Feb 2013) to ensure a holistic view of the plan.

2.2.

The full policy text that was the subject of this assessment can be found in Table 2.1. The Table
shows the changes to the policies compared to their previous version in the Strategy Document.
Supporting text for each policy has also been taken into consideration in the assessments. Table
2.1 also indicates whether there is a need to re-assess the policies at this stage and provides
recommendations as deemed necessary.

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

7

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

Table 2.1- Changes to Strategy policies and the need for re-assessment
Note: Revised policy text is shown in bold italics fonts and removed text is shown stricken through within the ‘revised policy content 2013’ column.

Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

Policy S3 Focusing
development

A. New development should seek to prioritise the re-use of
previously developed land. It will be supported where it is
focused within the following locations:

The changes upgrade Keyingham’s status from Primary Village to Rural
Service Centre increasing the housing requirement from 85 dwellings to 170
dwellings over the period to 2029.

1. The defined Settlement Network which consists of land
within the development limits of:
i.

The Major Haltemprice Settlements – those
settlements in the East Riding immediately to the
west of the City of Hull – Anlaby, Cottingham, Hessle,
Kirk Ella and Willerby;

ii. Principal Towns – Beverley, Bridlington, Driffield and
Goole;
iii. Towns – Elloughton-cum-Brough, Hedon, Hornsea,
Howden, Market Weighton, Pocklington and
Withernsea;
iv. Rural Service Centres – Aldbrough, Beeford, Bubwith,
Gilberdyke & Newport, Holme on Spalding Moor,
Hutton Cranswick, Keyingham, Kilham, Leven,
Middleton on the Wolds, Patrington, Snaith, Stamford
Bridge and Wetwang; and
v. Primary Villages - Bilton, Brandesburton, Buckton,
Carnaby, Cherry Burton, Dunswell, Easington,
Eastrington, Flamborough, Keyingham, Leconfield,
Melbourne, Nafferton, North Cave, North Ferriby,
Preston, Rawcliffe, Roos, Skirlaugh, South Cave,
Swanland, Thorngumbald, Tickton, Walkington,
Wawne, Wilberfoss and Woodmansey;
2. Key Employment Sites along the East-West Multi-Modal
Corridor as - Hedon Haven, Humber Bridgehead
(Hessle), Melton and Capitol Park (Goole).

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

In order to meet the revised housing target of 170 dwellings number of
dwellings, Allocation Policy KEY3 has been changed enlarging the size of
the allocated site at Keyingham.
The proposed enlargement of site KEY3 has been considered in terms of
SA (see section 3 of this supplement). The SA assessment for the enlarged
site has indicated that there are no major constraints and that the
assessment results for the original site are applicable to the enlarged site.
On this basis, the modified policy doesn’t require any further assessment
and the results presented in the ERYC Strategy Submission SA Report
2013 remain valid.
In summary, significant positive effects are predicted for the following SA
objectives:
•

SA4 (Accessibility) - direct growth at key locations where there is
already good accessibility.

•

SA5 (Housing affordability) -. Policy S3 refers to affordable housing for
Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages.

•

SA Objectives 18 (Economy) and 19 (Employment) - Policy S3
identifies key employment sites along the East-West Multi-Modal
Corridor .The corridor has a strategic importance, offering significant
locational advantages to business and attracting inward investment
and indigenous growth. The policy concentrates on the consolidation
of the sectors and clusters that are already established and also
supports the growth of new growing sectors (e.g. low carbon energy
sector).

Slight but not significant positive effects have been predicted to arise for the
following SA objectives.
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

B. The Major Haltemprice Settlements, Principal Towns and
Towns will be the main focus of growth in the East Riding
with the Key Employment Sites providing a main focus for
employment development. The Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages will provide for more limited development in
rural areas complemented by existing employment sites.

•

Health inequalities (SA1) may reduce with increased focus on health
facilities in the defined Settlement Network and there are likely to be
indirect benefits through the provision of new jobs, improvements in
non-car transport opportunities and access to greenfield land for
recreation;

•

The policy manages the location, type and planning of new
development in East Riding, therefore positive effects are anticipated
for social exclusion and equality of opportunity (SA3);

•

The assessment predicts that efficient use of land (SA9) could be
expected as the policy concentrate on existing centres.

The Major Haltemprice Settlements
C. The Major Haltemprice Settlements will be a focus for
development, commensurate with their location close to the
City of Hull, whilst recognising the need to support the
regeneration interventions and development proposals within
the City.
Principal Towns
D. Principal Towns will be centres of economic development
and housing growth and cater for the service needs of
significant parts of the East Riding. They will be a key focus
for services and facilities, including shopping, leisure,
transport, education, health, entertainment, tourism,
recreation and cultural activities.
Towns
E. Towns will provide the local focus for housing, economic
development, shopping, leisure, transport, education, health,
entertainment, tourism, recreation and cultural activities for
the town and its rural surroundings. These towns will
support and complement the Principal Towns, the Major
Haltemprice Settlements and the City of Hull.

The Policy is assessed as having mixed effects against biodiversity and
geology (SA15) and heritage assets (SA16). Negative effects are likely to
be offset to some degree through the implementation of other relevant
Strategy Document policies.
The assessment process has indicated that new development in East
Riding will inevitably have some negative effects on the environment during
construction and long term operation. Minor negative effects have been
identified against SA Objectives 10 (Waste), 11 (Water quality), 12 (GHG
emissions), 13 (Climate change impacts) and 14 (Carbon energy use).
Recommendation: Table 2 Housing requirements in Rural Service Centres
and Primary Villages should be updated to reflect the change to Keyingham
status and the new housing requirements.

Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages
F. In order to sustain the overall vitality of rural areas,
development to meet local community needs will be
supported in Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages,
complementing the roles of Towns in meeting some of the
basic needs outside of the Major Haltemprice Settlements
and Principal Towns.
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

G. To ensure the delivery of the overall spatial approach, the
following forms of development will be supported in Rural
Service Centres and Primary Villages:
1. Residential development, including affordable housing,
commensurate with the scale, role and character of the
village.
2. New and/or enhanced local services and facilities;
3. Economic development appropriate to the scale of the
village.
Key Employment Sites
H. Key Employment Sites will act as a main focus for
employment development making use of their strategic
location on the East-West Multi-Modal Transport Corridor.
They will support the growth of the key employment sectors
and clusters by providing significant opportunities for inward
investment and expanding local businesses.
Development Limits
Development limits for each of the settlements and Key
Employment Sites listed above will be set out in the Allocations
Document or a Neighbourhood Development Plan.
Table 2 Housing
requirements
in Rural
service
Centres and
Primary
Villages and
Policy S5:
Delivering
housing
development

Policy S5: Delivering housing development
A. Provision will be made for at least 23,800 (net) dwellings in
the East Riding between 2012 and 2029. This will deliver an
average of 1,400 (net) dwellings per annum.
B. Through the allocation of sites in the Allocations Document, or
a Neighbourhood Development Plan, and the determination of
planning applications, the council will seek to distribute the
provision of new homes as follows:
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Although no changes have been made directly to policy S5, changes in
dwelling numbers introduced to Table 2, to which the policy refers, have
the potential to impact the number of dwellings that can be delivered in East
Riding.
The removal of Easington with a requirement of 30 dwellings from Table 2
means that the actual provision will be 30 dwellings less than the one stated
in the policy.
It is unclear from this change how the shortfall is going to be compensated
for. However, the new housing requirements for Keyingham as per change
to Policy S3 above will more than compensate this shortfall, hence the need
for the recommendation above to update Table 2 to reflect the change to
Keyhingam and update the dwellings provision.
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

Distribution of dwellings
(2012/13 - 2028/29)
Major Haltemprice
Settlements

14.5% (3,450 dwellings)

Principal Towns

45.8% (10,900)

Beverley

3,400

Bridlington

3,300

Driffield

2,300

Goole

1,900

Towns

22.3% (5,315)

Elloughton-cum-Brough

1,000

Hedon

65*

Hornsea

750

Howden

800

Market Weighton

900

Pocklington

1,250

Withernsea

550

Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages

12.6% (2,986)

Other Villages and the
Countryside

4.8% (1,149)

*No specific allocations for residential development will be made based
on current evidence regarding the level of flood risk in Hedon. This
figure represents the number of dwellings that have extant planning
permission within the town.
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013
C.

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

In Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages, sites for housing
will be allocated to support the level of growth set out in Table 2
based on:
1. 20% increase in the number of dwellings in a Rural Service
Centre over the plan period, or a total of 170 dwellings,
whichever is the lower;
2. 10% increase in the number of dwellings in a Primary Village
over the plan period, or a total of 85 dwellings, whichever is the
lower.

D. The council will seek to ensure a minimum 5 year (plus an
additional buffer of 5%) supply of deliverable sites across the East
Riding and on a settlement basis. Should monitoring reveal an
over-provision of housing, the housing supply will be managed to
ensure that the delivery of housing broadly matches the provisions
set out in part A.
E. Approximately 45% of the total housing provision will be located in
the East Riding part of the Hull Housing Market Area (as shown on
the Key Diagram).

F. The council will seek to support the provision of an average
of 244 affordable homes per annum.
G. At least 25% of new dwellings should be built annually on
previously developed land. The renewal and improvement of
the existing stock will be supported as part of approaches
aimed at improving the image and attractiveness of areas
with low housing demand. Clearance and redevelopment
should only be undertaken where retention is not viable or
where it assists in the wider regeneration of an area.
Changes to Table 2
Easington with a requirement of 30 dwellings over the period to
2029 is removed from Table 2 below.

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

Appendix B:
List of villages
and Policy S4:
Supporting
development
in Villages
and the
Countryside

Policy S4: Supporting development in Villages and the
Countryside

It is proposed that Carnaby and Buckton be identified as Villages. Policy S4
sets out the criteria for identifying Villages and the types of development
that would be supported within the development limits of these Villages.

A. Outside of the settlements listed in Policy S3, development
will be supported to help maintain the vibrancy of Villages
and the Countryside where it is:
1. Of an appropriate scale;
2. Prioritises the re-use of previously developed land;
3. Does not involve a significant loss of best and most
versatile agricultural land; and

A proposed development limit has been drawn for each of these Villages.
As the development limits have been set in accordance with Policy S4 and
that the SA of the Strategy document already positively appraised this
policy, it is not necessary to undertake a SA appraisal of the proposed
development limits.

4. Does not compromise the general approach set out in
Policy S3.
Villages
B. Within the development limits of Villages (as set out in
Appendix B), the following forms of development will be
supported where it does not detract from the character and
appearance of the village:
1. New housing, usually comprising a single dwelling;
2. Affordable housing for local people;
3. New and/or enhanced local services and facilities; and
4. Economic development.
C. The development limits for the Villages will be set out on the
Policies Map.
Countryside
D. Outside of a development limit, land will be regarded as the
Countryside and the following forms of development
encouraged, where proposals respect the intrinsic character
of their surroundings:

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013
1.

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

Conversion of buildings for economic development
(including work-live units), tourism, community or
residential uses. Conversions for new housing will be
supported where the preservation of the building would
enhance the immediate setting and where it:
i.

would represent the optimal use of a heritage asset or
would be appropriate enabling development to secure
the future of a heritage asset; or

ii. would re-use a redundant or disused building.
2.

Replacement dwellings;

3.

New dwellings of exceptional quality or of truly outstanding
innovative design;

4.

Affordable housing for local people;

5.

Agricultural, forestry or other rural-based occupational
dwellings subject to demonstrating an essential need.
Such dwellings will be subject to an agricultural occupancy
condition;

6.

Employment uses in accordance with Policy EC2;

7.

Agricultural and forestry uses;

8.

Essential infrastructure;

9.

Energy development and associated infrastructure, where
a countryside location is required for operational reasons;

10. Development to support existing military defence
operations; and
11. Sports, equine, recreation, community and tourism
facilities.

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx
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Policy

Revised Policy Content 2013

Modified Policy requires re-assessment?

Changes to Appendix B – List of Villages
Identify Carnaby and Buckton as villages in Appendix B.
Development limits have been drawn for each of these villages

Note: Elastronwick has been removed from the table in the
previous consultation

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx
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3. Assessment of Changes to the Site
Allocations Document
3.1.

As outlined above, the draft Local Plan Proposed Major Changes July 2013 sets out revisions to a
number of site allocations with modifications to the size of sites, introduction of new sites,
removal of draft allocations, and changes of uses of sites. These changes have been considered
for re-assessment as set out in Table 3.1. The assessments for the major changes to site
allocations are included in this chapter and Appendix B contains the full assessment tables for
these sites.

3.2.

The assessment rationale underpinning the assessment of site policies undertaken in this document
is shown in Table 3.2. It is aligned and draws upon the published SAM (2011) which should be
referred to for full understanding of the assessment approach.
Table 3.1 - Main changes to policies and need for assessment

ERYC Allocations
Document
Sustainability
Appraisal Submission
Document 2013

Main changes made to Site Allocation?

Site Allocation
requires reassessment?

1.

AWK3

Remove site allocation

No

2.

BEV6

New Site allocated

Yes

3.

BEV47

New Site allocated

Yes

4.

BDN4/5

Remove site allocation

No

5.

BDN7

Remove site allocation

No

6.

BDN9

Part of site added to existing allocation BDN8

Yes

7

BRID1

Minor amendment - allocation reduced in
size

No

8.

BRID53

New Site allocated

Yes

9.

BRID30

Site added to existing allocation
BRID11/12/13/14/16/31/46

Yes

10.

BRID51

Site included that was originally included in
the Gypsy and Traveller Sites consultation

Yes

11.

CAR2

Remove site allocation

No

12.

CAR3

New Site allocated

Yes

13.

CAR20

Remove site allocation

No

14.

CHER2

Remove site allocation

No

15

CHER3

Reduce size of site allocation

No

16.

CHER6

Site added to an existing allocation CHER3,
which has also been reduced in size.

Yes

17.

CHER5/7

New Site allocated

Yes

18.

COT1

Allocation increased in size

Yes

19.

COT3/3a/39

Remove site allocation

No

20.

COT22

New Site allocated

Yes

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx
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ERYC Allocations
Document
Sustainability
Appraisal Submission
Document 2013

Main changes made to Site Allocation?

Site Allocation
requires reassessment?

21.

COT61

New Site allocated

Yes

22.

EAS3

Remove site allocation

No

23.

GOO23

New Site allocated

Yes

24.

GIL4

Remove site allocation

No

25.

GIL23

Site added to an existing allocation GIL3 and
GIL22

Yes

26.

HES11

Minor amendment - allocation reduced in
size

No

27

HES12

New Site allocated

Yes

28

HES16

New Site allocated

Yes

29

HOR9

Remove site allocation

No

30

HOR18

Reduce size of site allocation

No

31

HOR22

New Site allocated

Yes

32

HOW9

Minor amendment - allocation reduced in
size

No

33

HOW6

New Site allocated

Yes

34.

HOW23

New Site allocated

Yes

35.

CRA12

New Site allocated

Yes

36

CRA13/14

New Site allocated

Yes

37

CRA39

New Site allocated

Yes

38

KEY3

Allocation increased in size

Yes

39

KIL3

Minor amendment - allocation reduced in
size

No

40

KIL7

Allocation increased in size

Yes

41

KIL10

New Site allocated

Yes

42

KIL19

New Site allocated

Yes

43

NCA4

New Site allocated

Yes

44

NCA6

Remove site allocation

No

45

NCA16

Remove site allocation

No

46.

PRES2

New Site allocated

Yes

47

PRES7

Remove site allocation

No

48

SNA9

Minor amendment - allocation reduced in
size

No

49

SNA8/12

New Site allocated

Yes

50

SNA10

Remove site allocation

No

51.

SMB2/3

New Site allocated

Yes
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ERYC Allocations
Document
Sustainability
Appraisal Submission
Document 2013

Main changes made to Site Allocation?

Site Allocation
requires reassessment?

52

SMB4/5

Remove housing allocation

No

53

SMB7/8

Remove housing allocation

No

54

SWA1

Allocation increased in size

Yes

55.

SWA8

New Site allocated

Yes

56

WAL7

New Site allocated

Yes

57

WET5

Remove housing allocation

No

58

WET8

New Site allocated

Yes

59

WITH12

Site boundary amended and change of use
to retail/residential

Yes

Table 3.2 - Assessment Rationale

SA Objective

Assessment Rationale

1.

Consideration of:

To improve levels of
health and reduce
health inequalities

• Whether policies improve access to health facilities for all.
• Secondary effects considered of improving/ ensuring access to
walking and cycling infrastructure; enhancing existing or developing
new green spaces and providing recreational opportunities.

• Secondary consideration of reducing air and noise pollution.
2.

3.

To reduce social
exclusion and
improve equality of
opportunity amongst
social groups

Consideration of:

To improve
accessibility and
public transport links
to key services and
employment areas

Consideration of:

• The extent to which policies contribute to providing/improving access
to essential facilities and services.

• Provision of a proportion of affordable housing.

• Whether policies improve directly or indirectly accessibility to services
and employment areas through siting, improved public transport and
pedestrian and cycle links.

• Whether policies encourage the enhancement of existing facilities or
provision of new facilities, including open space provision.

4.

To improve housing
affordability

Consideration of:

• The extent to which policies support an adequate affordable housing
provision.

5.

To improve overall
levels of education
and skills and retain
and attract local
highly skilled labour

Consideration of:

• Whether policies include the provision of educational/ training
facilities.

• Whether policies provide/improve accessibility to educational and
learning facilities and employment areas.

• Secondary considerations of adequate housing provision, as having
indirect positive effects on retaining local skills.

6.

To improve air
quality

Consideration of:

• Whether policies result in reduction or increase in traffic derived
pollutant concentrations.

• Effect of the use of more sustainable modes of transport and
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SA Objective

Assessment Rationale
reductions in vehicle use.

• Whether policies result in improvements in air quality, through
increased planting schemes for example.

7.

To reduce the growth
of road traffic

Consideration of:

• Extent to which policies support the use of sustainable modes of
transport.

• Extent to which policies restrict the use of cars through the location of
development (e.g. through the co-location of housing and key
services and facilities and/or creating mixed use developments).

8.

To encourage more
efficient use of land

Consideration of:

• Whether policies promote the use of previously developed land and
aim to minimise greenfield land take.

• Development types (e.g. approach to infilling) and densities.
9.

To improve the
quality of local fresh
water resources

Consideration of:

• Effects on water quality as a result of reductions or increases in
volume of traffic and reduced or increased concentrations of pollution
in run-off.

• Whether policies lead to a loss of Greenfield land and result in
increased hard surfaces giving rise to polluted run off and impacting
the water cycle.

10.

To reduce levels of
atmospheric GHG by
reducing emissions
and increasing extent
of carbon sinks

Consideration of:

• How policies contribute to a reduction in overall greenhouse gas
emissions from sources such as buildings, land use change and
transport.

• Whether policies encourage adequate spatial distribution of
development, taking into account the need to reduce travel by car.

• Whether policies aim to increase the extent of carbon sinks, for
example through creating new green spaces and planting trees.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

To minimise the
impacts of climate
change by
developing in a way
that reduces risk
from flooding and
coastal erosion

Consideration of:

To reduce carbon
based energy use by
increasing energy
efficiency and
production of
renewable energy

Consideration of:

To protect and
enhance biodiversity
and important wildlife
habitats, and to
conserve geology

Consideration of:

To protect and
enhance heritage
assets and their
settings

Consideration of:

To protect and
enhance the

Consideration of:
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• Whether policies have positive or negative effects on flood risk;
alignment with the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment.

• Extent to which policies encourage the use of energy from renewable
and low carbon energy sources.

• Extent to which policies encourage the use of more carbon friendly
transport.

• Whether policies may have a positive or negative effect on
internationally (with reference to the HRA findings), nationally and
locally designated sites and locally important habitats and species.

• Whether policies have an effect on heritage assets and their settings.

• Whether policies seek directly or indirectly, to maintain and enhance
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SA Objective
countryside and
landscape quality
16.

17.

Assessment Rationale
the quality of the landscape and countryside.

To ensure
compatibility of
existing and
proposed
neighbouring land
uses

Consideration of:

To maintain and
strengthen the
economy of East
Riding

Consideration of:

• Whether policies promote allocations that are compatible with existing
or proposed neighbouring uses or would create or be subject to
sources of potential nuisance

• Whether policies support indigenous and inward investment.
• Whether policies provide support for the existing and emerging
economic sectors, in particular those sectors that the area has a
comparative advantage in.

• The extent to which policies increase the overall quality and
attractiveness of the area.

18.

To increase diversity
of employment

Consideration of:

• Whether policies encourage the growth of employment through the
allocation of land for employment purposes.

• The extent to which policies require development to be focused in
accessible locations.

• Whether policies encourage employment in diverse sectors.
19.

To support the
renaissance of rural
areas

Consideration of:

• Whether policies support rural economic diversification.
• Whether policies provide for an adequate provision of housing,
including affordable housing, to meet local needs in rural areas.

• Whether policies seek to encourage the retention and enhancement
of rural facilities and services.

• Whether policies seek to improve accessibility to the key services and
facilities from rural areas by public transport.

20.

To avoid sterilisation
of mineral resources

Consideration of:

• Whether policies promote allocations that are not within a mineral
safeguarding area, area of search, preferred area or specific site with
planning permission for mineral extraction, or pre-extraction is
possible

31.

To ensure adequate
infrastructure
provision for new
development

Consideration of:

• Whether policies promote allocations in areas where no capacity
constraints identified, or development would contribute to/ improve
the capacity of existing utilities services and infrastructure.

Results of Assessment
Policy BEV 6
3.3.

Policy BEV 6 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
BEV6 against the SA objectives are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is located in the on the southern fringe of Beverley with some services and
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facilities available locally. There is a bus link to access a wider range of services and job
opportunities in Beverley, which should contribute positively to this objective. The
development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4
below).
•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary and secondary school serving this settlement. Primary
and secondary schools can be accessed in Beverley, however they are not within easy
walking distance, therefore increased traffic is a risk.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to the 100% loss of Greenfield land but will this is non agricultural land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – the site will
result in the loss of 100% greenfield land but will not result in the loss of agricultural land.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located on the southern fringe
of Beverley; however local services and amenities are limited. Some increase private car
use is likely, however, this effect may be tempered, as there are bus services linking the site
to the town centre.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – The site is located within 500m of bird and bat habitats.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development. Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the YWS AMP6 investment plan in 2015 and further work will
need to be undertaken. Beverley is connected to a mains gas distribution network with
capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water is likely to require an upsize to the sewer
network to develop this site.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – there is
reasonable access to existing health services off Lincoln Way and via bus to Beverley town
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centre. There is accessible open space around the site for recreation and leisure and
reasonable access to walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles.
•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site has reasonable accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service linking the village to Beverley.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – development will have
no negative effects due to the requirement in the policy for the site to include a regional
SuDS drainage plan

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is located within low probability of
flooding, zone 1 (Zone 1). There is requirement for the site to incorporate a regional SuDS
drainage plan, this can reduce localised flood risk.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – no harm to any
heritage assets is expected as results of the site development.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – The housing site is unlikely to have any
negative effects on employment diversity.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will have no direct or
negative effect on rural areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.4.

Policy BEV 6 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for housing. The site is
compatible with its adjacent uses and provides reasonable access to local services and facilities.

3.5.

The key constraints on the site relate to environmental assets, as the development of the site will
lead to minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land and development will need to be
sensitive to bird and bat populations within 500m. In addition, there is limited capacity at the
receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6
investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken.

3.6.

The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the
primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
Recommendations

3.7.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated and should particularly the potential impacts on the bird/bat
habitats.

Policy BEV 47
3.8.

Policy BEV 47 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
BEV47 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
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Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is located in the on the southern fringe of Beverley with some services and
facilities available locally. There is a bus link to access a wider range of services and job
opportunities in Beverley, which should contribute positively to this objective. The
development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4
below).

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will be
on 75% developed land within the urban area.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources development would not
affect public drinking water supply – The site is within a Source Protection Zone 3, the
impact on the SPZ can be mitigated. The development could potentially lead to an
improvement in local water quality through the remediation of contaminated land. However,
the development of the Greenfield part of the site could have negative effects on water
quality, through an increase in the potential for pollutants in surface water runoff.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary and secondary school serving this settlement. Primary
and secondary schools can be accessed in Beverley, however they are not within easy
walking distance, therefore increased traffic is a risk.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located on the southern fringe
of Beverley; however local services and amenities are limited. Some increase private car
use is likely, however, this effect may be tempered, as there are bus services linking the site
to the town centre.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – The site is located within 500m of water vole and bat habitats.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Whilst the
site would extend the existing built form out beyond the existing built form, this is contained
by the cemetery to the east and existing boundary features to the north and west. Additional
landscaping would also mitigate impact.
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•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Impact of quarry workings to the west could delay availability of the site until the latter years
of the plan but adjacent site to the south has been successfully developed during the
working life of the quarry.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the YWS AMP6 investment plan in 2015 and further work will
need to be undertaken. Beverley is connected to a mains gas distribution network with
capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water is likely to require an upsize to the sewer
network to develop this site.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – there is
reasonable access to existing health services off Lincoln Way and via bus to Beverley town
centre. There is accessible open space around the site for recreation and leisure and
reasonable access to walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site has reasonable accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service linking the village to Beverley.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is located within low probability of
flooding, zone 1 (Zone 1). There is requirement for the site to incorporate a regional SuDS
drainage plan, this can reduce localised flood risk.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – no harm to any
heritage assets is expected as results of the site development.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – The housing site is unlikely to have any
negative effects on employment diversity.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will have no direct or
negative effect on rural areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.9.

Policy BEV 47 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for housing. The site is
compatible with its adjacent uses and provides reasonable access to local services and facilities.

3.10.

The key constraints on the site relate to environmental assets, as the development will need to be
sensitive to water vole and bat populations within 500m. In addition, there is limited capacity at
the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6
investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken.

3.11.

The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the
primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
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Recommendations
3.12.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated and should particularly the potential impacts on the LWS.

Policy BDN8/9
3.13.

Policy BDN8/9 has been allocated for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
BDN8/9 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is currently enclosed by residential development on two sides and is
situated adjacent to the settlement and is well related to the services and facilities within the
village. There is a range of local services available in the village, including a supermarket
and primary school. A wider range of services and facilities, which are located in Hornsea
and Beverley, are accessible to residents by bus. The development will involve the provision
of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is supported by decent accessibility to key services and
facilities in the village and is accessible by regular bus. The village of Brandesburton is 8
miles north east of Beverley and 6 miles west of Hornsea, located to the west of the A165.
The Policy suggests that Vehicular access is expected to be taken from Frodingham Road.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This large site is located within area where
ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide
25% of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is
3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. The development is a vulnerable use within flood zone 1.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the settlement helping to maintain the
vitality of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is no GP
located in the village but medical facilities are accessible by regular bus to Hornsea and
Beverley nearby. The site is accessible to open space around the village for recreation and
leisure and walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles. The
development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated; however there is
potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site. This consists of a farm with associated
out buildings on the eastern boundary and an infilled ditch/drain running along the southern
boundary. Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a
requirement for appropriate planning conditions to control the risks from the adjacent
potentially contaminated land.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement.
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•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards. Additional
landscaping provided on the northern boundary of the site will contribute to a slight increase
in carbon sink capacity.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – The development of the site will have no significant effect or existing
features can be retained. Bats (2005) recorded within 500m of the site.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site
development will have no harm to any heritage assets. The policy notes that a small area of
the site adjacent to Home Farm lies within the Conservation Area. Therefore, development
should have regard to the character and appearance of the Conservation Area and its
setting.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality –
Development will lead to some loss of open rural character but overall impact limited by
existing form and pattern of development on two sides already. Important to retain frontage
hedgerow. The policy requires additional landscaping to be provided to the northern
boundary of the site and the existing frontage hedgerow to be retained.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Brandesburton is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that this site may
need to upsize the local sewerage network.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect on a
recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect on a recognised regeneration
strategy or a deprived area.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality is acceptable for the site. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the settlement
limit; however, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land –The development of the site will lead
to the loss 100% Greenfield land on sites BDN8 and BDN9. There will also be a loss of
agricultural land (grade 3a) on site BDN9.
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Policy Assessment Summary
3.14.

Policy BDN8/9 performed relatively well in the assessment providing new housing development that
will accommodate 54 dwellings.

3.15.

The concern with development of the site will need to be sensitive to proximity to wildlife (legally
protected species), conservation area. The village would require infrastructure upgrade.
Recommendations

3.16.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

3.17.

The supporting policy text could refer to the primary measures to mitigate the loss of soil resources
by re-using as much of the surplus resources on-site in the detailed design of gardens, buffer
zones, amenity and open spaces; and disposing any surplus soils thereafter in a sustainable
manner (i.e. as close to the site as possible and to an afteruse appropriate to the soil’s quality).

Policy BRID53
3.18.

Policy BRID53 identifies land allocation for Bridlington waste water treatment works. The site has
been subject to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall
potential effects of Policy BRID53 have been assessed against the SA objectives and are set out
below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The development of the facility will allow for planned growth to occur and support
the regeneration of the town.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – Population growth
will help support the regeneration of the town. This expansion will allow for the planned
growth to occur.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – This facility will increase capacity
and contribute to the vision for Bridlington by supporting the regeneration of the town.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Located in Flood zone 1. 55% of the site is
in groundwater emergence area, and Bessingby Beck runs through the site (identified as a
more vulnerable use.)

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – The site is within 500m of legally protected species and within 1km of a
Local Wildlife Site. Bessingby Beck runs through the site.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development has the potential to adversely impact on the residential amenities of nearby
residents but this can be mitigated by ensuring a 400m buffer zone around the proposed
site where new residential development would be avoided.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Will
significantly improve the capacity and quality of the existing utilities and infrastructure.
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Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required
to serve developments in the area. The proposed development is for the expansion of the
waste water treatment works. Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area.
Negative effects
•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site constitues100% greenfield
land.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Not applicable

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – Not applicable for this facility.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – Not relevant to the proposed use.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – Not applicable for this development.

•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality is acceptable for the sites. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – Not applicable

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The
development is expected to have no harm to any heritage assets.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
development would involve development on greenfield site within open countryside but
adjacent to existing WWTW and additional planting would mitigate additional impact.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – Not applicable

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The sites forming the Policy are
not located within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.19.

Policy BRID53 performed well in the assessment indicating that the site is suitable for a waste water
treatment works.

3.20.

The key constraint on the site is its proximity to legally protected species (within 500m of the site)
and development on greenfield land within open countryside.
Recommendations

3.21.

The policy and its supporting text address the environmental factors identified above. The
development of the site could incorporate green infrastructure, which could provide connections
through the site, connecting the LWS to other habitats and the wider countryside.

Policy BRID11/12/13/14/16/30/31/46
3.22.

The cluster of sites has been identified for housing development and included in Policy
BRID11/12/13/14/16/30/31/46. Part of the site (BRID12) is currently used as an Industrial Estate.
The sites have been subject to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix
D. The overall potential effects of Policy BRID11/12/13/14/16/30/31/46 against the SA objectives
and are set out below.
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Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The sites are located to the north of Bridlington accessed through Pinfold lane and
the Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to
residential use, in accordance with the sub area policy. The population growth from
development of the sites will help support the regeneration of the town and is in line with the
Bridlington AAP. The development is expected to have an allocation of affordable housing
on site.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site have potential access from a new link road connecting
Scarborough Road with Pinfold Lane and Bempton Lane. It is suggested that a development
brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved.
Junction improvement/traffic management work may be required at Pinfold Lane/Marton
Road junction. The Policy addresses the requirement for the need to improve the junctions
of Pinfold Lane and Marton Road to improve the access. Links through to the adjacent
allocated land to the north of the town, in particular BRID17/18, for pedestrian and cycle
users will also be expected to be provided.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income. Affordable housing provision for
the site should reach 20% (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is
10 housing units/0.33ha or more).

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Assessed as
good quality by the Landscape Character Assessment. The LCA notes that areas around
Pinfold Lane and the adjacent land to the east are partially screened from the surrounding
landscape due to the topography and there is some capacity for development that would
reinforce or enhance the area. The Policy stipulates the retention of the existing planting
belts around and within the site as green corridors.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the population
growth expected from development of the sites will help support regeneration of the town.
Part of the allocation would involve the relocation of businesses from Prinfold Lane to
Carnaby Industrial Estate. This is in line with the Employment Land Review, as there are
significant constraints on the industrial uses indentified in this location, including heavy
goods vehicles accessing the industrial estate on residential roads.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The sites will contribute positively
to the renaissance of rural areas as they are situated on the edge of Bridlington reducing
heaving goods vehicles passing through residential roads, helping to serve to regenerate
the vitality of the community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is located
within the settlement limit of the Principal Town of Bridlington. The proposed development is
well related to the town centre with access to GP surgery and other facilities. There may be
contamination present on site, which will be remediated through development.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement. Provision of a largescale housing development should have beneficial effects on retaining local skills.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
910 dwellings. Most of the development of sites will lead to the loss of Greenfield land and
some infilled industrial development. BRID12 (partially) and BRID46 are potentially
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contaminated due to previous commercial/industrial uses. Development will lead to
remediation. There would be a minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land
(grade 2/3a). However, the sites would support vision by accommodating housing growth on
a suitable Greenfield /Brownfield sites and by strengthening role of town.
•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not in functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion. The allocation lies within an area of low flood risk (flood zone 1).
Considering the large scale of the site allocation, Policy states that proposals should
develop a regional SuDS drainage plan for the site. Advice is available from the Council's
Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on SuDS requirements.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Most of the
development would not affect public drinking water supply. Part of BRID11 and BRID46
sites is within SPZ 2 (outer protection zone), but significant impacts could be mitigated
through the layout of development on the site. The existing planting belts around and within
the site could be retained as green corridors and will contribute to a slight increase in carbon
sink capacity.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
The development includes the existing industrial area along Pinfold Lane and may not be
compatible with new residential development. However, the policy provides for the
relocation of existing business from Pinfold Lane to Carnaby Industrial Estate which would
remove this constraint. Any significant impacts may be mitigated by the existing tree belt
and design/layout.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality is acceptable for the sites. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The sites are located within the principal
town fringe; therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.
Policy recommends that links through the adjacent allocated land to the north of the town, in
particular BRID17/18, for pedestrian and cycle users will also be expected to be provided.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – Legally protected species recorded within 500m of the site. Hedgerow
along Pinfold Lane and through middle of the site likely to be (at least) partially removed by
development, though significant impacts could be mitigated.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – no harm to any
heritage assets is expected due to the development of any of the sites.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The sites are not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area of search.
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Policy Assessment Summary
3.23.

Policy BRID11/12/13/14/16/30/31/46 performed relatively well in the assessment providing new
housing development and would have a capacity of 910 dwellings which shall help regenerate
growth in the town. A development brief for the whole site would need to be prepared, which
should include consideration of the points listed in the policy and other relevant factors. This
would have to be agreed by the planning authority before planning permission may be issued or
any development is commenced on any part of the site.

3.24.

The key constraints include some Policy areas being located within source protection zone 2 for
ground water and the need for remediation of contamination associated with existing
industrial/commercial uses. The development of the site will lead to partial loss of Greenfield land
resulting in a minor loss of grade 2/3a agricultural land. The site would require onsite SuDS and
additional infrastructure provision.
Recommendations

3.25.

The policy and its supporting text address most of environmental factors mentioned above. The
Policy could be further amplified through the inclusion of the requirement for a Sustainability
Statement in addition to the development brief.

Policy BRID51
3.26.

Policy BRID51 identifies one site for the provision of gypsy and traveller pitches. The site has been
subject to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall
potential effects of the Policy BRID51 against the SA objectives are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site would provide appropriate
accommodation for Gypsy and Traveller groups, leading to benefits against this objective.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is located
adjacent to the settlement limit of the Principal Town of Bridlington. Access to GP surgery
and other facilities is through a regular public transport link to the town centre. There is not
likely to be any adverse impact on air quality. The site development should provision for
adequate outdoor playing and amenity space.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – Although the site is remote from the main settlement it does have good public
transport connections. The site is less accessible by walking and cycling and could lead to
negative effects in relation to the creation of social exclusion and a divide between the
Gypsy and Traveller community and the local community in Bridlington. However, the
development would provide accommodation for Gypsy and Traveller groups, which could
provide some benefits against this objective.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement. Access to other
educational facilities and job opportunities is expected to be good, which should help
improve and retain local education levels and skills.
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Negative effects
•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is remote from the settlement and is not likely to be connected
to key services and employment areas by public transport.

•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located in a remote area with
accessibility focussed on road transport. Therefore, some increase in the use of the private
car is likely to be inevitable.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to the loss of Greenfield land, which comprises 100% of the site. Development of the site
would lead to the minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is within low risk Flood Zone 1.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – Site is adjacent to a LWS. Legally protected species have been
recorded within 500m of the site. It is considered that the development of the allocation,
particularly considering the proximity of the LWS, could lead to negative effects on
biodiversity. The significance of effects should be assessed ahead of development on site.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
Landscape Character Assessment assesses area as ordinary landscape quality. It is
described as having a relatively high capacity for outdoor recreational activities that would
provide opportunities to better integrate the urban edge with the rural landscape. It is also
adjacent to the existing traveller site and so the impact of an additional site on the
landscape would be lessened.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites. Council's flood risk management officers
identified that the site is shown by EA maps to be at particular surface water risk but this is
not insurmountable.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
It is unlikely that development on site will contribute to this objective.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site is
unlikely to have a direct effect on features of heritage value or interest.
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•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – development of the site is unlikely to
lead to an increase in the diversity of employment.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will comprise residential
development in a remote location, which is unlikely to improve the viability and vitality of
rural areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.27.

Policy BRID51 performed with mixed results in the assessment. Key constraints at the site relate to
biodiversity, water resources and accessibility.
Recommendations

3.28.

It is recommended that the supporting text to the policy includes more details about the site. This
should include whether it is intended that the pitches are used on a permanent or transitory basis;
facilities that should be provided on the site (to include a toilet/shower block; warden facilities and
a community building); and whether the site will be connected to mains drainage.

3.29.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated and should particularly the potential impacts on the LWS.

3.30.

The policy should state that development of the site would require improved public accessibility.
Accessibility could be improved through the provision of walking and cycling routes as part of a
green infrastructure network in line with the Principals of Policy ENV5.

Policy CAR3
3.31.

Policy CAR3 identified for Employment land use. The site has been subject to a detailed appraisal,
the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of Policy CAR3
against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The development shall support regeneration in the Bridlington area, as it is located
within the 10% most deprived areas in the country.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – Access confirmed to be available via adjacent allocated site.
Development on this site could not make use of rail or waterway network.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – allocating the area for employment use will help retain local skills.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be compatible with adjacent industrial uses.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – Development
would significantly help achieve the aims of a regeneration strategy/plan (Bridlington AAP)
and it is within the 10% most deprived areas in the country.
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•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – further support of the industrial estate
at Carnaby should help increase and diversify business and employment opportunities for
residents.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – Carnaby Industrial Estate is
identified in the sub area policy as a focus for employment development, and will contribute
to the vision for Bridlington.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Site is in an area of acceptable air quality
and would not add a source of air pollution.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.
Additional landscaping provided on the boundary of the sites will contribute to a slight
increase in carbon sink capacity.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – The western part of site
sits within Source Protection Zone II (outer protection zone).

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – The site was assessed in the Landscape Character Assessment as
being of ordinary quality. Site is within 1KM of Village Pond Carnaby Local Wildlife Site. 2
Legally protected species, Common Buzzard (Buteo buteo), Whiskered Bat (Myotis
mystacinus) recorded within 500m of this site. 1 BAB species within 500m Common Mouse
Ear Flowering Plant (Cerastium fontanum).

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Carnaby parish is not connected to a mains gas
distribution network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is some
capacity in the sewerage network but would need more information on the proposed
development in this area to be more specific.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality is acceptable for the sites. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality, although there may be some minor effects due
to increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The sites are located at Carnaby
industrial Estate; therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely car is likely
due to the increase in employment activities on the site.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The development of site is within
100% Greenfield land and will lead to a minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural
land (Grade 2/3a).
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Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Carnaby Industrial
Estate is considered part of Bridlington. Development is not located on land that is likely to
be contaminated.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – Not relevant to the proposed use.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The
development is expected to have no harm to any heritage assets.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
Landscape Character Assessment assessed the site as being of ordinary quality.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.32.

Policy CAR3, allocating the site to the north of Carnaby industrial estate employment site, performed
relatively well in the assessment demonstrating that the site is likely to be suitable for operations
in the B2 (General Industry) and B8 (Storage and Distribution) use classes. These use classes
are most likely to be appropriate for this site and will complement the businesses already in
place.

3.33.

The key constraints for the site include its proximity to legally protected species and sites. The site
development will lead to a significant loss of valuable agricultural land.
Recommendations

3.34.

The policy and its supporting text address most of environmental factors mentioned above. No
recommendations.

Policy CHER3/6
3.35.

Policy CHER3/6 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of
the Policy CHER3/6 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – there is no GP in
the village but health facilities in Beverley can be accessed by bus. There is accessible
open space around the village for recreation and leisure and walking and cycling routes to
help promote healthier life styles.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is located in the village with some services and facilities available locally.
There is a bus link to access a wider range of services and job opportunities in Beverley,
which should contribute positively to this objective. The development will involve the
provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4 below).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service and a foot and cycle path linking the village to Beverley.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).
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•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement. There is a primary school in the village
and secondary schools can be accessed in Beverley.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the village helping to maintain the vitality
of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located on the edge of the
village. Some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable. However, this
effect may be tempered, as there is a bus service and a foot and cycle path linking the
village to Beverley.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards. Additional
landscaping provided on the eastern boundary of the site will contribute to a slight increase
in carbon sink capacity.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Majority of the site is within Flood Zone 1.
However, there is some of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a. The policy directs open
space to this part of the site which could minimise flood risk.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – the site
would not intrude excessively into open countryside but is adjacent to a Conservation
Area(small area to southern edge is within the boundary) .

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Cherry Burton is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that there are no
significant issues with sewerage network in the village. In terms of transport network
infrastructure, access appears to be available from Etton Road.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a).

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.
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•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Legally
(Noctule Bat - 1984) and BAP (Common Mouse-ear - 2010) protected species recorded
within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site (Raventhorpe Embankment
(formerly Disused Railway L)).

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – no harm to any
heritage assets is expected as results of the site development.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.36.

Policy CHER3/6 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for small scale
residential development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and provides good level of
access to such local services and facilities as a shop, public house, primary school and village
hall.

3.37.

The key constraints on the site relate to environmental assets, as the development of the site will
lead to minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land and could affect from species.
Recommendations

3.38.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

3.39.

The supporting policy text could refer to the primary measures to mitigate the loss of soil resources
by re-using as much of the surplus resources on-site in the detailed design of gardens, buffer
zones, amenity and open spaces; and disposing any surplus soils thereafter in a sustainable
manner (i.e. as close to the site as possible and to an afteruse appropriate to the soil’s quality).

Policy COT1
3.40.

Policy COT1 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
COT1 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is relatively close to Cottingham village centre, where a wide range of
services and facilities are available locally. The settlement has good public transport links to
the City of Hull including both bus and rail, which should also contribute positively to this
objective. The development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing
(see objective 4). The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the
capacity of the schools serving this settlement and so it is considered that facilities would be
adequate to accommodate the increase in demand.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site is relatively close to Cottingham village centre, where a wide
range of services and facilities are available locally. The settlement has good public transport
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links to the City of Hull including both bus and rail, which should also contribute positively to
this objective.
•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 10
housing units/0.33ha or more).

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement and so it is considered that facilities would
be adequate to accommodate the increase in demand.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is close to
Castle Hill Community Hospital. There is open space adjacent to the site which could be
used for informal recreation, which could lead to healthier lifestyles. However, the
development itself will lead to the loss of open space, which could lead to negative effects.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within a suburban area
with accessibility focussed on road transport, therefore, some increase in the use of the
private car is likely to be inevitable. However, this effect may be tempered, as there are good
public transport links to the City of Hull, as well as locally available services and facilities.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to the loss of Greenfield land, the site is over 95% Greenfield. Development of the site would
lead to a loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land (grade 2). The site contains the
following areas of potentially contaminated land: a farm and associated out buildings at the
north of the site, there are also large hospital complexes to the north and south of the site.
The hospital sites, although potentially contaminated land, are not thought to be high risk and
any contamination is likely to be localised around specific areas within the hospital site and
will therefore cause little or no risk to adjacent sites. This potentially contaminated land within
the development site is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions
and/or suitable design/layout. This could lead to some positive effects on land as a result of
development.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - development is not likely
to affect public drinking water supply. However, the site is within a Source Protection Zone 3,
which could be affected by an increase in demand for water from an increase in housing.
Development of the Greenfield site could increase the potential for increased surface water
runoff, which could lead to increased pollutants entering watercourses.
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•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is within Flood Zone 1, although
local surface water flooding (2007) along Willerby Low Road and Castle Road frontages was
recorded. The Council's flood risk management officers stated that Cottingham branch sewer
is at capacity even for foul only flows. Policy A1 of the Strategy Document restricts housing
allocations in Cottingham from coming forward until the Cottingham and the Orchard Park
Flood Alleviation Scheme (COPFAS) has been implemented. This is necessary to ensure
that peak flows of surface water do not overwhelm the sewer system. The policy requires that
a regional sustainable drainage system is employed within the site, due to the large size of
the site. These measures should help to ensure that flood risk is reduced.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology - Site is within 1km of Eppleworth/Skidby Quarry LWS. The development of
this large Greenfield site could also lead to negative effects on biodiversity through the loss of
habitat. The significance of effects should be assessed ahead of development on site.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site
would intrude into the open gap between Cottingham and Willerby. The gap between
Cottingham and the Willerby Business Park would be particularly affected. However, it is
considered that effects would not be significant, due to the shape of the designation, which
creates infill of the settlement to some degree. The policy requires the inclusion of soft
landscaping to the southern boundary of the site ‘to soften the impact of the development on
the open land beyond’. This should further minimise the significance of effects. Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network required to serve
developments in the area could lead to negative effects on the surrounding landscape.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development - Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
development in the area. This could lead to negative effects on the deliverability of sites, as
well as having landscape implications. The existing waste water treatment works has
sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Cottingham is connected to a mains
gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that
there is capacity in the sewer network infill development only. It is unclear as to whether
Yorkshire Water would consider the site to comprise infill development.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings - The site is
unlikely to have a direct effect on features of heritage value or interest.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – development of the site is unlikely to
lead to an increase in the diversity of employment.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site is within the settlement
and is in a suburban area, and so no effects are predicted against this objective.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.41.

Policy COT1 performed relatively well in the assessment. The site is compatible with its adjacent
uses, with good level of access to local services and facilities as well as the City of Hull via public
transport.
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Recommendations
3.42.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document may ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

3.43.

The need for the remediation of contaminated land should be included within the policy, or at least
the supporting text.

Policy CHER5/7
3.44.

Policy CHER5/7 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of
the Policy CHER5/7 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – there is no GP in
the village but health facilities in Beverley can be accessed by bus. There is accessible
open space around the village for recreation and leisure and walking and cycling routes to
help promote healthier life styles.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is located on the eastern edge of the village with some services and
facilities available locally. There is a bus link to access a wider range of services and job
opportunities in Beverley, which should contribute positively to this objective. The
development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4
below).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service and a foot and cycle path linking the village to Beverley. Access to the
site is available from Highgate which is considered acceptable for the scale of development
involved.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement. There is a primary school in the village
and secondary schools can be accessed in Beverley.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the village helping to maintain the vitality
of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located on the edge of the
village. Some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable. However, this
effect may be tempered, as there is a bus service and a foot and cycle path linking the
village to Beverley.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
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increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.
•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in a functional floodplain nor
is it affected by coastal erosion.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site is
within conservation area but removal of large farm buildings would enhance character and
appearance. Retention of traditional barns towards frontage would be desirable.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Cherry Burton is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there are no
significant issues with sewerage network in the village.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site is located on 100%
greenfield land and would lead to minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land
(Grade 2).

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Legally
(Noctule Bat - 1984) and BAP (Common Mouse-ear - 2010) protected species recorded
within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site (Raventhorpe Embankment
(formerly Disused Railway L)).

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site
would not intrude into open countryside due to presence of existing buildings.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.45.

Policy CHER5/7 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for small scale
residential development for 22 dwellings. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and
provides good level of access to such local services and facilities as a shop, public house,
primary school and village hall.
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3.46.

The key constraints on the site relate to environmental assets, as the development of the site will
lead to minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land and could affect from species.
There may also be an impact on an conservation area.
Recommendations

3.47.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

3.48.

The supporting policy text could refer to the primary measures to mitigate the loss of soil resources
by re-using as much of the surplus resources on-site in the detailed design of gardens, buffer
zones, amenity and open spaces; and disposing any surplus soils thereafter in a sustainable
manner (i.e. as close to the site as possible and to an afteruse appropriate to the soil’s quality).

Policy COT22
3.49.

Policy COT22 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
COT22 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is relatively close to Cottingham village centre, where a wide range of
services and facilities are available locally. The settlement has good public transport links to
the City of Hull including both bus and rail, which should also contribute positively to this
objective. The development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing
(see objective 4). The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the
capacity of the schools serving this settlement and so it is considered that facilities would be
adequate to accommodate the increase in demand.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is relatively close to Cottingham village centre, where a wide
range of services and facilities are available locally. The settlement has good public
transport links to the City of Hull including both bus and rail, which should also contribute
positively to this objective.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 10
housing units/0.33ha or more).

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement and so it is considered that facilities
would be adequate to accommodate the increase in demand.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not located in a functional
floodplain nor is it affected by coastal erosion.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Legally
protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.
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Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site will not
have a negative effect on air quality although additional car traffic may have a slight impact.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated. However there is a
small section of potentially contaminated land in the form of an in-filled ditch/drain at the
southwest corner of the site. It is not thought likely that this will pose any significant risk to
the development

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within a suburban area
with accessibility focussed on road transport therefore some increase in the use of the
private car is likely to be inevitable. However, this effect may be tempered, as there are
good public transport links to the City of Hull, as well as locally available services and
facilities.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to the loss of Greenfield land, the site is 100% Greenfield. The site is considered urban
land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – SPZ Zone II significant
impacts can be mitigated.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Cottingham is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is capacity
in the sewer network infill development only. The Council's flood risk management officers
stated that Cottingham branch sewer is at capacity even for foul only flows. As a result all of
the allocations need to be held back until the COPFAS scheme has been constructed to
remove surface water from the system. Significant development which comes forward prior
to COPFAS will need to fund major upgrades to the system.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site is
unlikely to have a direct effect on features of heritage value or interest.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
not within a natural landscape.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.
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•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – development of the site is unlikely to
lead to an increase in the diversity of employment.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site is within the settlement
and is in a suburban area, and so no effects are predicted against this objective.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.50.

Policy COT22 performed relatively well in the assessment. The site is compatible with its adjacent
uses, with good level of access to local services and facilities as well as the City of Hull via public
transport.
Recommendations

3.51.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document may ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

Policy COT61
3.52.

Policy COT61 identifies one employment site. The site has been subject to a detailed appraisal, the
results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy COT61
against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is very close to Cottingham village centre, where a wide range of services
and facilities are available locally. The settlement has good public transport links to the City
of Hull including both bus and rail, which should also contribute positively to this objective.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site is very close to Cottingham village centre, where a wide range
of services and facilities are available locally. The settlement overall has good public
transport links to the City of Hull including both bus and rail, which should contribute
positively to this objective.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Some negative
effects may result from the development of the site, which would lead to the loss of an area
of open space that has importance within the urban area. However, improved accessibility
by walking or cycling due to the location of the site could improve health and wellbeing for
residents through the potential for an increase in informal physical activity, and a potential
reduction in the use of the private car.

•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car. The mix of uses and edge of centre location may improve accessibility and
reduce this effect although the retail element may attract an increase in car usage in the
local area.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – the site is within Source
Protection Zone 2, which could be negatively affected by an increase in demand for water
from an increase in housing. Development of the Greenfield site could increase the
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potential for increased surface water runoff, which could lead to increased pollutants
entering watercourses. However, the potential remediation of a contaminated site could
lead to benefits for land and water quality.
•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site is
within the Cottingham Conservation Area and is adjacent to Beech House Listed building to
west & Grade II listed building on King Street. The site referred to in CA Appraisal as
providing important green open space. Supporting text to the policy requires that any
scheme will need to have regard to the character and appearance of the Conservation Area,
which could lead to positive effects. However, the site comprises 50% Greenfield land, the
loss of which could have a negative effect on the setting of the Conservation Area. There
are a number of mature trees on the site, although it is unclear from the policy as to whether
or not these could be retained. Again, the loss of such features could have a negative effect
on the setting of the Conservation Area, particularly as it has been noted as providing
important green open space in this area. The existing buildings on the site are high quality
asset to village centre. Evidence supporting the allocation states that the sites is very
prominent on the edge of village centre, that development proposals should match or
exceed quality of existing student halls, and that a high quality higher density housing
scheme is needed. However, this is not reflected in the policy or supporting text.

Negative effects
•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within a suburban area
with accessibility focussed on road transport, therefore, some increase in the use of the
private car is likely to be inevitable. The mix of uses and edge of centre location may
improve accessibility and reduce this effect although the retail element may attract an
increase in car usage in the local area.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site
comprises 100% Greenfield land. And would lead to the minor loss of best and most
versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site contains less vulnerable uses
within Flood Zone 3a and has a history of flooding (2007).

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – Site is within 1km of LWS. Legally protected species (bats) have been
recorded within 500m of the site. There are a number of mature trees on the site, although it
is unclear from the policy as to whether or not these could be retained. It is considered that
the development of the allocation could lead to negative effects on biodiversity. The
significance of effects should be assessed ahead of development on site.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
Landscape Character Assessment identifies that the landscape character as good quality
with high sensitivity to commercial development, though notes that the landscape in this
area is influenced by the horticultural industry and the A1079 is a prominent feature and that
there may be locations that could accommodate development with limited detrimental
landscape and visual impact. Landscaped bunds and planting around this site will limit the
impact of development on the wider landscape character.
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•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Cottingham is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is capacity
in the sewer network infill development only. It is unclear as to whether Yorkshire Water
would consider the site to comprise infill development.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – N/A

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – N/A

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – This site is an employment site
extension for Swift Caravans and will be used for open storage uses with no direct effects
on employment.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site is within the settlement
and is in a suburban area, and so no effects are predicted against this objective.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.53.

Policy COT61 performed with mixed results in the assessment. Key constraints at the site relate to
biodiversity and flooding.
Recommendations

3.54.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

Policy GOO23
3.55.

Policy GOO23 identifies one site for a multi-modal transport interchange. The site has been subject
to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects
of Policy GOO23 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is close to the centre of Goole. An increase in transport options may
improve accessibility to employment opportunities and therefore may help to reduce social
exclusion within Goole. Development would significantly help achieve the aims of the Goole
Renaissance Plan.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is centrally located therefore a multi-modal transport
interchange at this location would benefit a wide range of businesses.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The development of the site may lead to the development and
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retention of a local highly skilled labour force, depending on the types of opportunities
developed on the site.
•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The scale of development is likely to lead
to a decrease in vehicle use by providing alternative means of transport for the
transportation of freight.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – The development could
result in the transportation of freight by more sustainable modes of transport. This would
have a potentially positive effect. The development could result in the transportation of
freight by more sustainable modes of transport. This would have a potentially positive effect.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at
risk from coastal change.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
The site is partly within HSE consultation zone (storage of hazardous materials)

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – Improved
employment opportunities would benefit this (deprived) area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – The precise type of employment
opportunities that would be generated are unclear. Although the proposal could help support
existing businesses.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – Site is 100% brownfield and is
considered to be urban land. This site contains potentially contaminated land due to its
recent use as large railway sidings. It is also adjacent to existing commercial/industrial
developments which form part of the Glews Hollow industrial area. Development of this area
would be subject to a site specific risk assessment. Suitable design/layout of the
development would further help to mitigate any risks.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No effect if existing features can be retained (trees). Records of bats
and barn owls within 500m of site. The site is in close proximity to local wildlife.

Negative Effects
•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – No
additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to
accommodate proposed growth. Goole is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is no capacity in
the sewer network for any further foul or surface water flows without investment from
Yorkshire Water and/or contributions from developers. The Council's flood risk management
officers identified that the area operates reliant on a pumping system. Flooding occurs when
this backs up due to being overwhelmed by cumulative precipitation volume. No further
significant residential development should be permitted in the town until the results from a
detailed hydraulic model become available and the recommendations from the modelling
report fully implemented including any new sewer and pumping capacity required.
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Neutral or no direct effect
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Not relevant as
allocation is likely to be for the transportation of freight.Objective 4 - To improve housing
affordability – Not relevant.

•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
affect this.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Remote from source
protection zones.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – No harm to any
heritage assets is expected due to site development.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Not located
within the natural landscape.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The site is in a key employment
area, which is unlikely to have a direct impact on the success of rural areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – No mineral safeguarding areas
affected.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.56.

Policy GOO23 performed with relatively good results in the assessment. The site is likely to provide
a significant level of employment opportunities, which are within easy access of an area with high
deprivation.
Recommendations

3.57.

The supporting policy text could be strengthened by requiring that biodiversity is considered through
landscaping schemes, seeking to enhance biodiversity wherever possible.

3.58.

It is recommended that the supporting text includes the areas of potential contamination within the
site, and requires that these are investigated and remediated as necessary, before occupation of
the site.

Policy GIL3/22/23
3.59.

Policy GIL3/22/23 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of
Policy GIL3/22/23 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – A range of
community facilities are available within the village. There is accessible open space
throughout the village. The site assessment indicates this site for housing development is
not likely to affect air quality while the proposed use is generally compatible with
neighbouring land uses.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is located to the north of the village centre with potential for access from
Sandholme Road. Both sites are within an area where the ratio of average house prices is
under eight times the average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities as the
site could have good pedestrian and cycle links to the village centre.
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•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income. Affordable housing
provision should reach 25% (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing
is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not within a functional floodplain
nor is it affected by coastal erosion.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – There would
be a minimal impact on landscape character due to the adjacent built form of the settlement.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would remove a use (the potato merchants) which causes harm to nearby
residential amenity.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The site will contribute positively
to the renaissance of rural areas, as it has been allocated on the edge of the village helping
to maintain the vitality of local communities and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
94 dwellings. The site is 100% greenfield land. There would be no loss of the best and most
versatile agricultural land. Development would result in the remediation of land that is
contaminated from the depot of the Potato Merchants.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect and existing features can be retained, including
peripheral hedgerows and mature trees. Within 1km of Ingswood LWS/bats recorded within
500m/BAP Habitat (Orchard).

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – No
additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to
accommodate proposed growth. Gilberdyke is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is no
capacity in the network for greenfield sites, brownfield sites would need to ensure the foul
flows are on a like for like basis with a 30% reduction in surface water flows.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – No source protection
zones would be affected. The development would therefore not affect public drinking water
supply.
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•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings - No harm to any
heritage assets is expected due to site development.Objective 17 - To maintain and
strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – No mineral safeguarding areas
affected.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. The proposed development is
unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to increased
vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located to the north of the
village centre with potential for access from Sandholme Road.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.60.

Policy GIL3/22/23 performed relatively well in the assessment providing a site for housing
development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and has good access to the centre of
the village and community facilities.

3.61.

The key constraints on each site relate to environmental assets.
Recommendations

3.62.

The policy and supporting text address the environmental factors listed above. No change to the
policy is necessary.

Policy HES11/12
3.63.

Policy HES11/12 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of
the Policy HES11/12 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is within
walking distance or a short bus journey of health services in Hessle. The site is near to the
edge of the Yorkshire Wolds and offers access to the Wolds Way National Trail. The policy
requires the provision of public open space, which could provide some benefits against this
objective through the provision of space for formal or informal physical activity.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is close to Hessle, where some services and facilities are available locally.
The settlement has good public transport links to the City of Hull, which should also
contribute positively to this objective. The development will involve the provision of a
proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site is close to Hessle, where some services and facilities are
available locally. Public transport links (bus services) are within walking distance for access
to the City of Hull, which should also contribute positively to this objective.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing as the site is over the applicable threshold for the Major Haltemprice
Settlements (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 10 housing
units/0.33ha or more).
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•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement and so it is considered that facilities
would be adequate to accommodate the increase in demand.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within on the northern
edge of Hessle, whilst bus routes are within walking distance, accessibility is focused on car
use, therefore, some increase in road traffic is likely to be inevitable. However, this effect
may be tempered, as there are good public transport links to the City of Hull, as well as
some locally available services and facilities.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to be
significantly adversely affected. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to the loss of 100% Greenfield land and a minor loss of agricultural land (Grade 2/3a).

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Landscape
character assessment states the area is highly sensitive to development that would reduce
the separation of Hessle and Anlaby. However it also states that small areas such as infill
along Boothferry Road may be able to accommodate small scale residential development
providing the design takes account of the sensitivity of the landscape character of the area
to change and respects the role of the area in separating Hessle and Analby. The limited
depth and the topography of the land mean’s that this impact is not significant.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
The development would extend the built form of settlement out into the open area between
Anlaby/Willerby/Kirk Ella. However, the presence of strong tree belt on east and north
boundaries avoids any visual intrusion of the built form into the open area beyond and the
existing development to the west at Tranby Park means that the gap between the
settlements is not effectively narrowed. The overall impact is not therefore significant.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Hessle is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is limited
capacity for new development across Hessle as the sewers are not sized to take more flow.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – development would not
affect public drinking water supply. It is considered that the scale of the site is not likely to
affect potential pollution to water resources.
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•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not within a functional floodplain
or affected by coastal erosion. More vulnerable use in zone 1. Some local flooding recorded
2007 on southern edge.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. The site is less
than 1km from a Local Wildlife Site. Whole site affected by TPO. However most trees are
on the periphery of the site and could therefore be retained and protected from development
if the layout is carefully designed.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – the
development must safeguard the setting of the listed Hessle Mount School on western
boundary.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – development of the site is unlikely to
lead to an increase in the diversity of employment.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – there no adverse impact on rural
areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.64.

Policy HES11/12 performed relatively well in the assessment. The site is provides reasonable
access to local services and facilities as well as the City of Hull via public transport.

3.65.

Key constraints for the site include the need to develop within an area of landscape that is sensitive
to development. The listed heritage asset, Hessle Mount School is located on western boundary.
Recommendations

3.66.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.

3.67.

The supporting policy text could refer to the primary measures to mitigate the loss of soil resources
by re-using as much of the surplus resources on-site in the detailed design of gardens, buffer
zones, amenity and open spaces; and disposing any surplus soils thereafter in a sustainable
manner (i.e. as close to the site as possible and to an afteruse appropriate to the soil’s quality).

Policy HES16
3.68.

Policy HES16 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
HES16 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is situated
in a suburban district on the northern built-up edge of Hessle. There are a number of
services and facilities available locally within Hessle. The settlement has good public
transport links to the City of Hull, which should also contribute positively to this objective.
The development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see
objective 4).

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
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affordable housing as the site is over the applicable threshold for the Major Haltemprice
Settlements (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 10 housing
units/0.33ha or more).
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement and so it is considered that facilities
would be adequate to accommodate the increase in demand.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Housing is generally compatible with neighbouring land uses.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site is close to Hessle, where some services and facilities are
available locally. Public transport links (bus services) are within walking distance for access
to the City of Hull, which should also contribute positively to this objective.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located on the northern edge of
Hessle, whilst bus routes are within walking distance, accessibility is focused on car use,
therefore, some increase in road traffic is likely to be inevitable. However, this effect may be
tempered, as there are good public transport links to the City of Hull, as well as some locally
available services and facilities.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – Over 50% of the site is previously
developed land. There is no loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
not within natural landscape but development could provide a more coherent boundary to
open fields. Landscape character assessment suggests that this area could accommodate
small scale development if it responds the nature of the area.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. More vulnerable use in zone 1. Some local flooding recorded
2007 on southern edge

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Hessle is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is limited
capacity for new development across Hessle as the sewers are not sized to take more flow.
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Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. No effect on
known site or species

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – Development
of the site is unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – development of the site is unlikely to
lead to an increase in the diversity of employment.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – there no adverse impact on rural
areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.69.

Policy HES16 performed relatively well in the assessment. The site is provides reasonable access to
local services and facilities as well as the City of Hull via public transport.
Recommendations

3.70.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.

3.71.

Requirements for reducing flood risk, considering the potential capacity problems with the surface
water sewer system, should be included within the policy wording.

Policy HOR22
3.72.

Policy HOR22 allocates one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
HOR22 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is bounded by existing residential to the north, south and east. The site is
well related to Hornsea which is a Town with a good range of services and facilities that
include a secondary school, various shops, banks and supermarkets, a leisure centre, GP
surgery, dental access centre and a small hospital. The site would share Hornsea Freeport
access. The development will include the provision of a proportion of affordable housing
(see objective 4).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is within walking and cycling distance of the town centre.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income. The development will seek
to provide 15% affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable
housing is 10 housing units/0.33ha or more).

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
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the capacity of schools serving this settlement. The town has primary and secondary
schools.
•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Proposed development would be compatible with adjacent uses.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is a GP and
other medical and health facilities located within the town which is accessible by regular
bus. There is accessible open space around the town for recreation and leisure and walking
and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles. Development is not located on land
that is likely to be contaminated. There is however potentially contaminated land adjacent to
the site as there is a former railway line along the western boundary of the site. Depending
on the nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate
planning conditions to mitigate the risk of migration from this adjacent potentially
contaminated land.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity of this site is
86 dwelling units. The development of the site will lead to the loss of 100% greenfield land
with a minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 3a).

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – No information has been submitted to
demonstrate the use of renewable and/or low carbon energy and an approach to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions has not been outlined. New development will lead an increase in
carbon emissions from energy use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all
new development will need to comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher
energy efficiency standards. Additional landscaping provided on the eastern and southern
boundaries of the site will contribute to a slight increase in carbon sink capacity.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in a functional floodplain nor
is it affected by coastal erosion. More vulnerable use is in Flood Zone 3a, which covers a
small part of the site.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – The development of the site is anticipated to have no effect on
International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a
result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report). The site is within 1km of Hornsea Mere
SSSI (500m) Adjacent to LWS. Bats (2002) recorded within 500m.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality –
Development of this site is not prominent in the open landscape due to its enclosure on 3
sides by existing development. No features are to be affected - peripheral hedgerows.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is
potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site as there is former railway line along the
western boundary of the site. Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed
development there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to mitigate the risk of
migration from this adjacent potentially contaminated land.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Hornsea is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that the whole
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settlement drains through one sewage pumping station which is at capacity and developer
led investment would be required.
Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality is acceptable. The proposed development is
unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to increased
vehicle use.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – No negative effect on the
renaissance of rural areas.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – No source protection
zones would be affected by the development of this site.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site
development will have no harm to any heritage assets.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect on a
recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect on a recognised regeneration
strategy or a deprived area.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.73.

Policy HOR22 performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 86
dwellings.

3.74.

The key concerns with development of the site are that it would need to be sensitive to Hornsea
Mere SSSI and nearby wildlife (bat) habitat.
Recommendations

3.75.

The policy and its supporting text address most of environmental factors mentioned above; however
it does not cover site specific risk assessment to be carried out to assess the possibility of
contamination. This should be included within the supporting text.

Policy HOW6
3.76.

Policy HOW6 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of Policy
HOW6 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is located to the east of the town centre. The site is accessed from
Bellcross Lane. The site is within an area where the ratio of average house prices is under
eight times the average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities as
each site could have good pedestrian and cycle links to the town centre.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income. Affordable housing
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provision should reach 25% (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing
is 10 housing units/0.33ha or more).
•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not within a functional floodplain
or affected by coastal erosion. The site is mainly within flood zone 2.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Housing development would be compatible with adjoining housing areas.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located to the east of the town
centre with potential for access from Bellcross Lane.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
16 dwellings. There would be a loss of 100% Greenfield. There would be no loss of the best
and most versatile agricultural land (Urban land). The site contains the following areas of
potentially contaminated land: former farm buildings. This potentially contaminated land is
likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable
design/layout.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – No
additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to
accommodate proposed growth. Howden is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that is no capacity in
the sewer network for any further foul or surface water flows without investment from YW
and/or contributions from developers.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – A range of
community facilities are available within the town. There is accessible open space
throughout the town. The site assessment indicates this site for housing development is not
likely to affect air quality while the proposed use is generally compatible with neighbouring
land uses.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – No source protection
zones would be affected. The development would therefore not affect public drinking water
supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings - No harm to any
heritage assets is expected due to site development.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.
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•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – Development of this site will have
no effect on the renaissance of rural areas.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – No mineral safeguarding areas
affected.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed development is
unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to increased
vehicle use.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No effect. Only a couple of small trees would be lost as a result of
development. Howden Marsh local wildlife site within 1km. Water Vole and Bats within
500m.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality –
Development not located within the landscape. There would be limited public view of site. A
small number of trees would be lost as a result of the development.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.77.

Policy HOW6 performed relatively well in the assessment providing a site for housing development.
The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and has good access to the centre of the town and
community facilities.

3.78.

The key constraints on the site relate to environmental assets.
Recommendations

3.79.

The policy and supporting text address the environmental factors listed above. No change to the
policy is necessary.

Policy HOW23
3.80.

Policy HOW23 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of Policy
HOW23 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is located to the east of the town centre. The site is accessed from Thorpe
Road. The site is within an area where the ratio of average house prices is over eight times
the average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities as
each site could have good pedestrian and cycle links to the town centre.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house prices is over eight times the average income. Affordable housing
provision should reach 25% (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing
is 10 housing units/0.33ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not within a functional floodplain
or affected by coastal erosion. The site is within flood zone 1.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
not located in the natural landscape, trees on the northern edge of the site can be retained.
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•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would remove a use (HB Holt) which has the potential to cause harm to
nearby residential amenity.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – Development of this site will have
no effect on the renaissance of rural areas.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
30 dwellings. The site comprises 100% brownfield land and there would be no loss of best
and most versatile agricultural land (Urban land). Development would result in the
remediation of land that is likely to be contaminated from the HB Holt haulage depot use.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – No
additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to
accommodate proposed growth. Howden is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that is no capacity in
the sewer network for any further foul or surface water flows without investment from YW
and/or contributions from developers.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – A range of
community facilities are available within the town. There is accessible open space
throughout the town. The site assessment indicates this site for housing development is not
likely to affect air quality.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – No source protection
zones would be affected. The development would therefore not affect public drinking water
supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – No harm to any
heritage assets is expected due to site development.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – No mineral safeguarding areas
affected.

Negative effect
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed development is
unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to increased
vehicle use.
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•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located to the east of the town
centre with potential for access from Thorpe Road. The sites relatively close proximity to
services may help reduce traffic.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect as existing features can be retained, including
peripheral hedgrows and mature trees. Water Vole and Bat within 500m. Multiple statutory
and non statutory wildlife sites within 1km

Policy Assessment Summary
3.81.

Policy HOW23 performed relatively well in the assessment providing a site for housing development.
The site has good access to the centre of the town and community facilities.
Recommendations

3.82.

The policy and supporting text address the environmental factors listed above. No change to the
policy is necessary.

Policy CRA12
3.83.

Policy CRA12 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
CRA12 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Accessible
greenspace is focused on the village green. GP surgeries and other health facilities are
accessible by bus in Driffield. The site assessment indicates this housing development site
is not likely to affect air quality while the proposed use is compatible with neighbouring land
uses.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is well related to services and facilities in the centre of the village, and is
close to the main body of the settlement while access would be via Main Street. The site is
in an area where the ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – There are a range of community facilities within the village including
three public houses, a Post Office, two petrol stations, a small convenience store and a
village hall. The site is well related to services and facilities in the centre of the village, and
is close to the main body of the settlement while access would be via The Green. No
significant highways issues are anticipated. There are frequent bus services to
Scarborough, Bridlington, Driffield and Hull which provide the residents of Hutton Cranswick
with access to a wider range of services, facilities and employment opportunities.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income. Affordable housing
provision should reach 20% (the applicable threshold is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in a functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. More vulnerable use is located within Zone 1.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent land uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The site will contribute positively
to the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated within the village helping to maintain the
vitality of the community and support local services.
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Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
14 dwellings. The site is wholly Greenfield. Development is not located on land that is likely
to be contaminated.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No important natural features would be lost. Within 500m of a protected
species bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman Lane within 1km

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – Site too far
removed from the conservation areas to have any significant effect.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – This small
site is well located on a garden. It is well screened and would not affect the built-up
environment.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and
treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there
is limited capacity in the sewer network.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Development on this
site would not affect the public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – The development
of the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – Not within a minerals
safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Site is in an area of acceptable air quality, although
there may be some minor effects due to increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is well related to services and
facilities in the centre of the village and is close to the main body of the settlement. No
significant highways issues are anticipated. However, some increase in the use of the
private car is likely to be inevitable. This effect may be tempered, as there are frequent bus
services to Scarborough, Bridlington, Driffield and Hull.
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Policy Assessment Summary
3.84.

Policy CRA12 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for housing
development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and has good access to the centre of
the town and community facilities..
Recommendations

3.85.

There are no policy recommendations.

Policy CRA13/14
3.86.

Policy CRA13/14 identifies two sites for housing development. Each site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of
the Policy CRA13/14 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Accessible
greenspace is focused on the village green. GP surgeries and other health facilities are
accessible by bus in Driffield. The site assessment indicates this site for housing
development is not likely to affect air quality while the proposed use is compatible with
neighbouring land uses.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is well related to services and facilities in the centre of the village, and is
close to the main body of the settlement while access would be via Main Street. The site is
in an area where the ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – There are a range of community facilities within the village including
three public houses, a Post Office, two petrol stations, a small convenience store and a
village hall. The site is well related to services and facilities in the centre of the village, and
is close to the main body of the settlement while access would be via Main Street. No
significant highways issues are anticipated. There are frequent bus services to
Scarborough, Bridlington, Driffield and Hull which provide the residents of Hutton Cranswick
with access to a wider range of services, facilities and employment opportunities.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income. Affordable housing
provision should reach 20% (the applicable threshold is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in a functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent land uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The site will contribute positively
to the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated within the village helping to maintain the
vitality of the community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
25 dwellings. The site is 75% greenfield while there would be a minor loss of the best and
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most versatile agricultural land (grade 3a). The site contains areas of potentially
contaminated land in the southern portion of the site as the boundary straddles a civil
engineering and plant hire depot. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be
remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No important natural features would be lost. Within 500m of a protected
species of bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman Lane and
Corpslanding Road within 1km.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – Small
development to the rear of a Conservation Area, unlikely to have a harmful impact due to its
low visibility from the Conservation Area.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
located within the garden curtilage of the existing built up area.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and
treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there
is limited capacity in the sewer network.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – No source protection
zones would be affected. The development would therefore not affect public drinking water
supply.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – The development
of the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – No mineral safeguarding areas
affected.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Site is in an area of acceptable air quality, although
there may be some minor effects due to increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is well related to services and
facilities in the centre of the village and is close to the main body of the settlement. No
significant highways issues are anticipated. However, some increase in the use of the
private car is likely to be inevitable. This effect may be tempered, as there are frequent bus
services to Scarborough, Bridlington, Driffield and Hull.
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Policy Assessment Summary
3.87.

Policy CRA13/14 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for housing
development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and has good access to the centre of
the town and community facilities.

3.88.

The key constraints on the site are environmental, including potential contamination, proximity to the
Conservation Area and potential visual impacts.
Recommendations

3.89.

The policy supporting text could be amplified by adding a reference to the need for a sympathetic
design due to proximity to the Conservation Area and the need to ensure remediation before
development takes place.

Policy CRA39
3.90.

Policy CRA39 identifies one site for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
CRA39 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – Accessible
greenspace is focused on the village green. GP surgeries and other health facilities are
accessible by bus in Driffield. The site assessment indicates this site for housing
development is not likely to affect air quality while the proposed use is compatible with
neighbouring land uses.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is well related to services and facilities in the centre of the village, and is
close to the main body of the settlement. A local centre and replacement school is proposed
as part of the development in the submitted development brief, both could be viable and
sustainable as part of the larger, mixed development. No significant highways issues are
anticipated. The site is in an area where the ratio of average house prices is under eight
times the average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – There are a range of community facilities within the village including
three public houses, a Post Office, two petrol stations, a small convenience store and a
village hall. The site is well related to services and facilities in the centre of the village, and
is close to the main body of the settlement while access would be via Main Street. No
significant highways issues are anticipated. There are frequent bus services to
Scarborough, Bridlington, Driffield and Hull which provide the residents of Hutton Cranswick
with access to a wider range of services, facilities and employment opportunities.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house prices is under eight times the average income. Affordable housing
provision should reach 20% (the applicable threshold is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in a functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent land uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The site will contribute positively
to the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated within the village helping to maintain the
vitality of the community and support local services.
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Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
14 dwellings. The site is 100% brownfield land. There would be no loss of agricultural land.
Likely contamination from the garage use. Development of the site would remediate the
contamination.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – No information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No important natural features would be lost. Within 500m of a protected
species of bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman Lane and
Corpslanding Road within 1km.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – Site is too far
removed from conservation areas to have any significant effect.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – In-fill plot
within the built area. No impact on the landscape.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that
there is limited capacity in the sewer network.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – No source protection
zones would be affected. The development would therefore not affect public drinking water
supply.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – The development
of the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – No mineral safeguarding areas
affected.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Site is in an area of acceptable air quality, although
there may be some minor effects due to increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is well related to services and
facilities in the centre of the village and is close to the main body of the settlement. No
significant highways issues are anticipated. However, some increase in the use of the
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private car is likely to be inevitable. This effect may be tempered, as there are frequent bus
services to Scarborough, Bridlington, Driffield and Hull.
Policy Assessment Summary
3.91.

Policy CRA39 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for housing
development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and has good access to the centre of
the town and community facilities.

3.92.

The key constraints on the site are environmental, including potential contamination and proximity to
the Conservation Area.
Recommendations

3.93.

The policy supporting text could be amplified by adding a reference to the need for a sympathetic
design due to proximity to the Conservation Area and the need to ensure remediation before
development takes place.

Policy KEY3
3.94.

Policy KEY3 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
KEY3 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

•

•

•

•
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – there is a GP
surgery located in the village. There is accessible open space around the village for
recreation and leisure and walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles.
Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst
social groups – the site is located in the village with some services and facilities available
locally. There is a bus link to access a wider range of services and job opportunities in Hull,
which should contribute positively to this objective. The development will involve the
provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4 below).
Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio
of average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).
Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is not in a functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion.
Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.
Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute
positively to the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the village helping to maintain
the vitality of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

•

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service linking the village to Hull. The village is not within walking or cycling
distance to Hull.
Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement. There is a primary school in the village.
Secondary schools are located in Withernsea and Preston
Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the village,
therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable. However, this
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•

•

effect may be tempered, as there is a bus service and a foot and cycle path linking the
village to Hull.
Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards. Additional
landscaping provided to the east and north-east of the site will contribute to a slight increase
in carbon sink capacity.
Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development - Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Keyingham is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there is no capacity
for any of the individual developments unless Brownfield and foul flows are on a like for like
basis with a 30% reduction in surface water flows.

Negative effects
•
•

•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed development is
unlikely to affect air quality significantly.
Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to a 100% loss of Greenfield land, which is classified as Grade 2 best and most versatile
agricultural land.
Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology - Legally protected (Bats – 2005) and recorded species are found within
500m of this site.

Neutral or no direct effects
•
•
•
•
•
•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.
Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - development would not
affect public drinking water supply.
Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings - no harm to any
heritage assets is expected as results of the site development.
Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – the site would
not intrude excessively into open countryside.
Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the site is within the
10% most deprived area zone but the development of the site would not provide a specific
benefit.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.95.

Policy KEY3 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for small scale residential
development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and provides good level of access to
such local services and facilities as a post office, a shop, a surgery, two public houses, primary
school, village hall and a petrol station.

3.96.

The key constraints on the site relate to environmental assets, as the development of the site will
lead to loss of Greenfield land and legally protected BAP species are recorded within 500m of
this site.
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Recommendations
3.97.

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above .
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

3.98.

The supporting policy text could refer to the primary measures to mitigate the loss of soil resources
by re-using as much of the surplus resources on-site in the detailed design of gardens, buffer
zones, amenity and open spaces; and disposing any surplus soils thereafter in a sustainable
manner (i.e. as close to the site as possible and to an afteruse appropriate to the soil’s quality).

Policy KIL7
3.99.

Policy KIL7 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
KIL7 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is located on the fringe of the village settlement limit and adjoins existing
residential development to the north, with some services and facilities available locally. The
development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4
below).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The property is accessed from Driffield Road on the west of the
property, which has bus access to Driffield.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not in functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses. This site is partly occupied
by a dwelling and some greenhouses, and adjoins existing residential development to the
north.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas –The boundaries of the site have
been drawn to maintain the existing building line to the west of Driffield Road, which will help
to integrate new development into the built form of the village.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is adjacent
to settlement limits of the rural service centre. There is no GP in the village and health
facilities in Driffield and Bridlington can be accessed by an infrequent bus service.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement. There is a secondary
schools can be accessed in Driffield by bus.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The development of the site is over
75% greenfield land and currently includes existing agricultural buildings and dwelling on site.
The site shall increase efficiency of land use.
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•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant impact with some areas of hedgerow to be lost along the
edges and from the interior of the site.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – No
substantial harm to any nationally designated asset. Listed Building on frontage (High
Farmhouse Grade II) so any development of land to rear needs to respect its setting. The
landscape of the area is identified as the north Wolds Plateau Farmland and is assessed to
be of a high quality and sensitivity to residential development is medium. Development of this
site would not have a significant impact on this due to the presence of the existing buildings
and additional planting to the eastern and southern boundaries

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development - Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the YWS AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need
to be undertaken. Kilham is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity.
There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water
supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is limited sewer capacity in the
network for significant developments.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The
development shall not have an impact on heritage assets as it is too far away from the
conservation area of Kilham.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – The development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located adjacent to the
village, therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable;
however, this effect may be slightly tempered, as there is foot path linking to the village
through Driffield Road.
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Policy Assessment Summary
3.100. Policy KIL7 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for a relatively small scale
residential development. The site has an indicative capacity of 26 units that is compatible with its
adjacent uses and provides good level of access to such local services and facilities as a shop,
public house, and primary school.
3.101. The site may be constrained by foot path access and serves at the fringe of Kilham and would place
an additional requirement upgrading school capacity and infrastructure utilities within Killham.
Recommendations
3.102. The policy supporting text could be amplified by adding a reference to the need for a sympathetic
design due to the presence of a Listed Building on frontage.

Policy KIL10
3.103. Policy KIL10 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
KIL10 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is bounded by existing development on two sides. The site is suitable for
frontage development to Burton Road. Some services and facilities are available locally.
The development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see
objective 4 below).

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not in functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion. The south eastern corner of the site is in flood zone 3a.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – Additional development within the
settlement may help support local businesses and services. Development of this site would
have no effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is within
settlement limits of the rural service centre. There is no GP in the village and health facilities
in Driffield and Bridlington can be accessed by an infrequent bus service. The development
site contains a large area of in-filled land. This possible landfill site would trigger appropriate
conditions to be placed on the Notice of Decision to assess the risk of contamination. There
would also be the potential for geotechnical constraints if the fill material gives rise to
unstable ground conditions. The site could be developed given appropriate planning
conditions and a suitable design/layout.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – No significant highways issues are anticipated.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
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increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement. There is a secondary
school that can be accessed in Driffield by bus.
•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
eight units. The development of the site is over 75% Greenfield land. There would be a
minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
landscape of the area is identified as the north Wolds Plateau Farmland and is assessed to
be of a high quality and sensitivity to residential development is medium. Frontage only
development on this part of the site would not seriously detract from this.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located within the village,
therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable; however, this
effect may be slightly tempered, as there is foot path linking within the village.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – An area of several mature trees would be lost from the interior of the
site if it were developed. Within 1km of a local wildlife site. Several protected species within
500m of the site.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – Although much
of this site is within or adjacent to the conservation area, its development would not have a
detrimental impact on it as there are no heritage assets that are important to the
conservation area in the locality.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the YWS AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will
need to be undertaken. Kilham is connected to a mains gas distribution network with
capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified for yields of less than 50 dwellings
in a site is assumed the flow will be accommodated and any issues can be addressed when
a planning application is submitted.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – The development
of the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect.
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•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.104. Policy KIL10 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for a relatively small
scale residential development. The site has an indicative capacity of eight units. This scale of
development is compatible with adjacent uses and provides good level of access to such local
services and facilities as a shop, public house, primary school and post office.
Recommendations
3.105. The supporting policy text could be strengthened by adding a reference to the need to protect and
enhance local biodiversity.

Policy KIL19
3.106. Policy KIL19 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
KIL19 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is suitable for frontage development along North Black Lane only. Some
services and facilities are available locally. The development would involve the provision of
a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4 below).

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide 25% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not in functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – Additional development within the
settlement may help support local businesses and services. Development of this site would
have no effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is within
settlement limits of the rural service centre. There is no GP in the village and health facilities
in Driffield and Bridlington can be accessed by an infrequent bus service. Development is
not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – No significant highways issues are anticipated.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving this settlement. There is a secondary
school that can be accessed in Driffield by bus.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has an indicative capacity of
ten units. The development of this site would result in the loss of 100% Greenfield land.
There would be a minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land.
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•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy
use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No features on the site are considered worth retaining. Within 1km of a
local wildlife site. Several protected species within 500m of the site.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
landscape of the area is identified as the north Wolds Plateau Farmland and is assessed to
be of a high quality and sensitivity to residential development is medium. Development of
this site would not have a significant impact on this due to the presence of the existing
buildings and the limited depth of the site.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located within the village,
therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – Sensitive
development at this location would have little effect on the character of the conservation
area.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the YWS AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will
need to be undertaken. Kilham is connected to a mains gas distribution network with
capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified for yields of less than 50 dwellings
in a site is assumed the flow will be accommodated and any issues can be addressed when
a planning application is submitted.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – The development
of the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – The site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.107. Policy KIL19 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for a relatively small
scale residential development. The site has an indicative capacity of ten units. This scale of
development is compatible with adjacent uses and provides good level of access to such local
services and facilities as a shop, public house, primary school and post office.
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Recommendations
3.108. The supporting policy text could be strengthened by adding a reference to the need to protect and
enhance local biodiversity.

Policy NCA4
3.109. Policy NCA4 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
NCA4 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is no GP in
the village but health facilities in South Cave can be accessed by bus. There is accessible
open space around the village for recreation and leisure and walking and cycling routes to
help promote healthier life styles.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is located in the village with some services and facilities available locally.
There is a bus link to access a wider range of services and job opportunities in Hull, Goole
and Elloughton-cum-Brough which should contribute positively to this objective. The
development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4
below).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service to Elloughton.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in a functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the village helping to maintain the vitality
of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the secondary school serving this settlement

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the village,
therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable, however, this
effect may be tempered, as there are bus services and a foot and cycle path linking the
village to Hull, Goole and Elloughton-cum-Brough

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy
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use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to
comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.
•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development - No
additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to
accommodate proposed growth. North Cave is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that there is no
capacity on the Eastern side of the village due to operational problems which would need
resolving prior to development.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to private car
use.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – Development of this site would result
in the loss of 100% greenfield land. There would be no loss of best and most versatile
agricultural land.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows. Legally protected species (Brown Long-eared Bat) recorded within 500m of this
site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
not within the natural landscape.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – no harm to any
heritage assets is expected as results of the site development.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.110. Policy NCA4 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for small scale
residential development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and provides good level of
access to such local services and facilities as a shop, public house, primary school and village
hall.
3.111. The key constraints on the site relate to any potential impact on environmental assets.
3.112. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the
secondary school serving this settlement
Recommendations
3.113. The supporting policy text could be strengthened by adding a reference to the need to protect and
enhance local biodiversity where possible.
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Policy PRES2
3.114. The Policy combines Policy PRES52 has been allocated for housing development. The site has
been subject to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall
potential effects of Policy PRES2 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site adjoins existing development to the north and east, and has an indicative
capacity of 36 dwellings. The site includes a connection to the Public Right of Way that runs
along the southern boundary. The Village has a range of services and facilities which
including a sports centre, public houses and a local shop, primarily located on Main Street
and Station Road. The development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable
housing (see objective 4).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is supported by decent accessibility to key services and
facilities in the village and is accessible by a regular bus service. The village of Preston lies
on the B1240 to the north of Hedon and approximately 2.5 miles from the Hull City
boundary. There is also a bus service connecting the village to Hedon and Hull, which
enables residents to access a much more extensive range of services and facilities.
Pedestrian access would be aided by a connection to an adjoining Public Right of Way to
the South of the site.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This large site is located within area where
ratio of average house price is over eight times the average income and it will seek to
provide 25% of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable
housing is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the settlement helping to maintain the
vitality of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is no GP
located in the village but medical facilities are accessible by regular bus to Hedon and Hull
nearby. The site is accessible to open space around the village for recreation and leisure
and walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles. The site contains areas
of potentially contaminated land as there is an area of in-filled land in the northern portion of
the site and along the eastern boundary. Also adjacent to the eastern boundary is a former
abattoir and garage. Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed development
there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to mitigate the risk from the in-filled
land and also any possible migration from adjacent potentially contaminated land.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
36 dwelling units. The development of the site will lead to the loss of over 100% Greenfield
land while there would be no loss of the most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 – To reduce carbon based energy use by
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increasing energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted
to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. New development will be likely to lead to an increase in carbon emissions from
energy use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will
need to comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.
Additional landscaping provided on the western and southern boundaries of the site will
contribute to a slight increase in carbon sink capacity.
•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows. Large tree on Abbey Lane frontage. No effect on known site or species

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Extension of
built form of settlement out into open countryside. Some existing natural features to define
extent. Need to protect important trees and other boundary features.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate the proposed growth. Preston is connected to a mains gas distribution
network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that Investment required in the
pumping stations.

Negative Effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality is acceptable for the site. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the settlement
limit; however, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify the need for
additional secondary school capacity at Preston.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – No harm to any
heritage assets. Adjacent to conservation area and listed building to north at Abbey Farm

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect on a
recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect on a recognised regeneration
strategy or a deprived area.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.115. Policy PRES2 performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 77
dwellings.
Recommendations
3.116. The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above .
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Policy SNA8/12
3.117. Policy SNA8/12 comprises two adjacent sites that will be developed for housing. Each site has been
subject to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall
potential effects of Policy SNA8/12 have been assessed against the SA objectives summarised
below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – a range of
community facilities are available within the town including the Marshes GP surgery, located
on Butt Lane. There is accessible open space throughout the town. The site assessments
indicate that the development of each site will not affect air quality while the proposed use is
compatible with neighbouring land uses.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – Each of the sites are located to the south west of Snaith. Access would be
available from either Butt Lane or direct to the A1041 via the adjacent allocated site. The
site is within an area where the ratio of average house prices is under eight times the
average income.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – Access would be available from either Butt Lane or direct to the A1041
via the adjacent allocated site.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located in an area where the
relation of the average house price is under eight times the average income. Affordable
housing provision for the site should reach 20% (the applicable threshold for the provision of
affordable housing is 3 housing units/0.01ha or more).

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site has good bus connections to the
towns of Goole and Selby where a range of services and facilities could be accessed.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – The site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses –
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The site would contribute
positively to the renaissance of rural areas as they are situated on the edge of Snaith,
helping to maintain the vitality of the community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site is located on 100%
greenfield land. Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/Urban land).
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is
potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site as there is a farm with associated out
buildings to the south east of the site. Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed
development there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to mitigate the risk of
migration from this adjacent potentially contaminated land. The site is also within 250m of a
known landfill site so a contaminated land risk assessment would be required to ascertain
what risk of contamination migrating from the landfill site.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – Development of the site
has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone).
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•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy – In relation to all sites no information
has been submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. New development will likely lead to an increase in carbon
emissions from energy use in buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new
development will need to comply with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy
efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows. No effect on known site or species. Within 1km of Local Wildlife Site (Snaith
Pit).

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Whilst this
site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, this would be very a
limited incursion and the majority of the gap would be maintained. The impact on built
character is not therefore considered to be significant.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Snaith is not connected to a mains gas distribution
network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that a sewage pumping station
may require upsizing depending on what sites come forward.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – Not within a relevant
safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour – The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – no harm to any
heritage assets is expected due to the development of any of the sites.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
each site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality – Air quality is acceptable for all sites. Each proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.118. Policy SNA 8/12 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for housing
development. The development of each site is compatible with adjacent uses. Access to
community services in Snaith should be good.
3.119. Environmental effects, notably the minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade
2/Urban land) represent the greatest issue with this site.
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Recommendations
3.120. The supporting policy text could be strengthened by adding a reference to the need to protect and
enhance local biodiversity.

Policy SMB2/3
3.121. Policy SMB2/3 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
SMB2/3 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – there is a GP
surgery located in the village. There is accessible open space around the village for
recreation and leisure and walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is located in the village with some services and facilities available locally.
The development will involve the provision of a proportion of affordable housing (see
objective 4 below).

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is over eight times the average income and it will seek to provide 25%
of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 3
housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the village helping to maintain the vitality
of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site supports good accessibility to key services and facilities, as
there is a bus service that links to York. The village is not within walking or cycling distance
of York.

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies that there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the secondary school serving this settlement. There is a primary
school in the village. Secondary schools are located in York, which are more than 30
minutes by public transport.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development - Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
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developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity
to accommodate proposed growth. Stamford Bridge is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk tranfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there is no
sewerage capacity south of the River Derwent due to the sewage pumping station being at
capacity, therefore investment would be required.. Proposals should develop a regional
SuDS drainage plan for the site.
Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed development is
unlikely to affect air quality.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located on the edge of the
village, therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable,
however, this effect may be tempered, as there is a bus service and a foot and cycle path
linking the village to Selby.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site will lead
to the loss of 100% of Greenfield land including agricultural land Grade 3b land or below.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows. An existing group of trees could be retained within development. Bats (2003) <
500m & Traditional Orchard (HAP) on site. Otter (2002) < 500m.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Would
introduce built form of development into sensitive open and rural approach to town.
However this side of the road is less sensitive than the other which would impinge on views
over the Derwent Valley.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site is
adjacent to designated Battlefield Site (Stamford Bridge 1066).

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Negative effects
•

There are no negative effects.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.122. Policy SMB2/3 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for small scale
residential development. The site is compatible with its adjacent uses and provides good level of
access to such local services and facilities as a shop, post office, GP surgery, butchers, three
public house and primary school.
3.123. The key constraints on the site relate to the need to increase the capacity of the secondary school
serving this settlement as identified in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan. The development of the
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site will lead to loss of Greenfield land (although this would not lead to the loss of the best and
most versatile agricultural land) and could potentially affect local heritage and species.
Recommendations
3.124. The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental and heritage issues identified
above. The supporting policy text could be strengthened by adding a reference to the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan that identifies a need to increase the capacity of the secondary
school serving this settlement.

Policy SWA1
3.125. Policy SWA1 has been allocated for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
SWA1 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

•

•

•

•

•
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is no GP
located, but GP and other medical facilities is accessible by regular bus to Hull nearby. The
site is accessible to open space around the village for recreation and leisure and walking and
cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles. The development is not located on land
that is likely to be contaminated.
Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The allocation has been drawn to limit the intrusion of the site into the countryside.
It is adjacent to a significant tree belt to the north, with playing fields to the south. The Village
has a small range of services and facilities available locally. Further services are available by
regular bus service to Hull. The development will involve the provision of a proportion of
affordable housing (see objective 4).
Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is supported by decent accessibility to key services and
facilities in the village and is accessible by regular bus on West Leys Road. Swanland is
seven miles west of Hull City Centre, which can be accessed by an hourly bus service. To
the east lies West Ella, with the Key Employment Site at Melton to the west and North
Ferriby to the south. The Policy supporting text suggests that access to the site is expected
to be provided via Westwold.
Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This large site is located within area where
ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income and it will seek to provide
25% of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is
3 housing units/0.1ha or more).
Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. The development is a vulnerable use within Zone 1.
Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.
Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the settlement helping to maintain the
vitality of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
35 dwelling units. The development of the site will lead to the loss of 100% Greenfield land
with minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2).
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•

•

•

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards. Additional
landscaping provided on the western and southern boundaries of the site will contribute to a
slight increase in carbon sink capacity.
Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology –. The development of the site will have no significant effect or existing
features can be retained (Peripheral hedgerows). Strong tree belt to north adjacent to site.
The development has legally protected species (Vespertilionidae - 1994) recorded within
500m of this site.
Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
Development of the site would intrude into open countryside, however not a significant
impact due to existing development on 2 sides. The Policy recommends additional
landscaping will be required to the western and southern boundaries in order to provide a
soft edge to the built form. This will help to minimise the impact of the development and
integrate it into the surrounding landscape.
Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further
work will need to be undertaken. Swanland is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that investment is
required in the sewer network to accommodate growth in this area.

Neutral or no direct effects
•
•
•
•
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.
Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site
development will have no harm to any heritage assets.
Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect on a
recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect on a recognised regeneration
strategy or a deprived area.
Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Negative Effects
•

•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality is acceptable for the site. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.
Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the settlement
limit; however, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.126. Policy SWA1 performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development for 22
dwellings considering the additional landscape and narrow shape of the site.
3.127. The concern with development of the site will need to be sensitive to proximity to wildlife (legally
protected species. The village would need additional infrastructure upgrades.
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Recommendations
3.128. The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.
3.129. The supporting policy text could refer to the primary measures to mitigate the loss of soil resources
by re-using as much of the surplus resources on-site in the detailed design of gardens, buffer
zones, amenity and open spaces; and disposing any surplus soils thereafter in a sustainable
manner (i.e. as close to the site as possible and to an afteruse appropriate to the soil’s quality).

Policy SWA8
3.130. Policy SWA8 has been allocated for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
SWA8 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is no GP
located, but GP and other medical facilities is accessible by regular bus to Hull nearby. The
site is accessible to open space around the village for recreation and leisure and walking
and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles. The development is not located on
land that is likely to be contaminated.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The allocation has been drawn to limit the intrusion of the site into the countryside.
It is adjacent to a significant tree belt to the north, with playing fields to the south. The
Village has a small range of services and facilities available locally. Further services are
available by regular bus service to Hull. The development will involve the provision of a
proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is supported by decent accessibility to key services and
facilities in the village and is accessible by regular bus on West Leys Road. Swanland is
seven miles west of Hull City Centre, which can be accessed by an hourly bus service.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This large site is located within area where
ratio of average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to
provide 25% of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable
housing is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. The development is a vulnerable use within Zone 1.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the settlement helping to maintain the
vitality of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
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•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
restricted to 15 dwelling units. The site is located on over 50% previously developed land
and lead to no loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology –. No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows at rear. No effect on known site or species

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
not located within the natural landscape.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further
work will need to be undertaken. Swanland is connected to a mains gas distribution network
with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of
household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that investment is
required in the sewer network to accommodate growth in this area.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - Development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site
development will have no harm to any heritage assets.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect on a
recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect on a recognised regeneration
strategy or a deprived area.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Negative Effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality is acceptable for the site. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the settlement
limit; however, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.131. Policy SWA8 performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 15
dwellings.
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Recommendations
3.132. The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.

Policy WAL7
3.133. Policy WAL7 has been allocated for housing development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
WAL7 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is no GP
located, but GP and other medical facilities is accessible by regular bus to Beverley nearby.
The site is accessible to open space around the village for recreation and leisure and
walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles. The development is not
located on land that is likely to be contaminated.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups –Townend Road and Manorhouse Lane provide a logical limit to the edge of the
settlement. The Village has a small range of services and facilities available locally that
include three public houses, a village shop, village hall and primary school. Further services
are available by regular bus service to Beverley. The development will involve the provision
of a proportion of affordable housing (see objective 4).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site is supported by decent accessibility to key services and
facilities in the village and is accessible by regular bus. Walkington is connected by bus
services and a foot and cycle path to the nearby Principal Town of Beverley, which provides
an important service centre role for the residents of the village.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This small site is located within area where
ratio of average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to
provide 25% of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable
housing is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – the site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. The development is a vulnerable use within Zone 1.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – the site will contribute positively to
the renaissance of rural areas, as it is allocated in the settlement helping to maintain the
vitality of its community and support local services.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to
increase the capacity of the secondary school serving this settlement.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
16 dwelling units. The development of the site will lead to the loss of 75% Greenfield land
with no loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
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energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.
•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows. No effect on known site or species.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Not within
natural landscape.

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development – Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further
work will need to be undertaken. Walkington is connected to a mains gas distribution
network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there are no
significant issues with the sewer network to accommodate growth in this area.

Negative Effect
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality is acceptable for the site. The proposed
development is unlikely to affect air quality although there may be some minor effects due to
increased vehicle use.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the settlement
limit; however, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - Development would not
affect public drinking water supply (Site falls within SPZ 3).

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – No harm to any
heritage assets (partly within and partly adjacent to Conservation Area to west).

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – No effect on a
recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – No effect on a recognised regeneration
strategy or a deprived area.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.134. Policy WAL7 performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 20
dwellings retaining boundary trees.
3.135. The concern with development of the site will need to mitigate for flood zone 1 and ground water.
The village would need additional infrastructure upgrades.
Recommendations
3.136. The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above.
Further, the implementation of Policy ENV4 in the Strategy Document will ensure that potential
effects on biodiversity are mitigated.
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Policy WET8
3.137. Policy WET8 identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a detailed
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix D. The overall potential effects of the Policy
WET8 against the SA objectives and are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is within
the settlement limits of the Rural Service Centre. There is a GP in the village and further
health facilities in Driffield. The site is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – the site is located on the western boundary of the village. There are sufficient
services and facilities available locally including a primary school, GP surgery, village hall
and two public houses. The development will involve the provision of a proportion of
affordable housing (see objective 4 below).

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – Access appears to be possible from the B1248. There is a bus service
to Driffield. Driffield offers a much wider range of facilities and employment opportunities for
local residents, as well as bus and rail services to Scarborough, Bridlington, Beverley and
Hull.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – the site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house price is under eight times the average income and it will seek to
provide 25% of affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable
housing is 3 housing units/0.1ha or more).

•

Objective 5 - To improve overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract local
highly skilled labour - The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase
the capacity of the schools serving this settlement. There is a secondary school that can be
accessed in Driffield by bus.

•

Objective 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not in functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Limited
extension of the built form into open land. Would balance the proposed allocation across the
road to the west. Additional peripheral planting would minimise impact.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – The development of the site
would have no effect on the vitality and viability of an existing village, town or district centre

Mixed effects
•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – the development of the site is
located on 100% greenfield land. There would be a minor loss of best and most versatile
agricultural land (Grade 2/3a).

•

Objective 10 - To reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and increasing
extent of carbon sinks and Objective 12 - To reduce carbon based energy use by increasing
energy efficiency and production of renewable energy - no information submitted to
demonstrate use of renewable, low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
New development will likely to lead an increase in carbon emissions from energy use in
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buildings and increased transport levels. However, all new development will need to comply
with the Building Regulations stipulating higher energy efficiency standards.
Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to
significantly adversely affect this. Minor negative effects may be expected due to the use of
the private car.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – the site is located within the village,
therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable

•

Objective 21 - To ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new development - Additional
investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further
work will need to be undertaken. Wetwang is not connected to a mains gas distribution
network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that there is capacity to
accommodate sites individually.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - development would not
affect public drinking water supply.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral
hedgerows. No effect on known site or species

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – No harm to any
heritage assets

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – the development of
the site is not expected to have any effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a
deprived area.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – no effect.

•

Objective 20 - To avoid sterilisation of mineral resources – the site is not located within a
relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.

Policy Assessment Summary
3.138. Policy WET8 performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for a relatively small
scale residential development. The site has an indicative capacity of 5 dwellings that is
compatible with its adjacent uses and provides good level of access to such local services and
facilities as a shop, public house, and primary school.
Recommendations
3.139. No change to the policy is necessary.
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Appendix A. Habitats Regulations
Assessment Supplement

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

92

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

A1. Introduction and Background
Background to this Assessment
A1.1.

This Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) Stage 1: Screening has been carried out by Atkins
Limited (Atkins) on behalf of East Riding of Yorkshire Council for the East Riding Local Plan,
Draft Local Plan, Proposed Major Changes, July 2013.

A1.2.

The Proposed Major Changes Document, hereafter referred to as the Plan, covers the whole of the
East Riding administrative area. It is essential that East Riding of Yorkshire Council can provide
enough homes and employment land to enable the local economy to grow and ensure people
have access to homes that meet their needs. The purpose of the plan is to highlight where
development sites are available, whilst also protecting East Riding's natural environment. The
Plan puts forward the Council’s preferred locations for new housing, employment and other
development sites.

A1.3.

The Plan is a site specific proposal document, based on the framework set by East Riding of
Yorkshire Council. None of the proposals within the Plan are directly connected with, or
necessary to, the nature conservation management of the international sites (described in
Sections 2 and 3).

A1.4.

The Plan includes the rejection of previously allocated sites and the identification or modification of
sites for the allocation of housing, employment or other development (a total of 40 allocation
sites).

Background to HRA
A1.5.

Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) is required by Regulation 61 the Conservation of Habitats
and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) (the Habitat Regulations) for all plans and projects
which may have likely significant effects on a European site and are not directly connected with
or necessary to the management of the European site. The Allocations Document itself is not
directly connected with, or necessary to, the nature conservation management of any European
sites.

A1.6.

European sites include Special Areas of Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas (SPA) and
listed Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar sites). HRA is also required, as a matter of
UK Government policy for potential SPAs (pSPA), candidate SACs (cSAC) and proposed
Ramsar sites (pRamsar) for the purposes of considering plans and projects, which may affect
them3. Hereafter all of the above designated nature conservation sites are referred to as
‘international sites’.

A1.7.

The stages of HRA process are:

3

•

Stage 1 – Screening: To test whether a plan or project either alone or in combination with
other plans and projects is likely to have a significant effect on an international site;

•

Stage 2 – Appropriate Assessment: To determine whether, in view of an international site’s
conservation objectives, the plan (either alone or in combination with other projects and
plans) would have an adverse effect (or risk of this) on the integrity of the site with respect to
the site structure, function and conservation objectives. If adverse impacts are anticipated,
potential mitigation measures to alleviate impacts should be proposed and assessed;

•

Stage 3 – Assessment of alternative solutions: Where a plan is assessed as having an
adverse impact (or risk of this) on the integrity of an international site, there should be an
examination of alternatives (e.g. alternative locations and designs of development); and,

National Planning Policy Framework. Department for Communities and Local Government. March 2012. .
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•

A1.8.

Stage 4 – Assessment where no alternative solutions remain and where adverse impacts
remain: In exceptional circumstance (e.g. where there are imperative reasons of overriding
public interest), compensatory measures to be put in place to offset negative impacts.

This report comprises the Stage 1 – Screening of the project.

Structure of this Report
A1.9.

Following this introduction:
•

Section 2 outlines the methodology used for the HRA Stage 1 Screening;

•

Section 3 provides details of the relevant international sites, including their qualifying
features and Conservation Objectives;

•

Section 4 outlines the results of the allocation sites sieving exercise;

•

Section 5 details the results of Stage 1 assessment;

•

Section 6 assessment of in-combination effects;

•

Section 7 concludes the assessment.

A2. Methodology
The Plan
A2.1.

All available information about the Plan was gathered in order to analyse whether the Plan is likely to
have any likely significant effects on the international sites.

Determination of International Sites included in the HRA
A2.2.

An initial review of the Plan in light of the Habitats Regulations has been undertaken by Atkins as
part of the HRA process. This initial review looked at the geographic extent or zone of influence
of any impacts which could arise as a result of the Plan and considered which international sites
should be included within the assessment.

A2.3.

As a starting point all international sites within East Riding and up to 20 km from its boundaries were
identified4. There are 16 international sites within the East Riding:
•

Humber Estuary SPA;

•

Humber Estuary SAC;

•

Humber Estuary Ramsar site;

•

Thorne and Hatfield Moors SPA; and,

•

Thorne Moors SAC;

•

Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA;

•

Flamborough Head SAC;

•

Hornsea Mere SPA;

•

Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar;

4

The Environment Agency Integrated Pollution Control (IPC) and Pollution Prevention and Control (PPC) guidance
notes that a proposal to construct coal or oil fired power station should consider impacts on European sites up to 15 km
away (Page 4 of the Habitats Directive – Work Instruction: Appendix 7 Technical and Procedural Issues Specific to IPC
and PPC produced by the Environment Agency in July 2004). The most recent England Leisure Visits report states that
people will travel up to 17.3 km to a countryside destination (England Leisure Visits: Summary of the 2005 Leisure
Visits Survey, Natural England, 2005). These distances have been rounded up to 20 km on a precautionary basis to
ensure that all sites that may be impacted by a new development are considered as part of the HRA process.
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•

Lower Derwent Valley SPA;

•

Lower Derwent Valley SAC;

•

River Derwent SAC;

•

Skipwith Common SAC;

•

Strensall Common SAC;

•

Hatfield Moor SAC;

•

Eller’s Wood and Sand Dale SAC.

Obtaining Information on International Sites with the
Potential to be Affected
A2.4.

Information was gathered on the international sites to be included in the HRA.

A2.5.

This includes:
•

Obtaining information on the qualifying features of each international site from the Joint
Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC) website (www.jncc.gov.uk);

•

Contacting Natural England for the Conservation Objectives and Favourable Conditions
Tables for each international site.

Obtaining Information on Other Projects and Plans
A2.6.

In accordance with the Habitat Regulations there is a need to consider the potential for effects of the
Plan ‘in combination’ with other projects and plans. Statutory bodies surrounding, or in close
proximity to, the international sites were contacted for details of any projects or plans that have
been subject to HRA. This is in order to determine if there is the potential for a cumulative impact
on these international sites.

A2.7.

The following organisations have been contacted for details of other plans and projects which have
the potential for adverse effects upon the integrity of the international sites:
•

Bassetlaw District Council;

•

Doncaster Metropolitan Council;

•

East Riding of Yorkshire Council;

•

Nottinghamshire County Council;

•

York Unitary Authority;

•

Ryedale District Council;

•

Selby District Council;

•

Scarborough Borough Council;

•

Hambleton District Council;

•

North Lincolnshire Unitary Authority;

•

North Yorkshire County Council;

•

East Lindsey District Council;

•

Kingston upon Hull City Council;

•

Lincolnshire County Council;

•

West Lindsey District Council;
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A2.8.

•

North East Lincolnshire Council;

•

Natural England;

•

RSPB; and

•

Environment Agency.

A web based search of HRA Screenings and Appropriate Assessments was also undertaken.

Stage 1: Screening
A2.9.

Following the gathering of information on the Plan and the international sites, an assessment was
undertaken to predict the likely significant effects of the Plan on the international sites. In order to
inform this process, the Allocations were assessed to see if they could result in likely significant
effects on the SAC, SPA and Ramsar sites. This HRA Screening assesses all of the allocations
limits within the Plan.

A2.10. Each of the allocations within the Plan has been examined in detail to see if they will have a likely
significant effect on the international sites. The findings of this assessment are given in Section
5. Where possible, allocations that have been found to have no likely significant effect on an
international site have been screened out of the assessment. However, the precautionary
principle (as enshrined in the Habitats Regulations) has been taken into account during this HRA.
The precautionary principle is used when an HRA cannot objectively demonstrate that there will
be no likely significant effects on the international sites. If this occurs the subsequent stages of
HRA must be completed for the project or the specific policies within the plan that have been
found to have likely significant effects.
A2.11. The assessment of likely significant effects is largely based on the conservation objectives of the
qualifying features of the international site. However, in order to help the assessment of likely
significant effects, Risk Zones have been used (red, amber and green zones). The zones are
categorised as following:
•

Green Zone: Areas where housing, employment, retail, community and infrastructure
allocations are extremely unlikely to have any significant impact upon international sites
(and will therefore not require a Stage 1 HRA screening assessment);

•

Amber Zone: Habitat outside of the international sites which may support qualifying species
based on knowledge and experience of habitat preferences for those species (but for which
no data is available) or habitat that may offer a linkage for indirect damage to the
international sites (such as a watercourse flowing into the Humber Estuary where
allocations directly adjacent to the watercourse may increase the risk of a likely significant
effect upon the international site). Assessment of likely significant effects should be carried
out (Stage 1 of the HRA process) and depending upon the size and nature of the allocation,
the site may need to proceed to Stage 2 - Appropriate Assessment; and,

•

Red Zone: Habitat generally closest to the international sites including all land within the
international site boundaries, habitats directly adjacent to the international site boundaries
which are complementary to the international site, and areas of habitat outside of the
international site known to be used by qualifying features of the international sites. It is
presumed that any allocations within the red zone may have an adverse affect on the
integrity of the international sites and will require Stage 2 – Appropriate Assessment.

A2.12. These zones make specific reference to habitats that birds could utilise that are located outside of
the international site boundaries, within appropriate distances. The zones of influence provided
to each international site for use in the sieving exercise is provided in Table A.1 below. Each
allocation site has been categorised into one of these three zones as part of the screening
assessment (see Section 5).
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Table A.1 - Zones of Influence Used In Allocation Site Sieving

Site Name

Zone of Influence (km)

Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA

7 km

Flamborough Head SAC

< 5 km owing to water related features

Hornsea Mere SPA

< 7 km

Humber Estuary Ramsar

< 7km

Humber Estuary SPA

< 7 km

Humber Estuary SAC

< 2 km

Thorne and Hatfield Moors SPA

< 6 km

Thorne Moor SAC

< 2 km

Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar

< 7 km

Lower Derwent Valley SPA

< 7 km

Lower Derwent Valley SAC

< 2 km

River Derwent SAC

< 2 km

Skipwith Common SAC

< 2 km

Strensall Common SAC

< 2 km

Hatfield Moor SAC

< 2 km

Eller’s Wood and Sand Dale SAC

< 2 km

A2.13. Following the categorisation of the sites, those which were not ‘sieved out’ were subject to further
assessment as part of the HRA screening. This included a high level assessment of the potential
available terrestrial habitat to birds (expressed as a percentage of available terrestrial habitat)
associated with the SPA and Ramsars for each site. In making this assessment the zones of
influence provided in table 1 above were used. The assessment was undertaken by measuring
the land area between the allocation site and the nearest point of the SAC/SPA/Ramsar using a
radius of 2 km and 7 km respectively, which provides an available habitat area of approximately
15,395 hectares, of which only a percentage is suitable terrestrial habitats for birds. Therefore to
provide an approximation of the suitable terrestrial habitats available all areas of built
development outside the SAC/SPA/Ramsar boundary were measured which provides an
approximate area of terrestrial habitat available. This allows the area of each allocation to be
expressed as a percentage of the available terrestrial habitats for birds.

Assessing the Impacts of the Plan ‘Alone’ and ‘In
Combination’
A2.14. Following the gathering of information on the Plan and the international sites an assessment has
been undertaken to predict the likely significant effects of the Plan on the international sites
‘alone’. In order to inform this process, all parts of the Plan were assessed to see if they could
result in likely significant effects on the international sites. This HRA assesses each of the
allocation sites.
A2.15. Each of the allocation sites have been examined in detail to see if the proposals could have a
significant effect on the the conservation objectives of the qualifying features of the international
site.
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A2.16. The potential for likely significant effects of the allocation site ‘in combination’ with other projects and
plans for each international site has also been considered in this HRA. As part of this process, all
HRAs that have been completed due to possible impacts on the international sites included in
this HRA were reviewed in order to determine whether there is the potential for in combination
effects (see Section 4).
A2.17. Likely significant effects are assessed by reference to the conservation objectives of the qualifying
feature (interest feature) of the international site. Any plan or project that causes the cited interest
features of a site to fall into unfavourable condition can be considered to have a likely significant
effect on the site. Stage 1 of the HRA process does not assess effects on the integrity of
international sites (this forms Stage 2 of the HRA process). However the definition of integrity
provided below has been taken into account during the assessment of likely significant effects:
“‘…the coherence of its ecological structure and function, across its whole area, that enables it to
sustain the habitat, complex of habitats and/or the levels of populations of the species for which it
was classified.”5
A2.18. Plans or projects can adversely affect a site by:
•

Causing delays in progress towards achieving the conservation objectives of the site;

•

Interrupting progress towards achieving the conservation objectives of the site;

•

Disrupting those factors that help to maintain the favourable conditions of the site; and

•

Interfering with the balance, distribution and density of key species that are the indicators of
the favourable condition of the site.

A3. The International Sites
A3.1.

This section includes a summary about the international sites included within this assessment. A full
description of the international sites is provided in Appendix A.

Humber Estuary SAC
A3.2.

5

The Humber is the second largest coastal plain estuary in the UK. It is a muddy, macro-tidal
estuary. It is designated under the Habitats Directive and qualifies as a SAC for the following:
•

Estuaries;

•

Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide.

•

Sandbanks which are slightly covered by sea water all the time;

•

Coastal lagoons Priority feature;

•

Salicornia and other annuals colonising mud and sand;

•

Atlantic salt meadows (Glauco-Puccinellietalia maritimae);

•

Embryonic shifting dunes;

•

Shifting dunes along the shoreline with Ammophila arenaria (`white dunes`);

•

Fixed dunes with herbaceous vegetation (`grey dunes`) Priority feature;

•

Dunes with Hippophae rhamnoides.

•

Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus;

•

River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis;

Part I, Section B, Paragraph 20 of ODPM Circular 06/2005 accompanying Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity
and Geological Conservation
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•

Grey seal Halichoerus grypus.

Humber Estuary SPA
A3.3.

The Humber is the second largest coastal plain estuary in the UK and is fed by three rivers including
the Ouse, Trent and Hull. The Humber Estuary comprises extensive wetland and coastal
habitats. The inner estuary supports extensive areas of reedbed, with areas of mature and
developing saltmarsh backed by grazing marsh in the middle and outer estuary. On the North
Lincolnshire coast, the saltmarsh is backed by low sand dunes with marshy slacks and brackish
pools. The site qualifies as a SPA for the numbers of birds it supports during the breeding
season, over winter and on passage.

Humber Estuary Ramsar
A3.4.

The site is located along the entire length of the River Humber estuary. The Humber Estuary
comprises extensive wetland and coastal habitats. The inner estuary supports extensive areas of
reedbed, with areas of mature and developing saltmarsh backed by grazing marsh in the middle
and outer estuary. On the North Lincolnshire coast, the saltmarsh is backed by low sand dunes
with marshy slacks and brackish pools. The site qualifies as a Ramsar under criteria 1, 3, 5, and
8 of the Strategic Framework for the future development of the List of Wetlands of International
Importance.

Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA
A3.5.

The Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA is located in the East Riding of Yorkshire, near
Bridlington. The site supports large numbers of breeding seabirds including kittiwake and auks,
as well as the only mainland breeding colony of gannet in the UK. The seabirds feed and raft in
the waters around the cliffs, outside the SPA, as well as feeding more distantly in the North Sea.
During the breeding season the site regularly supports 305,784 individual seabirds including
puffin, razorbill, guillemot, herring gull, gannet and kittiwake (supporting at least 2.6% of the
breeding eastern Atlantic population of this species).

Flamborough Head SAC
A3.6.

Flamborough Head SAC is designated under the Habitats Directive and qualifies as a SAC for
Reefs, Vegetated sea cliffs of the Atlantic and Baltic coasts and Submerged or partially
submerged sea caves.

Lower Derwent Valley SAC
A3.7.

The Lower Derwent Valley SAC is designated under the Habitats Directive and qualifies as a SAC
for Lowland hay meadows (Alopecurus pratensis, Sanguisorba officinalis) and Alluvial forests
with Alnus glutinosa, Frrxinus excelsior (Alno-Padion, Alnion incanae, Salicion albae) and Otter.

Lower Derwent Valley SPA
A3.8.

The Lower Derwent Valley is part of a major floodplain system located in East and North Yorkshire in
eastern England. The valley holds a series of neutral alluvial flood meadows, fens, swamps,
valley mires, Alder Alnus glutinosa woodlands and other freshwater habitats lying adjacent to the
River Derwent, Pocklington Canal and The Beck. The Lower Derwent Valley is one of the largest
and most important examples of traditionally managed species-rich alluvial flood meadow habitat
remaining in the UK. These grasslands, which were formerly widespread in the UK, are now very
restricted in distribution due to agricultural intensification. The character and species composition
of the grassland, fen and swamp communities is largely controlled by topography, differences in
the extent of winter flooding and by the type of agricultural management. The site is of
outstanding importance for a diverse range of waterbirds throughout the year. In winter the site
supports large numbers of swans, ducks and waders, as well as Bittern Botaurus stellaris, whilst

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

99

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

in summer the floodplain holds breeding waders, Corncrake Crex crex and Spotted Crake
Porzana porzana.

Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar
A3.9.

The site is located in the mid-west of the East Riding of Yorkshire. The Lower Derwent Valley
represents one of the most important examples of traditionally managed species-rich alluvial
flood meadow habitat remaining in the UK. These grasslands, which were formerly widespread,
are now very restricted in distribution due to agricultural improvement. The river and these
floodlands play a substantial role in the hydrological and ecological functioning of the
internationally important Humber basin. The site qualifies as a Ramsar under criteria 1, 2, 4, 5,
and 6 of the Strategic Framework for the future development of the List of Wetlands of
International Importance.

River Derwent SAC
A3.10. The site is located along the western edge of the East Riding of Yorkshire Council boundary.
A3.11. The River Derwent SAC is designated under the Habitats Directive and qualifies as a SAC for Water
courses of plain to montane levels with the Ranunculion fluitantis and Callitricho-Batrachion
vegetation, River lamprey, Sea lamprey, Bullhead and Otter.

Hornsea Mere SPA
A3.12. Hornsea Mere is on the east coast of Yorkshire, midway between Flamborough Head to the north
and Spurn Head to the south. It is the largest freshwater lake in Yorkshire. It is less than 1 km
from the North Sea and covers an area of 141 hectares. The lake is of glacial origin, shallow (in
general only 1 m to 2 m deep), enriched with nutrients and fringed with reedbeds, fen and carr.
A3.13. The mere supports breeding and wintering water birds, which feed on the open water and use the
marginal vegetation for feeding and roosting. It is designated as a SPA because it regularly
supports a European important wintering population of Gadwall, a dabbling duck. The site also
supports nationally important wintering populations of a further four species, goldeneye, pochard,
tufted duck and shoveler. Mute swans also visit the site in nationally important numbers to moult
after breeding.

A4. Sieving Summary of Results
A4.1.

All of the allocation sites have been ‘sieved’ to assess if any will have the potential to result in likely
significant effects on an international site. The full sieving assessment is provided in Appendix B
and a summary of the sieving is provided in Table A.2 below. The risks zones in Table A.2 below
(red, amber and green zones) are categorised as following:
•

Green Zone: Areas where housing, employment, retail, community and infrastructure
allocations are extremely unlikely to have any significant impact upon international and will
therefore not require a Stage 1 HRA screening including areas of existing development
(brownfield);

•

Amber Zone: Habitat outside of the international sites which may support qualifying species
based on knowledge and experience of habitat preferences for those species (but for which
no data is available) or habitat that may offer a linkage for indirect damage to the
international sites (such as a watercourse flowing into the Humber Estuary where
allocations directly adjacent to the watercourse may increase the risk of a likely significant
effect upon the international site). Assessment of likely significant effects will be carried out
(Stage 1 of the HRA process) and depending upon the results of this, the site may need to
proceed to Stage 2 - Appropriate Assessment; and,
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•

A4.2.

Red Zone: Habitat generally closest to the international sites including all land within the
international site boundaries, habitats directly adjacent to the international site boundaries
which are complementary to the international site, and areas of habitat outside of the
international site known to be used by qualifying features of the international sites. It is
presumed that any allocations within the red zone may have an adverse affect on the
integrity of the international sites and will require Stage 2 – Appropriate Assessment.

As the table details, a total of 40 allocation sites were identified at the sieving stage as having
potential for likely significant effects on an international site/s (refer to Appendix B for sieving
assessment). As such these sites were taken forward to the Stage 1 Screening.
Table A.2 - Stage 1 Screening Summary

Allocations
Area

Settlement

Site Reference

Risk Zone

Stage 1
Screening
Required

International Sites
Affected

Beverley &
Central Sub
Area

Cottingham

Sites COT1,
COT22 & COT61

Green

No

N/A

Hessle

Site HES16

Green

No

N/A

Site HES11/12

Amber

Yes

Humber Estuary SAC,
SPA & Ramsar

Beverley

Sites BEV6 &
BEV47

Green

No

N/A

Brandesburton

Site BDN8/9

Amber

Yes

Hornsea SPA

Cherry Burton

Sites CHER3/6 &
CHER5/7

Green

No

N/A

Keyingham

Site KEY3

Green

No

N/A

North Cave

Site NCA4

Amber

Yes

Humber Estuary Ramsar
& SPA

Preston

Site PRES2

Amber

Yes

Humber Estuary SAC,
Ramsar & SPA

Swanland

Site SWA8

Green

No

N/A

Site SWA1

Amber

Yes

Humber Estuary Ramsar
& SPA

Walkington

Site WAL7

Green

No

N/A

Bridlington

Sites BRID1,
BRID53,
BRID11/12/13/14/
16/30/31/46 and
BRID51

Amber

Yes

Flamborough Head SAC
& SPA

Carnaby

Site CAR3

Green

No

N/A

Hutton
Cranswick

Sites CRA12,
CRA13/14 &
CRA39

Green

No

N/A

Kilham

Sites KIL3, KIL7,
KIL10 & KIL19

Green

No

N/A

Wetwang

Site WET8

Green

No

N/A

Bridlington
Coasal Sub
Area

Driffield &
Wolds Sub
Area
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Allocations
Area

Settlement

Site Reference

Risk Zone

Stage 1
Screening
Required

International Sites
Affected

Goole &
Humberhead
Levels Sub
Area

Howden

Site HOW6

Green

No

N/A

Sites HOW9 &
HOW23

Amber

Yes

Humber Estuary SAC,
SPA & Ramsar
Lower Derwent Valley
SPA & Ramsar

Gilberdyke

Site GIL3/22/23

Amber

Goole

Site GOO23

Amber

Yes

Humber Estuary SAC,
SPA & Ramsar
Humber Estuary SAC,
SPA & Ramsar
Thorne and Hatfield
Moors SPA:

Snaith

Sites SNA8/12 &
SNA3/9

Green

No

N/A

Holderness
& Southern
Coastal Sub
Area

Hornsea

Site HOR18 &
HOR22

Amber

Yes

Hornsea SPA

Withernsea

Site WITH12

Green

No

N/A

Vale of York

Stamford
Bridge

Site SMB2/3

Amber

Yes

Lower Derwent Valley
SPA & Ramsar
River Derwent SAC

A5. Assessment of In-combination Effects
A5.1.

There are 41 HRAs that have been carried out due to the possibility of likely significant effects on the
international sites included in this HRA Screening report.

A5.2.

The details of each HRA, a summary of their findings and the potential for in-combination effects are
given in Table A.3 below.
Table A.3 - Summary of In-Combination Assessment

Statutory
Body

Title of HRA

Findings of HRA

In-Combination Assessment

Hull City
Council & East
Riding of
Yorkshire
Council

Waste Recycling
Group. Energy
from Waste
facility, Saltend.

The Appropriate Assessment
screening identified
construction phase
disturbance as the only likely
significant effect which would
be mitigated through standard
construction practices.

The Appropriate Assessment
screening identified construction
phase disturbance as the only likely
significant effect, such as noise and
vibration which will be of a short
term and temporary in nature and
therefore no ‘in combination’ impacts
are expected
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Statutory
Body

Title of HRA

Findings of HRA

In-Combination Assessment

Hull City
Council

Hull Quay 2

The Appropriate Assessment
screening identified
construction phase
disturbance as the only likely
significant effect, which would
be mitigated through standard
construction practices.

The Appropriate Assessment
screening identified construction
phase disturbance as the only likely
significant effect, such as noise and
vibration which will be of a short
term and temporary in nature and
therefore no ‘in combination’ impacts
are expected

Bassetlaw
District Council

HRA screening of
Bassetlaw Core
Strategy

The assessment concluded
that air potential air pollution
was the only factor that could
have a detrimental impact on
the international sites;
however, owing to the nature
of the developments and their
distance from the international
sites no effects alone or in
combination were anticipated.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

East Riding of
Yorkshire
Council

Sandtoft Mineral
Extraction
Appropriate
Assessment

The Appropriate Assessment
found that with suitable
mitigation there would be no
likely significant effects to
International sites.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Swinefleet Flood
Defence
Improvement
Scheme
Appropriate
Assessment

The Appropriate Assessment
found that with suitable
mitigation there would be no
likely significant effects to
international sites.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

East Riding of
Yorkshire Council
Bridlington Town
Centre Area
Action Plan 2021,
Draft 1 Publication
Document
Habitats
Regulations
Assessment:
Stage 2
Appropriate
Assessment

The assessment concluded
that some features identified
at the HRA screening stage as
requiring further assessment
and consideration, have now
been ruled out based on this
further Stage 2 HRA
assessment. For instance,
many of the potential impacts
on the sea cave features of
the Flamborough Head SAC,
will not require further
consideration as part of the
HRA process.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Based on the commitment by
East Riding to work with
Natural England and other
authorities to ensure that the
marina proposals will not
result in adverse effects upon
the integrity of the
International sites, it is
considered that policies within
the AAP that support the
development of Bridlington
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Statutory
Body

Title of HRA

Findings of HRA

In-Combination Assessment

Marina will not result in
adverse effects on either
Flamborough Head and
Bempton Cliffs SPA or on
Flamborough Head SAC.

North East
Lincolnshire
Council

Paull Local
Development
Order

The Habitat Regulations
Assessment for the Pall Local
Development Order concluded
that with the implementation of
a number of habitat creation
measures for roosting/loafing
birds will be implemented to
avoid any likely significant
effects.

Assuming that the avoidance
measures identified in the HRA
screening are implemented in
advance there is no potential for incombination effects.

Grimsby Town
Football Club

Mitigation required as the site
of the new football stadium is
used by SPA and Ramsar
birds associated with the
Humber Estuary. Mitigation to
take the form of a Section 106
agreement or planning
condition with the developers
to provide an area of land 37
hectares in size within 1 km of
the development site and a
management plan to be
agreed by North East
Lincolnshire Council and
Natural England (NE).

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Humber Quays
Development
(Phase 2)

Likely significant effect
through potential noise,
vibration and visual
disturbance to water birds
using the Humber Estuary
SPA and Ramsar site during
construction and operational
phases of development. It
would also lead to the loss of
terrestrial habitat outside the
designated area. It was
agreed with NE that there is
no potential to directly impact
upon habitats within the
boundary of the Humber
Estuary SAC, SPA and
Ramsar site. Precautionary
mitigation measures
commensurate with the
potential impacts have been
put in place to minimise the
impacts upon water birds and
habitats (i.e. qualifying
features of the
SPA/SAC/Ramsar site).

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.
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Vireol Bioethanol
Plant

The Appropriate Assessment
found that after mitigation
there would be no likely
significant effects to
international sites and
planning permission was
granted.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Abengoa
Bioethanol Plant

The Appropriate Assessment
found that after mitigation
there would be no likely
significant effects to
international sites and
planning permission was
granted.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

North Moss Lane
Industrial Estate

Application for a mixed
industrial development (B1,
B2 and B8).

No likely significant effects identified

The HRA screening found that
after mitigation there would be
no likely significant effects to
international sites and
planning permission was
granted.
Magna Holdings,
Queen’s Road,
Business Park

Application for a mixed
industrial development B1, B2
and B8 business park with
ancillary A3 A4 and A5 use.
The Appropriate Assessment
found that after mitigation
there would be no likely
significant effects to the
Humber Estuary international
sites and planning permission
was granted.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Helius, Hobson
Way, Biomass
Power Station

Application for a Biomass
electricity generating station.
The Appropriate Assessment
found that after mitigation
there would be no likely
significant effects to the
Humber Estuary international
sites and planning permission
was granted

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Katoen natie
industrial complex

The Appropriate Assessment
found that after mitigation
there would be no likely
significant effects to the
Humber Estuary international
sites and planning permission
was granted.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

The River Humber
(Upper Burcom

The Appropriate Assessment
found there would be some

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
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Tidal Stream
Generator) Order

minor loss of marine habitat
from within the Humber
Estuary international sites but
following mitigation it was
concluded not to be
significant.

in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Ryedale
District Council

Conservation
Area Assessment
and Management
Plan

The assessment concluded
that there would be no likely
significant effect on the River
Derwent SAC.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Selby District
Council

Selby District
Council Local
Development
Framework Draft
Core Strategy
Screening for
Appropriate
Assessment

Several of the Policies of the
Core Strategy have the
potential to affect Natura 2000
Sites. Impacts arising from
implementation of the Core
Stagey (and impacts arising
from in combination effects
from other plans or projects)
are likely to be confined to
changes in the quality and
extent of habitats and in the
number and distribution of
species that comprise the
Natura 2000 designations
which could arise from an
increase in visitor numbers to
publicly accessible areas of
the designations. There is also
the potential for bird
populations that form part of
both Ramsar and SPA
designations within the Lower
Derwent Valley and Humber
Estuary being adversely
affected by bird strike from
wind turbines if these are sited
on migratory routes. It is
therefore concluded that a full
Appropriate Assessment of
the Core Strategy will be
required.

This has not been assessed for incombination as the assessment is
still ongoing.

Selby District
Council
Development
Policy Section
Assessment
under the Habitats
Regulations
Screening
Assessment
Village Design
Statements
Supplementary
Planning

The Village Design Statement
Supplementary Planning
Documents will not set out a
framework for development or
a locational strategy but
instead seek to ensure that
development is designed to
respect the special aesthetic
qualities of each village. The
Village Design Statement
Supplementary Planning
Documents and the Local
Plan policy ENV1 are only one

The Village Design Statement
Supplementary Planning Documents
deals with policies only and will in
itself not lead to development. None
of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no incombination effects are anticipated.
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East Lindsey
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Title of HRA

Findings of HRA

Documents 1
August 2011

element of the policy which
would be used in decision
making on planning
applications. As a safeguard,
all proposals are assessed
against all Local Plan policies,
including policy ENV7 –
International Wildlife Sites
(and similar policies for
adjoining authorities)

Selby Site
Allocations
Development Plan
Document
Preferred Options
Appropriate
Assessment
Screening
September 2011

Given the size and location of
the individual allocations
proposed within the Site
Allocations DPD, it is
considered unlikely that any
individually would have the
potential to affect any of the
Natura 2000 sites.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no incombination effects are anticipated.

Site Allocations
DPD

The assessment concluded
that there would be no likely
significant effects on the
Lower Derwent Valley
SPA/SAC. On a
precautionary principal any
adverse effects on the
integrity of Natura 2000 and
Ramsar sites can be avoided
or mitigated through the
proper application of policy
safeguards within and outside
the planning process.

The DPD deals with policies only
and will in itself not lead to
development. None of the
developments within the allocations
document are significant in terms of
their size or the type of development
and therefore no in-combination
effects are anticipated.

Development
Policies DPD

The HRA confirmed that the
majority of the policies in the
Hambleton submission
Development Policies DPD
are likely to have neutral or
positive effects. For those
policies that were assessed as
potentially adversely affecting
the integrity of Natura 2000 or
Ramsar sites, the
incorporation of the changes
to the policy wording will
ensure that any potential
adverse effects are avoided or
mitigated.

The DPD deals with policies only
and will in itself not lead to
development. None of the
developments within the allocations
document are significant in terms of
their size or the type of development
and therefore no in-combination
effects are anticipated.

East Lindsey LDF
Appropriate
Assessment
Scoping Report,
March 2008

It was determined that a
number of the policies in the
LDF were likely to have a
significant effect on
international designated site
including the Humber Estuary
SPA/SAC/Ramsar site.

This has not been assessed for incombination as the assessment is
still ongoing.
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In-Combination Assessment

This has been taken forward
to Stage 2: full Appropriate
Assessment, as yet the
outcome is not known.

North
Lincolnshire
Unitary
Authority

Louth Canal Wind
Energy
Development

The assessment concluded
that the Development will not
adversely affect the integrity of
the Golden Plover feature of
the Humber Estuary SPA,
either alone or in-combination
with other plans and projects.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Fulseas Pumping
Station

There are likely to be
significantly effects on the
Humber Estuary international
sites but these will be
mitigated for by a
precautionary method of
working.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Housing and
Employment
Allocation Land
Development Plan
Document
(Submission
Draft) Habitat
Regulations
Assessment:
Stage 1
(Screening) and
Stage 2
(Appropriate
Assessment)
November 2010

None of the housing sites
were predicted to have
adverse effects on the
Humber Estuary SPA, SAC
and Ramsar. With mitigation
(Mitigation Strategy Delivery
Plan) none of the employment
allocations would have an
effect on the international
sites.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Able UK Area F
2008

As for Fulseas Pumping
Station above.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Able UK 2002
URSA Glass wool
Factory

As for Fulseas Pumping
Station above.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

North Linsdey Oil
Refinery Car Park.

The results of this HRA are
the same as the above
although mitigation is also
required in relation to the
Humber Estuary SAC.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.
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In-Combination Assessment

Able UK 2006

See above including effects
relating to the SAC.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Able UK 2005

See above including effects
relating to the SAC.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Drax Heron
Biomass Plant,
Immingham

The Appropriate Assessment
concluded that there would be
likely significant effects upon
the Humber Estuary
international sites. The
application is still under
consideration.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Doncaster Council
Core Strategy
2011 -2026
Submission
Version (July
2011)

The assessment identified that
the only potential effect to the
international sites was that of
wet nitrogen deposition,
however, Natural England
agreed that modelling for this
was not practical in the
context of Doncaster. The
assessment concluded that it
considered that while the
policies within the document
are not able to remove the
potential threat from climate
change faced by International
sites, they do go some way
towards reducing the causes
of climate change and look for
ways to make the sites more
robust to the changes in
climate that are expected.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

Barnsley,
Rotherham and
Doncaster Joint
Waste Plan
Development Plan
Document
Publication
Habitats
Regulations
Assessment
Screening Report

The assessment concluded
that there were no likely
significant effects for the
development of the 78 (long
sites), although the likelihood
of significant effects on
Hatfield Moor and Thorne
Moor SACs due to acid
deposition and changes to
hydrological regimes as a
result of implementing policies
WCS2 and WCS3 was
uncertain. However, policies
within the plan specifically
look to protect international
sites.

The allocations document will lead to
development; however, no likely
significant effect upon the
international sites has been
identified within either document.
None of the allocations sites are
likely to have an effect upon
hydrological regimes and therefore
no in-combination effects are
anticipated.
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DEFRA

Flamborough
Management Plan
2001

Flamborough Head
international Sites. Measures
do not have adverse impact
on these sites but a number of
precautionary measures have
been put in place.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

North Eastern
Sea Fisheries
Committee
(NESFC)

NESFC licensing
of demersal
trawling in the
area within and
around the SAC.

The Appropriate Assessment
of this fishing activity has
recently been completed and
the precautionary principle put
in place as it could not be
proven that the dermersal
trawling was not having a
significant effect on the
habitats within the
Flamborough Head
international sites. As
mitigation the NESFC have
put a Byelaw in place that
limits trawling activity around
the Flamborough Head area
such that there will be no
significant effects on the SAC
or SPA from this activity.

None of the developments within the
allocations document are significant
in terms of their size or the type of
development and therefore no in
combination effects are anticipated.

A6. HRA Screening Assessment – Summary of
Results
A6.1.

The sites which were considered to have potential for likely significant effects on an international site
have been taken forward to the Stage 1 Screening Assessment to test whether an allocation site,
either alone or in combination with other plans and projects is likely to have a significant effect on
an international site.

A6.2.

Table A.4 below provides the screening assessment for each of allocation site.
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Table A.4 - Screening Assessment

Allocations
Area

Allocation

Discussion

Reference

International Sites
Affected

Should Allocation Be
Taken to Stage 2

Brandesburton

BDN8/9

Hornsea SPA

Physical Loss

No likely significant
effects on the integrity
of Hornsea Mere SPA

The site is located approximately 5.62 km from Hornsea Mere SPA
and there will be no physical loss of habitat within the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral land which
may provide suitable foraging habitat for mute swan. However,
within the zone of influence of the international site, the site
constitutes approximately 0.017% of the available potential
foraging habitat for this species outwith the SPA boundary which is
not considered to be significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
The SPA is vulnerable to changes in water quality and levels.
However, due to the distance of the site from the SPA and the
absence of any pollution pathways it is not considered that
residential use of the site will result in any physical damage to
habitat within the SPA.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA is vulnerable to disturbance to birds resulting from
recreational activities. However, due to the distance of the site
from the SPA, it is not considered that residential use of the site
will lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral land which
may provide suitable foraging habitat for mute swan. However,
within the zone of influence of the international site, the site
constitutes approximately 0.017% of the available potential
foraging habitat for this species outwith the SPA boundary and any
potential disturbance during development would not be considered
to be significant.
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Discussion

Should Allocation Be
Taken to Stage 2

Water Abstraction
The SPA is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water levels and quality. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
Bridlington

BRID1

Flamborough Head
SAC & SPA

Flamborough Head SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 2.60 km from Flamborough Head
SAC and there will be no physical loss of habitat within the SAC.

No likely significant
effects on the integrity
of Flamborough Head
SAC

Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land. Therefore, the site does not support the qualifying habitats.
Physical Damage
The SAC is vulnerable, in particular to physical damage and toxic
contamination. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SAC and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not
considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SAC.
Non-Physical Disturbance
It is not considered that residential use of the site which is 9.21 ha
in area, would lead to a significant increase in the local population
and any consequent recreational disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
It is not anticipated that any development would require water
abstraction and it is not considered that water abstraction would
affect coastal and marine habitat.
BRID53

Flamborough Head
SAC & SPA

Flamborough Head SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 3.25 km from Flamborough Head
SAC and there will be no physical loss of habitat within the SAC.
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Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land. Therefore, the site does not support the qualifying habitats.
Physical Damage
The SAC is vulnerable, in particular to physical damage and toxic
contamination. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SAC and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not
considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SAC.
Non-Physical Disturbance
It is not considered that the extension of the Waste Water
Treatment Works which is 3.61 ha in area, would lead to a
significant increase in the local population and any consequent
recreational disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
It is not anticipated that any development would require water
abstraction and it is not considered that water abstraction would
affect coastal and marine habitat.
BRID11/12/13/14/16/30/31

Flamborough Head
SAC & SPA

Flamborough Head SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 1.98 km from Flamborough Head
SAC and there will be no physical loss of habitat within the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land. Therefore, the site does not support the qualifying habitats.
Physical Damage

No likely significant
effects on the
Flamborough Head
SAC
No likely significant
effects on the
Flamborough Head
SPA

The SAC is vulnerable, in particular to physical damage and toxic
contamination. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SAC and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not
considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SAC.
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Non-Physical Disturbance
It is not considered that residential use of the site, which is 18.15
ha in area, would lead to a significant increase in the local
population and any consequent recreational disturbance to the
SAC.
Water Abstraction
It is not anticipated that any development would require water
abstraction and it is not considered that water abstraction would
affect coastal and marine habitat.
Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA
The site is located approximately 6.10 km from Flamborough Head
and Bempton Cliffs SPA and there will be no physical loss of
habitat within the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for herring gull.
However, within the zone of influence of the international site, the
site constitutes approximately 0.24% of the available potential
foraging habitat for this species outwith the SPA boundary which is
not considered to be significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
The SPA is vulnerable to human activities which may affect the
ornithological interest. However, due to the distance of the site
from the SPA and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not
considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SPA.
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Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA is vulnerable to human activities which may affect the
ornithological interest. However due to the distance of the site
from the SPA, it is not considered that development of the site will
lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA. Also, it is not
considered that residential use of the site, which is 18.15 ha in
area, would lead to a significant increase in the local population
and any consequent recreational disturbance to the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for herring gull.
However, within the zone of influence of the international site, the
site constitutes approximately 0.24% of the available potential
foraging habitat for this species outwith the SPA boundary and any
potential disturbance during development would not be considered
to be significant.
Water Abstraction
It is not anticipated that any development would require water
abstraction and it is not considered that water abstraction would
affect coastal and marine habitat.
BRID51

Flamborough Head
SAC & SPA

Flamborough Head SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 3.07 km from Flamborough Head
SAC and there will be no physical loss of habitat within the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land. Therefore, the site does not support the qualifying habitats.
Physical Damage

No likely significant
effects on the
Flamborough Head
SAC
No likely significant
effects on the
Flamborough Head
SPA

The SAC is vulnerable, in particular to physical damage and toxic
contamination. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SAC and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not
considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SAC.
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Non-Physical Disturbance
It is not considered that use of the site for Gypsy and Travellers,
which is 0.53 ha in area, would lead to a significant increase in the
local population and any consequent recreational disturbance to
the SAC.
Water Abstraction
It is not anticipated that any development would require water
abstraction and it is not considered that water abstraction would
affect coastal and marine habitat.
Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA
The site is located approximately 6.92 km from Flamborough Head
and Bempton Cliffs SPA and there will be no physical loss of
habitat within the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for herring gull.
However, within the zone of influence of the international site, the
site constitutes approximately 0.007% of the available potential
foraging habitat for this species outwith the SPA boundary which is
not considered to be significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
The SPA is vulnerable to human activities which may affect the
ornithological interest. However, due to the distance of the site
from the SPA and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not
considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SPA.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA is vulnerable to human activities which may affect the
ornithological interest. However due to the distance of the site
from the SPA, it is not considered that development of the site will
lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA. Also, it is not
considered that residential use of the site, which is 0.53 ha in area,
would lead to a significant increase in the local population and any
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consequent recreational disturbance to the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for herring gull.
However, within the zone of influence of the international site, the
site constitutes approximately 0.007% of the available potential
foraging habitat for this species outwith the SPA boundary and any
potential disturbance during development would not be considered
to be significant.
Water Abstraction
It is not anticipated that any development would require water
abstraction and it is not considered that water abstraction would
affect coastal and marine habitat.
Goole

GOO23

Humber Estuary
SAC, SPA &
Ramsar
Thorne & Hatfield
Moors SPA

Humber Estuary SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 1.05 km from the Humber
Estuary SAC and, therefore, it is considered that there will be no
physical loss of habitat within the SAC.
Mapping and aerial images indicate that the site is former railway
sidings and is a mix of bare ground, grass and scrub and is
bordered by development and the Aire and Calder Navigation
Knottingley Canal. Therefore, it is not considered that the site
provides suitable habitat outwith the SAC to support the qualifying
habitats and/or animal species.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SAC, SPA &
Ramsar
No likely significant
effects on the Thorne &
Hatfield Moors SPA.

Physical Damage
The Aire and Calder Navigation Knottingley Canal borders the
southern boundary of the allocation site and as such there is a
potential pathway to the SAC via the Aire and Calder Navigation
Knottingley Canal. The dumping, spreading or discharge of waste
material during any development may damage the water quality of
the SAC and development of the site may lead to sewage effluent
affecting the water quality of the SAC and the supporting
processes on which the qualifying natural habitats and the habitats
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of the qualifying species rely. In addition, any modification of the
drain, including infilling, may affect these supporting processes.
However, the implementation of best practice construction
methods and pollution prevention guidance would mitigate against
any significant impacts.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to the qualifying
natural habitats and the habitats of which the qualifying species
rely.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SAC is vulnerable to disturbance arising from access,
recreation and other activities. However, the scheme will look to
improve the local transport infrastructure and as such will not lead
to an increase in the local population and any consequent
recreational disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
The SAC is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water flows and quality. However, as the
allocation is for local transport improvements only there would be
no additional water abstraction.
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site
The site is located approximately 1.05 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
Mapping and aerial images indicate that the site is former railway
sidings and is a mix of bare ground, grass and scrub. Therefore, it
is not considered that the site provides suitable habitat to support
the qualifying bird species.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
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Physical Damage
The Aire and Calder Navigation Knottingley Canal borders the
southern boundary of the allocation site and as such there is a
potential pathway to the SPA/Ramsar site via the Aire and Calder
Navigation Knottingley Canal. The dumping, spreading or
discharge of waste material during any development may damage
the water quality of the SPA/Ramsar site and development of the
site may lead to sewage effluent affecting the water quality of the
SPA/Ramsar site and the supporting processes on which the
qualifying natural habitats and the habitats of the qualifying
species rely. In addition, any modification of the drain, including
infilling, may affect these supporting processes. However, the
implementation of best practice construction methods and pollution
prevention guidance would mitigate against any significant
impacts.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to the qualifying
natural habitats and the habitats of which the qualifying species
rely.
Non-Physical Disturbance
Mapping and aerial images indicate that the site is former railway
sidings and is a mix of bare ground, grass and scrub and is
bordered by development and the Aire and Calder Navigation
Knottingley Canal.
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, the scheme will look to improve the
local transport infrastructure and as such will not lead to an
increase in the local population and any consequent recreational
disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However,
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as the allocation is for local transport improvements only there
would be no additional water abstraction.
Thorne and Hatfield Moors SPA
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 3.44 km from Thorne and
Hatfield Moors SPA and, therefore, it is considered that there will
be no physical loss of habitat within the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports ‘brownfield’ land.
Therefore, it is not considered that the site provides suitable
habitat to support the qualifying bird species, i.e. nightjar.
Physical Damage
The SPA is vulnerable to lack of management and re-wetting
operations. However, due to the distance of the site from the SPA
and the absence of any pollution pathways it is not considered that
any development will result in any physical damage to habitat
within the SPA.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The scheme will look to improve the local transport infrastructure
and as such will not lead to an increase in the local population and
any consequent recreational disturbance to the SPA.
Water Abstraction
The SPA may be vulnerable to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water levels and quality. However,
the proposed development would be transport infrastructure which
will not require l water abstraction.
Gilberdyke &
Newport

GIL3/22/23

Humber Estuary
SAC, SPA &
Ramsar

Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 5.65 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the SPA/Ramsar site.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SAC, SPA &
Ramsar

Aerial images indicate that the site supports existing dvevlopment
and pastoral land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for
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marsh harrier (during the breeding season) and hen harrier (during
winter). However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.03% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to be
significant if lost to development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any pollution pathways it is
not considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the SPA/Ramsar site.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, it is not considered that development of
the site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar
site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
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In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.03% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary and any potential disturbance
during development would not be considered to be significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
Hessle

HES11/12

Humber Estuary
SAC, SPA &
Ramsar

Humber Estuary SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 1.61 km from the Humber
Estuary SAC and, therefore, it is considered that there will be no
physical loss of habitat within the SAC.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SAC, SPA and
Ramsar site

Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral and arable
land. Therefore, it is not considered that the site provides suitable
habitat outwith the SAC to support the qualifying animal species.
Physical Damage
The SAC is vulnerable to the pressures from built development,
changes in water quality and flows, and damage arising from
access, recreation and other activities. However, due to the
distance of the site from the SAC and the absence of any pollution
pathways it is not considered that any development will result in
any physical damage to habitat within the SAC.
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It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to the qualifying
natural habitats and the habitats of which the qualifying species
rely.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SAC is vulnerable to disturbance arising from access,
recreation and other activities. However, It is not considered that
development of the site, which is 12.88 ha in area, would lead to a
significant increase in the local population and any consequent
disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
The SAC is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water quality and flows. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 1.61 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral and arable
land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier
(during the breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The
pastoral and arable land may also provide suitable foraging and
roosting habitat during winter and on passage for golden plover,
ruff, curlew and lapwing. In particular, golden plover and lapwing
are known to have important concentrations regularly occurring on
agricultural habitat outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In
addition, dark-bellied brent geese have been increasingly recorded
feeding on cereals in fields. However, within the zone of
influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.016% of the available potential foraging and
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roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary which is not considered to be significant if lost to
development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any
pollution pathways it is not considered that any development will
result in any physical damage to habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, it is not considered that development of
the site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar
site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral and arable
land which may provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier
(during the breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The
pastoral and arable land may also provide suitable foraging and
roosting habitat during winter and on passage for golden plover,
ruff, curlew and lapwing. In particular, golden plover and lapwing
are known to have important concentrations regularly occurring on
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agricultural habitat outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In
addition, dark-bellied brent geese have been increasingly recorded
feeding on cereals in fields. However, within the zone of influence
of the international sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.25%
of the available potential foraging and roosting habitat for these
species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary and any potential
disturbance during development would not be considered to be
significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
Hornsea

HOR18

Hornsea SPA

Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 835 m from Hornsea Mere SPA
and, therefore, it is considered there will be no physical loss of
habitat within the SPA.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for mute swan. However, within
the zone of influence of the international site, the site constitutes
approximately 0.05% of the available potential foraging habitat for
this species outwith the SPA boundary which is not considered to
be significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
The SPA is vulnerable to changes in water quality and levels.
However, due to the distance of the site from the SPA and the
absence of any pollution pathways it is not considered that
residential use of the site will result in any physical damage to
habitat within the SPA.
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Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA is vulnerable to disturbance to birds resulting from
recreational activities. However, it is not considered that
residential use of the site, which is 4.74 ha in area, would lead to a
significant increase in the local population and any consequent
recreational disturbance to the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for mute swan. However, within
the zone of influence of the international site, the site constitutes
approximately 0.05% of the available potential foraging habitat for
this species outwith the SPA boundary and any potential
disturbance during development would not be considered to be
significant.
Water Abstraction
The SPA is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water levels and quality. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
HOR22

Hornsea SPA

Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 580 m from Hornsea Mere SPA
and, therefore, it is considered there will be no physical loss of
habitat within the SPA.

No likely significant
effects on the Hornsea
Mere SPA

Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for mute swan. However, within
the zone of influence of the international site, the site constitutes
approximately 0.04% of the available potential foraging habitat for
this species outwith the SPA boundary which is not considered to
be significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
The SPA is vulnerable to changes in water quality and levels.
However, due to the distance of the site from the SPA and the
absence of any pollution pathways it is not considered that
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residential use of the site will result in any physical damage to
habitat within the SPA.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA is vulnerable to disturbance to birds resulting from
recreational activities. However, it is not considered that
residential use of the site, which is 3.37 ha in area, would lead to a
significant increase in the local population and any consequent
recreational disturbance to the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for mute swan. However, within
the zone of influence of the international site, the site constitutes
approximately 0.04% of the available potential foraging habitat for
this species outwith the SPA boundary and any potential
disturbance during development would not be considered to be
significant.
Water Abstraction
The SPA is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water levels and quality. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
Howden

HOW23

Humber Estuary
SAC, SPA &
Ramsar
Lower Derwent
Valley SPA &
Ramsar

Humber Estuary SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 2.17 km from the Humber
Estuary SAC and, therefore, it is considered that there will be no
physical loss of habitat within the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land.
Therefore, it is not considered that the site provides suitable
habitat outwith the SAC to support the qualifying animal species.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SAC, SPA and
Ramsar site
No likely significant
effects on the Lower
Derwent Valley SPA
and Ramsar site

Physical Damage
The SAC is vulnerable to the pressures from built development,
changes in water quality and flows, and damage arising from
access, recreation and other activities. However, due to the
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distance of the site from the SAC and the absence of any pollution
pathways it is not considered that any development will result in
any physical damage to habitat within the SAC.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to the qualifying
natural habitats and the habitats of which the qualifying species
rely.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SAC is vulnerable to disturbance arising from access,
recreation and other activities. However, It is not considered that
development of the site, which is 1.11 ha in area, would lead to a
significant increase in the local population and any consequent
disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
The SAC is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water quality and flows. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 2.17 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
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fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.008% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to be
significant if lost to development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any
pollution pathways it is not considered that any development will
result in any physical damage to habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, it is not considered that residential use
of the site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
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In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.008% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary and any potential disturbance
during development would not be considered to be significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
Lower Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar site
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 5.22 km from the Lower Derwent
Valley SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Lower Derwent Valley
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat
during winter for ruff and, in particular, whooper swan, Bewick’s
swan, golden plover and lapwing which are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary.
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However, within the zone of influence of the international sites, the
site constitutes approximately 0.008% of the available potential
foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith the
SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to be
significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
Due to the distance of the site from the Lower Derwent Valley
SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any pollution pathways it is
not considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the Lower Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar
site.
Non-Physical Disturbance
Increased house building adjacent to the SPA/Ramsar site is
leading to an increase in recreational disturbance of the Lower
Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar site. However, due to the distance of
the site from the SPA/Ramsar site, it is not considered that
residential use of the site will lead to an increase in recreational
disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat
during winter for ruff and, in particular, whooper swan, Bewick’s
swan, golden plover and lapwing which are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. However, within the zone
of influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.008% of the available potential foraging and
roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary and any potential disturbance during development would
not be considered to be significant.
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Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water levels and quality. However,
it is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
HOW9

Humber Estuary
SAC, SPA &
Ramsar
Lower Derwent
Valley SPA &
Ramsar

Humber Estuary SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 1.65 km from the Humber
Estuary SAC and, therefore, it is considered that there will be no
physical loss of habitat within the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land.
Therefore, it is not considered that the site provides suitable
habitat outwith the SAC to support the qualifying animal species.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SAC, SPA and
Ramsar site
No likely significant
effects on the Lower
Derwent Valley SPA
and Ramsar site

Physical Damage
The SAC is vulnerable to the pressures from built development,
changes in water quality and flows, and damage arising from
access, recreation and other activities. However, due to the
distance of the site from the SAC and the absence of any pollution
pathways it is not considered that any development will result in
any physical damage to habitat within the SAC.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to the qualifying
natural habitats and the habitats of which the qualifying species
rely.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SAC is vulnerable to disturbance arising from access,
recreation and other activities. However, It is not considered that
development of the site, which is 0.73 ha in area, would lead to a
significant increase in the local population and any consequent
disturbance to the SAC.
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Water Abstraction
The SAC is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water quality and flows. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 1.65 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.005% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to be
significant if lost to development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

133

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

Allocations
Area

Allocation
Reference

International Sites
Affected

Discussion

Should Allocation Be
Taken to Stage 2

Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any
pollution pathways it is not considered that any development will
result in any physical damage to habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, it is not considered that residential use
of the site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.005% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary and any potential disturbance
during development would not be considered to be significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
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wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
Lower Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar site
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 4.10 km from the Lower Derwent
Valley SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Lower Derwent Valley
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat
during winter for ruff and, in particular, whooper swan, Bewick’s
swan, golden plover and lapwing which are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. However, within the zone
of influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.005% of the available potential foraging and
roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary which is not considered to be significant if lost to
development.
Physical Damage
Due to the distance of the site from the Lower Derwent Valley
SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any pollution pathways it is
not considered that any development will result in any physical
damage to habitat within the Lower Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar
site.
Non-Physical Disturbance
Increased house building adjacent to the SPA/Ramsar site is
leading to an increase in recreational disturbance of the Lower
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Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar site. However, due to the distance of
the site from the SPA/Ramsar site, it is not considered that
residential use of the site will lead to an increase in recreational
disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat
during winter for ruff and, in particular, whooper swan, Bewick’s
swan, golden plover and lapwing which are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. However, within the zone
of influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.005% of the available potential foraging and
roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary and any potential disturbance during development would
not be considered to be significant.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water levels and quality. However,
it is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
North Cave

NCA4

Humber Estuary
Ramsar & SPA

Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 5.15 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SPA and
Ramsar site

Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
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brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.02% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to be
significant if lost to development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any
pollution pathways it is not considered that any development will
result in any physical damage to habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SPA/Ramsar site, it is not considered that residential use of the
site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
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winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.02% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary and any potential disturbance
during development would not be considered to be significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
Preston

PRES2

Humber Estuary
SAC, Ramsar &
SPA

Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 3.29 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SPA and
Ramsar site

Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral land which
may provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The pastoral
land may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. However, within the zone
of influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.018% of the available potential foraging and
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roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary which is not considered to be significant if lost to
development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any
pollution pathways it is not considered that any development will
result in any physical damage to habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SPA/Ramsar site, it is not considered that residential use of the
site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports pastoral land which
may provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The pastoral
land may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
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outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. However, within the zone
of influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.018% of the available potential foraging and
roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary and any potential disturbance during development would
not be considered to be significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
Stamford
Bridge

SMB2/3

Lower Derwent
Valley SPA &
Ramsar
River Derwent SAC

River Derwent SAC
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 360 m from the River Derwent
SAC and, therefore, it is considered that there will be no physical
loss of habitat within the SAC.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land. Therefore, it is not considered that the site provides suitable
habitat outwith the SAC to support the qualifying animal species.

No likely significant
effects on the River
Derwent SAC
No likely significant
effects on the Lower
Derwent Valley SPA
and Ramsar site

Physical Damage
The SAC is vulnerable to changes in water levels and quality. The
site is adjacent to Smackdam Beck which is a potential pathway to
the River Derwent and the SAC. The dumping, spreading or
discharge of waste material during any development may damage
the water quality of the SAC and residential use of the site may
lead to domestic sewage effluent affecting the water quality of the
SAC and the supporting processes on which the qualifying natural
habitats and the habitats of the qualifying species rely. In addition,
any modification of the drain, including infilling, may affect these
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supporting processes. However, the implementation of best
practice construction methods and pollution prevention guidance
would mitigate against any significant impacts.
Non-Physical Disturbance
It is not considered that residential use of the site, which is 8.69 ha
in area, would lead to a significant increase in the local population
and any consequent recreational disturbance to the SAC.
Water Abstraction
The SAC is vulnerable to water abstraction which is considered to
adversely affect water levels and tables. However, it is not
anticipated that any development would require additional water
abstraction.
Lower Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar site
Physical Loss
The site is located approximately 5.61km from the Lower Derwent
Valley SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Lower Derwent Valley
SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during winter for ruff
and, in particular, whooper swan, Bewick’s swan, golden plover
and lapwing which are known to have important concentrations
regularly occurring on agricultural habitat outwith the SPA/Ramsar
site boundary. However, within the zone of influence of the
international sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.058% of the
available potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to
be significant if lost to development.
Physical Damage
The site is adjacent to Smackdam Beck which is a potential
pathway to the River Derwent and the SPA/Ramsar site. The
dumping, spreading or discharge of waste material during any
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development may damage the water quality of the SPA/Ramsar
site. The SPA/Ramsar site is also vulnerable to eutrophication
and residential use of the site may lead to domestic sewage
effluent affecting the water quality of the SPA/Ramsar site and the
supporting processes on which the habitats of the qualifying
species rely. In addition, any modification of the drain, including
infilling, may affect the supporting processes of the habitats within
the SPA/Ramsar site. However, the implementation of best
practice construction methods and pollution prevention guidance
would mitigate against any significant impacts.
Non-Physical Disturbance
Increased house building adjacent to the SPA/Ramsar site is
leading to an increase in recreational disturbance of the Lower
Derwent Valley SPA/Ramsar site. However, due to the distance of
the site from the SPA/Ramsar site, it is not considered that
residential use of the site will lead to an increase in recreational
disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site predominantly supports arable
land which may provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat
during winter for ruff and, in particular, whooper swan, Bewick’s
swan, golden plover and lapwing which are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. However, within the zone
of influence of the international sites, the site constitutes
approximately 0.009% of the available potential foraging and
roosting habitat for these species outwith the SPA/Ramsar site
boundary and any potential disturbance during development would
not be considered to be significant.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water levels and quality. However,
it is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
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Humber Estuary
Ramsar & SPA

The site is located approximately 2.09 km from the Humber
Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and, therefore, it is considered that there
will be no physical loss of habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.

No likely significant
effects on the Humber
Estuary SPA & Ramsar

Physical Loss
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.02% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary which is not considered to be
significant if lost to development.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet. It is not
considered that any development at this site would result in
coastal squeeze which would result in the loss of intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Physical Damage
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and damage arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
Humber Estuary SPA/Ramsar site and the absence of any
pollution pathways it is not considered that any development will
result in any physical damage to habitat within the Humber Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site.
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It is not considered that any development at this site would result
in coastal squeeze which would result in damage to intertidal and
saltmarsh habitat important to the qualifying bird species.
Non-Physical Disturbance
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to the pressures from built
development and disturbance arising from access, recreation and
other activities. However, due to the distance of the site from the
SPA/Ramsar site, it is not considered that residential use of the
site will lead to an increase in disturbance to the SPA/Ramsar site.
Aerial images indicate that the site supports arable land which may
provide suitable foraging habitat for marsh harrier (during the
breeding season) and hen harrier (during winter). The arable land
may also provide suitable foraging and roosting habitat during
winter and on passage for golden plover, ruff, curlew and lapwing.
In particular, golden plover and lapwing are known to have
important concentrations regularly occurring on agricultural habitat
outwith the SPA/Ramsar site boundary. In addition, dark-bellied
brent geese have been increasingly recorded feeding on cereals in
fields. However, within the zone of influence of the international
sites, the site constitutes approximately 0.02% of the available
potential foraging and roosting habitat for these species outwith
the SPA/Ramsar site boundary and any potential disturbance
during development would not be considered to be significant.
The site is considered to be too distant from the estuary to be
potentially utilised as a key high-tide roost for other qualifying
wader species such as bar tailed godwit and avocet.
Water Abstraction
The SPA/Ramsar site is vulnerable to water abstraction which is
considered to adversely affect water flows and quality. However, it
is not anticipated that any development would require additional
water abstraction.
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A7. Conclusions
A7.1.

Atkins Limited (Atkins) has been commissioned by East Riding of Yorkshire Council to undertake a
Stage 1 of the Habitats Regulations Assessment process (Screening) in relation to the East
Riding of Yorkshire Council’s Allocations Document.

A7.2.

Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) is required by Regulation 61 of the Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) for all plans and projects which may have
likely significant effects on international sites. This Stage 1 – Screening HRA assesses whether
the project is likely to lead to significant effects on the international sites listed below with
reference to the conservation objectives of the qualifying feature of the site:
•

Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA;

•

Flamborough Head SAC;

•

Hornsea Mere SPA;

•

Humber Estuary Ramsar site;

•

Humber Estuary SPA;

•

Humber Estuary SAC;

•

Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar site;

•

Lower Derwent Valley SPA;

•

Lower Derwent Valley SAC;

•

River Derwent SAC.

A7.3.

This Stage 1 HRA has assessed whether the allocations set out within the Allocations Document are
likely to lead to significant effects on these international and what these likely impacts are.

A7.4.

Following the Stage 1 (Screening), it is considered that the site allocations are not likely to lead to
significant effects on the international sites (see Table A.4 for justifications of these conclusions).

A7.5.

‘In combination’ effects have been considered as part of this screening assessment for other projects
and plans which have been subjest to HRA. None of the other projects and plans identified in
Section 6 (see above) will lead to likely significant effects on the international sites.

A7.6.

Each allocation constitutes a very small percentage of the available habitats for birds associated with
the SPA/Ramsar sites, although when combined this percentage will be larger. However the
percentages of available habitat within the zone of influence constitute only a very small
percentage of the overall available habitats within the East Riding area and therefore when the
plan is considered in its entirety the percentage loss of available terrestrial habitats is not
considered to be significant.

A7.7.

This stage 1 HRA has identified that there will be no likely significant effects ‘alone’ or ‘in
combination’ on any of the international sites within this assessment.
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Appendix B. The International Sites
Table B.1 - Information about the Humber Estuary SAC

Site Designation Status

Humber Estuary Special Area of Conservation

Location of International
Site

The site is located along the entire length of the River Humber estuary
(located at the southern extent on the East Riding of Yorkshire boundary).

Brief Description of the
International Site

The Humber is the second largest coastal plain estuary in the UK. It is a
muddy, macro-tidal estuary. It is designated under the Habitats Directive
and qualifies as a SAC for the following:
Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for site selection as listed in the
EU Habitats Directive:
•

Estuaries;

•
Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide.
Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason
for selection of this site
•

Sandbanks which are slightly covered by sea water all the time;

•

Coastal lagoons Priority feature;

•

Salicornia and other annuals colonising mud and sand;

•

Atlantic salt meadows (Glauco-Puccinellietalia maritimae);

•

Embryonic shifting dunes;

•

Shifting dunes along the shoreline with Ammophila arenaria (`white
dunes`);

•

Fixed dunes with herbaceous vegetation (`grey dunes`) Priority
feature;

•
Dunes with Hippophae rhamnoides.
Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
•
Not applicable.
Annex II species present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason
for site selection

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

•

Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus;

•

River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis;

•

Grey seal Halichoerus grypus.

The Humber Estuary SAC is vulnerable to impacts on the geomorpological
structure and function of the estuary (including impacts on the sediment
budget) from the following:
•

Coastal squeeze (e.g. sea level rise and climate change);

•

Flood defence works;

•

Dredging;

•

Construction, operation and maintenance of ports, pipelines and other
infrastructure; and,

•
Changes in water quality and flows.
In addition the site is sensitive from damage and disturbance arising from
access, recreation and other activities.
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Table B.2 - Information about the Humber Estuary SPA

Site Designation Status

Humber Estuary SPA

Location of International
Site

The site is located along the entire length of the River Humber estuary
(located at the southern extent on the East Riding of Yorkshire boundary).

Brief Description of the
International Site

The Humber is the second largest coastal plain estuary in the UK and is fed
by three rivers including the Ouse, Trent and Hull. The designations
(SAC/SPA/Ramsar) incorporate sections of the Rivers Ouse and Trent and
the entire Humber Estuary, extending south from the mouth of the Humber
to near Saltfleet on the east coast.
The Humber Estuary comprises extensive wetland and coastal habitats. The
inner estuary supports extensive areas of reedbed, with areas of mature and
developing saltmarsh backed by grazing marsh in the middle and outer
estuary. On the North Lincolnshire coast, the saltmarsh is backed by low
sand dunes with marshy slacks and brackish pools.
The Humber Estuary SPA qualifies under Article 4.1 of the Directive
(79/409/EEC) by supporting populations of European importance of the
following species listed on Annex I of the Directive:
During the breeding season:
Avocet (Recurvirostra avosetta): 8.6% of the population in Great Britain;
Bittern (Botaurus stellaris): 10.5% of the population in Great Britain;
Little tern (Sterna albifrons): 51 pairs representing at least 2.1% of the
breeding population in Great Britain; and,
Marsh harrier (Circus aeruginosus), 10 pairs representing at least 6.3% of
the breeding population in Great Britain.
Over winter:
Bar tailed godwit (Limosa lapponica): 2,752 individuals representing at least
4.4% of the wintering population in Great Britain;
Bittern (Botaurus stellaris): 4 individuals representing at least 4.0% of the
wintering population in Great Britain;
Golden plover (Pluvialis apricaria): 30,709 individuals representing at least
12.3% of the wintering population in Great Britain;
Avocet (Recurvirostra avosetta): 59 individuals representing 1.7% of the
population in Great Britain; and,
Hen harrier (Circus cyaneus): 8 individuals representing at least 1.1% of the
wintering population in Great Britain
On passage:
Ruff (Philomachus pugnax): 128 individuals representing 1.4% of the
population in Great Britain
This site also qualifies under Article 4.2 of the Directive (79/409/EEC) by
supporting populations of European importance of the following migratory
species:
On passage:
Redshank (Tringa totanus): 7,462 individuals representing at least 5.7% of
the Eastern Atlantic - wintering population
Black-tailed godwit (Limosa limosa islandica): 915 individuals representing
at least 2.6% of the population
Knot (Calidris canutus): ,18,500 individuals representing at least 4.1% of the
population
Dunlin (Calidris alpina alpine): 20,269 individuals representing at least 1.5%
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of the population
Sanderling (Calidris alba): 1,767 individuals representing at least 1.8% of the
Eastern Atlantic/Western & Southern Africa - wintering population
Over winter:
Dunlin (Calidris alpina alpina): 22,222 individuals representing at least 1.7%
of the wintering western Europe population
Knot (Calidris canutus): 28,165 individuals representing at least 6.3% of the
wintering western Europe population;
Black-tailed godwit (Limosa limosa islandica): 1,113 individuals representing
at least 3.2% of the population;
Redshank (Tringa totanus): 4,632 individuals representing at least 3.6% of
the; and,
Shelduck (Tadorna tadorna): 4,464 individuals representing at least 1.5% of
the wintering Northwestern Europe population.
Assemblage qualification:
The site qualifies under article 4.2 of the Directive (79/409/EEC) as it is used
regularly by over 20,000 waterbirds (waterbirds as defined by the Ramsar
Convention) in any season:
In the non-breeding season, the area regularly supports 153,934 individual
waterbirds (five year peak mean 1996/97 – 2000/01), including dark-bellied
brent goose Branta bernicla bernicla, shelduck Tadorna tadorna, wigeon
Anas penelope, teal Anas crecca, mallard Anas platyrhynchos, pochard
Aythya ferina, scaup Aythya marila, goldeneye Bucephala clangula, bittern
Botaurus stellaris, oystercatcher Haematopus ostralegus, avocet
Recurvirostra avosetta, ringed plover Charadrius hiaticula, golden plover
Pluvialis apricaria, grey plover P. squatarola, lapwing Vanellus vanellus, knot
Calidris canutus, sanderling C. alba, dunlin C. alpina, ruff Philomachus
pugnax, black-tailed godwit Limosa limosa, bar tailed godwit L. lapponica,
whimbrel Numenius phaeopus, curlew N. arquata, redshank Tringa totanus,
greenshank T. nebularia and turnstone Arenaria interpres.
Non-qualifying species of interest: The SPA is used by non-breeding merlin
Falco columbarius, peregrine F. peregrinus and short-eared owl Asio
flammeus, and breeding common tern Sterna hirundo and kingfisher Alcedo
atthis (all species listed in Annex I to the EC Birds Directive) in numbers of
less than European importance (less than 1% of the GB population).
Vulnerabilities of the
International Site
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The Humber Estuary SPA is vulnerable to impacts on the geomorpological
structure and function of the estuary (including impacts on the sediment
budget) from the following:
•

Coastal squeeze (e.g. sea level rise and climate change);

•

Flood defence works;

•

Dredging;

•

Construction, operation and maintenance of ports, pipelines and other
infrastructure; and,

•

Changes in water quality and flows.

•

In addition the site is sensitive from damage and disturbance arising
from access, recreation and other activities.
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Table B.3 - Information about the Humber Estuary Ramsar Site

Site Designation Status

Humber Estuary Ramsar site

Location of International
Site

The site is located along the entire length of the River Humber estuary
(located at the southern extent on the East Riding of Yorkshire boundary).

Brief Description of the
International Site

The Humber is the second largest coastal plain estuary in the UK and is fed
by three rivers including the Ouse, Trent and Hull. The designations
(SAC/SPA/Ramsar) incorporate sections of the Rivers Ouse and Trent and
the entire Humber Estuary, extending south from the mouth of the Humber
to near Saltfleet on the east coast.
The Humber Estuary comprises extensive wetland and coastal habitats. The
inner estuary supports extensive areas of reedbed, with areas of mature and
developing saltmarsh backed by grazing marsh in the middle and outer
estuary. On the north Lincolnshire coast, the saltmarsh is backed by low
sand dunes with marshy slacks and brackish pools.
The site qualifies under Criterion 1 because it contains a representative,
rare, or unique example of a natural or near-natural wetland type:
The site is a representative example of a near-natural estuary with the
following component habitats: dune systems and humid dune slacks,
estuarine waters, intertidal mud and sand flats, saltmarshes, and coastal
brackish/saline lagoons.
The site qualifies under Criterion 3 because it supports populations of
animal species important for maintaining the biological diversity of the
biogeographic region:
The Humber Estuary Ramsar site supports a breeding colony of grey seals
Halichoerus grypus at Donna Nook. It is the second largest grey seal colony
in England and the furthest south regular breeding site on the east coast.
The dune slacks at Saltfleetby-Theddlethorpe on the southern extremity of
the Ramsar site are the most north-easterly breeding site in Great Britain of
the natterjack toad Bufo calamita.
The site qualifies under Criterion 5 because it regularly supports 20,000 or
more waterbirds:
In the non-breeding season, the area regularly supports 153,934 individual
waterbirds (5 year peak mean 1996/97 – 2000/01).
The site qualifies under Criterion 6 because it regularly supports 1% of the
individuals in the populations of the following species or subspecies of
waterbird in any season including:
•

Mallard (Anas platyrhynchos);

•

Golden plover (Pluvialis apricaria);

•

Bar tailed godwit (Limosa lapponica);

•

Black-tailed godwit (Limosa limosa)

•

Shelduck (Tadorna tadorna);

•

Knot (Calidris canutus);

•

Dunlin (Calidris alpina alpine);

•

Redshank (Tringa tetanus).

The site qualifies under Criterion 8 because it is a migration path on which
fish stocks, either within the wetland or elsewhere, depend:
The Humber Estuary acts as an important migration route for both river
lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis and sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus between
coastal waters and their spawning areas.
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Non-qualifying species of interest:
The Ramsar site supports nationally important non-breeding numbers of hen
harrier Circus cyaneus (based on five year peak mean 1997/98 – 2001/02),
and nationally important breeding numbers of marsh harrier Circus
aeruginosus, avocet Recurvirostra avosetta, little tern Sterna albifrons
(based on five year means 1998 – 2002) and bittern Botaurus stellaris
(based on three year mean 2000 – 2002).
Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

The Humber Estuary Ramsar is vulnerable to the following:
Reedbeds being cut and cleared on margins of pits associated with angling.
Management agreements and enforcement to address.
Lack of reedbed management leading to scrub encroachment. Management
agreement to address.
Abstraction causes reduced freshwater input. Review of consents well
advanced but not yet implemented.
Substantial lamprey by-catch in eel nets in River Ouse.
Reduced dissolved oxygen in River Ouse is a barrier to fish migration.
Review of consents well advanced but not yet implemented.
Reduced dissolved oxygen in River Ouse is a barrier to fish migration. To be
addressed through Catchment Sensitive Farming Initiatives and
implementation of Water Framework Directive.
Particularly illegal access by motorised recreational vehicles and craft.
Control through management scheme.
Coastal squeeze causing loss of intertidal habitats and saltmarsh due to sea
level rise and fixed defences. The Humber Flood Risk Management Strategy
has been developed and is being implemented.

Table B.4 - Conservation Objectives for the Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar Site

Conservation Objectives of
the Humber Estuary SAC,
SPA and Ramsar site

The Conservation Objectives for this site are, subject to natural change, to
maintain the following habitats and geological features in favourable
condition (*), with particular reference to any dependent component special
interest features (habitats, vegetation types, species, species assemblages
etc.) for which the land is designated (SAC, SPA, Ramsar).
Habitat Types represented (Biodiv- ersity Action Plan categories)
Estuary;
Inshore sublittoral sediment;
Littoral rock;
Inshore littoral rock;
Littoral sediment (mudflat, sandflat and saltmarsh);
Saline lagoons;
Sand dunes; and,
Standing open water and canals.
Species features
Breeding bird assemblage;
Passage and wintering waterfowl species;
Grey seal;
River lamprey;
Sea lamprey;
Vascular plants assemblages; and,
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Invertebrate assemblages.
(*) or restored to favourable condition if features are judged to be
unfavourable.
Table B.5 - Information about the Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA

Site Designation Status

The Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs SPA is located in the East
Riding of Yorkshire, near Bridlington.

Location of International
Site

Flamborough Head is located on the central Yorkshire coast of eastern
England. The cliffs project into the North Sea, rising to 135 m at Bempton
Cliffs and exposing a wide section of chalk strata. The site supports a
seabird assemblage of European importance.

Brief Description of the
InternationalSite

The site supports large numbers of breeding seabirds including kittiwake
and auks, as well as the only mainland breeding colony of gannet in the UK.
The seabirds feed and raft in the waters around the cliffs, outside the SPA,
as well as feeding more distantly in the North Sea. During the breeding
season the site regularly supports 305,784 individual seabirds including
puffin, razorbill, guillemot, herring gull, gannet and kittiwake (supporting at
least 2.6% of the breeding eastern Atlantic population of this species).
The inter-tidal chalk platforms are also used as roosting sites, particularly at
low water and notably by young kittiwakes (Joint Nature Conservation
Committee (JNCC) website: www.jncc.gov.uk/ ).

Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

The conservation objectives for the European site are:
•

to maintain, in favourable condition, the habitats for the populations of
the migratory bird species of European importance (kittiwake) with
particular reference to coastal cliffs and caves; and

to maintain, in favourable condition, the habitats for the populations of
seabirds that contribute to the breeding seabird assemblage of
European importance with particular reference to coastal cliffs and
caves.
Further details are available in the site citations (www.jncc.gov.uk,
www.naturalengland.org.uk) and within the Natural England document
cSAC: Flamborough Head, SPA: Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs
and Component SSSI: Flamborough Head (v2 17/11/00). This is presented
in Appendix 3.
•

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

Not Available

Table B.6 - Information about the Flamborough Head SAC

Site Designation Status

Flamborough Head Special Area of Conservation

Location of International
Site

The Flamborough Head SAC is located in the East Riding of Yorkshire, near
Bridlington.

Brief Description of the
International Site

Flamborough Head SAC is designated under the Habitats Directive and
qualifies as a SAC for the following:
Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for site selection as listed in the
EU Habitats Directive:
•

Reefs;

•

Vegetated sea cliffs of the Atlantic and Baltic coasts;

•
Submerged or partially submerged sea caves.
Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for
selection of this site
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•
Not applicable.
Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
•
Not applicable.
Annex II species present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for
site selection
•
Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

Not applicable.

The conservation objectives for the European site are to maintain in
favourable condition the:
•

vegetated sea cliffs of the Atlantic and Baltic coasts;

•

submerged and partially submerged sea caves; and

•
reefs.
Further details are available in the site citations (www.jncc.gov.uk,
www.naturalengland.org.uk) and within the Natural England documents
cSAC: Flamborough Head, SPA: Flamborough Head and Bempton Cliffs
and Component SSSI: Flamborough Head (v2 17/11/00) and Natural
England’s advice for Flamborough Head European Marine Site given under
Regulation 33(2) of the Conservation (Natural Habitats &c.) Regulations
th
1994 (issued 14 January 2000).
Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

Flamborough Head represents the most northerly outcrop of coastal chalk in
the UK and the most southerly area of bedrock on the North Sea. The site is
characterised by high chalk cliffs (up to 135 m high and covering a distance
of about 16 km) which are partly vegetated, over 200 caves and a chalk reef
which extends up to 6 km offshore. These interest features are vulnerable to
a number of pressures, particularly physical damage and toxic
contamination. These and other issues are being addressed by Relevant
Authorities in a Management Scheme which is being developed for the
European Marine Site. This identifies key human activities which may affect
the SAC interests, will identify the necessary survey management and
monitoring systems and measures to maintain the features in favourable
condition. This process will also increase the awareness and involvement of
statutory organisations and local people in the sustainable use and
management of the SAC.
Table B.7 - Information about the Lower Derwent Valley SAC

Site Designation Status

Lower Derwent Valley Special Area of Conservation

Location of International
Site

The site is located in the mid-west of the East Riding of Yorkshire.

Brief Description of the
International Site

The Lower Derwent Valley SAC is designated under the Habitats Directive
and qualifies as a SAC for the following:
Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for site selection as listed in the
EU Habitats Directive:
•

Lowland hay meadows (Alopecurus pratensis, Sanguisorba officinalis).

Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for
selection of this site
•

Alluvial forests with Alnus glutinosa and Fraxinus excelsior (AlnoPadion, Alnion incanae, Salicion albae).

Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
•
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Annex II species present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for
site selection
•
Otter Lutra lutra.
Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

The conservation objective for this site is to restore/maintain to favourable
condition the habitats/ species for which the site is designated. This is
achieved through management of the water quality/ levels/ flow and
recreational pressure at and adjacent to the site.

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

There is an extant planning permission for the extraction of coal by deep
mining. This has been reviewed under Regulation 50 by the Minerals
Planning Authority and an appropriate compensation/mitigation package has
been agreed by the MPA/English Nature and the holder of the permission.
This is to take account of potential changes to topography, soil water
relations and flooding patterns and duration as a result of subsidence. Water
levels in general are an issue in the Valley and this is being addressed by a
collaborative project between English Nature, Environment Agency and the
water company, Yorkshire Water.
Table B.8 - Information about the Lower Derwent Valley SPA

Site Designation Status

Lower Derwent Valley Special Protection Area and Ramsar Site

Location of International
Site

The site is located in the mid-west of the East Riding of Yorkshire.

Brief Description of the
International Site

The Lower Derwent Valley is part of a major floodplain system located in
East and North Yorkshire in eastern England. The valley holds a series of
neutral alluvial flood meadows, fens, swamps, valley mires, Alder Alnus
glutinosa woodlands and other freshwater habitats lying adjacent to the
River Derwent, Pocklington Canal and The Beck. The Lower Derwent Valley
is one of the largest and most important examples of traditionally managed
species-rich alluvial flood meadow habitat remaining in the UK. These
grasslands, which were formerly widespread in the UK, are now very
restricted in distribution due to agricultural intensification. The character and
species composition of the grassland, fen and swamp communities is largely
controlled by topography, differences in the extent of winter flooding and by
the type of agricultural management. The site is of outstanding importance
for a diverse range of waterbirds throughout the year. In winter the site
supports large numbers of swans, ducks and waders, as well as Bittern
Botaurus stellaris, whilst in summer the floodplain holds breeding waders,
Corncrake Crex crex and Spotted Crake Porzana porzana.
The SPA also includes the subsumed SPA of Derwent Ings, a site that was
subject to separate classification

Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

The conservation objective for this site is to restore/maintain to favourable
condition the habitats/ species for which the site is designated. This is
achieved through management of the water quality/ levels/ flow and
recreational pressure at and adjacent to the site.

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

Eutrophication risk due to agricultural run-off and domestic sewage residues
are currently being investigated by English Nature to determine the scale
and effect before preventative measures can be formulated. Water
abstraction and the associated tidal barrage are thought to adversely affect
water levels and qualities on the site. This is being investigated through a
joint project between English Nature, Environment Agency and the private
water company. Coal mining takes place adjacent to the site. The potential
effects of this are monitored with mitigation where necessary via a section
106 planning agreement. Recreational disturbance is increasing due to
increased house building adjacent to the site.
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Table B.9 - Information about the Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar

Site Designation Status

Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar

Location of International
Site

The site is located in the mid-west of the East Riding of Yorkshire.

Brief Description of the
International Site

The Lower Derwent Valley represents one of the most important examples
of traditionally managed species-rich alluvial flood meadow habitat
remaining in the UK. These grasslands, which were formerly widespread,
are now very restricted in distribution due to agricultural improvement. The
river and these floodlands play a substantial role in the hydrological and
ecological functioning of the internationally important Humber basin.
The site qualifies under Criterion 1 because:
The site represents one of the most important examples of traditionally
managed species-rich alluvial flood meadow habitat remaining in the UK.
The river and flood meadows play a substantial role in the hydrological and
ecological functioning of the Humber Basin.
The site qualifies under Criterion 2 because:
The site has a rich assemblage of wetland invertebrates including 16
species of dragonfly and damselfly, 15 British Red Data Book wetland
invertebrates as well as a leafhopper, Cicadula ornate for which Lower
Derwent Valley is the only known site in Great Britain.
The site qualifies under Criterion 4 because:
The site qualifies as a staging post for passage birds in spring. Of particular
note are the nationally important numbers of Ruff, Philomachus pugnax and
Whimbrel, Numenius phaeopus.
The site qualifies under Criterion 5 because it regularly supports
20,000 or more waterbirds:
Assemblages of international importance:
Species with peak counts in winter:
31942 waterfowl (5 year peak mean 1998/99-2002/2003)
The site qualifies under Criterion 6 because it has species/populations
occurring at levels of international importance.
Qualifying Species/populations (as identified at designation):
Species with peak counts in winter:
Eurasian wigeon , Anas penelope, NW Europe 8350 individuals,
representing an average of 2% of the GB population (5 year peak mean
1998/9-2002/3) Eurasian teal , Anas crecca, NW Europe 4200 individuals,
representing an average of 1% of the population (5 year peak mean 1998/92002/3)
Species regularly supported during the breeding season:
Black-necked grebe , Podiceps nigricollis nigricollis, Europe, N Africa 11
pairs, representing an average of 35.4% of the GB population (5 year mean
1994-1998)
Great bittern , Botaurus stellaris stellaris, WEurope, NW Africa 1 individuals,
representing an average of 4.7% of the GB population (5 year mean 19941998)
Garganey , Anas querquedula, W Africa/Europe 15 pairs, representing an
average of 65.2% of the GB population (5 year mean 1994-1998)
Common quail , Coturnix coturnix, Europe 41 pairs, representing an average
of 7.9% of the GB population (5 year mean 1994-1998)
Spotted crake , Porzana porzana, Europe 9 individuals, representing an
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average of 12.3% of the GB population (5 year mean 1994-1998)
Black-headed gull , Larus ridibundus, N & C Europe 2240 pairs,
representing an average of 1.7% of the GB population (5 year mean 19941998)
Species with peak counts in winter:
Whooper swan , Cygnus cygnus, Iceland/UK/Ireland 63 individuals,
representing an average of 1.1% of the GB population (5 year peak mean
1998/9- 2002/3)
Gadwall , Anas strepera strepera, NW Europe 286 individuals, representing
an average of 1.6% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/92002/3)
Mallard , Anas platyrhynchos platyrhynchos, NW Europe 3850 individuals,
representing an average of 1% of the GB population (5 year peak mean
1998/9- 2002/3)
Northern pintail , Anas acuta, NW Europe 295 individuals, representing an
average of 1% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9- 2002/3)
Northern shoveler , Anas clypeata, NW & C Europe 232 individuals,
representing an average of 1.5% of the GB population (5 year peak mean
1998/9- 2002/3)
Water rail , Rallus aquaticus, Europe 8 individuals, representing an average
of 1.7% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9- 2002/3)
European golden plover , Pluvialis apricaria apricaria, P. a. altifrons Iceland
& Faroes/E Atlantic 4800 individuals, representing an average of 1.9% of the
GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/92002/3)
Ruff , Philomachus pugnax, Europe/W Africa 115 individuals, representing
an average of 16.4% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/92002/3)
Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

The conservation objective for this site is to restore/maintain to favourable
condition the habitats/ species for which the site is designated. This is
achieved through management of the water quality/ levels/ flow and
recreational pressure at and adjacent to the site.

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

The Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar is vulnerable to the following:
•

Water diversion for irrigation/domestic/industrial use

•

Reservoir/barrage/dam impact: flooding
Table B.10 - Information about the River Derwent SAC

Site Designation Status

River Derwent Special Area of Conservation

Location of International
Site

The site is located along the western edge of the East Riding of Yorkshire
Council boundary.

Brief Description of the
International Site

The River Derwent SAC is designated under the Habitats Directive and
qualifies as a SAC for the following:
Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for site selection as listed in the
EU Habitats Directive:
•
Not applicable.
Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for
selection of this site
Water courses of plain to montane levels with the Ranunculion fluitantis
and Callitricho-Batrachion vegetation.
Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
•
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•
River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis.
Annex II species present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for
site selection
•

Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus;

•

Bullhead Cottus gobio;

•

Otter Lutra lutra.

Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

The conservation objective for this site is to restore to favourable condition
the habitats supporting the Annex II species river lamprey, and the habitats
and species that are not the primary reason for its designation.

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

Water levels and flooding are an issue with the River Derwent. Concern has
been expressed about both the level of flooding of adjacent agricultural land
and also recent flooding of urban areas. This has resulted in public pressure
both for new flood defences and different water-level control regimes. Issues
relating to water control levels are being addressed through a collaborative
project between English Nature, Environment Agency and the water
company, Yorkshire Water. English Nature is also fully consulted over any
new proposals relating to new or improved flood defences. Water quality is
also a potential issue on the river. Improvements are currently proposed
under the AMP3 programme.
Table B.11 - Information about the Hornsea Mere SPA

Site Designation Status

Hornsea Mere Special Protection Area

Location of International
Site

Hornsea Mere is on the east coast of Yorkshire, midway between
Flamborough Head to the north and Spurn Head to the south.

Brief Description of the
International Site

Hornsea Mere is on the east coast of Yorkshire, midway between
Flamborough Head to the north and Spurn Head to the south. It is the
largest freshwater lake in Yorkshire. It is less than 1 km from the North Sea
and covers an area of 141 hectares. The lake is of glacial origin, shallow (in
general only 1 m to 2 m deep), enriched with nutrients and fringed with
reedbeds, fen and carr.
The mere supports breeding and wintering water birds, which feed on the
open water and use the marginal vegetation for feeding and roosting. It is
designated as a SPA because it regularly supports a European important
wintering population of Gadwall, a dabbling duck. The site also supports
nationally important wintering populations of a further four species,
goldeneye, pochard, tufted duck and shoveler. Mute swans also visit the
site in nationally important numbers to moult after breeding.

Conservation Objectives of
the International Site

The conservation objective for this site is to restore the habitat (standing
water) to favourable condition to support the European important wintering
populations of gadwall.

Vulnerabilities of the
International Site

Not Available
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Appendix C. Screening of Allocations Sites
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

Beverley

BEV6

Residential

New Site

2.96

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

BEV47

Residential

New Site

0.50

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

Brandesburton

BDN8/9

Residential

New Site

2.13

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Hornsea SPA located approximately 5.62 km from the
allocation site. This allocation site is located on an area
of grassland, habitat which birds from the SPA site may
use.

Yes

Bridlington

BRID1

Residential

Reduced
Size

9.27

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are
Flamborough Head SAC located approximately 2.60 km
from the allocation site The allocation is for residential
development.

Yes

BRID53

Waste Water
Treatment Works

New Site

3.61

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are
Flamborough Head SAC located approximately 3.25 km
from the allocation site The allocation is for Bridlington
Waste Water Treatment Works.

Yes

BRID11/12/
13/14/16/30/
31/46

Residential

New site

18.15

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are
Flamborough Head SAC located approximately 1.95 km
from the allocation site and Flamborough Head and
Bempton Cliffs SPA located approximately 5.40 km from
the allocation site. The allocation is for residential and
this site is currently agricultural land.

Yes

BRID51

Gypsy &
Traveller
Accommodation

New Site

0.53

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are
Flamborough Head SAC located approximately 3.07 km
from the allocation site and Flamborough Head and

Yes
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

Bempton Cliffs SPA located approximately 6.92 km from
the allocation site. The allocation is for residential and
this site is currently agricultural land.
Carnaby

CAR3

Employment

New Site

6.85

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

Cherry Burton

CHER3/6

Residential

Reduced
Size &
New Site

1.52

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

CHER5/7

Residential

New Site

1.00

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

COT1

Residential

Enlarged
Size

11.65

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

COT22

Residential

New Site

0.53

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

COT61

Employment
expansion land

New Site

14.10

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

GOO23

Transport

6.04

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar site; located
approximately 1.05km from the allocation site and 3.44

Yes

Cottingham

Goole
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

km from Thorne & Hatfield Moors SPA. Although this
allocation site is located on urban land there have been
records of bats and barn owls within 500m of the site.
Gilberdyke &
Newport

GIL3/22/23

Residential

New Site

3.84

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Humber Estuary, SPA and Ramsar site; located
approximately 5.65 km from the allocation site. This
allocation site is located on an area of pasture, habitat
which birds from the Ramsar site may use as foraging
habitat and/or high tide roost sites

Yes

Hessle

HES11/12

Residential

New Site

12.88

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar located
approximately 1.61 km from the allocation site. This
allocation site is located on an area of agricultural land,
habitat which birds from the SPA & Ramsar sites may
use

Yes

HES16

Residential

New Site

2.64

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone as it is partly
developed and heavily disturbed and is considered not to
cause likely significant effect upon the international sites
and therefore not require Stage 1 Assessment.

No

HOR18

Residential

Reduced
Size

4.74

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Hornsea SPA located approximately 835m from the
allocation site. This allocation site is located on an area
of agricultural land, habitat which birds from the SPA site
may use.

Yes

HOR22

Residential

New Site

3.37

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Hornsea SPA located approximately 580m from the
allocation site. This allocation site is located on an area
of agricultural land, habitat which birds from the SPA site
may use.

Yes

HOW6

Residential

New Site

0.59

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone as it is a small
area surrounded by development comprising amenity

No

Hornsea

Howden
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

grassland and is considered not to cause likely
significant effect upon the international sites and
therefore not require Stage 1 Assessment.

Hutton
Cranswick

Keyingham

HOW23

Residential

New Site

1.11

Amber

This allocation site is approximately 2.17 km from the
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar and 5.22 km
from the Lower Derwent Valley SPA and Ramsar. The
allocation is for residential and this site is currently
agricultural.

Yes

HOW9

Residential

Reduced
Size

0.73

Amber

This allocation site is approximately 1.34 km from the
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar and 4.05 km
from the Lower Derwent Valley SPA and Ramsar. The
allocation is for residential and this site is currently
agricultural.

Yes

CRA12

Residential

New Site

0.53

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

CRA13/14

Residential

New Site

0.53

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

CRA39

Residential

New Site

0.52

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

KEY3

Residential

Reduced
Size

9.37

Green

This allocation site is approximately 5.25 km from
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar site. The
allocation is for residential and is currently greenhouses.
Due to its distance from the Humber Estuary SAC, SPA
and Ramsar site and current use it is considered unlikely
to be used by birds from the Humber Estuary SAC, SPA

No
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

and Ramsar site. It is not anticipated that there will be
any likely significant effects on the integrity of the
international sites as a result of development on this
allocation site.
Kilham

KIL3

Residential

Reduced
Size

0.84

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

KIL7

Residential

Enlarged
Size

2.28

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

KIL10

Residential

Enlarged
Size

0.41

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

KIL19

Residential

New Site

0.98

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

North Cave

NCA4

Residential

New Site

2.39

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Humber Estuary SPA and Ramsar site; located
approximately 5.15 km from the allocation site. This
allocation site is located on an area of agricultural land,
habitat which birds from the sites may use as foraging
habitat and/or high tide roost sites.

Yes

Preston

PRES2

Residential

New Site

1.47

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Humber Estuary SPA & Ramsar; located approximately
3.29km from the allocation site. This allocation site is
located on an area of grassland, habitat which birds from
the Ramsar site may use as foraging habitat and/or high

Yes
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

tide roost sites.
Snaith

SNA8/12

Residential

New Site

2.63

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

SNA3/9

Residential

Reduced
Size

4.30

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

Stamford Bridge

SMB2/3

Reduced Size

New Site

8.69

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
River Derwent SAC; located approximately 360 m from
the allocation site and 4.30 km from the Lower Derwent
SPA & Ramsar site. This allocation site is located on an
area of agricultural land.

Yes

Swanland

SWA1

Residential

Enlarged
Size

2.18

Amber

The closest international sites to this allocation are the
Humber Estuary SPA & Ramsar sites; located
approximately 2.08 km south. This allocation site is
located on an area of agricultural land, habitat which
birds from the SPA/Ramsar site may use as foraging
habitat and/or high tide roost sites

Yes

SWA8

Residential

New Site

1.72

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone as it comprises
existing development and is therefore not considered to
cause likely significant effect upon the international sites
and therefore not require Stage 1 Assessment.

No

Walkington

WAL7

Residential

New Site

0.73

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No

Wetwang

WET8

Residential

New Site

0.21

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the

No
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Allocations
Area

Site
Reference

Development
Use

Reason

Site
Area
Ha

Risk
Zone

Justification

HRA Stage 1
Screening
Required

international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.
Withernsea

WITH12
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Mixed use – retail
and residential

Enlarged
Size

0.44

Green

This allocation falls within the green zone and is
considered not to cause likely significant effect upon the
international sites and therefore not require Stage 1
Assessment.

No
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Appendix D. Site Allocations Policy
Assessments
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Table D.1 - Site Assessment of Beverley - BEV 6

BEV6
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
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Outcome

Reasoning

4, 756
2.96
Residential
08/07/2007, 13/09/2005

Yes

Principal Town. Adjacent to settlement.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats
Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

6

-

0

-

6

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(+++)
(--)

Would contribute to meeting housing needs for the settlement. Location of site is suitable. Greenfield site in a suitable
location for an urban extension. This would therefore support the settlement vision and sub-area policy.
Birds and Bats <500m

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

168

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

BEV6
Question

Outcome

Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(-)

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)

(-)

Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
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(0)

(0)
(-)

Reasoning
No harm to any heritage assets
Whilst the site would extend the existing built form out beyond the existing built form, this is contained by the cemetery
to the east and existing boundary features to the north and west. Additional landscaping would also mitigate impact.
Whilst the site would extend the existing built form out beyond the existing built form, this is contained by the cemetery
to the east and existing boundary features to the north and west. Additional landscaping would also mitigate impact.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
The site is classed as non agricultural land
Site within Zone III (total catchment)
Impact of quarry workings to the west could delay availability of the site until the latter years of the plan but adjacent
site to the south has been successfully developed during the working life of the quarry.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site in the form of a cemetery to the east and a working quarry to the west. It is not thought that of these
potentially contaminated land uses pose a significant risk to the site
Site adjacent to active chalk extraction but not within safeguarding area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open
space above that required by the Core Strategy policy. PROW adjacent to western boundary but can be retained.
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary
schools serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the YWS
AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Beverley is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water is likely to require an upsize to the sewer network to develop this site.
Access via Poplars Way. Junction improvements at Poplars Way and Victoria Road likely to be required.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)

No proposed or loss of facilities

N/A

Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
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BEV6
Question
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints. Central Land Holdings retains access rights into site from Poplars Way

No

Wholly owned and controlled by central land holdings

6 - 19 years

Quarry workings may delay availability of site in early years of the plan.
Table D.2 - Site Assessment of Beverley - BEV 47

BEV47
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number

1992

Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
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Reasoning

0.52
Residential

Yes

Principal Town within settlement.

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats
Regulations Screening Report).

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion.

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset.
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BEV47
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
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5

Over 75% Previously developed land.

6
5
-2.5

(+++)
(--)

More vulnerable use within flood zone 3a - plus evidence of local flooding June 2007.

Could support settlement vision and sub-area policy. Previously developed land within existing development limit.
Water Vole and Bats <500m

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained.

(0)
(+)

No harm to any heritage assets.
Development could result in enhancement through removal of existing units which are not of any particular merit.
Within Local Plan development limits and adjoining residential areas on three sides.
Not within natural landscape.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Classified as Urban Land.
Site within Zone III (total catchment).
South east corner of site within waste water treatment works zone.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)
(+++)

The site contains contaminated land (works). This will likely be remediated through the use of appropriate planning
conditions and/or suitable design/layout.

(0)
(0)

Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions above that required by the Strategy policies.
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open
space above that required by the Core Strategy policy. PROW running west of site boundary but this could be
retained.

(0)
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BEV47
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

School Capacity (23)

(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Use of existing access would be no worse than existing use.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use.

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use.

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints
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0 - 5 years

The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary
schools serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the YWS
AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Beverley is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water is likely to require an upsize to the sewer network to develop this site.

Additional employment land allocated within nearby site.
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Table D.3 - Site Assessment of Brandesburton – BDN8 / BDN9
BDN8
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
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Outcome

Reasoning

1619
0.75
Residential
12/05/2010

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats
Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

4
1
6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)
(--)

No impact on settlement vision as none defined
Bats (2005) recorded within 500m of site

(0)

No significant features to be affected - pond off site to NE

(0)

No harm to any heritage assets likely
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BDN8
Question

Outcome

Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)

(0)
(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)

(0)
(-)

Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
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(0)

(0)
(-)

Reasoning
Unlikely to have any adverse effect due to existing pattern of development on two sides.
Some loss of open rural character but overall impact limited by existing form and pattern of development on two sides
already. Important to retain frontage hedgerow. Possible use of existing access to The Meadows.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Minor loss of Grade 3a Agricultural Land (part shown as Urban land and only half of site is identified as possibly Grade
3a).
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site. This consists of a farm with associated out buildings on the eastern boundary and an infilled
ditch/drain running along the southern boundary. Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed development
there may be a requirement for appropriate planning conditions to control the risks from the adjacent potentially
contaminated land.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving
this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Brandesburton is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that this site may
need to upsize the local sewerage network.

(0)

No significant highway issues anticipated

N/A

Residential use proposed

(0)

No proposed or loss of facilities

N/A

Residential use proposed

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
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BDN8
Question
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Reasonable relationship to main settlement - especially with pedestrian link. Open land but already enclosed by
development on two sides.

Outcome

Reasoning

BDN9
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
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1620
2.78
Residential
12/05/2010

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats
Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land
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BDN9
Question
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Outcome

Reasoning

4
1
3

More vulnerable use within Zone 1 and evidence of local flooding (2007)

(0)
(--)

No impact on settlement vision as none defined
Bats (2005) recorded within 500m of site

(0)

No significant features to be affected - 2 possible ponds?

(0)
(-)

No harm to any heritage assets likely
Whilst site will extend the built form of the settlement, this is mitigated by the presence of the ribbon of development to
the north.
Whilst this will involve the loss of an open land site, the impact of this is limited by the tree belt to the west and would
be mitigated by additional planting to the east.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Loss of Grade 3a Agricultural Land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site. This consists of a farm with associated out buildings on the southern boundary of the site.
Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a requirement for appropriate planning
conditions to control the risks from the adjacent potentially contaminated land.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
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(0)
(-)

No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s) serving
this settlement.
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BDN9
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)

(0)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Brandesburton is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that this site may
need to upsize the local sewerage network.
No significant highway issues anticipated

N/A

Residential use proposed

(0)

No proposed or loss of facilities

N/A

Residential use proposed

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

Additional planting required to eastern boundary

Table D.4 - Site Assessment of Bridlington - BRID53

BRID53
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information

3.61
WWTW Expansion
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Comments
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BRID53
Question
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
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Outcome

Comments

Yes

Principal town. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

N/A

Not applicable for use proposed

N/A

Not applicable for use proposed

3

(+++)
(--)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
N/A
(-)
(0)
(-)

Flood zone 1. 55% site in groundwater emergence area, and Bessingby Beck runs through the site. Essential
Infrastructure use.

Would support vision by facilitating future housing growth for the settlement and strengthening role of town.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site. Bessingby Beck runs
through the site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained
Development unlikely to have a harmful impact upon a heritage asset.
Not within built form of settlement
Would involve development on greenfield site within open countryside but adjacent to existing WWTW and additional
planting would mitigate additional impacts.
Not applicable for use proposed
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development has the potential to adversely impact on the residential amenities of nearby residents but this can be
mitigated by ensuring a 400m buffer zone around the proposed site where new residential development would be
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BRID53
Question

Outcome

Comments

Contaminated Land (19)

N/A

Mineral Resources (20)

(0)

avoided.
Site may be contaminated due to proximity to existing WWTW and sewage sludge disposal but not applicable to
proposed use.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area

Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

N/A

Not applicable for use proposed

N/A

Not applicable for use proposed

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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N/A
(+++)

(0)

Not applicable for use proposed
Will significantly improve the capacity and quality of the existing utilities and infrastructure. Additional investment in the
extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The proposed
development is for the expansion of the waste water treatment works. Bridlington is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area.
Existing access acceptable.

(0)

No community facilities lost or provided.

N/A
N/A

Not applicable for use proposed
Not applicable for use proposed

(+)
N/A

Population growth will help support the regeneration of the town. This expansion will allow for the planned growth to
occur.
Not applicable for use proposed

No

No known insurmountable constraints

No

No known constraints.

6 - 19 years
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Table D.5 - Site Assessment of Bridlington - BRID11/12/14/16/30/31/46
BRID 11
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
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Outcome

Comments

265, 1564
3.25
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Partly within, partly adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

6

-

2

-

6

Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use.

(+++)

Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to residential use, in accordance with
the sub area policy.

(--)
(-)
(0)

Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Hedgerow along Pinfold Lane and through middle of the site likely to be (at least) partially removed by development,
though significant impacts could be mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
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BRID 11
Question

Outcome
Built Character (13)

(+)

Landscape Character (14)

(+)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)

(0)
(-)
(-)

Comments
The site adjoins existing development to the south and east. It is presently in agricultural use and forms a buffer
between residential and industrial areas. As part of a wider change to residential use on Pinfold Lane the development
of this site could enhance the built character of this part of Bridlington by linking the two residential areas.
Assessed as good quality by the Landscape Character Assessment, though the LCA notes that areas around Pinfold
Lane and the adjacent land to the east is partially screened from the surrounding landscape due to the topography and
there is some capacity for development that would reinforce or enhance the area.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely affected.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Part Grade 3a, part Urban land)
Part of site within SPZ 2 (outer protection zone). Significant impacts could be mitigated through design and layout of
site.
Adjacent to Pinfold Lane Industrial Estate and so, in isolation, residential development would be incompatible.
*However, if all of Pinfold Lane was to be allocated for residential uses this would remove industry and potential
nuisance.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site. Depending on the layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate
conditions to be imposed to assess the risk this adjacent potentially contaminated land may pose to the development.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)

(---)*

Contaminated Land (19)

(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)

N/A

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.
BRID11, 12, 13, 14 & 31 are all associated with potential access from Pinfold Lane. Strongly suggest that a
development brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps
shared with BRID15 & 16. Junction improvement/traffic management work may be required at Pinfold
Lane/Martongate junction.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)

No community facilities lost or provided.
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(0)
(-)
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BRID 11
Question
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Comments

N/A

Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

Loss of Pinfold Lane would not conflict with ELR due to the significant constraints identified for industrial uses in this
location. The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the
regeneration of the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

(+++)
No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints though dependent on residential redevelopment of Pinfold Lane.

0 - 5 years

Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery. Only suitable once adjacent employment uses
relocated.

BRID 12
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
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Outcome

Comments

784, 729, 754, 137
5.35
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Partly within, partly adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
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BRID 12
Question

Outcome

Comments

STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

5

over 75% Previously developed land

6

-

2

-

6

Flood Zone 1. >50% adjacent land impervious. More vulnerable use.

(+++)

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(+)

Landscape Character (14)

(+)

(0)
(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(---)*

Contaminated Land (19)

(+++)
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Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to residential use, in accordance with
the sub area policy.
Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Number of trees within the site, and planting belt to western boundary. Removal of some trees may be required to
allow for development, though significant impacts could be mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
The site is presently well maintained, though some of the units are vacant. Development for residential uses would
have a positive impact on the built character of this part of Bridlington, and integrate better with the residential
character to the south.
Assessed as good quality by the Landscape Character Assessment, though the LCA notes that areas around Pinfold
Lane and the adjacent land to the east is partially screened from the surrounding landscape due to the topography and
there is some capacity for development that would reinforce or enhance the area.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely affected.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (mainly urban land)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Adjacent to Pinfold Lane Industrial Estate and so, in isolation, residential development would be incompatible.
*However, if all of Pinfold Lane was to be allocated for residential uses this would remove industry and potential
nuisance.
The majority of the site is located on existing commercial/industrial land which has been identified as potentially
contaminated land. Any development, especially for residential, would be subject to appropriate conditions requiring a
risk assessment to be carried out to ascertain what, if any, risks are associated with the existing landuse. This
approach, combined with suitable design and layout of the development, will likely lead to remediation of the
potentially contaminated land.
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BRID 12
Question

Outcome

Comments

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

N/A

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that Brownfield
sites would need to ensure the foul flows are on a like for like basis with a 30% reduction in surface water flows.
BRID11, 12, 13, 14 & 31 are all associated with potential access from Pinfold Lane. Strongly suggest that a
development brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps
shared with BRID15 & 16. Junction improvement/traffic management work may be required at Pinfold
Lane/Martongate junction.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)
N/A

No community facilities lost or provided.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

Loss of Pinfold Lane would not conflict with ELR due to the significant constraints identified for industrial uses in this
location. The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the
regeneration of the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

(0)
(-)

(+++)
No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints though dependent on residential redevelopment of Pinfold Lane.

0 - 5 years

Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery. Only suitable once adjacent employment uses
relocated.
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BRID 13
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
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Outcome

Comments

1446
1.27
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Within settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

6

-

3

-

3

Flood Zone 1. >50% adjacent land impervious. More vulnerable use.

(+++)

Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to residential use, in accordance with
the sub area policy.

(--)
(-)
(0)
(+)

Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site.
Significant tree belt to western boundary, if not retained in its entirety may be possible for significant impacts to be
mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Development could result in an enhancement - surrounded by development on 3 sides and so could be regarded as
sensitive infill.
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BRID 13
Question

Outcome

Comments

Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

Contaminated Land (19)

(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)

N/A

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.
No access to public highway unless via adjacent sites. BRID11, 12, 13, 14 & 31 are all associated with potential
access from Pinfold Lane. Strongly suggest that a development brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and
plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps shared with BRID15 & 16. Junction improvement/traffic management
work may be required at Pinfold Lane/Martongate junction.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)

No community facilities lost or provided.

Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)

N/A

Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the regeneration of
the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
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Development is not located within the natural landscape.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely affected.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (urban land)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Adjacent to Pinfold Lane and so may not be compatible with existing uses (though if all of Pinfold Lane was allocated
for housing this constraint would be removed). Any significant impacts may be mitigated by the existing tree belt and
design/layout.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site. Depending on the layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate
conditions to be imposed to assess the risk this adjacent potentially contaminated land may pose to the development.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

(0)
(-)

(+)
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BRID 13
Question

Outcome

Comments

STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

No
No
0 - 5 years

Access dependent on gaining access through land under separate ownership but should be required through
comprehensive scheme.
No known constraints though dependent on residential redevelopment of Pinfold Lane.
Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery. Only suitable once adjacent employment uses
relocated.

BRID 14 (amended site due to partial development)
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
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Outcome

Comments

671, 1546, 1849 1518
3.85
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

5

-

1

-
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BRID 14 (amended site due to partial development)
Question
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

Outcome
6

(+++)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(-)*
(0)
(-)
(0)
(---)*
(0)
(0)
(0)

Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use.

Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to residential use, in accordance with
the vision for the town and sub area policy.
No effect.
Hedgerow runs through the site. Development would necessitate (at least) partial removal, though significant impacts
could be mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Unlikely to result in harm to built character of settlement
Assessed in Landscape Character Assessment as good quality which would be sensitive to development. However, if
developed in conjunction with BRID16 the impact would be more limited.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely affected.
Loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatible with adjacent uses if Pinfold Land developed for housing. In isolation may not be compatible with industrial
uses at Pinfold Lane.
Not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

(0)
(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)
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Comments

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW (Play area now excluded from site)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.
BRID11, 12, 13, 14 & 31 are all associated with potential access from Pinfold Lane. Strongly suggest that a
development brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps
shared with BRID15 & 16. Junction improvement/traffic management work may be required at Pinfold
Lane/Martongate junction. May need to be accessed via BRID16
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BRID 14 (amended site due to partial development)
Question

Outcome

Comments
Access to a reduced BRID14 could be from Pinfold Lane - and maybe link to Kirkham Road?

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

N/A

Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)
N/A

No community facilities lost or provided.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(+)

Loss of Pinfold Lane would not conflict with ELR due to the significant constraints identified for industrial uses in this
location. The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the
regeneration of the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints though dependent on residential redevelopment of Pinfold Lane.

0 - 5 years

Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery. Only suitable once adjacent employment uses
relocated.

BRID 16
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
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Outcome

Comments

1448, 1473
10.68
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
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BRID 16
Question
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Outcome
No

Comments

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

5

-

1

-

6

Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use.

(+++)

Would support vision by accommodating housing growth on a suitable Greenfield site and by strengthening role of
town.

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(-)*

Landscape Character (14)

(-)*

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site.
Hedgerow runs through the site. Development would necessitate (at least) partial removal, though significant impacts
could be mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Could detract from built character - urban edge to the north of Bridlington (to the east of this site) is well defined by a
tree belt and this site extends beyond this. *Significant impact can be mitigated by establishment of new planting belt
to northern edge.
Half of the site assessed within the Landscape Character Assessment. This identifies that this area is an important
transitional landscape, of good landscape quality and sensitive to any development that would adversely affect its
generic character and would be visually significant from within the zone of visual influence. *Significant impact can be
mitigated by establishment of new planting belt to northern edge.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely effected.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

(0)

Not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
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(--)
(-)
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BRID 16
Question

Outcome

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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Comments
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

(0)

N/A

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.
Associated with possible development of BRID14 and other sites to south. Strongly suggest that a development
brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps shared with
BRID18. May require roundabout on Bempton Lane if to be developed as well as BRID18.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)
N/A

No community facilities lost or provided.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)
(+)

The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the regeneration of
the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

(-)

0 - 5 years

Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery.
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BRID 30
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
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Outcome

Comments

572
5.7
Residential

Yes

Whilst the site is presently physically detached from the existing settlement limits, the site is proposed associated with
other draft allocations that will connect it to the main form of the settlement. The benefits of providing the new link
road will assist in allowing other sites to be brought forward to secure the settlement's place in the Core Strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

1
6
0

-

6

Flood zone 1. More vulnerable use.

(+++)

(0)

Would support vision by accommodating housing growth on a suitable greenfield site and by strengthening role of
town.
Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained

(0)
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BRID 30
Question

Outcome

Comments

Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(-)*

Landscape Character (14)

(-)*

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)

Air quality acceptable and not adversely effected.
Loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
South west corner of site in SPZ1/2 but impacts may be mitigated by layout.
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

(-)
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Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Site would extend the built form of the settlement out into open land. *Significant impact can be mitigated by
establishment of new planting belt to the northern and western edges.
Area is defined as an important transitional landscape of good landscape quality and sensitive to any development
that would adversely affect its generic character within the Landscape Character Assessment. *Significant impact can
be mitigated by establishment of new planting belt to the northern and western edges.

(0)

N/A

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for greenfield sites.
May need roundabout on A165 - especially if developed as well as BRID9 and/or BRID29. Pedestrian crossing may
also be required. NB Significant difference in levels may make an access difficult to achieve here.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)
N/A

No loss or gain of community facilities.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the regeneration of
the town and ensure a prosperous future.

(-)
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BRID 30
Question
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Comments

(+++)

Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

No

No known insurmountable constraints

No

No known constraints.

0 - 5 years

Additional planting required to northern and western boundaries. Provision of link road to be required as part of any
development.

BRID 31
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
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Outcome

Comments

1676
3.8
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

6

-

1

-
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BRID 31
Question
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Outcome
6

(+++)

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)

Landscape Character (14)

(+)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)
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(-)
(0)
(0)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(---)*
(0)
(0)
(0)

Comments
Flood zone 1. More vulnerable use.

Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to residential use, in accordance with
the sub area policy.
Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Dense trees/shrubbery in the middle of the site, may be unlikely to be retained in its entirety though any significant
impacts could be mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Development would extend the built extent of this part of Bridlington to the north into an area that is rural in character.
However, in conjunction with Brid14 and Pinfold Lane transition to residential use, the adverse impacts on the built
character would be more limited.
Assessed as good quality by the Landscape Character Assessment, though the LCA notes that areas around Pinfold
Lane and the adjacent land to the east is partially screened from the surrounding landscape due to the topography and
there is some capacity for development that would reinforce or enhance the area.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely effected.
Loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Incompatible with adjacent scrap yard and industrial uses. *Would be compatible if all of Pinfold Lane was developed
for residential uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

(0)
(-)
(-)

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.
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BRID 31
Question

Outcome

Comments

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

N/A

BRID11, 12, 13, 14 & 31 are all associated with potential access from Pinfold Lane. Strongly suggest that a
development brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps
shared with BRID15 & 16. Junction improvement/traffic management work may be required at Pinfold
Lane/Martongate junction.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)
N/A

No loss or gain of community facilities.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

Loss of Pinfold Lane would not conflict with ELR due to the significant constraints identified for industrial uses in this
location. The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the
regeneration of the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(+++)
No

No known insurmountable constraints

No

No known constraints though dependent on residential redevelopment of Pinfold Lane.

0 - 5 years

Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery. Only suitable once adjacent employment uses
relocated.

BRID 46
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
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Outcome

Comments

No bid submitted - remaining part of Pinfold Lane employment area
2.59
Residential

Yes

Principal town. Within settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
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BRID 46
Question
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Outcome
No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

6

100% Previously developed land

6

-

2

-

6

Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use.

(+++)

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)

Landscape Character (14)

(+)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)

(0)
(-)
(-)

Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
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Comments

(-)
(0)
(+)

(---)*

Residential development would support transition of Pinfold Road from industrial to residential use, in accordance with
the sub area policy.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Hedgerow along Pinfold Lane and through middle of the site likely to be (at least) partially removed by development,
though significant impacts could be mitigated.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
The site adjoins existing development to the south and east. It is presently in agricultural use and forms a buffer
between residential and industrial areas. As part of a wider change to residential use on Pinfold Lane the development
of this site could enhance the built character of this part of Bridlington by linking the two residential areas.
Assessed as good quality by the Landscape Character Assessment, though the LCA notes that areas around Pinfold
Lane and the adjacent land to the east is partially screened from the surrounding landscape due to the topography and
there is some capacity for development that would reinforce or enhance the area.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely affected.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Part Grade 3a, part Urban land)
Part of site within SPZ 2 (outer protection zone). Significant impacts could be mitigated through design and layout of
site.
Within Pinfold Lane Industrial Estate and so, in isolation, residential development would be incompatible. *However, if
all of Pinfold Lane was to be allocated for residential uses this would remove industry and potential nuisance.
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BRID 46
Question

Outcome

Comments

Contaminated Land (19)

(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

N/A

No effect on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified there is limited
capacity in the sewer network for Greenfield sites.
BRID11, 12, 13, 14 & 31 are all associated with potential access from Pinfold Lane. Strongly suggest that a
development brief/master plan is prepared to help co-ordinate and plan how access is to be achieved and perhaps
shared with BRID15 & 16. Junction improvement/traffic management work may be required at Pinfold
Lane/Martongate junction.
Question is not relevant for this use.

(0)
N/A

No community facilities lost or provided.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(+)

Loss of Pinfold Lane would not conflict with ELR due to the significant constraints identified for industrial uses in this
location. The Bridlington AAP identified that population growth (and so new housing) is needed to support the
regeneration of the town and ensure a prosperous future.
Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated; however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site. Depending on the layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate
conditions to be imposed to assess the risk this adjacent potentially contaminated land may pose to the development.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions beyond normal standards.

(0)
(-)

(+++)
No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints though dependent on residential redevelopment of Pinfold Lane.

0 - 5 years

Link with other sites and use development brief to coordinate delivery. Only suitable once adjacent employment uses
relocated.
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Table D.6 - Site Assessment of Bridlington - BRID51
BRID51
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
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Outcome

Comments

0.53
Gypsy and Traveller Site

Yes

Located within the Driffield to Bridlington Area of Search identified in Strategy Document Policy H3

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report).
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion.

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset.

1

100% Greenfield land

6

-

1

-

6

Highly vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(0)

No significant impact on vision or sub-area policy.

(--)
(0)

Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained

(0)
(0)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
The site is remote from the main built form of the settlement and therefore has little impact on it.
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BRID51
Question

Outcome

Comments

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

LCA assesses area as ordinary landscape quality. It is decribed as having a relatively high capacity for outdoor
recretional activities that would provide opportunities to better integrate the urban edge with the rural landscape. It is
also adjacent to the existing traveller site and so the impact of an additional site on the landscape would be lessened.
Air quality acceptable and not adversely effected.
Loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

(0)

Development is not on land likely to be contaminated.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)

(0)

Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions above that required by the Strategy policies.
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Strategy Document.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Bridlington is connected
No highway issues anticipated

N/A

Not relevant for Gypsy and Traveller use.

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant for Gypsy and Traveller use.

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.

N/A

Not relevant for Gypsy and Traveller use.

No

No known constraints
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(0)
(-)
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BRID51
Question
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome
No
0 - 5 years

Comments
Site is in private ownership, owner unwilling to sell at present. The council will negotiate with the owner over the sale of
the land and progress with a compulsory purchase order if required.
Location adjacent to existing site is logical and less prominent than other options.
Table D.7 - Site Assessment of Bridlington - CAR3

CAR3
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)

Outcome

Reasoning

1562
6.85
Employment
29/07/2009

Yes

Carnaby Industrial Estate is considered part of Bridlington for the purposes of the settlement network.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

6
3
4

Less vulnerable use in Flood Zone 1, within groundwater emergence area. Drainage ditch adjacent to the site.

STAGE 3 Detailed Site
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CAR3
Question
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Outcome

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)

(--)

Carnaby Industrial Estate is identified in the sub area policy as a focus for employment development, and will
contribute to the vision for Bridlington.
Site is within 1KM of Village Pond Carnaby Local Wildlife Site. 2 Legally protected species, Common Buzzard (Buteo
buteo), Whiskered Bat (Myotis mystacinus) recorded within 500m of this site. 1 BAB species within 500m Common
Mouse Ear Flowering Plant (Cerastium fontanum).

Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)
(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets
Unlikely to result in harm to built character.
Extension of built development into the rural landscape, which is assessed in the Landscape Character Assessment
as being of ordinary quality.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Western part of site sits within Source Protection Zone II (outer protection zone).
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)
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(+++)

Reasoning

(+++)

(0)
(0)
(0)
N/A
(-)

The site contains an area of potentially contaminated land as the site was once part of the airfield, and industrial uses
on the estate are also potentially contaminating land uses. Any development would be subject to appropriate
conditions requiring a risk assessment to be carried out to ascertain what that part of the airfield was used for and
what, if any, risks are associated with it. This approach, combined with suitable design and layout of the development,
will likely lead to remediation of the potentially contaminated land.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
Not relevant to the proposed use
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Carnaby parish is not connected to a mains gas distribution network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk
transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is some
capacity in the sewerage network but would need more information on the proposed development in this area to be
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CAR3
Question

Outcome

Reasoning
more specific.

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated.
Development could potentially make use of the rail network (though very significant investment would be required to
facilitate this)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
Types of employment development proposed have not been specified, though likely to be most suitable for B2/B8
development. If B1 development is proposed may result in score of (-)
Though this site is in the 10% most deprived area, the Employment Land Review does not identify a requirement for
all of this land to be retained as an employment purposes to meet requirements over the plan period.
Not relevant to the proposed use

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints.

(+)
(0)
N/A
(0)

0 - 5 years

Additional landscaping to eastern boundary needed. Original site reduced in size and frontage position favoured.
Table D.8 - Site Assessment of Cherry Burton – CHER3/6

CHER3
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
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Outcome

Reasoning

1925 (part of)
1.37
Residential

203

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

CHER3
Question
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
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Outcome

Reasoning

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit. Confirms with settlement network.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

4
0
3

Majority of site more vulnerable use within Zone 1 - part of site near North Drain within Zone 3a (may restrict
developable area). North Drain runs on northern side of the site.

(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined and no significant impact on sub-area policy
No effect on known site or species

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows and belt of trees to eastern
boundary.
No harm to any heritage assets Site is adjacent to Cherry Burton Conservation Area
Would extend existing built form out into open land but strong tree belt to eastern boundary would provide a logical
and defensible edge to a new urban extent.
Would intrude into an area of open countryside but tree belt to east mitigates impact on wider area.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
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CHER3
Question
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

Outcome

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Strategy Document policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Cherry Burton is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with
the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there are no
significant issues with sewerage network in the village.
Access appears to be available from Canada Drive. Potential second access via CHER6 to Main Street.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

No known constraints
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(0)
(0)
(0)

Reasoning

(0)
(0)
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CHER 6
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
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Outcome

Reasoning

2071
0.15
Whilst the site too small to be assessed on its own it has been added to CHER3 to create a larger allocation
Residential
04/04/2013
MGLLP writing on behalf of the land owner

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms with settlement network.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

4
0
6

(0)
(--)

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)

No settlement vision defined
Legally (Noctule Bat - 1984) and BAP (Common Mouse-ear - 2010) protected species recorded within 500m of this
site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site (Raventhorpe Embankment (formerly Disused Railway L)).
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.

(0)
(0)

No impact on built character
Little impact on landscape character
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CHER 6
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Would not intrude into open countryside due to presence of existing buildings.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

(0)
(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Cherry Burton is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with
the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there are no
significant issues with sewerage network in the village.
Access available via CHER3 or also from shared private drive to Main Street to serve a limited number of dwellings.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints
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(0)
(0)
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CHER 6
Question

Outcome
Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

Reasoning
Add to CHER3 as a logical extension.
Table D.9 - Site Assessment of Cherry Burton – CHER5/7

CHER5
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
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Outcome

Reasoning

2012, 2080
0.72
Residential
04/04/2013
Hornseys acting on behalf of land owner

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms with settlement network.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land (farm buildings and land)

4
0
6

(0)

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

No settlement vision defined

208

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

CHER5
Question

Outcome

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

(--)

Built Character (13)

(+)

Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

(0)
(+)

Legally (Noctule Bat - 1984) and BAP (Common Mouse-ear - 2010) protected species recorded within 500m of this
site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site (Raventhorpe Embankment (formerly Disused Railway L)).
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
Within conservation area but removal of large farm buildings would enhance character and appearance. Retention of
traditional barns towards frontage would be desirable.
Would remove some unsightly modern farm buildings which would improve the quality of the built character of the
area.
Would not intrude into open countryside due to presence of existing buildings.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and

(0)

The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as it is a farm with associated out buildings. This potentially
contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Cherry Burton is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with
the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there are no
significant issues with sewerage network in the village.
Access available from Highgate. Acceptable for the scale of development involved.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre
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(+++)

Reasoning

(0)
(0)
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CHER5
Question
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Link with CHER7 to form larger allocation

CHER7
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
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Outcome

Reasoning

2104
0.25
Residential
08/04/2013
Pegasus planning writing behalf of the land owner

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms with settlement network.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land (farm buildings and land)
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CHER7
Question

Outcome

Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

4
0
6

(0)
(--)
(0)
(+)

Built Character (13)

(+)

Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
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Reasoning

(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

No settlement vision defined
Legally (Noctule Bat - 1984) and BAP (Common Mouse-ear - 2010) protected species recorded within 500m of this
site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site (Raventhorpe Embankment (formerly Disused Railway L)).
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
Within conservation area but removal of large farm buildings would enhance character and appearance. Retention of
traditional barns towards frontage would be desirable.
Would remove some unsightly modern farm buildings which would improve the quality of the built character of the
area.
Would not intrude into open countryside due to presence of existing buildings.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.
The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as it is a farm with associated out buildings. This potentially
contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
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CHER7
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Cherry Burton is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with
the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there are no
significant issues with sewerage network in the village.
Access available from Highgate. Acceptable for the scale of development involved.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Link with CHER5 to form larger allocation
Table D.10 – Site Assessment of Cottingham COT1

COT1
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
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Outcome

Reasoning

327,398,1465,
1864
11.65
Residential
8/7/2002, 14/07/2011
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COT1
Question
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Outcome

Reasoning

Yes

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

3

95%+ Greenfield

6
1
3

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)

Whilst the site does intrude into the open gap between Cottingham and Willerby, the presence of ribbon development
along Willerby Low Road to the east and the garden centre on Castle Road provides mitigation to this and reduces
any coalescence impact. The site would therefore support sub area policy, the vision and the role of the settlement
by accommodating housing growth on a suitable site.
No Biodiversity or wildlife affected. Site is within 1km of Eppleworth/Skidby Quarry LWS

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained.

(0)
(0)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)

(0)
(-)

No harm to any heritage assets
Whilst the site does intrude into the open gap between Cottingham and Willerby, the presence of ribbon development
along Willerby Low Road to the east and the garden centre on Castle Road provides mitigation to this and reduces
any coalescence impact.
Whilst the site does intrude onto open land, the presence of ribbon development along Willerby Low Road to the east
and the garden centre on Castle Road provides mitigation to this and reduces any coalescence impact.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
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(+++)

Flood Zone 1. Evidence of local surface water flooding (2007) along Willerby Low Road and Castle Road frontages.
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COT1
Question
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

Outcome
(-)
(0)
+++

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability

(-)
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(0)
(0)

Reasoning
Within Source Protection Zone III (Total catchment) - impact could be mitigated.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
The site contains the following areas of potentially contaminated land: a farm and associated out buildings at the
north of the site, there are also large hospital complexes to the north and south of the site. The hospital sites,
although potentially contaminated land, are not thought to be high risk and any contamination is likely to be localised
around specific areas within the hospital site and will therefore cause little or no risk to adjacent sites. This potentially
contaminated land within the development site is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions
and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Strategy policies.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Cottingham is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is
capacity in the sewer network infill development only. The Council's flood risk management officers stated that
Cottingham branch sewer is at capacity even for foul only flows. As a result all of the allocations need to be held back
until the COPFAS scheme has been constructed to remove surface water from the system. Significant development
which comes forward prior to COPFAS will need to fund major upgrades to the system.
Visibility may result in loss of some trees. 2 junctions on Castle Road preferable.

N/A

Not relevant to residential use.

(0)
N/A

No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant to residential use.

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
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COT1
Question
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome
No

Reasoning
No known constraints.

No

No known constraints.

0 - 5 years
Table D.11 - Site Assessment of Cottingham - COT22

COT22
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number

Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change
(3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
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Outcome

Reasoning

Part of
existing Local
Plan
Allocation H1ap
0.53
Residential

Yes

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Within settlement limit.

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

6
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COT22
Question
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
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Outcome

Reasoning

4
6

Flood Zone 1

(0)
(--)

No settlement vision defined
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets.
Would remove some unsightly modern farm buildings which would allow for
Site is not within a natural landscape
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Urban Land
SPZ Zone II significant impacts can be mitigated.
Compatible with adjoining uses

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is a small section of potentially
contaminated land in the form of an infilled ditch/drain at the southwest corner of the site. It is not thought likely that
this will pose any significant risk to the development

(0)
(0)

Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.

(0)
(0)
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COT22
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Cottingham is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the
bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is
capacity in the sewer network infill development only. The Council's flood risk management officers stated that
Cottingham branch sewer is at capacity even for foul only flows. As a result Housing allocations in Cottingham can
only come forward following the completion of the Cottingham and Orchard Park Flood Alleviation Scheme
(COPFAS), or if it has been demonstrated that acceptable solutions to the surface water flood risk issue can be
implemented alongside new development.
Additional information submitted and site amended to demonstrate that a satisfactory access can be obtained.

N/A

Not relevant for housing use.

(0)
N/A

No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints.

No

No known constraints.

0 - 5 years

Additional information submitted and site amended to demonstrate that a satisfactory access can be obtained.
Table D.12 - Site Assessment of Cottingham - COT61

COT61
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)

18
14.1
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Reasoning
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COT61
Question

Outcome

Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Employment (open storage use associated with the expansion of Swift Caravans)
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Reasoning

Site has extant planning permission for open storage use (07/04944/STPLFE)

Yes

No

Site is adjacent to the substantial Swift Holdings (UK) manufacturing complex that it provides expansion land for.
This is one of the major employment sites that serve Cottingham.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

No

1

100% Greenfield land

6
3.5
-2.5

Less vulnerable use in Flood Zone 3a. History of flooding in June 2007.

(0)
(--)

Little impact on vision or sub-area policy
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site (bats). Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Some peripheral hedgerows/trees.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets
Proposed that site is used for the open storage of caravans associated with the adjacent Swift manufacturing
complex, increasing the extent of built features in this area. However, landscaped bunds around the site will limit
the impact of development on the character of the wider area.
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COT61
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)

(0)
(-)
(-)

Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)

Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.

(0)

Development is not on land likely to be contaminated.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)

(0)

Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions above that required by the Strategy policies.
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Strategy policies.
Not relevant to the proposed use
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed growth. Cottingham is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to
be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has
identified that there is capacity in the sewer network infill development only.
No significant highways issues anticipated. Direct access onto the A1079 has been constructed in order to support
the use of this land for storage use.
Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant to the proposed use

(0)

No specific effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
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(0)
N/A
(-)

(0)

The Landscape Character Assessment identifies that the landscape character as good quality with high sensitivity
to commercial development, though notes that the landscape in this area is influenced by the horticultural industry
and the A1079 is a prominant feature and that there may be locations that could accommodate development with
limited detrimental landscape and visual impact. Landscaped bunds and planting around this site will limit the
impact of development on the wider landscape character.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Majority of site in SPZ1, with remainder in SPZ2. However, as the site is to be used for the open storage of
caravans it would be unlikely to present a serious risk to the aquifer, and mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater have been agreed through the planning consent on the site.
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COT61
Question
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

N/A

Not relevant to the proposed use

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years
Table D.13 - Site Assessment of Goole - GOO23

Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Basic Information
Land bid number 1582
Site Area 6.04
Proposed use Multi Modal Transport Hub
Date received 21/12/2009
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
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Yes

Principal Town. Within settlement limits.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change

No

No nationally important assets affected

6

100% Brownfield

6

220

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

Question

Outcome

Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)

Reasoning

5
3

Multi Modal Transport Hub use assumed to be 'Essential Infrastructure' within the flood risk vulnerability
classification. Predominantly within flood zone 1 and adjacent to the Aire and Calder Navigation and there is a large
impervious industrial areas next to the site.

Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(+++)
(--)

Supports Core Strategy's vision for Goole in respect to fostering economic growth and re-developing brownfield sites
Records of bats and barn owls within 500m of site and site is in close proximity to local wildlife sites.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)
Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport

(0)
(0)

STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific
Considerations
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(-)

No effect if existing features can be retained (trees)

(0)
(+)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

No effect
Opportunity to enhance built character through re-development of derelict/vacant site.
Not located within the natural landscape
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Urban land
Remote from source protection zones
Partly within HSE consultation zone (storage of hazardous materials)

(+++)

(0)

This site contains potentially contaminated land due to its recent use as large railway sidings. It is also adjacent to
existing commercial/industrial developments which form part of the Glews Hollow industrial area. Development of this
area would be subject to a site specific risk assessment. Suitable design/layout of the development would further
help to mitigate any risks.
Not within or close to safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No loss of publicly accessible open space

N/A
N/A

Not housing use
Proposed transport use not relevant to this question.

(-)
(+++)

A614 may have insufficient capacity - further investigation required. Potential access on Britannia Rd but not a public
highway. Footway improvements needed.
Site can utilise waterway (adj site) and rail network (nearby).

221

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

Question
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome
(0)
TBC

Reasoning
No facility lost and no new facility proposed
Impact on Town Centre would depend on exact type of employment uses.

(+)

Employment opportunities will benefit this (deprived) area

N/A

Not housing use

No

Subject to any HSE requirements and any remediation measures

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Proposed use changed to recognise the potential for a multi modal transport hub

Table D.14 - Site Assessment of Gilberdyke / Newport - GIL3/22/23
GIL3
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information

251, 1062, 1545
1.49
Residential
1062 - 21/11/2005 and 251 - 25/02/2002

STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
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Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No
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GIL3
Question

Outcome

Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking

No

Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

2

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
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Reasoning
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

over 75% Greenfield land (predominantly former agricultural buildings)

4
0
6

More vulnerable use within zone 1.

(0)
(--)

No impact on settlement vision or no vision defined
Within 1km of Ingswood LWS/bats recorded within 500m

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Little impact on built character due to presence of adjacent development and built form
No impact on landscape character
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Adjacent potato merchants use may result in harm to residential amenity

(+++)

(0)
(0)

The site contains an area of potentially contaminated land in the western portion of the site as this is a farm with
associated out buildings. The north east edge of the site is adjacent to an agricultural depot. The potentially
contaminated on the site and adjacent to it can be addressed through a combination of appropriate planning
conditions and suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions

(0)
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
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GIL3
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

School Capacity (23)

(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability

(0)

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Gilberdyke is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is no capacity in
the network for greenfield sites, brownfield sites would need to ensure the foul flows are on a like for like basis with
a 30% reduction in surface water flows.
Access seems to be possible from Sandholme Road

N/A

Not applicable to Residential use

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
Not applicable to Residential use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

GIL22
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received

1600
0.70
Residential
17/12/2009
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Reasoning
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GIL22
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Additional information full planning permission obtained for two replacement dwellings on site (one constructed already)
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
No
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
2
over 75% Greenfield land
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
4
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
0
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
6
More vulnerable use within zone 1
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific
Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No impact on settlement vision or no vision defined
Biodiversity and Geological
(--)
Within 1km of Ingswood LWS/bats recorded within 500m/BAP Habitat (Orchard)
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
(-)
Trees and pond on site - could be impact on wildlife habitat
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Built Character (13)
(0)
Little impact on built character due to presence of adjacent development and built form of settlement
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Minimal impact on landscape character due to adjacent built form of settlement
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatibility with
(-)
Adjacent potato merchants use may result in harm to residential amenity
Neighbouring Uses (18)
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GIL22
Question
Contaminated Land (19)

Outcome
(+++)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)

School Capacity (23)

(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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(0)
(0)

(-)

Reasoning
The site contains a small area of in-filled land towards the north end of the site and this has been identified as
potentially contaminated land. The site is also adjacent to an agricultural depot on the southern boundary. This
potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable
design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Gilberdyke is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is no capacity in
the network for Greenfield sites, Brownfield sites would need to ensure the foul flows are on a like for like basis
with a 30% reduction in surface water flows.
Access to Sandholme Roas appears to be possible but frontage very limited.

N/A

Not applicable to Residential use

(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities

N/A

Not applicable to Residential use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years
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GIL23
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
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Outcome

Reasoning

2032
1.56
Residential
26/02/2013

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

4
0
6

More vulnerable use within zone 1

(0)
(--)

No impact on settlement vision or no vision defined
Within 1km of Ingswood LWS/bats recorded within 500m/BAP Habitat (Orchard)

(0)

No significant effect and existing features can be retained, including peripheral hedgerows and mature trees.

(0)
(+)
(0)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Redevelopment and removal of large agricultural buildings would enhance the built character of area.
Minimal impact on landscape character due to adjacent built form of settlement
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GIL23
Question
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)
(0)
(0)
(+++)

Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land.
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would remove a use (the potato merchants) which causes harm to nearby residential amenity.

(+++)
(0)
(0)

Development would result in the remediation of land that is contaminated from the depot of the Potato Merchants.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions

(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)

(0)

No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Gilberdyke is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is no capacity in
the network for greenfield sites, brownfield sites would need to ensure the foul flows are on a like for like basis with
a 30% reduction in surface water flows.
Access available from Sandholme Road

N/A

Not applicable to Residential use

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
Not applicable to Residential use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints
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(-)
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GIL23
Question

Outcome
Deliverability (33)

Reasoning

0 - 5 years
Table D.15 - Site Assessment of Hessle – HES11/12

HES11
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Basic Information
Land bid number 848, 1022
Site area (ha) 12.88
Proposed use Residential
Date received 01/07/2005, 24/10/2005
Additional information 848 also covers HES12
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific
Considerations
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Yes

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset Hessle Mount School (Grade II Listed) adjacent to site.

1

100% Greenfield.

5
2
3

More vulnerable use wiithin zone 1. Record of local flooding 2007 on extreme southern boundary with main road.

229

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

HES11
Question

Settlement Vision (9)

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Outcome

(+++)

Whilst the site does intrude into the open gap between AWK and Hessle, the strong tree belt around the site
provides some mitigation to this and helps to reduce any coalescence impact. The site would therefore support the
vision and the role of the settlement.

(-)

Site is less than 1km from a Local Wildlife Site.

(0)

Whole site affected by TPO. However most trees are on periphery of site and could therefore be retained and
protected from development if layout carefully designed.
Any development would need to safeguard setting of the listed Hessle Mount School on western boundary.
Would extend built form of settlement out into open area. However presence of strong tree belt on east and north
boundaries avoids any visual intrusion of the built form into the open area beyond and the existing development to
the west at Tranby Park means that the gap between the settlements is not effectively narrowed. The overall
impact is not therefore significant.
The site is within an Important Landscape Area. Landscape character assessment states the area is highly
sensitive to development that would reduce the separation of Hessle and Anlaby. However it also states that small
areas such as infill along Boothferry Road may be able to accommodate small scale residential development
providing the design takes account of the sensitivity of the landscape character of the area to change and respects
the role of the area in separating Hessle and Anlaby. The site is in open agricultural use but with a strong belt of
peripheral trees. If these are retained, the impact will not be significant.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to reduce quality.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2 and Grade 3a )
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatible with adjacent uses.

(-)
(0)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
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Reasoning

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
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HES11
Question

Outcome

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)

Reasoning

N/A

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed growth. Hessle is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any
issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified
that there is limited capacity for new development across Hessle as the sewers are not sized to take more flow.
The Council's flood risk management officers stated that a major upgrade to Boothferry Road sewer would be
needed to accommodate this site.
Site could be accessed from Swanland Road and/or Jenny Brough Lane. However, Jenny Brough Lane may
require widening and off site junction improvements/traffic management works likely.
Not relevant to proposed use.

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not relevant to proposed use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints.

0 - 5 years

HES12
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information

465, 848
2.61
Residential
01/07/2005
848 also covers HES11
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HES12
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land
(5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific
Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
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Yes

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to Core Strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% greenfield.

5
3
3

(+++)

More vulnerable use in zone 1. Some local flooding recorded 2007 on southern edge.

Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Hessle and Anlaby, it would not reduce its minimum depth
and is mitigated by the topography of the land. The release of this limited frontage part would not undermine the
settlement vision and would support the delivery of the Core Strategy.

(-)

Site is less than 1km from a Local Wildlife Site.

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained

(0)
(-)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Would extend built form of settlement out into open area. However presence of the strong tree belt on the eastern
boundary and the fall of the land away from Boothferry Road minimises the visual intrusion of the built form into the
larger open area. The overall impact of this part is not therefore considered significant.
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HES12
Question

Outcome

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

The site is within Important Landscape Area. Landscape character assessment states the area is highly sensitive
to development that would reduce the separation of Hessle and Anlaby. However it also states that small areas
such as infill along Boothferry Road may be able to accommodate small scale residential development providing
the design takes account of the sensitivity of the landscape character of the area to change and respects the role
of the area in separating Hessle and Anlaby. The limited depth and the topography of the land means that this
impact is not significant.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to reduce quality.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatible with adjacent uses.

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No proposed new or loss of existing facilities

(0)

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

(-)
N/A

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed growth. Hessle is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any
issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified
that there is limited capacity for new development across Hessle as the sewers are not sized to take more flow.
The Council's flood risk management officers stated that a major upgrade to Boothferry Road sewer would be
needed to accommodate this site.
Site can be accessed from Boothferry Road. Improvements/provision of gap in central reservation may be
required
Not relevant for housing use.

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not relevant to proposed site.

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
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(0)
(0)
(0)

Reasoning

233

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

HES12
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

No

No known constraints.

No

No known constraints.

0 - 5 years

Site reduced in size. Additional landscaping to northern boundary required. Link to HES11.

Table D.16 - Site Assessment of Hessle - HES16

HES16
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Basic Information
Land bid number 497, 610, 826, 1033, 1348
Site area (ha) 1.49
Proposed use Residential
Date received 24/03/2003, 18/06/2004, 14/06/205, unknown, 17/04/2007
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
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Yes

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to Core Strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
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HES16
Question

Outcome

Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)

Reasoning

4

over 50% Previously developed land (less than 75%)

5

Score against housing use

2
3

More vulnerable use in zone 1(very small portion of flood zones 2/3a on extremities of the site which built
development can avoid). Some local flooding recorded 2007 on southern edge and adjacent to Western Drain and
another watercourse to the north.

(+++)
(0)

The site would support sub area policy, the vision and the role of the settlement by accommodating housing growth
on a suitable site.
No effect on known site or species

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained

(0)
(+)
(0)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Could enhance the built character by removing some older buildings and structures.
Not within natural landscape but development could provide more coherent boundary to open fields. Landscape
character assessment suggests that this area could accommodate small scale development if it responds the nature
of the area.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to reduce quality.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply.
Housing generally compatible with adjoining uses.

STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific
Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
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(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
+++

(0)
(0)

This site contains an area of potentially contaminated land in the form of a farm and associated out buildings. This
potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable
design/layout.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
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HES16
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(0)
(-)

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability

(0)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Hessle is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk
transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is limited
capacity for new development across Hessle as the sewers are not sized to take more flow. The Council's flood risk
management officers stated that a major upgrade to Boothferry Road sewer would be needed.
Site can be accessed from Boothferry Road as per previous planning application.

N/A

Not relevant for housing use.

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not relevant to proposed use.

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints.

No

No known constraints.

Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

Information submitted to address the previously identified flood risk issues. Additional landscaping to northern
boundary required.

Table D.17 - Site Assessment of Hornsea - HOR22

HOR22
Question
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Outcome

Reasoning
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HOR22
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
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Outcome

Reasoning

1658
4.30
Residential
01/07/2010

Yes

Local Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield

6
1
3

More vulnerable use in zone 1 (extremely small portion of eastern extremity of site subject to higher flood risk
which built development can easily avoid). Site adjacent to Foss Dike watercourse.

(+++)
(--)

Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable housing site to assist in meeting the strategic
requirement for the settlement.
Within 1km of Hornsea Mere SSSI (500m) Adjacent to LWS. Bats (2002) recorded within 500m

(0)

No features to be affected - peripheral hedgerows.

(0)

No heritage assets affected
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HOR22
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Built Character (13)

(0)

This site is enclosed on 3 sides by existing development and would not harm the built character of the settlement.

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Development of this site is not prominent in the open landscape due to its enclosure on 3 sides.

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 3a)
No source protection zones affected
Proposed use is compatible with neighbouring land uses

(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated
land adjacent to the site as there is former railway line along the western boundary of the site. Depending on the
nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to
mitigate the risk of migration from this adjacent potentially contaminated land.
No mineral safeguarding areas affected
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on publicly accessible open space or access to it

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic

(0)

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed growth. Hornsea is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be
any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has
identified that the whole settlement drains through one sewage pumping station which is at capacity and developer
led investment would be required.
No significant highways issues anticipated - site would share Freeport access.

N/A

Not applicable to proposed use

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not applicable to proposed use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
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(0)
(0)
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HOR22
Question
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome
(+++)

Reasoning
Large site within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

No

None known

No

None known

0 - 5 years

Amended access arrangement resolves main reason for previous rejection for this part of site.

Table D.18 - Site Assessment of Howden - HOW6

HOW6
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
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Outcome

Reasoning

None - Allocated for this use in the former local plan
0.59
Residential.
N/A

Yes.

No

Howden is a 'Town' in the proposed settlement hierarchy. Within settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network
strategy.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain.

No

No nationally designated heritage asset affected.

No
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HOW6
Question
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

Outcome

Reasoning

1

100% greenfield.

5

Site scored 24 points for public transport accessibility.

6

Site scored 43 for walking and cycling accessibility.

4

Flood Zone 2.

(+++)
(--)

Can support vision by accommodating growth and strengthening the role of the Town.
Howden Marsh local wildlife site within 1km. Water Vole and Bats within 500m.

(0)

No effect. Only a couple of small trees would be lost as a result of development.

(0)
(+)

No effect.
Existing amenity area does have a positive contribution. Infill housing with landscaped strip could improve
contribution of site to this important corridor.
Development not located within the landscape. Limited public view of site.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to reduce quality.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Urban land).
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Housing development would be compatible with adjoining housing areas.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

The site contains the following areas of potentially contaminated land: former farm buildings. This potentially
contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
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HOW6
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Howden is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that is no capacity in the sewer
network for any further foul or surface water flows without investment from YW and/or contributions from developers.

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insumountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Site enlarged in order to provide suitable access

N/A

Not applicable to proposed use

(0)
N/A

No facility proposed or lost.
Not applicable to proposed use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

None known

No

None known

0 - 5 years

Additional information submitted and site amended to demonstrate that a satisfactory access can be obtained.

Table D.19 - Site Assessment of Howden - HOW23

HOW23
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)

2050
1.1
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Reasoning
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HOW23
Question

Outcome

Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Residential
27/03/2013

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
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Yes

Reasoning

No

Howden is a 'Town' in the proposed settlement hierarchy. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement
network strategy.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain.

No

No nationally designated heritage asset affected.

No

6

100% Brownfield Land

5

Site scored 24 points for public transport accessibility

4

Site scored 35 for walking and cycling accessibility

3

Flood zone 1 and large impervious area adjacent to the site

(+++)
(--)

Can support vision by accommodating growth and strengthening the role of the Town. Existing business intends to
relocate locally.
Water Vole and Bat within 500m. Multiple statutory and non statutory wildlife sites within 1km

(0)

No significant effect and existing features can be retained, including peripheral hedgerows and mature trees.

(0)
(+)
(0)
(0)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Redevelopment and removal of large employment buildings would enhance the built character of area.
Not located in the natural landscape, trees on the northern edge of the site can be retained.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to reduce quality.
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HOW23
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(+++)

No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land.
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would remove a use (HB Holt) which has the potential to cause harm to nearby residential amenity.

(+++)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Development would result in the remediation of land that is likely to be contaminated from the HB Holt haulage depot
use.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Land bid indicates that there will be renewable energy on-site but no details of this have been provided at this stage.

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Howden is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that is no capacity in the sewer
network for any further foul or surface water flows without investment from YW and/or contributions from developers.
No constraints identified.

N/A

Not applicable to proposed use

(0)
N/A

No facility proposed or lost.
Not applicable to proposed use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
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(0)
(-)

(+++)

Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

No

No insurmountable constraints.

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years
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Table D.20 - Site Assessment of Hutton Cranswick - CRA12

CRA12
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
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Outcome

Reasoning

1238
0.42
Residential
13/09/2006

Yes

No

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement. Number of dwellings proposed is within the indicative Core Strategy
target.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

No

1

Wholly Greenfield.

6

Site scored 27+ in the assessment for journey times to destinations.

0

Site scored less than 16 for accessibility by walking and cycling

6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)
(--)
(0)

No settlement vision defined
Within 500m of a protected species bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman Lane within
1km
No important natural features would be lost
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CRA12
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(+)
(+)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Site too far removed from the conservation areas to have any significant effect.
Small infill site which is not visible from any street frontages.
Small site which is well located on a garden, is well screened and would not effect the built up environment.
Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Residential garden land not used for agriculture
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed growth. Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is
unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire
Water has identified that there is limited capacity in the sewer network.
Access confirmed to be available via adjacent allocated site

(0)

Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.(Majority of site)

No

None known
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(0)
(0)
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CRA12
Question
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning
Owner willing to sell
Additional information submitted and site amended to demonstrate that a satisfactory access can be obtained.

Table D.21 - Site Assessment of Hutton Cranswick - CRA13/14

CRA13
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
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Outcome

Reasoning

1333
0.37
Residential
05/03/2007

Yes

No

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement. Number of dwellings proposed is within the indicative Core Strategy
target.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

No

2

Mixed over 75% greenfield. Site contains a dwelling.

6

Site scored 27+ in the assessment for journey times to destinations.

0

Site scored less than 16 for accessibility by walking and cycling
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CRA13
Question
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

Outcome
6

(0)
(--)

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)

No settlement vision defined
Within 500m of a protected species of bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman Lane and
Corpslanding Road within 1km
No important natural features would be lost

(0)
(+)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Small development to the rear of the conservation area street frontage which would not harm its character.
Small infill site which is not visible from any street frontages.
Site is located within the garden curtilage of the existing built up area.
Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land (grade 3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed growth. Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is
unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire
Water has identified that there is limited capacity in the sewer network.

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)

(0)
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Reasoning

(0)

No significant highways issues anticipated.
Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network
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CRA13
Question
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.(Majority of site)

No

No known constraints

No

Owner willing to sell

0 - 5 years

Site area now reduced to exclude frontage to conservation area and clarification of access arrangements
submitted.

CRA14
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
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Outcome

Reasoning

162
0.44
RESIDENTIAL
15/11/2001
NONE

Yes
No

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement. Number of dwellings proposed is within the indicative Core Strategy
target.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
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CRA14
Question
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)

Outcome

Reasoning

1

Wholly Greenfield.

6

Site scored 27+ in the assessment for journey times to destinations.

0

Site scored less than 16 for accessibility by walking and cycling

6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)
(--)
(0)

No settlement vision defined
Within 500m of a protected species of Natterers bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman
Lane and Corpslanding Road within 1km
No important natural features would be lost

Heritage Assets (12)

(0)

Built Character (13)

(-)

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)

(0)
(-)
(0)

Potentially large development to the rear of a conservation area, unlikely to have a harmful impact due to its low
visibility from the conservation area.
Large Greenfield site not well related to the existing form of the settlement which would significantly extend the built
form out into open land. Possibility of some development on southern part to tie in with recent redevelopment
scheme on adjacent site.
Site would significantly extend into the open rural area between Hutton and Cranswick and would not be well
related to the urban area.
Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land (grade 3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply

(0)

Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

Contaminated Land (19)

(+++)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)

(0)
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(0)

The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land in the southern portion of the site as the boundary
straddles a civil engineering and plant hire depot. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated
through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
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CRA14
Question

Outcome

Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)

School Capacity (23)

(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Reasoning
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue
with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that
there is limited capacity in the sewer network. The Council's flood risk management officers identified that
investment in infrastructure would be needed to support new development.

(0)

No significant highways issues anticipated.

(0)

Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network

(0)

No proposed or loss of facilities

N/A

Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.(Majority of site)

No

No known constraints

No

Owner willing to sell

0 - 5 years
Table D.22 - Site Assessment of Hutton Cranswick - CRA39

CRA39
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)

2078
0.45
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Reasoning
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CRA39
Question

Outcome

Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

Residential
04/04/2013

Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
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Yes

Reasoning

No

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement. Number of dwellings proposed is within the indicative Core Strategy
target.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

No

6

100% Brownfield Land

6

Site scored 27+ in the assessment for journey times to destinations.

0

Site scored less than 16 for accessibility by walking and cycling

6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)
(--)
(0)
(+)
(+)
(0)
(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined
Within 500m of a protected species of bat. Local wildlife sites Hutton Cranswick Meadow, Sheepman Lane and
Corpslanding Road within 1km
No important natural features would be lost
Site adjacent to conservation area. Development will present an opportunity to enhance the character, appearance
and setting of the Conservation Area through removal of the car garage/showroom use.
Large infill plot already within built up area.
Infill plot within the built area. No impact on the landscape.
Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Brownfield site, no loss of agricultural land.
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CRA39
Question
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

Outcome
(0)
(0)
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0) or N/A

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)

(0)

Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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N/A
(+++)
N/A or (-)

Reasoning
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Likely contamination from the garage use. Development of the site would remediate the contamination.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement. Not relevant for employment use.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Hutton Cranswick is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue
with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there
is limited capacity in the sewer network.
No significant highways issues anticipated.
Not relevant to housing use.
A local centre and replacement school is proposed as part of the development in the submitted development brief,
both could be viable and sustainable as part of the larger, mixed development.
Out of centre site, if town centre uses were proposed may result in a score of (-)

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.(Majority of site)

No

No known constraints

No

Owner willing to sell

0 - 5 years
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Table D.23 - Site Assessment of Keyingham KEY3
KEY3
Question
Outcome
Reasoning
Basic Information
Land bid number 297, 323, 325, 1868
Site area (ha) 9.37
Proposed use Residential
Date received 10/06/2011
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Yes
Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
No
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Value (2)
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Flood Risk & Coastal
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
1
100% Greenfield land
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
3
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
0
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
6
More vulnerable use within Zone 1
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No impact on settlement vision or no vision defined
Biodiversity and Geological
(--)
Bats (2005) recorded within 500m.
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Glasshouses and other buildings.
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Built Character (13)
(0)
Little impact on built character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
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KEY3
Question
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

Outcome
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Reasoning
No impact on landscape character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2).
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

+++

The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as part of the site includes an engineering firm and is also
adjacent to a former garage / vehicle workshops. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be addressed through
appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints

(0)
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(0)
(0)

No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Keyingham is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there is no capacity for any of
the individual developments unless Brownfield and foul flows are on a like for like basis with a 30% reduction in
surface water flows.

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated
Housing use proposed

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Housing use proposed

(0)

Within the 10% most deprived area zone but this development would not provide a specific benefit.

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints
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KEY3
Question
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning
No known constraints - however development value needs to facilitate relocation of business.
Landscape belt to screen remaining adjacent glasshouses
Table D.24 - Site Assessment of Kilham KIL7

KIL7
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
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Outcome

Reasoning

1892/1152
2.28
Residential
14/11/2011 & 15/06/2006
None

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

2

Over 75% Greenfield land (agricultural buildings and dwelling on site)

4

Site scored 20 for public transport accessibility

0

Site scored 7 for walking and cycling accessibility

6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1
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KIL7
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

(0)

No settlement vision defined

(--)

Within 1km of a local wildlife site. Several protected species within 500m of the site.

(-)

Some areas of hedgerow to be lost along the edges and from the interior of the site.

(0)

Built Character (13)

(0)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon
Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)
(-)
(0)

Site too far away from the conservation area of Kilham to have an effect on heritage assets
Development in this location would constitute a rounding off of the built form of Kilham in the south east of the town.
Existing scattered housing plots mean that the building line will not be extended to the south or east. Therefore the
effect on the built character is assessed to be neutral.
The landscape of the area is identified as the north Wolds Plateau Farmland and is assessed to be of a high quality
and sensitivity to residential development is medium. Development of this site would not have a significant impact on
this due to the presence of the existing buildings and additional planting to the eastern and southern boundaries.
Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply

(0)

Housing use compatible with neighbouring uses.

(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)

(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving West Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the YWS
AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Kilham is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there is limited sewer capacity in the network for
significant developments.
No significant highways issues anticipated
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(0)
(0)
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KIL7
Question
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

N/A

Not relevant to the proposed use

(0)

No proposed or loss of facilities

N/A

Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years
Table D.25 - Site Assessment of Kilham - KIL10

KIL19
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
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Outcome

Reasoning

244, 286, 1146, 1346
0.41
Residential
02/05/2002 & 11/04/2007
None

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
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KIL19
Question
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

Outcome

Reasoning

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

2

Mixed, over 75% greenfield (2 dwellings on site)

4

Site scored 20 for public transport accessibility

0

Site scored 5 for walking and cycling accessibility

6

Majority of site more vulnerable use within zone 1.

(0)
(--)

No settlement vision defined
Within 1km of a local wildlife site. Several protected species within 500m of the site.

(-)

Some areas of hedgerow to be lost along the edges and from the interior of the site.

(0)

Although this site is within the conservation area, its development would not have a detrimental impact on it as there
are no heritage assets that are important to the conservation area in the locality.
Development here would extend the built form of Kilham to the east. There is already dispersed, linear development
to the east of Kilham. So development in this location would not detract from the built character of the settlement.
The landscape of the area is identified as the north Wolds Plateau Farmland and is assessed to be of a high quality
and sensitivity to residential development is medium. Frontage only development on this part of the site would not
seriously detract from this.

Built Character (13)

(0)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Housing use compatible with neighbouring uses.

+++

The development site contains a large area of infilled land. This possible landfill site would trigger appropriate
conditions to be placed on the Notice of Decision to assess the risk of contamination. There would also be the
potential for geotechnical constraints if the fill material gives rise to unstable ground conditions. The site could be
developed given appropriate planning conditions and a suitable design/layout.
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KIL19
Question

Outcome

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

(0)
(-)

Reasoning
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the YWS
AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Kilham is connected to a mains gas
distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment of household
water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified for yields of less than 50 dwellings in a site is assumed the
flow will be accommodated and any issues can be addressed when a planning application is submitted.

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated
Not relevant to the proposed use

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Development of this frontage part of the site would be a logical rounding off of the built form in this part of the
settlement.

Table D.26 - Site Assessment of Kilham - KIL19
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KIL19
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
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Outcome

Reasoning

2060
0.59
Residential
21/03/2013

Yes

Rural Service Centre. On the edge of the current settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

Wholly (100%) Greenfield

4

Site scored 20 for public transport accessibility

0

Site scored 5 for walking and cycling accessibility

6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)
(--)

No settlement vision defined
Within 1km of a local wildlife site. Several protected species within 500m of the site.

(0)

No features on site worth retaining.

(0)
(0)

Sensitive development at this location would have little effect on the character of the conservation area.
Development in this location would constitute a very small extension of the built form of the village northwards,
there is also an existing ribbon of frontage housing development on the north side of North Back Lane, therefore
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KIL19
Question

Outcome

Reasoning
the effect on the built character is assessed to be neutral.

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

The landscape of the area is identified as the north Wolds Plateau Farmland and is assessed to be of a high
quality and sensitivity to residential development is medium. Development of this site would not have a significant
impact on this due to the presence of the existing buildings and the limited depth of the site.

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Site is in an area of acceptable air quality and would not add a source of air pollution
Minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Housing use compatible with neighbouring uses.

(0)
(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preferred area.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
Housing use compatible with neighbouring uses.

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)

(0)
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(0)
(-)

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary school(s)
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the
release of the YWS AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Kilham is connected
to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and
treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified for yields of less than 50
dwellings in a site is assumed the flow will be accommodated and any issues can be addressed when a planning
application is submitted.

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated
Not relevant to the proposed use

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
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KIL19
Question
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years
Table D.27 - Site Assessment of North Cave – NAC4

NCA4
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
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Outcome

Reasoning

250
2.39
Residential
26/02/2002

Yes

Primary Village. Within settlement limit

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

2
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NCA4
Question

Outcome

Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific
Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)

Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)
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Reasoning

0
6

(0)
(--)

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(0)

No settlement vision defined
Legally protected species (Brown Long-eared Bat) recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife
Site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

No impact on heritage assets. Adjacent to Conservation Area to north and west.
Not a prominent site in existing character of settlement.
Not within natural landscape
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site as there is a small former blacksmiths within a short distance of the north west corner of the site.
Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate planning
conditions to mitigate the risk of migration from this adjacent potentially contaminated land.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the secondary school
serving this settlement.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The
existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. North Cave is
connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that there is no capacity on
the Eastern side of the village due to operational problems which would need resolving prior to development.

(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)
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NCA4
Question
Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)

Clarification of how a satisfactory access can be achieved has been submitted

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

Site reduced in size and ownership issues addressed

0 - 5 years

Additional information submitted and site reduced in size to address the reasons for previous rejection.

Table D.28 - Site Assessment of Preston - PRES2

PRES2
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
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Outcome

Reasoning

1727
1.47
Residential
30/09/2010

Yes

Adjacent to settlement limit boundary
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PRES2
Question

Outcome

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

No

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
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Reasoning

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

5
1
6

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows. Large tree on Abbey Lane frontage.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets. Adjacent to conservation area and listed building to north at Abbey Farm
Would extend built form of settlement but already enclosed by existing development to south and east. Reasonably
well related to existing settlement pattern.
Extension of built form of settlement out into open countryside. Some existing natural features to define extent.
Need to protect important trees and other boundary features.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
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PRES2
Question

Outcome
(+++)

Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

Reasoning
The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as there is an area of infilled land in the northern portion of
the site and along the eastern boundary. Also adjacent to the eastern boundary is a former abattoir and garage.
Depending on the nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate planning
conditions to mitigate the risk from the infilled land and also any possible migration from adjacent potentially
contaminated land.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open
space above that required by the Core Strategy policy. PROW crosses site but could be incorporated into any
development .

School Capacity (23)

(0)

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market

(0)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate the proposed growth.
Preston is connected to a mains gas distribution network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and
treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that Investment required in the
pumping stations.
No significant highway issues anticipated.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

+++

Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints
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PRES2
Question

Outcome
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

Reasoning
Site size reduced to avoid flood risk areas.

Table D.29 - Site Assessment of Snaith - SNA8/12

SNA8
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
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Outcome

Reasoning

1838
1.07
Residential
06/04/2011
Land to the East of Beechwood Views roos

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report) (SSSI 2-3km to NE (Eskamhorn Meadows)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

5
2
6

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1
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SNA8
Question
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Outcome
(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy
No effect on known site or species. Within 1km of Local Wildlife Site (Snaith Pit).

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, this would be very a limited
incursion and the majority of the gap would be maintained. The impact on built character is not therefore considered
to be significant.
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, this would be very a limited
incursion and the majority of the gap would be maintained. The impact on the landscape character of the settlement
is not therefore considered to be significant.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/Urban land)
Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)
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Reasoning

(0)

(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site as there is a farm with associated out buildings to the south east of the site. Depending on the
nature and layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to mitigate
the risk of migration from this adjacent potentially contaminated land. The site is also within 250m of a known landfill
site so a contaminated land risk assessment would be required to ascertain what risk of contamination migrating from
the landfill site
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
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SNA8
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Snaith is not connected to a mains gas distribution network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer
and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that a sewage pumping
station may require upsizing depending on what sites come forward.
Access would be available from either Butt Lane or direct to the A1041 via the adjacent allocated site.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Gap between Snaith & West Cowick maintained and flood risk areas avoided

SNA12
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information

2138
1.63
Residential
24/06/2013

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

Reasoning
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SNA12
Question
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Outcome

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats
Regulations Screening Report) (SSSI 2-3km to NE (Eskamhorn Meadows)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

5
2
6

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy
No effect on known site or species. Within 1km of Local Wildlife Site (Snaith Pit).

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, this would be very a limited incursion
and the majority of the gap would be maintained. The impact on built character is not therefore considered to be
significant.
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, this would be very a limited incursion
and the majority of the gap would be maintained. The impact on the landscape character of the settlement is not
therefore considered to be significant.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/Urban land)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)

(0)
(-)
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270

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

SNA12
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(-)
(0)

Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market

(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land
adjacent to the site as there is a farm with associated out buildings to the south east of the site. Depending on the nature
and layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to mitigate the risk of
migration from this adjacent potentially contaminated land. The site is also within 250m of a known landfill site so a
contaminated land risk assessment would be required to ascertain what risk of contamination migrating from the landfill
site
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new
open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in
the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Snaith is
not connected to a mains gas distribution network. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified that a sewage pumping station may require
upsizing depending on what sites come forward.
Access would be available either direct to the A1041 via the adjacent allocated site to Butt Lane.

N/A

Not applicable to housing use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints
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(0)
(0)
(-)
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SNA12
Question

Outcome
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Reasoning

0 - 5 years
Table D.30 - Site Assessment of Stamford Bridge - SMB2/3

SMB2
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
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Outcome

Reasoning

38, 688
5.27
Residential
06/12/2004

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

2
1
6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1
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SMB2
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Settlement Vision (9)

+++

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)

Supports sub-area policy as site is a logical and acceptable urban extension to the existing form of settlement and
would not unduly harm landscape setting.
Otter (2002) Bats (2002) < 500m

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(-)
(-)

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Whilst this will extend the built form of the settlement out into open countryside, this can be mitigated by additional
planting. The large stand of trees at Burtonfield Hall provides a visual stop for the extended built form.
Would introduce built form of development into sensitive open and rural approach to town. However this side of the
road is less sensitive than the other which would impinge on views over the Derwent Valley.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Grade 3b land or below
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses

School Capacity (23)

(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport

(0)
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(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

N/A

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that
required by the Core Strategy policy. PROW runs along south western boundary but could be incorporated into
any development of the site.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the secondary school
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Stamford Bridge is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue
with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there
is no sewerage capacity south of the River Derwent due to the sewage pumping station being at capacity, therefore
investment would be required.
No significant highways issues anticipated
Housing use proposed
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SMB2
Question
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Housing use proposed

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Site chosen to replace others now rejected

SMB3
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
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Outcome

Reasoning

38
3.42
Residential

Yes

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement (in conjunction with SMB2)

No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No
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SMB3
Question
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)

Outcome
No
1

100% Greenfield land

0
6

+++
(--)

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
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No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

2

Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)

Reasoning

(0)
(-)
(-)

(+++)
(0)
(0)

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

Supports sub-area policy as site is a logical and acceptable urban extension to the existing form of settlement (in
conjunction with SMB2) and would not unduly harm landscape setting.
Bats (2003) < 500m & Traditional Orchard (HAP) on site
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows and group of trees but these could
be retained within development.
Adjacent to designated Battlefield Site (Stamford Bridge 1066).
Whilst this will extend the built form of the settlement out into open countryside, this can be mitigated by additional
planting. The large stand of trees at Burtonfield Hall provides a visual stop for the extended built form.
Would introduce built form of development into sensitive open and rural approach to town. However this side of the
road is less sensitive than the other which would impinge on views over the Derwent Valley.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Grade 3b land or below
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as there is a farm with associated out buildings in the west
of the site. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be addressed through appropriate planning conditions
and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
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SMB3
Question

Outcome

Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)

(0)

School Capacity (23)

(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

Reasoning
No effect on existing open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that
required by the Core Strategy policy. PROW runs along south western boundary but could be incorporated into
any development of the site.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the secondary school
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. The existing waste water treatment works has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth.
Stamford Bridge is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue
with the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water have identified there
is no sewerage capacity south of the River Derwent due to the sewage pumping station being at capacity, therefore
investment would be required.

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated
Housing use proposed

(0)
N/A

No proposed or loss of facilities
Housing use proposed

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+++)

Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Site chosen to replace others now rejected

Table D.31 - Site Assessment of Swanland SWA1

SWA1
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Basic Information
504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx
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Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
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411
2.18
Residential

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit (separated only by two dwellings and tree belt)

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1

100% Greenfield land

4
0
6

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(0)
(--)

No settlement vision defined
Legally protected species (Vespertilionidae - 1994) recorded within 500m of this site.

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows. Strong tree belt to north adjacent to
site.
No harm to any heritage assets
Development is almost adjacent to existing development limits on 2 sides.
Development of site would intrude into open countryside, however not a significant impact due to existing
development on 2 sides.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
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Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)

(0)
(-)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary
schools serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the
Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Swanland is connected to
a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that investment is required in the sewer
network to accommodate growth in this area.

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
Not relevant to the proposed use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Site area increased to facilitate provision of car park and extra planting
Table D.32 - Site Assessment of Swanland - SWA8

SWA8
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number

825
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Reasoning
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SWA8
Question

Outcome

Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

1.70
Residential
16/06/2005

Landscape Character (14)
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Reasoning

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

4

over 50% Previously developed land

5
0
6

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1

(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows at rear.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets
Site already located within existing ribbon of development and in commercial use. Suitable redevelopment scheme
for housing would not harm built character of area.
Not within natural landscape

(0)
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SWA8
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary
schools serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the
Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken. Swanland is connected to
a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with the bulk transfer and treatment
of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that investment is required in the sewer
network to accommodate growth in this area.

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)

(0)

STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
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(0)
(-)

N/A

No significant highways issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use

(0)
N/A

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
Not relevant to the proposed use

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints
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SWA8
Question

Outcome
Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

Reasoning
Information submitted to demonstrate that there is no risk of flooding and that there would be no significant loss of
employment. The garden centre and café use is not defined as a community facility.

Table D.33 - Site Assessment of Walkington - WAL7

WAL7
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
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Outcome

Reasoning

1030, 1107
0.74
Residential
21/02/2006

Yes

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

2

over 75% Greenfield land

3
0
6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1
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WAL7
Question
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)
Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

Outcome

(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets (partly within and partly adjacent to Conservation Area to west)
Limited impact on built form due to presence of Pub car park and accommodation block to west. Could
accommodate some development without undue harm.
Not within natural landscape
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply (Site falls within SPZ 3)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)

(0)
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Reasoning

N/A

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the secondary school
serving this settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the
release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken.
Walkington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with
the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area. Yorkshire Water has identified that there
are no significant issues with the sewer network to accommodate growth in this area.
Access to East End, whilst narrow at certain points, would be acceptable to cater for the expected capacity of this
site.
Not applicable to housing use
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WAL7
Question
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

Outcome

Reasoning

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)

No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area

(+)

Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Further consideration has shown that the access constraint not as severe as first thought. Site is reasonably well
related to the centre of the village. Site reconsidered due to reduction in capacity on other sites.

Table D.34 - Site Assessment of Wetwang - WET8

WET8
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)
Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
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Outcome

Reasoning

760, 852
0.40
Residential
08/07/2005

Yes
No

Rural Service Centre. Remote from settlement limit (75m). However site is adjacent to existing ribbon of
development along North Eastern side of main road.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
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WET8
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
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1

100% Greenfield land

3
0
6

More vulnerable use within Zone 1

(0)
(0)

No settlement vision defined.
No effect on known site or species

(0)

No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.

(0)
(0)

No harm to any heritage assets
A continuation of the existing ribbon of development along the eastern side of the main road to balance the proposed
allocation opposite would not be harmful to the built character of the settlement and would be reasonably well related
ot the extended built form.
Limited extension of the built form into open land. Would balance the proposed allocation across the road to the west.
Additional peripheral planting would minimise impact.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses

(0)
(0)
(0)

Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
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WET8
Question

Outcome

Reasoning

Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)

(0)

Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

(-)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)

(0)

No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of
new open space above that required by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this
settlement.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments
in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the release of the
Yorkshire Water AMP6 in
Access appears to be possible from the B1248.

N/A

Not applicable to this use

(0)
(0)

No proposed new or loss of existing facilities
No effect on vitality and viability of an existing town or district centre

(0)
(+)

Within the 10% most deprived area zone but this development would not provide a specific regeneration or economic
benefit.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)

0 - 5 years

Site reconsidered due to rejection of other, previously allocated. site.

Table D.35 - Site Assessment of Withernsea - WITH12

WITH12
Question

Outcome

Basic Information
Land bid number
Site area (ha)

N/A (Town Centres and Retail Study set out this site as a potential development opportunity)
0.41ha

504 4788 /Final SA Supplement.docx

Reasoning
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WITH12
Question

Outcome

Proposed use
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial
Assessment & Site
Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement
Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal
Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield
Land (5)
Accessibility by Public
Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking &
Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site
Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
Biodiversity and Geological
Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural
Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

Retail/Residential

Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
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Reasoning

Town Centres and Retail Study set out this site as a potential development opportunity.

Yes

Withernsea is a 'Town' in the settlement hierarchy. Site is within settlement limit.

No
No

No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of
Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion

No

No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

6

100% Previously developed land

2
3
4

(+++)
(--)
(0)
(0)
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Less vulnerable use in flood zone 1 with evidence of past flooding in the area in 2007.

Development would support settlement vision
Bats recorded within 500m
Existing features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets
Development would significantly improve built character through the infill of an underused previously developed
gap in the urban area.
Not within natural landscape
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
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WITH12
Question
Compatibility with
Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low
Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open
Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure
Capacity (24)

Highway Network Capacity
(25)
Wider Non-Road Transport
Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and
Viability (28)
Regeneration or Economic
Benefits (29)
Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints
(31)
Ownership and Market
Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)
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Outcome
(0)
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
N/A
(-)

Reasoning
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.
The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land from current and historic general works, scrap yard and
rail uses. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions
and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions
No open space lost, none required as a result of the proposed use

(0)

Not applicable to proposed use
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve
developments in the area. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment Works prior to the
release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken.
Pocklington is connected to a mains gas distribution network with capacity. There is unlikely to be any issue with
the bulk transfer and treatment of household water supplies in the area.
No major issues anticipated as the land has access to Station Road.

(0)

No rail or waterway links are available to the development.

(0)
(+++)
(+)

No proposed or loss of facilities
Development would be located in the town centre where a need exists for further retail development.

N/A

Development would help to achieve aims of the Renaissance Strategy to improve retail environment in the town.
Site is accessible from rural areas classified as some of the 10% most deprived areas in the country.
Not applicable to proposed use

No

No known constraints

No

No known constraints

0 - 5 years

Site amended to incorporate adjacent land wrongly shown as a committed site and to exclude other land due to
deliverability issues.

287

Sustainability Assessment Supplement

Atkins is an international Design, Engineering & Management
Consultancy. Our clients choose Atkins to plan, design and enable
their major projects across a wide range of disciplines both in the
UK and overseas.

We are the largest engineering consultancy in the UK and the
largest multi-disciplinary consultancy in Europe. Our unrivalled
reputation rests on the skills of the 15,000 specialists within the
organisation.
Our clients are varied and include governments, local and regional
authorities, funding agencies and commercial and industrial
enterprises. We help our clients to realise their objectives by
developing and delivering practical solutions, adding value to their
businesses through the application of our experience, innovative
thinking and state-of-the-art technology.
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