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East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note

1.

Introduction

1.1

This Note sets out the changes to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of East Riding of Yorkshire
Council Proposed Submission Local Plan Strategy and Allocation Documents arising from the
Modifications to the Plan. East Riding of Yorkshire Council submitted the East Riding Local Plan
Proposed Strategy and Allocations Document for Examination in April 2014. Simon Berkeley (BA
MA MRTPI) was appointed as the planning inspector to undertake the examination and held
public hearings in October and November 2014. Through the examination a number of
modifications to the Strategy and Allocations Documents have been identified.

1.2

The SA of the modifications has been undertaken in compliance with the requirements of the
1
Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and the European Union Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA) Directive 2001/42/EC and builds upon earlier SA work undertaken to inform
the Proposed Submission Strategy Document and Proposed Submission Allocations Document.

1.3

Reports and data sources that have been used to inform the assessments of the modifications are
listed in the references in Section 5 of this report.

1

Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. The Regulations came into force on 28

September 2004.
5

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note

2.

Assessment of the Modifications

2.1

The Council’s Schedules of Modifications (March 2015) set out revisions to the Proposed
Submission Strategy Document and Proposed Submission Allocations Document, respectively.

2.2

There are a number of more minor Modifications that are included in the Council's schedule but
which have been discounted from this Note, on the basis that they provide only semantic changes
to wording and do not affect the intent or effects of the policies. These modifications are listed in
Appendix B. In effect these have been screened out as they do not alter the content of the SA.

2.3

Tables 2.1 and 2.2 show the modifications that have been the subject of SA assessment for the
Strategy and Allocations Proposed Submission Documents, respectively.

2.4

The nature of each modification has been considered in order to establish its implications with
reference to the results in the SA Reports of the Submission Strategy Document and Submission
Allocations Document. Where modifications were considered not to materially change a policy, this
has been signposted in Tables 2.1 and 2.2.

2.5

Where modifications were considered to materially change a policy, further SA assessments have
been undertaken in Tables 2.1 and 2.2, with the exception of the assessments of the new sites
being proposed through the modifications which are presented in Chapter 3 of this Note. Although
further assessments have been undertaken for each individual policy and/or supporting text to the
policy, they have also taken into consideration all other relevant policies that remain unchanged in
the document to ensure a comprehensive assessment.

2.6

The assessment methodology utilised in the re-assessments and in the assessment of the new
sites is that described in Section 2 Appraisal Methodology of the SA Report of the Proposed
Submission Document and Section 6 Assessment of Sites and Policies of the SA Report of the
Proposed Submission Allocations Document.
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Modifications to the Proposed Submission Strategy Document
Table 2.1 - Modifications to the Proposed Submission Strategy Document and SA implications
Ref.

SM13

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

S3(B) & 4.15

Amend text of policy:

SA implications

'…The Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages will provide for more limited development in rural areas
complemented by existing employment sites. New development should seek to prioritise the will be encouraged where
it involves the re-use of suitable previously developed land.'
Amend supporting text:
'The re-use of previously developed land remains a priority important in the East Riding, provided it is not of high
environmental value..'

SM20

S4(A2)

Amend text:
'A. Outside of the settlements listed in Policy S3, development will be supported to help maintain the vibrancy of
Villages (listed in Appendix B) and the Countryside where it:
1. Is of an appropriate scale to its location taking into account the need to support sustainable patterns of
development;
2. Prioritises the Encourages the re-use of suitable previously developed land where appropriate; and
3. Does not involve a significant loss of best and most versatile agricultural land.; and
4. Does not compromise the general approach set out in Policy S3 to deliver a sustainable pattern of
development.'
Development in Villages and the Countryside should also accord with the specific provisions of parts B or C of this
policy.'

SM29

Policy S5(B),
(C), 5.7, 5.11
and Table 2

This modification potentially weakens the policy as it reduces
the emphasis on reusing brownfield land. Under the new
wording the reuse of brownfield land would no longer be a
‘priority’ and is now something that is simply ‘encouraged’.
The alteration of the wording of the supporting text similarly
downgrades the emphasis on reusing brownfield sites. The
previous assessment predicted a slight but not significant
positive effect on SA objective 9 (To encourage more efficient
use of land). The assessment remains unchanged as a result
of this modification as re-use of suitable previously
developed land will still be encouraged.
This modification was introduced to ensure consistency with
the NPPF in relation to previously developed land
(paragraphs 17 and 111). It also adds clarity to the policy in
that it seeks to ensure sustainable patterns of development,
improving its effectiveness.
Clarification of the policy does not alter SA results which
already supported sustainable patterns of development.
Alterations to the text at criterion A2 could water down the
prioritisation of reusing previously developed land. The
previous assessment predicted a slight but not significant
positive effect on SA objective 9 (To encourage more efficient
use of land). The assessment remains unchanged as a result
of this modification as re-use of suitable previously
developed land will still be encouraged.
This modification was introduced to ensure that the Plan is
positively prepared. It is proposed to remove of the 'cap' for
Rural Service Centres (170 dwellings) and Primary Villages
(85), and base the housing figure for Rural Services Centres
on a 20% increase in the number of dwellings, and the

Amend table in policy (part B):

Major Haltemprice Settlements

This modification was introduced to ensure consistency with
the NPPF (paragraphs 17 and 111) in relation to Brownfield
Land.

Distribution of dwellings (2012/13 –
2028/29)
14.9% (3,550 dwellings)
7
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Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
Principal Towns
Beverley
Bridlington
Driffield
Goole
Towns
Elloughton-cum-Brough
Hedon
Hornsea
Howden
Market Weighton
Pocklington
Withernsea
Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages
Villages and the Countryside

housing figure for Primary Villages on a 10% increase in the
number of dwellings. The reference to percentages has also
been removed as they no longer total 100%.

45.6% (10,850)
3,300
3,300
2,300
1,950
22.4% (5,341) 5,340
1,000
901
750
800
900
1,250
550
12.4% (2,960 3,585)
4.6% (1,099) 1,100

The removal of the dwelling cap in Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages will lead to an increase in dwellings (by
between 10 and 125 dwellings over the figures presented in
the Proposed Submission Strategy Document) in some of the
larger Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages. The
removal of the dwelling cap has resulted in the allocation of 8
new sites (new policies BEE-D, FLA-D, NAF-C, SNA-C, SCAV-B,
SCAV-C, SMB-B and SWA-E) and the extension of sites
allocated through policies HSM-A, KEY-A, LEV-A, FER-B, PRESB, SNA-A and SNA-B. The new sites have been the subject of
SA (see Chapter 3 of this report). Equally the SA implications
of the site extensions have been considered in Table 2.2. For
both new and extended sites no major sustainability
constraints have been identified and it is considered that the
policies will address the sustainability issues that have been
identified.

Amend text of policy (part C):
'C. 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.'
Amend supporting text (paragraph 5.7):
'The vast majority of residential development will take place in the Major Haltemprice Settlements, the Principal Towns
and Towns, equating to over almost 8380% of new houses.'
Amend supporting text (paragraph 5.11):
'In Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages, development will be managed supported to ensure the overall growth of
the village reflects its role in the Settlement Network and its size. For Rural Services Centres, the policy supports their
role as hubs for the rural areas and plans for growth in the order of 20% of the current number of dwellings. In Primary
Villages, the policy recognises their basic sustainability credentials and promotes an approach which would increase the
current number of dwellings by 10%.A total of 170 dwellings in a Rural Service Centre and 85 dwellings in a Primary
Village will provide an average of 10 dwellings per annum and 5 dwellings per annum respectively over the plan period.
8

Overall, the increase in the number of dwellings may
negatively impact SA objective 9 (To encourage more
efficient use of land) as all the vast majority of new sites and
extended sites are predominantly Greenfield land. The
additional dwellings may also impact SA objectives 12 (To
reduce levels of atmospheric GHG by reducing emissions and
increasing extent of carbon sinks) and 8 (To reduce the
growth of road traffic) as some increase in emissions from
the new dwellings and from road traffic will be inevitable but
this will be marginal compared to the overall number of
dwellings proposed for East Riding.
Conversely minor benefits may be seen against SA objective
18 (To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding),
as the additional house building may contribute positively to
the local economy. The changes may support SA objective 20
(To support the renaissance of rural areas).
The provision of additional housing as proposed under the
modification would also support the provision of increased
levels of affordable housing in these settlements, thereby
helping to promote sustainability under SA objective 5 (To
improve housing affordability).
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Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
The scale of development in some settlements is 'capped' at these levels to prevent excessive levels of development
supported in the Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages and to will ensure that development here does not
compromise the focus on the Major Haltemprice Settlements, Principal Towns and Towns as the most sustainable
locations for development in the East Riding. Table 2 shows how this translates as a housing requirement for each
settlement over the plan period.'
Amend table 2:
Distribution of dwellings (2012/13 – 2028/29)
Rural Service Centres
Aldbrough
100
Beeford
90
Bubwith
80
Gilberdyke/ Newport
49*
Holme on Spalding Moor
170 225
Hutton Cranswick
170
Keyingham
170 215
Kilham
90
Leven
170 210
Middleton on the Wolds
79
Patrington
140
Snaith
170 245
Stamford Bridge
170 295
Wetwang
70

*These figures represent the number of extant
planning permissions as at November 2013
(including a discount for non delivery) added to the
number of completions between April 2012/ and
November 2013. No specific allocations for
residential development will be made based on
current evidence regarding the level of flood/health
and safety risk in these settlements.
SM30

S5(D) & 5.15

Primary Villages
Bilton
Brandesburton
Cherry Burton
Dunswell
Easington
Eastrington
Flamborough
Leconfield
Melbourne
Nafferton
North Cave
North Ferriby
Preston
Rawcliffe
Roos
Skirlaugh
South Cave
Swanland
Thorngumbald
Tickton
Walkington
Wawne
Wilberfoss
Woodmansey

2*
60
60
7*
19*
40
85 110
70
30
85 105
60
85 160
85 95
23*
40
70
85 160
85 165
16*
4*
70
40
80
50

Amend text of policy:
'The Council will seek to ensure a minimum 5 year supply (plus appropriate buffer) of deliverable sites across the East
9

This modification was introduced to remove the reference to
implementing a managed release mechanism as a result of
over-provision, and to confirm how delivery of housing will be
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Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
Riding. Should monitoring reveal a 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 B.'
Amend supporting text:

SM31

5.4

'The housing supply position will be monitored annually, in order to ensure that a deliverable 5 year supply of housing
sites (with an additional buffer of 5% (or 20%, where there has been a persistent under delivery of housing, as required
in the National Planning Policy Framework) is maintained across the East Riding. Only where there has been significant
over-provision of housing through the plan period (e.g. substantial windfall developments come forward alongside
allocated sites), will a 'Managed Release' mechanism be introduced, either through the Annual Monitoring Report
process or a specific Supplementary Planning Document. An assessment of supply will be undertaken each year through
the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment which will assess the progress and delivery of dwellings on specific
sites.'
Amend text:
'Importantly, the scale of housing planned for in the East Riding has been considered in a wider policy context,
particularly in terms of the urban transformation of Hull [Footnote]. The vision and objectives of the Strategy Document
recognise the importance of supporting a successful City and Policy S3 sets out a measured approach to growth around
the City's boundaries. Significant increases in the supply of land around Hull would only serve to continue out-migration
from the City and undermine regeneration efforts. The need for a joined-up approach that supports the regeneration of
the City has been reflected through the scale and distribution of housing development, set out in the strategies of Hull
and the East Riding.'

monitored. This is to provide greater consistency with the
NPPF (paragraph 49) which states that housing applications
should be considered in the context of the presumption in
favour of sustainable development.
The modification does not alter SA results concerning this
policy as the amendment still makes provision for an
assessment of housing supply albeit now through the SHLAA
on a yearly basis.

This modification provides clarity and consistency with the
NPPF (paragraph 47), CLG Geography of Housing Market Area
research and Planning Advisory Service Practice Guidance. It
confirms the extent of the Hull Housing Market Area for the
purposes of determining the Objectively Assessed Needs but
does not represent a change in policy position.
The modification does not alter SA results concerning this
policy.

[Footnote]

SM32

S5(E), 5.18 &
supporting
text

'For the purposes of establishing an objective assessment of need across the housing market area, as required by
paragraph 47 of the NPPF, the combined needs for the local authority districts of Hull and East Riding of Yorkshire have
been considered.'
Amend text of policy:
'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) Beverley & Central and Holderness & Southern Coastal sub areas. The overall delivery of
housing in Hull and the East Riding will be monitored to ensure needs are being met across the two local authority
areas.'
Amend text of paragraph 5.18:
'Approximately 45% of new housing in the East Riding will be built within the Hull Housing Market Area Beverley &
Central and Holderness & Southern Coastal sub areas. These sub areas reflect where the interactions between the City
of Hull and those settlements in the East Riding are the strongest. This approach is continued from the Regional Spatial
10

This modification was introduced to provide clarity on the
geographical area where the 45% provision will be applied
and to reduce ambiguity over the term ‘Hull Housing Market
Area’.
Additional text is also proposed to ensure housing need and
delivery across the wider Housing Market Area (Hull and East
Riding local authority boundaries) is monitored. This reflects
paragraph 47 of the NPPF where it requires the housing
requirement to be assessed across the housing market area,
which in this case is the combined local authority areas of
Hull and the East Riding. The change commits the Council to
working with Hull City Council to monitor delivery and
respond with an immediate review should the process of
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Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
Strategy, and reflects the aim of both East Riding of Yorkshire Council and Hull City Council, to support the successful
transformation and renaissance of the City of Hull, including housing market renewal and to help tackle low demand in
the City. It will help to ensure that the City remains the prime focus for new housing in the Hull Housing Market Area.'

preparing Hull's Local Plan identify that needs are unlikely to
be met. The change also confirms the Council's commitment
to reviewing the East Riding Local Plan in line with the PPG
(Paragraph: 008, Reference ID: 12-008-20140306).

Add additional supporting text:

The monitoring of housing delivery and assessment of ‘needs
of the housing market’ across both Hull and East Riding
should help the aims of SA objective 3 (To reduce the social
exclusion and improve equal opportunity amongst social
groups) and deliver housing where it is most required. This
should also help support SA objective 9 (To encourage the
more efficient use of land). No additional changes to the SA
assessment are proposed.

'The Council will work with Hull City Council to monitor the overall level of housing delivery in Hull and the East Riding in
totality[Footnote], and determine whether the needs of the area are being met in accordance with the Plan. Should the
process of preparing the Hull Local Plan result in a significant change between the presently assessed objective housing
need for the combined authorities and how this is distributed between the Hull and East Riding Local Plans, then an
immediate review of the East Riding Local Plan will be undertaken.
A review of the Plan will take place by no later than 2020 and this will need to take account of delivery across Hull and
the East Riding in this plan period and the latest evidence on housing need.
[Footnote]

SM33

S5(F) & 5.17

Reflecting the geography at which the objectively assessed needs of the housing market area are determined,
which combines the whole of the Hull and East Riding local authority boundary areas and currently results in a housing
need of approximately 2,100 dwellings per annum. This is consistent with Government best practice research.
Amend text of policy:
‘The Council will support the provision of an average of 310 335 affordable homes per annum as part of the overall net
additional homes provided each year.’
Amend text of paragraph 5.17:
‘A target has been set to support the delivery of an average of 310 335 (gross) affordable homes per year, which will be
achieved through the planning system. This includes developer contributions and new affordable housing from other
sources, such as rural exception sites and grant funding. Policy H2 sets out how affordable housing will be delivered on
new housing sites.’

This modification was introduced to reflect the impact of
other proposed modifications, including removing the ‘cap’
on the housing requirement in Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages (see modifications to S5(B) and (C) for
details); other changes to the site allocations (i.e. new and
amended allocations) (see schedule of modifications to
Allocations Document for details); revised thresholds set in
PPG (see modifications to H2(A) for details); and the provision
of rural exceptions sites on sites well related to the
development limits of the Major Haltemprice Settlements,
Principal Towns and Towns (see modifications to H2(C) for
details).
The increase in the average of affordable housing delivery per
year (310 to 335) will have a marginal strengthening effect on
SA objective 3 (To reduce social exclusion and improve
equality of opportunity amongst social groups) and SA
objective 5 (To improve housing affordability).
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SM34

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

S5(G) & 5.19

Amend text of policy:

SA implications
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness and flexibility of the policy by clarifying that the
policy will not be used to prioritise previously developed land
on an annual basis.

'At least 20% of new dwellings should be built annually across the plan period on previously developed land.'
Amend supporting text:
'...Taking into account the availability of such land for housing purposes, it is expected that at least 20% of new housing
can be built on previously developed land over the plan period.
SM36

5.9

Amend text:
'…The Council has commissioned some detailed hydraulic modelling work to further investigate the issues of flood risk
and drainage in and around Hedon. Should the work identify deliverable solutions that would enable further residential
development, a partial review of the Local Plan will then be necessary undertaken to identify the scale and location of
housing development for the Town.'

SM38

SM39

S6(B)

Amend text:

S6(B)

'...The provision of at least 39 hectares of enhanced habitat will be required to mitigate the impact of development on
the adjacent Humber Estuary Special Protection Area and Ramsar Site. In addition, proposals must be considered in the
context of the statutory protection which is afforded to also ensure that they have no adverse effects on the integrity of
the Humber Estuary Special Area of Conservation...'
Amend text:

The modification adds additional flexibility to the time period
in which 20% of new dwellings should be built on previously
developed land. As the total proportion of houses to be built
on PDL has not changed, no further SA is required.
This modification was introduced to provide certainty of a
Local Plan review in the event that deliverable solutions are
identified in Hedon.
The text remains very similar to existing and does not change
the intention / function of the policy. No requirement for
further SA.
This modification was introduced to ensure the policy is
consistent with Policy ENV4 and the Habitats Regulations.

'... the Humber Estuary Special Area of Conservation. The development will also be required to preserve or enhance
those elements which contribute to the significance of the designated heritage assets in the area.'

The site is afforded statutory protection regardless of
whether this is specified in the policy text. No requirement
for further SA.
This modification was introduced to provide consistency with
wording of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990.
The previous assessment of policy S6 identified significant
major adverse effects on SA objective 16 on heritage as it
was considered that insufficient mechanisms were put into
place through the Proposed Submission Strategy and
Allocations Documents to ensure that any harm on such
assets would be minimised and as such it was highly likely
that harm could still occur to elements which contribute to
the significance of several designated heritage assets as a
result of the development of the proposed employment area
at Hedon Haven.
This revision to the policy is welcomed from an SA
perspective as it requires developments to preserve or
enhance elements which contribute to the significance of
heritage assets in the area, creating a stronger mechanism of

12
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SM42

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

5.31

Proposed Change

SA implications
protection. The modified policy’s supporting text (see below)
identifies that the Heritage Impact Assessment sets out
mitigation measures that development proposals will be
expected to accord with. As a result, moderate (rather than
major) negative impacts against this objective are now
concluded.
This modification was introduced to improve consistency with
the wording of the NPPF (paragraph 32).

Amend text:
'...To satisfy the requirements of Policies S8 and EC4 it will be imperative that this impact is mitigated and any
development is accompanied by a comprehensive transport assessment and travel plan and improvements are
undertaken within the transport network that cost effectively limit the significant impacts of the development. A
Transport Assessment (2013) has been prepared to support the Local Plan...'

SM44

5.34

Amend text:
'There are a number of designated heritage assets in the vicinity of Hedon Haven, including the medieval harbour and
port of Hedon, which is a Scheduled Monument, two Grade I Listed Churches Paull and Hedon and Conservation Areas
at Hedon and Paull and the medieval town of Hedon. In accordance with Policy ENV3 i It will be important that
development proposals in this area minimise any potential harm to the significance of these assets, as required by
Policy ENV3. As a result, development proposals will be expected to accord with the mitigation measures set out in and
will need to be informed by the conclusions of the Heritage Impact Assessment.'

The modification brings the policy justification text in line
with the NPPF, but still requires the mitigation of significant
impacts of transport development therefore no change in
effects is predicted.
This modification was introduced to improve clarity on
relevant heritage assets and direct link to the Heritage Impact
Assessment. It ensures consistency with the NPPF (paragraph
129).
This modification to the supporting text of policy S6 helps
ensure that the specific mitigation measures set out by the
Heritage Impact Assessment are accorded with, as opposed
to being informed by. This will strengthen the sustainability of
the policy, as there is now a stronger emphasis on following
the prescribed mitigation measures.
The previous assessment of policy S6 identified significant
major adverse effects on SA objective 16 on heritage as it
was considered that insufficient mechanisms were put into
place through the Proposed Submission Strategy and
Allocations Documents to ensure that any harm on such
assets would be minimised and as such it was highly likely
that harm could still occur to elements which contribute to
the significance of several designated heritage assets as a
result of the development of the proposed employment area
at Hedon Haven.
As set above, policy S6 has been revised to require
developments to preserve or enhance elements which
contribute to the significance of heritage assets in the area,
creating a stronger mechanism of protection. The revision to
the policy’s supporting text set here identifies that the
Heritage Impact Assessment sets out mitigation measures
that development proposals will be expected to accord with.
As a result, moderate (rather than major) negative impacts

13
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
against this objective are now concluded for policy S6.

SM45

Table 4

Amend table:

Centre
Beverley

SM48

H1(B)

Floorspace Capacity
(gross sqm)
Convenience Goods
Lower
Upper
-

-

Comparison Goods
Lower
10,200
4,900

This modification was introduced to reflect revised capacity
analysis set out in appendix A of the Beverley Retail Note
(CD281). This takes into account the revised level of turnover
for the Flemingate scheme which is currently under
construction. The changes ensure the policy is justified.
Upper
20,500
9,800

Amend text:
'The provision of specialist accommodation, especially for older people, will be required as part of the housing mix on
larger allocations where they meet an identified need, unless it can be demonstrated that this would have an
unacceptable impact on the economic viability of the proposed scheme. Specialist accommodation on non-allocated
sites will be supported within the development limits of settlements, where:…'

SM49

H1(B)

Amend text:
'Specialist accommodation on non-allocated sites will be supported within the development limits of settlements,
where: 1. T the proposal is of an appropriate scale in relation to the settlement; and 2.There is a need for the
development.'

SM52

H2 (A), 6.20
& 6.21

Amend text of policy:
'Affordable housing will be required as part of housing developments, including where it would form part of a wider site
14

The modification has been made to reflect the higher
predicted turn over at the Flemingate scheme, which under
the modification now meets a greater proportion of the
requisite retail floorspace need. Assuming that the future
need for new retail floorspace is still being met across the
sites, there should be no requirement to amend the SA
further.
This modification was introduced to ensure that development
is economically viable (in accordance with NPPF paragraphs
173 & 174).
The modification effectively secures the provision of
specialist accommodation (especially for older people) so
long as this does not impact upon the economic viability of
the scheme. This will result in the strengthening of the
already significant positive effects predicted on SA objective
3 (To reduce social exclusion and improve equality amongst
social groups), as it adds greater flexibility to the policy to
ensure that development is not unnecessarily prevented.
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the policy by reflecting that there is an
overall need for accommodation for older people and so this
does not need to be demonstrated on a site by site basis.
The modification removes the ‘need for development’
criterion that was previously present in the text. The effect of
this is that there is a general need for specialist
accommodation that would be supported as part of all new
development proposals. This may support the delivery of
specialist accommodation and result in the strengthening of
the already significant positive effects predicted on SA
objective 3 (To reduce social exclusion and improve equality
amongst social groups).
This modification was introduced to ensure the policy is
consistent with the guidance of the PPG (as updated on 28
November 2014 (Paragraphs: 23b-001-20140306 – 23b-023-
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
or allocation, where the proposal comprises:
1. More than 10 housing units 10 housing units or more, or 0.33 hectares or more, in the Major Haltemprice
Settlements, Principal Towns and Towns; or
2. More than 1,000 sqm of gross combined floorspace.3 housing units or more elsewhere.'
Amend text of paragraph 6.20:
'Affordable housing should be provided where a proposal comprises results in a net increase of 10 more than 10 housing
units, or the site area is gross combined residential floorspace is more than 1,000sqm 0. 33 hectares (ha ) or more, in
accordance with National Planning Policy on planning obligations., in the Major Haltemprice Settlements, Principal
Towns and Towns . In all other locations affordable housing should be provided where a proposal results in a net
increase of 3 housing units or more. These thresholds should be applied to all housing developments, including
conversions, change of use, and new build.
Amend text of paragraph 6.21:
6.21 The area threshold (0.33ha) for the Major Haltemprice Settlements, Principal Towns and Towns is based on a
density of 30 dwellings per hectare (dph). This The combined gross internal area measurement of all new dwellings, and
other buildings ancillary to residential use (such as detached garages), will be used to calculate whether a proposal
exceeds the floorspace threshold. The use of the floorspace threshold will help to ensure that large low density
developments of large house types that exceed the area threshold, and could reasonably be expected to provide
affordable housing, are required to make provision in accordance with Figure 8. The density of development will need
to be considered against Policy H4. An area threshold is not set for proposals in settlements below the level of Towns
although, based on an average density of 30 dph (Policy H4), it could reasonably be expected that affordable housing
will be provided on sites that are 0.1ha or more in size, unless a lower density development is justified.'

20141128)).
The modification would have a number of effects. From a
negative perspective, there would be a 10% increase from 10
to 11 units in the threshold at which affordable housing is
provided in East Riding. More significantly perhaps is the
minimum of 1,000sqm of gross combined floorspace that will
be required for affordable housing to be provided and the
introduction of the vacant building credit. These changes
could reduce the quantum of affordable housing units
coming forward, potentially weakening the significant
positive effects previously identified for SA Objective 5 (To
improve housing affordability).
From a positive perspective, the new text describing how
financial credits can be earned through the reuse of vacant
building to offset affordable housing requirement, support a
number of sustainability objectives including, 9 (To
encourage more efficient use of land) and 18 (To strengthen
the economy of east Riding). If a vacant building can be
brought back into active use this would negate the need for
additional development or if demolished to make way for a
new building this would limit the amount of land required,
both helping achieve greater levels of sustainability.
On balance, affordable housing will continue to be provided
under the revised policy and its positive effects assessed to
remain significant.

Add additional supporting text:

SM53

H2 (C1) &
6.26

'In accordance with the Planning Practice Guidance, a vacant building credit will be offered when a vacant building
(which has not been abandoned) is to be brought back into any lawful use, or demolished and replaced, as part of any
development proposal. The credit will be equivalent to the existing gross floorspace of the vacant building, and the
affordable housing contribution will be calculated based on the overall net increase in floorspace.'
Amend text of policy:
'Rural exception sites will be supported where they:
1. Are well related to the development limits of a Major Haltemprice Settlement, Principal Town, Town, Rural
Service Centre or Primary Village; or...'
15

This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the policy and increase delivery of affordable
housing by adding flexibility in terms of the areas where rural
exception sites will be supported.
As the modification has been designed to improve the
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Amend supporting text:

SM54

H2 (F)

'Special consideration will be given to supporting proposals that the granting of planning permission in rural settlements
where the limited supply of housing land may create problems for the provision of provide affordable homes for local
people. Rural exception sites for affordable housing will be supported in the countryside where they are should be well
related to the development limits of a Major Haltemprice Settlement, Principal Town, Town, Rural Service Centre or
Primary Village, or within or well related to the development limits of a Village. , where dDevelopment in such places
can provide future occupants with opportunities to greater access to transport, employment opportunities and other
services and facilities. In the more rural parts of the East Riding (for example, Rural Service Centres, Primary Villages and
Villages) Ssites for affordable housing may be larger than would normally be considered appropriate in rural areas. In
these instances the scale and design of development...'
Amend text:
'Affordable housing will be encouraged should seek to meet or exceed current Homes and Communities Agency Design
Standards.'

SM57

SM58

New
paragraph

H4 (B)

Insert new paragraph after 6.28:
‘The Council is committed to an early review of Policy H2. This review will consider:
•
The implications of changing market conditions
•
New or revised evidence such as the AHVA and/or SHMA
•
The proportion of affordable housing being delivered by the policy
•
The potential to allocate additional housing sites for purely affordable housing development.’

H4(C)

This modification was introduced to provide clarity on the
intentions of the Policy to improve its effectiveness.
The amendment will have very marginal sustainability impact
as meeting or exceeding Design Standards remain as an aim.
No requirement for further SA.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
on the issues that would be considered through a review of
the Local Plan affordable housing policy.
This modification is welcomed from an SA perspective as it
will allow for the full sustainability benefits identified for
Policy H2 Affordable Housing to be realised through putting
in place the adjustments deemed necessary following the
early review.

Amend text:

This modification was introduced to ensure flexibility,
consistent with the general approach of the NPPF.

'Developments should seek to will be encouraged to achieve a density of at least 30 dwellings per hectare (dph).'

SM59

effectiveness of the policy and thereby increasing the
delivery of affordable housing, this should strengthen the
sustainability aspect of the policy. This approach supports the
identified significant positive effect on SA objective 5 (To
improve housing affordability in East Riding).

The amendment will have very marginal sustainability impact
as achieving densities of at least 30 dwellings per hectare
remains as an aim. No requirement for further SA.
This modification was introduced to ensure flexibility,
consistent with the general approach of the NPPF.

Amend text:
'Lower density development may will be appropriate where justified'.

Amendment will have very marginal sustainability impact as
lower density developments will still require to be formally
justified, as they were under the previous wording. No
requirement for further SA.
16
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SM62

SM63

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
6.44

EC1 (C1) &
7.9

Proposed Change

SA implications
Amend text:
'In order to ensure the delivery and that the most efficient use of an allocated site, it is important that where proposals
come forward on part of a larger allocated site they do not compromise or prevent the development of the remainder of
the site. It is also important to ensure tThe layout must be is designed to allow for connections to the adjacent allocated
land in order to meet the requirements set out in the Allocations Document. It is, therefore, necessary to require
detailed development proposals to demonstrate that they will not prejudice the full and proper development of the
allocation, including the provision of the necessary infrastructure to serve the whole site. This could involve the use of
appropriate conditions and legal agreements, for example where it would be necessary to ensure that the full range of
infrastructure is provided for and that access roads are built and adopted to the boundary edge.'
Amend text of policy:
'There is no longer a need, or it is not viable, for that or any other employment use on the site, which has been
demonstrated by an up-to-date employment land review or through a comprehensive marketing exercise; or...'

EC3(C) &
7.33

'...In some instances, an existing employment site may no longer be suitable to meet market demand now and in the
future, or the use of the site for employment uses may not be viable. This could be identified through an up-to-date
Employment Land Review or the marketing of the site for its current use.'
Amend text of policy:
'Proposals for retail, office and leisure uses, that are not in accordance with an allocation, will be required to assess the
impact of the development where they comprise more than:...'
Amend text of paragraph 7.33 (second bullet point):
'...Developments above the threshold may have a significant impact upon the Centre, or other Centres within the
catchment area, and planning applications should be accompanied by an impact assessment. An impact assessment
would not be required for an allocation where the proposed development delivers the type and scale of retail floorspace
specified by the relevant policy in the Allocations Document. Where a proposal serves a local need over a
neighbourhood catchment, it will not be necessary to demonstrate that there is a sequentially preferable site.'

SM67

EC3(J) & 7.39

The amendment will have very marginal sustainability impact
as policy seeks to prevent developments that would
prejudice the development of a wider allocation. No
requirement for further SA.
This modification was introduced to provide additional
flexibility into the policy to improve its effectiveness.
The modification does not alter SA results concerning this
policy as the policy will continue to deliver significant
benefits against SA economic objectives.

Amend supporting text:

SM66

This modification was introduced to provide additional clarify
on how the policy will be implemented, though managing
proposals that may prevent the development of a wider
allocation.

Amend text of policy:
'Proposals for small-scale retail, office and leisure uses in out-of-town location will be supported where they are below
100 sq m (gross) of floorspace. Where relevant, pProposals above 100 sq m (gross) floorspace:...'
Amend supporting text:
17

This modification was introduced clarify that an impact
assessment will only be required for development that is not
in accordance with an allocation, consistent with the NPPF
(paragraph 26).
All allocated sites in the East Riding Local Plan have been the
subject of SA. The requirement for development that is not in
accordance with an allocation to assess their impact is
welcomed from an SA perspective as this will ensure
consistency in approach in terms of impact assessment for
allocated and ‘unallocated’ sites. This will ensure that
development on ‘unallocated’ sites does not have an
unacceptable impact on existing businesses within a Town
Centre. It would strengthen the effect on SA Objective 18 (To
maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding).
This modification was introduced to take into account Part M
of the General Permitted Development Order that came into
force on 30 May 2013.
This modification would allow more easily the change of use
of agricultural buildings in excess of 100 sqm. This could
result in enhanced positive significant effects for SA objective
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20 (To support the renaissance of rural areas).

SM71

EC4

'...would need to assess the potential impact of the development on the vitality and viability of a Town of District
Centre. However, in certain instances Part M of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development)
(Amendment) (England) Order 2013 would permit the change of use of agricultural buildings in excess of 100 sqm. In
these instances it would not be necessary to assess the impact of the development or apply the Sequential Approach. '
Amend text:
'In order to increase overall accessibility, minimise congestion and improve safety, new development will be supported
where it is accessible, or can be made accessible, by sustainable modes of transport and addresses its likely transport
impact. Development proposals should:...'

SM75

EC5(A)

Amend text:
'Proposals for the development of the energy sector, including those types of development listed in Table 7, will be
supported where any significant adverse impact are addressed satisfactorily minimised and the residual harm is
outweighed by...'

SM76

EC5(A) &
7.60

Amend policy text:
'Proposals for the development of the energy sector, including those types of development listed in Table 7, will be
supported where any significant adverse impacts are satisfactorily minimised, and the residual harm is outweighed by
the public wider benefits of the proposal. Developments and their associated infrastructure should be acceptable in
terms of;...'

This modification was introduced to recognise that proposed
improvements to accessibility will be taken into account
when making decisions on a planning application, to improve
the effectiveness of the policy.
This modification, through the requirement of making new
development accessible by sustainable modes of transport,
will result in the enhancement of the positive effects
previously identified for SA objective 8 (To reduce the growth
of road traffic) to significant positive effects.
This modification was introduced to improve consistency with
the NPPF (paragraph 97).
The text remains very similar to existing and does not change
the intention / function of the policy. No requirement for
further SA.
This modification replaces 'public' with 'wider' will make the
policy more consistent with the NPS for Energy.
The text remains very similar to existing and does not change
the intention / function of the policy. No requirement for
further SA.

Amend supporting text:

SM77

EC5 (A3.i)

'Development will be supported providing adverse environmental, social or economic impacts are satisfactorily
addressed. Adverse impacts must outweigh the wider public benefits of the development....'
Amend text:

This modification was introduced to ensure the impact on
water quality is a consideration for energy proposals, in
accordance with NPPF (paragraph 109).

'i. local amenity, including noise, air and water quality, traffic, vibration, dust and visual impact;'

SM79

7.71

Amend text:
'...and relationships with other developments. Cumulative impact assessments should consider existing developments
18

SA already interpreted local amenity as covering water
impacts. No requirement for further SA.
This modification was introduced to recognise that the impact
of development may extend beyond the local authority
administrative boundary.
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and those with an extant planning permission, including developments within neighbouring Local Authority areas. and i
Information should be provided with the application to address the:…'

SM83

EC6(B5),
7.76, 7.77 &
7.78

Amend text of policy:
'4. Non-mineral development is temporary in nature; or
5. Non-mineral development is in accordance with an allocation in the Allocations Document or a Neighbourhood
Development Plan; or
5. 6. The underlying or adjacent mineral deposit can be extracted prior to the non-mineral development proceeding, or
prior extraction of the deposit is not possible.
Amend text of paragraph 7.76:
'Mineral Safeguarding Areas are identified on the Policies Map. In defining these, the extent of the different mineral
resources and the likely development pressures within and adjacent to the resources was considered, as well as the
location of significant existing mineral operations in the area. In the case of sand and gravel, limestone, and silica sand
this is in line with the general extent of the resource, as shown on the British Geological Survey Map and in Figure 10,
and around significant existing operations. In the case of brick clay, crushed rock (chalk), and industrial chalk resources,
the safeguarding areas are located around significant existing operations; and the general extent of the brick clay, higher
purity chalk and unconcealed lower quality chalk according to the British Geological Survey Map. Urban areas are
excluded from the Mineral Safeguarding Areas, but environmental designations, such as SSSIs, are included. Where
necessary, tThe extent of Mineral Safeguarding Areas will be refined through the Joint Minerals Plan.'
Amend text of paragraph 7.77:
'...Therefore, non-mineral development, which would adversely affect the viability of exploiting an underlying or
adjacent deposit in the future, will be supported within and adjacent to a Mineral Safeguarding Area where:...
•
Test drilling, test pits or other evidence, including the quantity of mineral, overburden, mineral depth, mineral
thickness, and how fine the deposits are, suggest the underlying or adjacent mineral is of limited economic
value, and its value is unlikely to become significantly greater in future, for example, by being of insufficient
amount or quality. Documented attempts to market the mineral may be required to demonstrate that the
mineral resource is not viable;
19

The amendment to para 7.71 in relation to planning
applications areas is welcomed from an SA perspective, as it
requires cumulative impact assessments to recognise a wider
area of effect (including those outside of the LPA
boundaries). This should hopefully lead to better quality /
more comprehensive cumulative impact assessments,
helping to more effective assess the impact from
development and promoting sustainability. The modifications
do not alter the SA work undertaken previously for the PreSubmission Strategy Document.
This modification was introduced to improve consistency with
the British Geological Survey Good Practice Guidance. Further
details are set out in the Statement of Common Ground with
the Minerals Product Associated (CD270).
This modification does not alter the SA work undertaken
previously for the Pre-Submission Strategy Document.
The change requires, where relevant, development plan
allocations to consider effects on mineral deposits. This may
require a mineral assessment to be prepared as part of
planning applications where development is within or
adjacent to a Mineral Safeguarding Area (MSA). This may
result in enhanced positive on SA objective 18 (To maintain
and strengthen the economy of East Riding), as MSAs now are
afforded greater protection from non mineral developments
which may benefit the economy.
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SA implications
•

•

•
•
•

The need for the development outweighs the need to safeguard the minerals for the future, for example, the
surface development is an essential piece of infrastructure and alternative sites are not available without a
disproportionate cost;
It can take place without preventing the mineral resource from being extracted in the future. This could include
development covering a smaller area, such as householder development. Some larger proposals containing only
limited built development could also take place without sterilising the resource, for example, golf courses or
some types of agricultural development. This will depend on the nature of the proposal and the extent, nature
and economic value of the mineral concerned. Other types of development which could take place without
sterilising the mineral resource include, applications for alterations and extensions to existing buildings, change
of use of existing development, advertisement consents, and applications for reserved matters following an
outline consent;
It is temporary in nature; or
It is in accordance with a development plan allocation; or
There is evidence that prior extraction of the mineral deposit is not possible, or that the deposit will be extracted
in an environmentally acceptable manner prior to the non-mineral development proceeding.'

Amend text of paragraph 7.78 and add additional supporting text:
'In all instances it will also be necessary to consider the balance between how the quality, depth and thickness of the
mineral deposit affects its viability, as well as the extent to which the non-mineral surface development would sterilise
this resource. An assessment of the effect of the proposed development on the mineral resource beneath or adjacent to
the site of the development (termed a Mineral Assessment) will normally be required. A proposal for a single dwelling,
for example, could still sterilise a large area of resource if built in a certain location. In other cases, applications will be
screened out of having to satisfy the policy's requirements by meeting one of a number of exemption criteria which
include:
•
Applications for householder development;
•
Applications for alterations and extensions to existing buildings and for change of use of existing
development, unless intensifying activity on site;
•
Applications for advertisement consent;
•
Applications for reserved matters including subsequent applications after outline consent has been granted;
•
Prior notifications (telecoms, forestry, agriculture, demolition);
•
Certificates of Lawfulness of Existing Use or Development (CLEUD) and Certificates of Lawfulness of Proposed
Use or Development (CLOPUD);
•
Applications for works to trees;
•
Applications for temporary planning permission.
7.79 Where non-mineral development is considered acceptable within or adjacent to a Mineral Safeguarding Area it will
be necessary to ensure that the proposal minimises the impact on the minerals deposit, for example, through the siting
20
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and layout of any buildings. In assessing whether a proposed non-minerals development is adjacent to a Safeguarding
Area, it will be necessary to consider the nature of the resource being safeguarded. For example, chalk and limestone
deposits may require the use of explosives for extraction and the close proximity of non-mineral development may limit
the use of this resource. However, sand and gravel, which can be dug from open workings, has a much lower potential
impact. Guidance published by the British Geological Survey provides examples of typical distances from Mineral
Safeguarding Areas for different mineral resources within which non-mineral development is likely to be considered to
be 'adjacent'.
•
Small heritage stone quarries (where currently disused)- 150 metres
•
Sand and gravel- 250 metres
•
Clay- 250 metres
•
Silica sand- 250 metres
•
Chalk (where blasting is likely)- 500 metres
•
Limestone (where blasting is likely)- 500 metres
7.80 Within these distances proposals will need to consider part B of the policy. In addition, any Greenfield non-mineral
allocation adjacent to a development limit where it abuts a Mineral Safeguarding Area will be required to address the
provisions of the policy.

SM88

ENV2 (A)

7.81 The Joint Minerals Plan will address the need to safeguard existing, planned and potential rail heads, rail links to
quarries, wharfage and associated storage, handling and processing facilities for the bulk transport by rail, sea or inland
waterways of minerals, where it is appropriate to do so.'
Amend text:
'Development proposals should be sensitively integrated into the existing landscape, demonstrate an understanding of
the intrinsic qualities of the landscape setting and, where possible, seek to make the most of the opportunities to
restore protect and enhance landscape characteristics and features. To achieve this development should:...'

SM89

ENV2 (A1)

Amend text:
'Protect the character and individual identity of settlements by Mmaintaining their physical separation of settlements
and protect the character and function of Key Open Areas, including those settlements and through the maintenance of
the Key Open Areas identified in Policies A1-A6, where there is a risk of settlement coalescence.'

This modification was introduced to reflect the approach in
the NPPF (paragraph 109).
The modification doesn’t not change the assessments that
have been undertaken of policy ENV2 which already
considered the need for protection as well as enhancement
and identified significant positive effects for SA objective 17
(To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape
quality).
This modification was introduced to recognise that it is
important to maintain the character and identity of
settlements, which is supported through the identification of
Key Open Areas, and clarifies that it is not intended that the
character and function of the Key Open Areas, in themselves,
would be maintained. This will improve the effectiveness of
the policy.
The modification helps protect against settlement
coalescence, which has a strengthening effect on the
significant positive effects already identified for this policy
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against SA objective 17 (To protect and enhance the
countryside and landscape quality).
This modification was introduced to reflect the approach in
the NPPF (paragraph 109).

Amend text:
'Retain, and not detract from, and enhance existing wetland and water feature characteristics.'

SM93

ENV3(B)

The modification would strengthen the already identified
significant positive effects for SA objectives 17 (To protect
and enhance the countryside and landscape quality) and also
15 (To protect and enhance biodiversity and important
wildlife habitats, and to conserve geology), as the
modifications now requires enhancement as well as
retention of wetland and water feature characteristics.

Amend text:
'The significance, views, setting, character, appearance and context of heritage assets, both designated and nondesignated, should be conserved preserved or enhanced, especially the key features that contribute to the East Riding's
distinctive historic character including:...'

SM94

ENV3(C)

Amend text:
'Development that is likely to cause harm to the significance of a heritage asset will only be granted permission where
the public benefits of the proposal outweigh the potential harm. Proposals which would preserve, enhance or better
reveal the significance of the asset should be treated favourability.'

SM107

ENV4(B)

Amend text:
'Proposals that are likely to have an adverse effect on a National Site (alone or in combination) will not normally be
permitted, except where the benefits of development in that location clearly outweigh both the impact on the site and
any broader impacts on the wider network of National Sites.'

SM108

ENV4 (C) &
(D)

Amend text:
'C. Development resulting in loss or significant harm to a Local Site, or habitats or species supported by Local Sites,
whether directly or indirectly, will only be supported if it can be demonstrated there is a need for the development in
that location and the benefit of the development outweighs the loss or harm. Where loss or harm cannot be prevented

22

This modification was introduced to provide consistency with
wording of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act.
This modification is marginally seen to strengthen the already
significantly positive effects for SA objective 16 (To protect
and enhance heritage assets and their settings), as before the
justification text only sought to ‘conserve’ heritage assets
whereas under the modification the emphasis is on
‘preserving’ or ‘enhancing’, heritage assets.
This modification was introduced to provide consistency with
the wording of the Planning (Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas) Act.
This modification is marginally seen to strengthen the already
significantly positive effects for SA objective 16 (To protect
and enhance heritage assets and their settings) as it requires
proposals to also enhance heritage assets.
This modification was introduced to improve consistency with
the NPPF (paragraph 118).
The text remains very similar to existing and does not change
the intention / function of the policy. No requirement for
further SA.
Part C of this Policy was split to improve consistency with the
NPPF (paragraph 118) as loss or harm should be to be
considered for all designated sites (not just Local Sites).
The reference to 'National or Local' designated sites is also
proposed to be added in to the new part D to ensure
consistency with the NPPF (paragraph 118) and the Habitats
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or adequately mitigated, as a last resort, compensation for the loss/harm must be agreed. Development will be refused
if loss or significant harm cannot be prevented, adequately mitigated against or compensated for.
D. Where loss or harm to a National or Local designated site, as set out in Table 9, cannot be prevented or adequately
mitigated, as a last resort, compensation for the loss/harm must be agreed. Development will be refused if loss or
significant harm cannot be prevented, adequately mitigated against or compensated for.
D. E. Proposals should further the aims...'

SM111

SM121

8.64

New
paragraph

Amend text:
'Development proposals will be considered under the statutory context afforded to them including the Habitats
Regulations and SSSI legislation. It will This may require consideration of potential impacts from developments some
distance away, which is based on the nature of the development and potential pathways for impact. This is a more
effective approach than a line of a map which would not take these factors into account. At a local level, development
should avoid harm and where appropriate enhance LWSs through buffering. The need for a management plan should be
considered on a case by case basis and will depend on the development proposed and ownership of the LWS. The
Council's Sustainable Development Team can provide advice on the circumstances where it may be appropriate to
prepare a management plan.'
Add new paragraph after 8.77:
Where new development will benefit either directly or indirectly from existing flood risk management infrastructure
(e.g. flood defences), the developer may be expected to contribute to the costs of maintaining and improving that
infrastructure. Where new defences are needed to protect new development, developers will be expected to meet the
full cost. The delivery of this infrastructure will be secured through either the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) or
Planning Obligations. This would depend on the type of infrastructure project being delivered. For example,
improvements to flood defences to adapt to climate change, which would not relate to a specific development proposal,
could be funded through CIL. The types of infrastructure projects funded by CIL will be set out through the preparation
of the Council's CIL charging schedule.'

SM123

ENV6(B)

Amend text:
'The risk of flooding to development will be managed by applying a Sequential Test to ensure that development is
steered towards areas of lowest risk, as far as possible. The Sequential Test will, in the first instance, be undertaken on
the basis of the East Riding of Yorkshire Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) and the Environment Agency's Flood
Map, within appropriate search areas. Where development cannot be steered away from Flood Zone 3, the subdelineation of Zone 3a, detailed within the relevant Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA), will be used to apply the
Sequential Test, with preference given to reasonably available sites that are in the lower risk/hazard zones. Where
necessary, development must also satisfy the Exception Test.'
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Regulations.
This modification clarifies that the requirement for loss or
harm applies both to national or local designated sites. The
modification strengthens the already identified significant
positive effects of policy ENV4 on SA 15 (To protect and
enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats, and to
conserve geology).
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
on the implementation of the policy and the potential need
for management plans, to improve the effectiveness of the
policy.
This modification strengths the already identified significant
positive effects of policy ENV4 on SA objective 15 (To protect
and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats, and
to conserve geology), as it strengthens the guidance
provided, and stresses that development should actively
avoid harm to LWSs.
This modification was introduced to reflect the new Flood
and Coastal Resilience Partnership funding regime.
The amendment promotes sustainability as under the
modified text, developers will be expected to help secure
funding for flood risk management infrastructure and the
possible funding mechanisms are identified thereby further
supporting the already identified significant positive effects
of policy ENV6 Managing Environmental Hazards on SA
objective 13 (To minimise the impacts of climate change by
developing in a way that reduces risk from flooding and
coastal erosion).
This modification was introduced to provide consistency with
the NPPF (paragraph 100) and PPG (Paragraph: 019,
Reference ID: 7-019-20140306).
The amendment promotes sustainability as under the
modified text, in addition to the Environment Agency flood
maps, regard should be had to the Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment, as well as the Environment Agency Flood Map.
This strengthens the already identified significant positive
effects of policy ENV6 on SA objective 13 (To minimise the
impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion).
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
ENV6(C)

Proposed Change

SA implications
Amend text:

This modification was introduced to properly reflect the
sequential test and the NPPF (paragraph 102).

'If, following application of the Sequential Test, it has not been possible to successfully steer development to Flood Zone
1 or a sequentially preferable site, a Sequential Approach will be taken to site layout and design, aiming to steer the
most vulnerable uses towards the lowest risk parts of the site and upper floors'.
SM125

ENV6 (D1iii)
8.92

Amend text:
'iii. incorporate Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) into major development proposals and proposals at risk of
flooding, unless demonstrated to be inappropriate it is not feasible and practicable;'
Amend text 8.92:
Major development proposals[Footnote] and proposals at risk of flooding Proposals should incorporate SuDS unless it can
be demonstrated they would not be inappropriate feasible or practicable. SuDS must be designed in accordance with
national guidance the National Standards for SuDS and approved by the Council as part of the planning application
process (the 'SuDS Approving Body' (SAB)) prior to construction, unless the type proposed is exempt from SAB approval.
Pre-application discussion with the SAB, Local Planning Authority, Lead Local Flood Authority and other interested
parties, such as statutory consultees (e.g. sewerage undertakers, Environment Agency, highway authority, internal
drainage boards), is advised to enable the best drainage plan for the area and development to be prepared. The Lead
Local Floor Authority must be consulted at the planning application stage on all major development proposals.

The modification sets out when the sequential test should be
applied to a site's layout. This change should not result in any
implications to the previous assessment of policy ENV6– no
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to respond to a written
Ministerial on Statement on Sustainable Drainage System
which was made on 18 December 2014 and will take effect
from 6 April 2015, and to reflect the Government's response
on Further Changes to the Statutory Consultee Arrangements
for the Planning Application Process, published 9th March
2015 .
The modification requires all major development proposals
and proposals at risk of flooding to incorporate SUDS unless it
can be demonstrated they would be inappropriate. This
results in the strengthening of the already significant positive
effects for SA objective 13 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion).

[Footnote]

SM129

SM143

8.89

As defined in Article 2(1) of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England)
Order 2010). This includes residential schemes of 10 or more dwellings, or which are on a site of 0.5ha or more where
the number dwellings is unknown, and non-residential schemes creating 1,000 sqm of floorspace or on sites with an
area of 1 ha or more.
Amend text:

C3(E)

'...For example, schools have their own catchment areas, as do retail and leisure facilities. Housing proposals will be
considered against the supply position within the relevant sub area. Some proposal, such as householder extensions and
changes of use, are exempt from the Sequential Test. Applicants should contact the Council for pre-application advice
on the application of the Sequential Test. An SPD will be prepared to set out further guidance on the potential area of
search for the Test. If the development cannot be directed to flood zone 1, the vulnerability of the proposed use(s)
needs to be taken into account....'
Delete criteria:
'E. Where a Local Green Space designation is promoted by local communities, it will be identified in the Allocations
Document or a Neighbourhood Development Plan, and protected from development that would result in its loss or
harm, provided it is:
24

This modification was introduced to clarify that housing
supply issues are a separate consideration in the decision
making process to issues of flood risk (and so are not a
consideration in the application of the sequential test) and to
provide guidance on the area of search for the sequential test
to improve the effectiveness of the policy.
The modification will have very marginal sustainability impact
as it relates more to process. No requirement for further SA.
This modification was introduced as it is not proposed to
identify Local Green Spaces through the Allocations
Document. Neighbourhood Development Plans would need
to be prepared in accordance with the policies set out in the
NPPF. The NPPF sets out in paragraph 77 the conditions
under which the Local Green Space Designation should be
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1. In reasonably close proximity to the community it serves;
2. Demonstrably special to a local community and holds a particular local significance; and
3. Local in character and not an extensive track of land.

SM144

Table 12

used.
Despite this deletion, Policy C3 continues to deliver significant
effects against SA objective 17 (To protect and enhance the
countryside and landscape quality) as the requirement for
proposals to maintain and/or address any shortfalls in
provision remains in C3(A) and proposed open space,
including open space required to make up existing shortfalls
in provision, will continue to be identified in the Allocations
Document or a Neighbourhood Development Plan as in C3(C).
No need for further SA.

Amend text of table 12:

This modification was introduced to ensure consistency
between the policy and evidence base (Playing Pitch Strategy)
and ensure the policy is justified.

Outdoor sports facilities /Playing Pitches
Accessibility Standard
'20 minutes walking travel time'
Amend text of paragraph 9.27:
'...geographical variances across the East Riding mean that clubs and, therefore, individuals travel significant distances to
access outdoor sports facilities/ playing pitches on which to play and train. On this basis, the Playing Pitch Strategy
considers an access standard of 20 minutes walking travel time to be more appropriate than a distance standard. This
access standard represents'
SM145

9.29

Amend text:

This modification was introduced to reflect that it may not be
appropriate for thresholds to be set out in a SPD.

'The process by which applicants can determine their open space requirements, including shortfalls at a local level, and
guidance on specific thresholds through which this policy would be triggered, will be set out in a Supplementary
Planning Document'
SM146

9.30

This modification weakens SA objective 1 (reduce health
inequalities) and 4 (To improve accessibility and public
transport links to key services and employment areas)
because it widens access to being not just walking, which
means that for those who can only access by foot, open
space may be further than 20 minutes.

Amend text:
'The Council will usually require open space to be provided on-site. In some cases, where it is not practicable to provide
open space on-site, it may be delivered through Planning Obligations and/or CIL in accordance with National Planning
Policy on planning obligations. For example, if there is a shortfall in a type of open space that cannot practically be
delivered on-site, such as woodland (a semi natural and natural green space). If it is proposed to deliver a particular type
of open space through a planning obligation, the national thresholds would be applied. This means that obligations
would only be sought from developments of more than 10 housing units or more than 1000sqm. Further guidance on
the circumstances where open space should be provided on or off-site and what form this should take, including off-site
25

The text remains very similar to existing and does not change
the intention / function of the policy. No requirement for
further SA.
This modification was introduced to improve consistency with
the PPG (paragraph 012 ID: 23b-012-20141128), clarify the
site size thresholds for the delivery of open space and amend
a typographical error.
This modification is welcomed from an SA perspective as it
clarifies the thresholds above which planning obligations will
be sought from developments for the delivery of open space
on or off site.
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contributions, will be set out in a Supplementary Planning Document.

SM158

A1(A2) &
10.9

Amend text of policy:
'2. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate to the scale and function of the settlement, in the role of
the Major Haltemprice Settlements, Beverley, and Elloughton-cum-Brough as the main focus for residential
development in the sub area , Leven, Brandesburton, Cherry Burton, Keyingham, Leconfield, North Cave, North Ferriby,
Preston, Skirlaugh, South Cave, Swanland, Walkington, Wawne and Woodmansey through the allocation of sites within
the settlements and a range of urban extensions. Housing allocations developments 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.
3. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in Leven,
Brandesburton, Cherry Burton, Keyingham, Leconfield, North Cave, North Ferriby, Preston, Skirlaugh, South Cave,
Swanland, Walkington, Wawne and Woodmansey through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of
urban extensions....'
Re-number the further parts of section A accordingly.
Amend supporting text:
'Housing allocations development in Cottingham can only come forward once the Cottingham and Orchard Park Flood
Alleviation Scheme (COPFAS) has been implemented, unless it has been demonstrated that acceptable solutions to the
surface water flood risk issue can be implemented alongside the proposed development. This is due to there being
limited capacity in the sewer system to accommodate additional foul water flows. COPFAS, which includes the provision
of various lagoons to store surface water, is currently scheduled to be completed by the end of 20172016. The scheme is
needed to reduce peak flows of surface water overwhelming Cottingham's sewer system.'

SM159

A1(B)

Add new criterion to policy:

This modification has split the criteria into two to provide
further clarity in relation to which settlements will be a focus
for growth. The amendment improves the effectiveness of
the policy and ensures that it is clear that higher order
settlements will be the main focus for residential
development (in accordance with Policy S3).
A modification has also been made to ensure that surface
water flood risk issues are considered as part of all residential
developments and not solely the development of allocated
sites. The amendment to the supporting text also updates
the timescales for the COPFAS Scheme.
The modification helps to more firmly establish which
settlements will be a focus for growth but doesn’t change the
assessment previously undertaken for policy A1 which
already considered housing development in the settlements
in the revised policy.
The modification introduced to ensure that surface water
flood risk issues are considered as part of all residential
developments and not solely the development of allocated
sites provides further clarification to the policy in relation to
Cottingham but doesn’t change the previous SA assessments
of the policy A1 which has identified mixed non-significant
effects for SA objective 13 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion).

This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by recognising the role this site has
for the rural economy, reflecting the supporting text
(paragraph 10.19).

'Support the role that Catfoss Industrial Estate has in contributing to the rural economy;

This modification will result in enhanced positive effects for
SA objective 20 (To support the renaissance of rural areas)
and enhanced significantly positive effects for SA objective 18
(To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding).
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SM160

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
A1(D1) &
10.31

Proposed Change

SA implications
Add new criteria to policy:
'xi. Improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities, including those set out within Local Transport Plan
individual settlement transport strategies, and major cross country routes such as Wolds Way, the Minster Way, and
Transpennine Trail, the Public Rights of Way network, and the National Cycle Network;
xii. A1033 Salt End Roundabout Improvements;
xiii. A1033/B1362 Hedon By-pass Roundabout Improvements;
xiv. B1362 Red House Farm Mini Roundabout Improvements; and
xv. Traffic Management Measures to address issues with 3 junctions within Hedon and Preston.'
Amend supporting text:
'...Development of the full 200ha employment site at Hedon Haven will require provision of transport infrastructure
improvements within the East Riding and the City of Hull, including upgrades to junctions on the A63 and a direct road
(and potential rail) link from Haven Haven to the Port of Hull. At the signalised crossroads between Staithes Road,
School Road, Main Street and Station Road in Preston, and the Baxtergate / Fletchergate and St Augustines's Gate /
Fletchergate junctions in Hedon, traffic management measures will also be required to help address the limited highway
capacity.'

SM161

A1(D3i, iv
and v)

Amend text:
'3. Support the provision of additional infrastructure, including:
i. additional sewage treatment capacity at within the existing Beverley, Leconfield, North Ferriby, and Melton waste
water treatment works;
...
iv. additional secondary school pupil capacity in at Beverley High and Grammar schools and Elloughton-cum-Brough
South Hunsley School (Welton) area; and
v. additional primary school pupil capacity for existing schools in Beverley, Brandesburton, Elloughton-cum-Brough,
Keyingham, and North Ferriby and Swanland, alongside the provision of a new primary school in Beverley and
Elloughton-cum-Brough.'

This modification was introduced to identify the potential for
improvements to non-car modes of transport in accordance
with the NPPF (paragraph 35), and to reflect the need for
highway improvements along the A1033 and within Hedon
and Preston.
This addition of new policy criteria actively promotes
sustainable methods of transport. This modification improves
the sustainability of the policy against SA objective 8 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic) albeit effects will remain
non-significant and SA objective 4 (To improve accessibility
and public transport links to key services and employment
areas) for which previously identified effects were already
significant positive.

This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by providing additional detail and
more clarity on the necessary infrastructure requirements. In
particular, whether the additional infrastructure required
would involve the expansion of existing facilities, or the
provision of new facilities. The removal of Brandesburton and
Swanland as settlements where additional pupil capacity is
required reflects the updated pupil projections.
The further clarity that additional primary and secondary
school places at existing schools alongside the provision of a
new primary school will be supported strengthen the positive
effects already identified for SA objective 6 (To maintain
overall levels of education and skills and retain local highly
skilled labour).
The removal of Brandesburton and Swanland from this policy
and the IDP does have implications for the SA of the
Allocations Document, and the assessment of all of the sites
in these settlements against Allocations Document SA
Objective 5 (to improve overall levels of education and skills
and retain and attract local highly skilled labour). Mixed
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Paragraph /
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A2(A)

Proposed Change

SA implications

Amend text:
'1. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in role of
Bridlington as the main focus for residential development in the sub area, Beeford and Flamborough through the
allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of urban extensions.
2. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in Beeford
and Flamborough through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of urban extensions.'
Re-number the further parts of section A accordingly.

SM167

A2(D1)

Add new criterion to policy:
'Improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities, including those set out within Local Transport Plan
individual settlement transport strategies and major cross country routes, such as the Way of the Roses, the Public Right
of Way network, and the National Cycle Network.'

SM168

A2(D2iii, iv
and new
criteria)

Amend text and add new criterion to policy:
'iii. additional primary school capacity for existing schools in Bridlington and Beeford;
iv. additional secondary school pupil capacity at Headlands School (Bridlington);
iv. improvement to the Bridlington waste water treatment works improvement in Bridlington; and...'

28

effects have been concluded against this objective for all of
the sites in these settlements due to the need to identified
need to increase the capacity of the primary school. As a
result of this change, the SA would now conclude positive
effects against this objective for Brandesburton. Mixed
effects would still be concluded for all the sites in Swanland
as a need to provide additional capacity at the secondary
school remains. As this affects all of the sites in both these
settlements equally this does not have any implications for
the overall conclusions of the SA or the site selection process.
This modification was introduced to provide clarity in relation
to which settlements will be a focus for growth. The
amendment improves the effectiveness of the policy and
ensures that it is clear that higher order settlements will be
the main focus for residential development (in accordance
with Policy S3).
The modification helps to more firmly establish which
settlements will be a focus for growth but doesn’t change the
assessment previously undertaken for policy A2 which
already considered housing development in the settlements
in the revised policy.
This modification was introduced to identify the potential for
improvements to non-car modes of transport in accordance
with the NPPF (paragraph 35).
This addition of new policy criterion actively promotes
sustainable methods of transport. This modification improves
the sustainability of the policy against SA objective 8 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic)and may offset the negative
effects originally identified for this policy, and also enhances
the positive effects for SA objective 4 (To improve
accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas) for which previously identified effects
were non-significant.
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by providing additional detail and
more clarity on the necessary infrastructure requirements. In
particular, whether the additional infrastructure required
would involve the expansion of existing facilities, or the
provision of new facilities. Beeford has been removed, and
Headlands School has been added, to the list of places where
additional capacity is required. This is to ensure consistency
across the sub area policies, and reflect that the projected
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deficit at Beeford (-1 places) is unlikely to warrant
alternations to increase the capacity, and that while the
capacity deficit at Headlands School may be likely to be
addressed through the admissions system it could potentially
be addressed through physical works.

SM171

A3(A)

Amend text:
'1. Support the role of delivery of housing, at a level commensurate to the scale and function of the settlement, in
Driffield as the main focus for residential development in the sub area, Kilham, Hutton Cranswick, Middleton on the
Wolds, Wetwang and Nafferton through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of urban extensions.
2. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in Kilham,
Hutton Cranswick, Middleton on the Wolds, Wetwang and Nafferton, through the allocation of sites within the
settlements and a range of urban extensions.'
Re-number the further parts of section A accordingly.

SM172

A3(B)

Add new criterion to policy:

29

The further clarity that additional primary and secondary
school places at existing schools will be supported strengthen
the positive effects already identified for SA objective 6 (To
maintain overall levels of education and skills and retain local
highly skilled labour). The removal of Beeford, and the
addition of Headlands School (Bridlington) from this policy
and the IDP does have implications for the SA of the
Allocations Document, and the assessment of all of the sites
in these settlements against Allocations Document SA
Objective 5 (to improve overall levels of education and skills
and retain and attract local highly skilled labour). Mixed
effects had been concluded against this objective for all of the
sites in Beeford due to the need to identified need to increase
the capacity of the primary school. As a result of this change,
the SA would now conclude positive effects against this
objective. Mixed effects has also been concluded against this
objective for all of the sites in Flamborough recognising the
potential need to increase secondary school capacity and this
remains to be the case. Mixed effects had also been
concluded for the sites in Bridlington and this conclusion
remains valid. As any changes affect all of the sites in these
settlements equally this does not have any implications for
the overall conclusions of the SA or the site selection process.
This modification was introduced to respond to provide
urther clarity in relation to which settlements will be a focus
for growth. The amendment improves the effectiveness of
the policy and ensures that it is clear that higher order
settlements will be the main focus for residential
development (in accordance with Policy S3).
The modification helps to more firmly establish which
settlements will be a focus for growth but doesn’t change the
assessment previously undertaken for policy A3 which
already considered housing development in the settlements
in the revised policy.
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by recognising the role this site has
for the rural economy, reflecting the supporting text
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'Support the role that Hutton Cranswick Industrial Estate has in contributing to the rural economy.'

SM173

A3(D1)

(paragraph 10.62).

Amend text and add new criterion to policy:
'1. Enhance connectivity within the sub area and with the rest of the East Riding by supporting transport infrastructure
improvements, particularly: and
i. measures that link together Driffield town centre, the Riverhead area, Showground, new housing at Alamein
Barracks and Kelleythorpe Industrial Estate. and;
ii. improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities, including those set out within Local Transport
Plan individual settlement transport strategies and major cross country routes, such as the Way of the Roses, Wolds
Way, the Public Right of Way network, and the National Cycle Network.'

SM174

A3(D2)

Amend text:
'i. additional sewage treatment capacity at within the existing Nafferton, and Wetwang waste water treatment works;
...
iii. drainage and flood alleviation schemes, particularly in Driffield and Nafferton; and
iv. additional primary school capacity for existing schools in Driffield, Kilham and Middleton-on-the-Wolds Nafferton;
and
v. additional secondary school pupil capacity at Driffield School.'

In recognising and supporting the role that the Hutton
Cranswick Industrial estate has on the rural economy, this
modification will result in enhanced positive effects for SA
objective 20 (To support the renaissance of rural areas) and
enhanced significantly positive effects for SA objective 18 (To
maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding).
This modification was introduced to identify the potential for
improvements to non-car modes of transport in accordance
with the NPPF (paragraph 35).
This addition of new policy criterion actively promotes
sustainable methods of transport. This modification improves
the sustainability of the policy against SA objective 8 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic) by enhancing positive
effects, and also enhances the positive effects for SA
objective 4 (To improve accessibility and public transport
links to key services and employment areas) for which
previously identified effects were non-significant.
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by providing additional detail and
more clarity on the necessary infrastructure requirements. In
particular, whether the additional infrastructure required
would involve the expansion of existing facilities, or the
provision of new facilities. Middleton-on-the-Wolds has been
added, and Nafferton removed, from the list of places where
additional pupil capacity is required. This is to ensure
consistency across the sub area policies, and reflect that the
projected deficit at Nafferton is likely to be addressed
through the admission system, while at Middleton physical
changes to the school buildings are likely to be required.
The further clarity that additional primary and secondary
school places at existing schools will be supported strengthen
the positive effects already identified for SA objective 6 (To
maintain overall levels of education and skills and retain local
highly skilled labour). The addition of Middleton-on the
Wolds, and the removal of Nafferton, from this policy and the
IDP does have implications for the SA of the Allocations
Document, and the assessment of all of the sites in the
catchment area for these schools against Allocations
Document SA Objective 5 (to improve overall levels of
education and skills and retain and attract local highly skilled
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

A4 (A)

Proposed Change

SA implications
labour). Mixed effects had been concluded against this
objective for all of the sites in Nafferton, Kilham and
Nafferton due to the need to that had been identified to
increase the capacities of the primary schools. The SA would
continue to conclude mixed effects when the need to
increase capacity at Driffield secondary school (but not to
increase the capacity at primary level in Nafferton) is taken
into account. Mixed effects had also been concluded for all of
the sites in Hutton Cranswick, which remains a valid
conclusion when the need to increase the capacity of Driffield
Secondary School is taken into account. Positive effects on
this objective were concluded by the SA for all of the sites in
Middleton and Wetwang, though as there is now an
identified need to increase capacity at secondary school level
(and a need to increase capacity at primary level in Middleton
on the Wolds), mixed effects would now be concluded. As
this affects all of the sites in these settlements equally this
does not have any implications for the overall conclusions of
the SA or the site selection process.
This modification was introduced to provide further clarity in
relation to which settlements will be a focus for growth.

Amend text:
'1. Support the role of delivery of housing, at a level commensurate to the scale and function of the settlement, in
Goole, and Howden, Snaith and Eastringtonas the main focus for residential development in the sub area through the
allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of urban extensions, avoiding areas of highest flood risk as far as
possible. Housing allocations in Goole (except those South of Dutch River) and Eastrington can only come forward once
surface water drainage improvement schemes have been put into place, or if it can be demonstrated that acceptable
solutions to the surface water flood risk issue can be implemented alongside new development.
2. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in Snaith and
Eastrington through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of urban extensions, avoiding areas of
highest flood risk as far as possible. Housing allocations in Eastrington can only come forward once surface water
drainage improvement schemes have been put into place, or it can be demonstrated that acceptable solutions to the
surface water flood risk issue can be implemented alongside new development.'

SM177

A4(B)

Re-number the further parts of section A accordingly.
Add new criterion to policy:

The modification improves the effectiveness of the policy and
ensures that it is clear that higher order settlements will be
the main focus for residential development (in accordance
with Policy S3).
The modification helps to more firmly establish which
settlements will be a focus for growth but doesn’t change the
assessment previously undertaken for policy A4 which
already considered housing development in the settlements
in the revised policy.

This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by recognising the role this site has
for the rural economy, reflecting the supporting text
(paragraph 10.83).

'Support the role that Gilberdyke Industrial Estate has in contributing to the rural economy.'

In recognising and supporting the role that the Gilberdyke
Industrial Estate has on the rural economy, this modification
will result in enhanced positive effects for SA objective 20 (To
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

A4(D1)

Proposed Change

SA implications

Add new criterion to policy:
'improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities, including those set out within Local Transport Plan
individual settlement transport strategies and major cross country routes, such as the Transpennine Trail, the Public
Right of Way network, and the National Cycle Network;'

SM179

A4(D2iii & iv)

Amend text:
'iii. additional secondary school pupil capacity at Goole High School; and
iv. additional primary school pupil capacity in for existing schools in Goole, Gilberdyke and Howden, alongside the
provision of a new primary school in Goole.'

support the renaissance of rural areas) and enhanced
significantly positive effects for SA objective 18 (To maintain
and strengthen the economy of East Riding).
This modification was introduced to identify the potential for
improvements to non-car modes of transport in accordance
with the NPPF (paragraph 35).
This addition of new policy criterion actively promotes
sustainable methods of transport. This modification improves
the sustainability of the policy against SA objective 8 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic) by enhancing positive
effects, and also enhances the significant positive effects for
SA objective 4 (To improve accessibility and public transport
links to key services and employment areas).
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by providing additional detail and
more clarity on the necessary infrastructure requirements. In
particular, whether the additional infrastructure required
would involve the expansion of existing facilities, or the
provision of new facilities. The removal of Gilberdyke from
the policy corrects a factual correction, as no capacity deficit
is projected for this settlement.
The further clarity that additional primary and secondary
school places at existing schools will be supported strengthen
the positive effects already identified for SA objective 6 (To
maintain overall levels of education and skills and retain local
highly skilled labour).

SM183

A5(A)

The removal of Gilberdyke from this policy and the IDP does
not have implications for the SA of the Allocations Document,
as no residential allocations are proposed in
Gilberdyke/Newport.
This modification was introduced to provide further clarity in
relation to which settlements will be a focus for growth.

Amend text:
'1. Support the role ofdelivery of housing, at a level commensurate to the scale and function of the settlement, in
Hornsea, and Withernsea, Aldbrough, Patrington and Roos through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a
range of urban extensions.
2. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in Aldbrough,
Patrington and Roos, through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a range of urban extensions.'

The modification improves the effectiveness of the policy and
ensures that it is clear that higher order settlements will be
the main focus for residential development (in accordance
with Policy S3).

Re-number the further parts of section A accordingly.

The modification helps to more firmly establish which
settlements will be a focus for growth but doesn’t change the
assessment previously undertaken for policy A5 which
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

A5(D1)

Proposed Change

SA implications
already considered housing development in the settlements
in the revised policy.
This modification was introduced to identify the potential for
improvements to non-car modes of transport in accordance
with the NPPF (paragraph 35).

Amend text and add new criterion to policy:
'1. Enhance connectivity within the sub area and with the rest of the East Riding and the City of Hull by supporting
transport infrastructure improvements, particularly that:
i. improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities, including those set out within Local Transport Plan
individual settlement transport strategies and major cross country routes such as the Transpennine Trail, the Public
Right of Way network, and the National Cycle Network reduce the effects of peripherality; and
ii. measures to reduce reliance on the private car.'

SM187

A5(D2i & iv)

Amend text:
'i. additional sewage treatment capacity at within the existing Aldbrough waste water treatment works;
...
iv. additional primary school pupil capacity for the existing schools in Withernsea and Patrington.'

This addition of new policy criterion actively promotes
sustainable methods of transport. This modification improves
the sustainability of the policy against SA objective 8 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic) by enhancing positive
effects, and also enhances the positive effects for SA
objective 4 (To improve accessibility and public transport
links to key services and employment areas). The effects
remain non-significant.
This modification was introduced to
improve
the
effectiveness of the plan by providing additional detail and
more clarity on the necessary infrastructure requirements. In
particular, whether the additional infrastructure required
would involve the expansion of existing facilities, or the
provision of new facilities. Patrington has been added to the
list of places where additional pupil capacity is required. This
is to ensure consistency across the sub area policies.
The further clarity that additional primary school places at
existing schools will be supported strengthens the positive
effects already identified for SA objective 6 (To maintain
overall levels of education and skills and retain local highly
skilled labour).

SM189

A6(A)

The addition of Patrington to this policy and the IDP does
have implications for the SA of the Allocations Document,
and the assessment of all of the sites in these settlements
against Allocations Document SA Objective 5 (to improve
overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract
local highly skilled labour). Positive effects had been
concluded against this objective for all of the sites in these
settlements as there was sufficient capacity in the schools. As
a result of this change, the SA would now conclude mixed
effects against this objective. As this affects all of the sites in
the settlements equally this does not have any implications
for the overall conclusions of the SA or the site selection
process.
This modification was introduced to provide further clarity in
relation to which settlements will be a focus for growth.

Amend text:
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'1. Support the role of delivery of housing, at a level commensurate to the scale and function of the settlement, in
Pocklington, and Market Weighton, Bubwith, Holme on Spalding Moor, Stamford Bridge, Melbourne and Wilberfoss as
the main focus for residential development in the sub area through the allocation of sites within the settlements and a
range of urban extensions.
2. Support the delivery of housing, at a level commensurate with the scale and function of the settlement, in Bubwith,
Holme on Spalding Moor, Stamford Bridge, Melbourne and Wilberfoss through the allocation of sites within the
settlements and a range of urban extensions.'
Re-number the further parts of section A accordingly.

SM190

A6(B)

Add new criterion to policy:
'Support the role that Full Sutton and Holme on Spalding Moor Industrial Estates have in contributing to the rural
economy.'

SM191

A6(C5)

A6(D1) &
10.132

The modification helps to more firmly establish which
settlements will be a focus for growth but doesn’t change the
assessment previously undertaken for policy A6 which
already considered housing development in the settlements
in the revised policy.
This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by reflecting the supporting text
(paragraph 10.120) which recognises the role these sites
have for the rural economy.
In recognising and supporting the role that the Full Sutton
and Holme on Spalding Moor Industrial Estate has on the
rural economy, this modification will result in enhanced
positive effects for SA objective 20 (To support the
renaissance of rural areas) and enhanced significantly
positive effects for SA objective 18 (To maintain and
strengthen the economy of East Riding).
This modification was introduced to recognise that the
Millington and Springwell SPZs no longer exist.

Amend text:
'Ensure the integrity of the Sherwood Sandstone aquifer, and the Etton and, Millington Springs, North Newbald and
Springwells Groundwater Source Protection Zones, are protected.'

SM192

The modification improves the effectiveness of the policy and
ensures that it is clear that higher order settlements will be
the main focus for residential development (in accordance
with Policy S3).

Amend text and insert new criterion to policy:
'....ii. provision for two way traffic on the A166 at within Stamford Bridge.; and
iii. improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities, including those set out within Local Transport Plan
individual settlement transport strategies and major cross country routes, such as the Wolds Way and the Way of the
Roses, the Public Right of Way network, and the National Cycle Network;'
Amend text of paragraph 10.132:
'...The Council is working with the Highways Agency and other relevant local authorities, including the City of York
Council to reduce congestion and identify mitigation measures along the A64 corridor. The Council will also update the
2008 transport study for the A166 at Stamford Bridge, which will be used to inform future funding bids for
improvements that make provision for two way traffic. In addition, a series of transport improvements in Pocklington
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As the text remains very similar to existing and does not
change the intention / function of the policy, there is no
requirement for further SA.
This modification was introduced to ensure the policy is
justified by clarifying that provision for two way traffic at
Stamford Bridge may not need to be within the village, and to
identify the potential for improvements to non-car modes of
transport in accordance with the NPPF (paragraph 35).
This addition of new policy criterion actively promotes
sustainable methods of transport. This modification improves
the sustainability of the policy against SA objective 8 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic) by enhancing positive
effects, and also enhances the positive effects for SA
objective 4 (To improve accessibility and public transport
links to key services and employment areas). The effects
remain non-significant.
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
and Market Weighton have also been prioritised through the Local Transport Plan.

SM193

A6(D2i, iii, iv
& v)

Amend text:
'i. additional sewage treatment capacity at within the existing Holme on Spalding Moor and Market Weighton waste
water treatment works;
iii. drainage and flood alleviation schemes, particularly in Pocklington and Market Weighton; and
iv. secondary school pupil capacity in the Pocklington area; and
iv. additional primary school pupil capacity for existing schools in Market Weighton.'

This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the plan by providing additional detail and
more clarity on the necessary infrastructure requirements. In
particular, whether the additional infrastructure required
would involve the expansion of existing facilities, or the
provision of new facilities. The criteria regarding a need for
additional secondary school capacity in Pocklington has been
removed on the basis of the updated pupil projections.
The further clarity that additional primary school places at
existing schools will be supported strengthens the positive
effects already identified for SA objective 6 (To maintain
overall levels of education and skills and retain local highly
skilled labour).

SM194

11.5, 11.6 &
Table 13

Delete text:
11.5 Table 13 sets out what infrastructure is likely to be needed to support the amount and distribution of housing and
economic development set in the Strategy Document. It draws on information from the East Riding Infrastructure Study
and identifies the main partners that will have a role in helping to deliver the Local Plan. The Community Infrastructure
Levy (CIL) is likely to be an important way of funding infrastructure, especially where existing funding sources are
insufficient. The delivery timescales set out in Table 13 are indicative and based on development occurring at a linear
rate each year. However, the baseline (existing) capacity of infrastructure can change over time resulting in changes to
timescales over which new investment would be required.
11.6 The infrastructure set out within the Delivery Plan has been broken down to highlight those elements considered to
be essential in delivering the scale and location of development promoted within the Local Plan. Essential infrastructure
is that which definitely needs to be provided prior to particular developments taking place. Whilst a need exists for
35

The removal of the Pocklington area secondary school from
this policy and the IDP does have implications for the SA of
the Allocations Document, and the assessment of all of the
sites in these settlements against Allocations Document SA
Objective 5 (to improve overall levels of education and skills
and retain and attract local highly skilled labour). Mixed
effects have been concluded against this objective for all of
the sites in Pocklington, Stamford Bridge, Melbourne and
Wilberfoss due to the need to identified need to increase the
capacity of the secondary school. As a result of this change,
the SA would now conclude positive effects against this
objective. As this affects all of the sites in these settlements
equally this does not have any implications for the overall
conclusions of the SA or the site selection process.
This modification was introduced so that the Infrastructure
Delivery Plan is published as a separate document. This is to
allow for more regular updates to reflect progress with the
Council's CIL charging schedule and updates to the
Infrastructure Study. Additional detail has also been added to
the Infrastructure Delivery Plan in relation to the required
infrastructure, the likely cost and the progress that has been
made on the schemes to date. This intends to provide more
clarity about the infrastructure requirements and enhance
the effectiveness of the plan.
The additional detail added to the infrastructure delivery
plan, and its publication as a separate document, should in
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA implications
other infrastructure, and has been set out within the Delivery Plan, it may still be possible for development to go ahead
prior to this infrastructure being in place.

and of itself not impact sustainability, as the delivery plan is
not changing.

Insert new paragraphs after 11.4:
'An Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) has been published alongside the East Riding Local Plan. This details the
infrastructure that is likely to be needed to support the planned scale and distribution of development. It draws on
information from the East Riding Infrastructure Study and identifies the main partners that will have a role in helping to
deliver the Local Plan. The IDP also highlights those types of infrastructure considered to be essential in delivering
particular developments that are included within the Local Plan. Other types of infrastructure are not essential to allow
for the scale and distribution of development proposed by the Plan to come forward. Such infrastructure is set out in the
IDP as it would be desirable and/or help deliver wider benefits.
The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is likely to be an important way of funding new infrastructure, especially where
existing funding sources are insufficient. The IDP sets out indicative delivery timescales for each type of infrastructure.
However, the baseline (existing) capacity of infrastructure can also change over time, which may result in changes to
timescales over which new investment would be required. The IDP will be updated on a regular basis, which will take
account of progress with the Council's CIL charging schedule, as well as reflect new evidence or funding streams.'

SM211

SM212

SM213

Appendix B:
List of
Villages
Appendix B:
List of
Villages
255

Delete Table 13: Infrastructure Delivery Plan.
Amend list of Villages to include:

Full Sutton Prison has rooms that can be hired by members of
the public. As a result it meets the criteria for classification as
a Village (Policy S4).

'Full Sutton'

No need for further SA.
Patrington Haven has a public house. As a result it meets the
criteria for classification as a Village (Policy S4).

Amend list of Villages to include:
'Patrington Haven'

No need for further SA.
This modification was introduced to provide a definition of
what is considered to be a community service or facility.

Add new row (following Community Infrastructure Levy):
'Community service/facility:
Where a use furthers (or has recently furthered) the community's social well-being or social interests.'

This modification merely provides a definition which was
missing from the Glossary. No requirement for SA.
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Modifications to the Proposed Submission Allocations Document
Table 2.2 - Proposed modifications to the Proposed Submission Allocations Document and SA implications
Ref.

AM6

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

ALD-A (c) &
3.4

Add new criterion to policy:

SA Implications
This modification was introduced because part of the site is in
flood zone 3. The criteria provides additional clarity that no
built development should take place in the flood zone. This
accords with national policy on avoiding more vulnerable
uses (such as residential development) in Flood Zone 3a as far
as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104 of the NPPF).

'c. Avoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Add supporting text:
'...Additional landscaping will also be required to the western boundary which will help to soften the impact of the
development and integrate it into the surrounding landscape. In addition, the northern part of the site is located in an
area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where no built development should take place. Water compatible uses, such as
the public open space provided as part of the development, should be located in this area.'

AM7

AM8

3.4
(ALD-A
supporting
text)

ALD-B(b) &
3.5

Amend text:
'...It adjoins the Conservation Area for Aldbrough and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Aldbrough
Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting. The site has an....'

The amendment promotes sustainability as built
development is now required to avoid Flood Zone 3a areas.
The direction to place public open space in flood areas
reduces the risk of flooding to property, further promotes
sustainability. The amendments have a positive impact on SA
objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of climate change by
developing in a way that reduces risk from flooding and
coastal erosion) though this does not change the conclusion
of the SA that there will be mixed effects against this
objective. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.

'b. Retain and re-use the existing agricultural buildings on the North Street frontage; and....'

The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site is adjacent to a Conservation
Area in the SE corner. The amendment has the effect of
reducing negative effects previously identified but does not
change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to improve the flexibility of
the policy and provide additional clarity on the
implementation of the policy.

Amend supporting text:

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

Amend of policy:
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AM9

AM10

AM12

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

3.6
(ALD-C
supporting
text)

3.7
(ALD-D
supporting
text)

AWK-B, AWKC,
AWK-D,
AWK-F,
AWK-G,
AWK-I.

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'... result in improvements to residential amenity in the wider area. However, the existing buildings that front onto
North Street make an important contribution to the Conservation Area, and. should be retained and incorporated as
part of the development on this site. The remainder of As the site adjoins the Conservation Area, and proposals will
need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area,
and it will be important to retain a built frontage along North Street as part of the design of the development. Further
guidance on this is provided in the Aldbrough Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character, appearance
and setting. Removal of the other existing....'
Amend text:
'...As it lies within the Conservation Area, proposals must pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of that area. have regard to its character and appearance.This could be
through keeping the southern part of the site open, which would help to protect the parkland setting at the entrance
of the Conservation Area. Further guidance on this is provided in the Aldbrough Conservation Area Appraisal. In
particular, the mature trees fronting Hull Road....'

Amend text:
'...It adjoins the Conservation Area for Aldbrough and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Aldbrough
Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting. The existing trees....'

Add additional criterion to each policy:
x. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.
Add additional supporting text to each policy:
'The site is located/partially located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need
to demonstrate that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular
attention to the construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A
hydrogeological risk assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the
risk of pollution. Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to
an acceptable level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.
38

While the modification does add flexibility to the policy, it
reduces the emphasis on retaining and reusing the existing
agricultural buildings (by adding ‘where possible’) which may
result in negative effects on SA objective 8 (To encourage
more efficient use of land)), but the effects are considered
non-significant and do not affect the conclusion of the SA that
there would be mixed effects against this objective. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site is inside the Conservation Area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing the negative
effects previously identified but does not change the
conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA of this site had identified mixed effects for SA
Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and
their settings) as the site adjoins the Conservation Area. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
The approach to development in the Source Protection Zone
(which safeguards the underground drinking water supply)
has been revised as a result of changes made to the extent of
this zone by the Environment Agency. The additional criterion
requires additional supporting information to be submitted
alongside planning applications on these sites.
The detailed site assessments have been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report. This modification will
have a positive effect in helping to achieve SA objective 9 (To
improve the quality of local fresh water resources) in that it
will provide additional protection to the water sources. AWKC, AWK-F and AWK-G would continue to have mixed effects
on this objective, taking into account that minor adverse
impacts on groundwater may be acceptable and so allowed
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AM13

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

AWK-C (b) &
4.9

Proposed Change

SA Implications
The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'
Delete criterion of policy:
b. Direct public open space towards the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.
Delete part of the supporting text:
'... This site has an indicative capacity of 249 dwellings. In order to minimise any potential risk of flooding to new
dwellings, some of the required outdoor play and amenity space should be located in the southern part of the site
within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a).'

AM14

AM15

4.12
(AWK-E
supporting
text)

AWK-G & 4.16

Amend text:
'...The site has an indicative capacity of 30 dwellings which reflects the need to have special regard to the desirability
of preserving the setting of the listed building and the features of special or architectural interest which it
possesses.character and setting of the listed buildings adjacent to the site.'

by the policy, while the remediation of potentially
contaminated land may lead to an improvement in local
water quality. AWK-D would have a negative (rather than
neutral) effect against this objective due to the potential for
minor (but acceptable) adverse impacts on the water source.
No further SA is required.
This modification was introduced because the revised Flood
Maps published by the Environment Agency in August 2014
show that this site is no longer partially within Flood Zone 3,
and so this criterion is no longer required.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.
The amendments result in positive effects on SA objective 11
(To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in
a way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) as
the risk of flooding to the proposed development is lower. As
a result, it is now concluded that this site would have a
neutral (rather than a negative) effect on this objective. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.

Amend supporting text:

The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings). New evidence about the proposal indicates that the
effects for SA objective 14 are negative. The amendment has
the effect of reducing these negative effects. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in the flood
zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding more
vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in Flood
Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104
of the NPPF).

'...In order to minimise the potential risk of flooding to new dwellings, no built development the outdoor playing and
amenity space required as part of the development should be located in the eastern parts of the site that are is within
an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a). Water compatible uses, such as the public open space provided as part of

The amendment promotes sustainability as under the
modified text, built development is now required to avoid
Flood Zone 3a areas. This strengthens SA objective 11 (To

Amend text of policy:
b. Avoid any built development in Direct public open space towards the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.
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AM16

AM17

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
the development, should be located in this area.'

minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a
way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion)
though does not change the conclusion of the SA that there
will be negative effects against this objective. No further SA
required.

4.20
(AWK-H
supporting
text)

Amend text:

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.

5.2

Amend text:

'... Proposals should ensure that they have special regard to the desirability of preserving the setting of the Listed
Building and the features of architectural or historic interest it possesses do not have an adverse impact on the
character or setting of this heritage asset. In addition, the trees...'

'...Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of completed plots in the settlement
since the start of the Plan period (16 dwellings), the Plan allocates four three sites for residential development'
AM18

BEE-C & 5.9

Amend text of policy:
'c. Direct public open space towards theAvoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone
3a. '
Amend supporting text:
'...Development will also need to make provisions for the flood risk associated with the Braemar Drain watercourse,
which runs along the southern boundary of the site. This will include measures such as avoiding any built development
and locating water compatible uses, for example amenity open space and residential gardens, to the south of the site
which is in the area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a). The potential risk of contamination...'

AM19

5.8
(BEE-C
supporting
text)

Amend text:
'...Development proposals must have special regard to the desirability of preserving the listed building, its setting and
features of special architectural or historic interest it possesses. Proposals will be required to retain and reuse the
traditional...'

40

The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). The amendment has the effect of reducing
the negative effects previously identified but does not change
the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as a factual update to
reflect the addition of a further allocation (BEE-D) in the
village. This has been assessed separately (see assessment of
BEE-D below) so no SA required for this modification.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in the flood
zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding more
vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in Flood
Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104
of the NPPF).
'The amendments result in positive effects on SA objective 11
(To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in
a way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) as
the risk of flooding to the proposed development is lower,
though this does not change the conclusion of the SA that
there will be mixed effects against this objective. No further
SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). The amendment has the effect of reducing
the negative effects previously identified but does not change
the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
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AM21

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

New site
(BEE-D) &
Beeford Inset
3

Add new policy:

SA Implications
This modification was introduced because site access
constraint has been overcome and enables the allocation of
this new site to support the delivery of the housing
requirement for Beeford.

'BEE-D – Land East of Glebe Gardens (0.46ha)
This site is allocated for housing development.

A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.

Add supporting text:
'The site, which has an indicative capacity of 5 dwellings, is bounded by development on two sides with land to the
south benefiting from permission for housing development. It provides a logical site for rounding off the settlement
without intruding into the open countryside. Vehicular access is expected to be from the development land to the
south. The capacity of the site reflects the need to minimise any impact on the setting of St Leonards Church to the
north-west.'

The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.

Amend policies map:

AM22

AM23

AM24

6.4

6.12
(BEV-D
supporting
text)

6.14
(BEV-E
supporting

Add new housing allocation BEE-D and realign the development limit to bound the new site.
Amend text:
'...Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of completed plots in the settlement
since the start of the Plan period (347 dwellings), the Plan allocates thirteen twelve sites for housing development.
The Employment Land Review identified a continued requirement for additional employment land, which will be met
through one employment and one two mixed use allocation within Beverley. The East Riding Town Centres and Retail
Study identifies that there is a future need for 10,200 4,900m2 to 20,5009,800m2 of new retail floorspace in the town,
which will be met by a combination of draft retail and mixed use allocations....'
Amend text:
'This site is previously developed land which is reasonably well related to the existing settlement pattern of the town,
and has good links to the centre...retain the tree belt. As tThe site is adjacent to within the Conservation Area and any
scheme will need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of
that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Beverley (North Bar Without) Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard
to its character and appearance. Opportunities may exist...'

Amend text:
'...Any proposed development will be expected to make provision for the retention and incorporation of these, and
41

This modification was introduced as factual updates to reflect
changes to the number of housing sites (due to site BEV-G
being undeliverable) and the revised comparison retail
floorspace capacity for Beverley (CD281) in light of revised
turnover figures for Flemingate (site BEV-O). These changes
are assessed separately below so no SA required for this
modification.

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) on the basis that the site was inside the
Conservation Area. New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects on SA Objective 14 arenegative. The
amendment has the effect of reducing these negative effects.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
text)

AM25

AM26

Proposed Change

SA Implications
any other suitable, buildings into the final scheme and have special regard to their setting. The site lies within the
Beverley Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Beverley (Westwood)
Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character and appearance. It is also adjacent to...'

New
paragraph
(BEV-F
supporting
text)

Add additional supporting text to policy:

BEV-G and
6.17 &
Beverley
Inset 4

Delete policy and supporting text:

'As the site is within Flood Zone 3a, proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) or updated evidence. Finished floor
levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever is higher, plus
an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment Agency defined
criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6 of the Strategy
Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within adjoining
properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable.'

'Policy BEV-G – Land off Kitchen Lane (0.28ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Retain trees within and around the site wherever possible.'
'6.17 This is a relatively small site within the existing built up area of the town, and has good pedestrian and cycle links
through to the town centre along Kitchen Lane. It is the remaining part of a previous allocation in the Beverley
Borough Local Plan and is still suitable for development. The site has an indicative capacity of 10 dwellings based on its
area, and would ideally need to be accessed through the adjacent Keldgate Bar development site to the north.'

The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) on the basis that the site is within the
Conservation Area. The amendment has the effect of
reducing the negative effects previously identified but does
not change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional
guidance on how flood risk should be addressed on this site
which is located on Flood Zone 3a.
The supporting text now determines that as the site is within
Flood Zone 3a specific mitigation measures and
recommendations as set out in the SFRA will need to be
considered. The original SA assessment of this policy
considered that the site was in Flood Zone 1 and assigned
neutral effects against SA objective 11 (To minimise the
impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) as the risk of
flooding to the proposed development was low. The location
of the site on Flood Zone 3a results instead in negative effects
against SA objective 11 if mitigation is not put in place. These
effects will need to be mitigated as set in the supporting text
of the policy in order to reduce their significance.
This modification was introduced because this site is unlikely
to be deliverable as no willing landowner has been identified.
As a result the site assessment has been revised (see
Appendix A) and it is no longer proposed as an allocation.
This modification reflects the removal of a previously
proposed allocation site, no further SA required.

Amend policies map:

AM27

6.18
(BEV-H
supporting

Delete housing allocation BEV-G
Amend text:
'...The site adjoins the Beverley Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability
42

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
text)

AM28

BEV-J (b) &
6.21

Proposed Change

SA Implications
of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Beverley
(Flemingate Beckside) Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting.'

Amend text of policy:
'b. Avoid any built development in Direct public open space towards the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'The central part of the site lies within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where built development must be
avoided. There is an opportunity to locate significant amounts of outdoor play and amenity planting areas within this
area of the site. This would maximise the development potential of the whole site, as well as helping to protect and
enhance long distance views of the Minster from the southern approaches to the town. In addition...'

AM29

BEV-J (c)

Amend text:
'c. Provide a spine road connection through the site linking Woodmansey Mile and Lincoln Way;'

AM30

BEV-J (g) and
6.23

Amend text:

Amend supporting text:
'Due to the large size of the allocation, and proximity to other large allocations, proposals should, alongside BEV-K,
BEV-L and BEV-R, develop a comprehensive regional SuDS drainage plan for the site. This should show how the
proposed SuDS system would integrate with these other site allocations. SuDS should move...'

BEV-K (c) and
6.26

The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. The
amendments result in positive effects on SA objective 11 (To
minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a
way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) as
the risk of flooding to the proposed development is lower.
Overall there would be mixed effects against this objective.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
ambitions of the policy of linking Woodmansey Mile and
Lincoln Way.
Non-material modification; the text remains very similar to
existing and does not change the intention / function of the
policy. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide more clarity on
the requirements in relation to SuDS by amending the
terminology used. The requirement for the SuDS system to be
integrated with those on neighbouring sites has been
removed as this is no longer considered to be necessary.

'g. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems linked in with sites BEV-K, BEV-L and BEV-R;

AM31

The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site adjoins the Conservation Area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing negative effects
previously identified but does not change the conclusion of
the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in the flood
zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding more
vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in Flood
Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104
of the NPPF).

Amend text:
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The amendment helps achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion), by providing
clarity and therefore promoting overall sustainability.
However, the change does not have a significant impact and
does not change the conclusion of the SA that overall there
would be a neutral effect on this objective. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to provide more clarity on
the requirements in used in relation to SuDS by amending the
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SA Implications
'c. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems linked in with sites BEV-J, BEV-L and BEV-R'

terminology used. The requirement for the SuDS system to be
integrated with those on neighbouring sites has been
removed as this is no longer considered to be necessary.

Amend supporting text:
'Due to the large size of the allocation, and proximity to other large allocations, proposals should, alongside BEV-J,
BEV-L and BEV-R, develop a comprehensive regional] SuDS drainage plan for the site. This should show how the
proposed SuDS system would integrate with these other site allocations. SuDS should move...'

AM32

AM33

6.25
(BEV-K
supporting
text)

BEV-L & 6.29

Amend text:
'The site, which has an indicative capacity of 813761 dwellings, forms the small of two major housing
allocations....Whilst residential development will be the predominant use on the site, there will also be an element of
employment development (approximately 46 hectares) and an area of outdoor playing space (approximately 1
hectare)....'

The amendment helps achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion), by providing
clarity and therefore promoting overall sustainability.
However, the change does not have a significant impact and
does not change the conclusion of the SA that overall there
would be a negative effect on this objective. No further SA
required.
The extent of employment land expected on this site has
been revised, recognising the allocation for BEV-P now
includes employment uses, and that offices could also be
development as an ancillary element of the mixed use
development at BEV-N. The residential capacity has been
adjusted accordingly to reflect this.
The modification results in negative implications for SA
objectives 17 (To maintain and strengthen the economy of
East Riding) and 18 (To increase diversity of employment)
therefore increasing the slightly decreasing the overall
sustainability of the policy. However, as employment
development remains part of the mix of uses on this site, it
would not change the overall conclusion of the SA that there
would be positive effects against Objectives 17 and 18. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to remove the requirement
for the SuDS system to be integrated with those on
neighbouring sites as this is no longer considered to be
necessary, and reflect that in isolation the site is below the
4ha site size threshold used to determine when a specific
criterion on SuDS is needed.

Delete criterion:
b. Incorporate regional sustainable drainage systems linked in with sites BEV-J, BEV-K and BEV-R.
Amend supporting text:
'6.29 Due to the proximity of the site to other large allocations proposals should, alongside BEV-J, BEV-K and BEV-R,
develop a regional SuDS drainage plan for the site. SuDS should move water east to west along the natural gradient
and drain surface water at a controlled rate back into the Internal Drainage Board's system. Advice is available from
the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on SuDS requirements.'
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This modification results in the requirement for regional SuDS
to be used at Site BEV-L to be removed, as it is no longer
considered necessary. This modification has a limited impact
on SA objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of climate
change by developing in a way that reduces risk from flooding
and coastal erosion) as Policy ENV6(D) of the Strategy
Document would still require proposals to incorporate SuDS
and does not change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA
required.
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BEV-N & 6.32

Add new criteria to policy:

SA Implications

'The site is allocated for mixed uses including comparison retail and housing development. Proposals will be required
to:
a. Deliver a maximum, in combination with BEV-P, of 9,800m2 (gross) comparison retail floorspace by 2029, with no
additional floorspace required prior to 2021;'
Amend supporting text:
'...The site is located within the Town Centre boundary for Beverley and will contribute towards meeting the overall
requirement of up to 20,500 9,800m2 for the town by 2029. Other Town Centre uses, such as offices and leisure uses,
may also be appropriate as part of a mixed use scheme.'

AM35

AM36

6.32
(BEV-N
supporting
text)

Amend text

BEV-O (b) &
6.33

Amend text of policy:

'...In order to preserve or enhance the character or and appearance of the Conservation Area, which the site is
located within, opportunities for creating and maintaining views of the Minster both across the site from the town
and from within the site itself must be maximised. Further guidance is provided in the Beverley (Minster) and
Beverley (Guildhall) Conservation Area Appraisals. Taking account of the...'

'b. Pay special attention Have regard to the historic and/or architectural character and setting of the Listed Buildings
and Scheduled Monument within and surrounding the site;'
Amend supporting text:

AM37

BEV-P, 6.36 &
Beverley Inset
4

'...Development on this site will need to have regard to pay special attention to preserving or enhancing the elements
that contribute to the significance of these features, and ensure that they are not adversely affected by the proposals.
It also offers...'
Amend text and add new criteria to policy:
'This site is allocated for mixed use including comparison retail and employment developmentuse. Proposals will be
required to:
a. Deliver a maximum, in combination with BEV-N, of 9,800m2 (gross) comparison retail floorspace by 2029, with no
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This modification was introduced to reflect revised
comparison retail floorspace capacity for Beverley (CD281) in
light of revised turnover figures for Flemingate (BEV-O),
which would need to be met through the allocation of this
site and BEV-P, and reflect that other Town Centre uses may
be appropriate as part of the mix of uses on this site.
This modification may have positive implications for SA
objectives 17 (To maintain and strengthen the economy of
East Riding) and 18 (To increase diversity of employment), as
a maximum amount of retail floorspace is now clearly
specified for this allocation site. This do not change the
overall conclusion of the SA, as positive effects against
Objectives 17 and 18 were already concluded. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) on the basis that the site is inside the Conservation
Area. New evidence about the proposal indicates that the
effects on SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has
the effect of reducing these negative effects. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 16 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
Non-material modification; the text remains very similar to
existing and does not change the intension / function of the
policy. No further SA required.

This modification was introduced to reflect revised
comparison retail floorspace capacity for Beverley (CD281) in
light of revised turnover figures for Flemingate (BEV-O),
which would need to be met through the allocation of this
site and BEV-N. In addition, to recognise that BEV-N performs
better that BEV-P against the sequential test (in retail terms).
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additional floorspace required prior to 2021;
b. Any proposals for retail development shall be required to demonstrate that such development could not be suitably
and viably delivered on BEV-N;...'
Amend supporting text:
'Whilst the Strategy Document identifies that there is a significant need for new comparison retail floorspace within
Beverley over the plan period, there are limited sites available in the Town Centre or in edge of centre locations...This
site is well related to the existing core bus routes serving the town and can will contribute towards the overall retail
requirement of up to 20,500 9,800m2 for the town by 2029, albeit no floorspace capacity has been identified in the
period to 2021. This is based upon the Town Centres and Retail Study 2009 updated in 2013 and 2014. Further
updates will undertaken and taken into account when this Plan is reviewed. It is likely that the new retail floorspace
will help to meet the need for retail development over the initial latter part of the plan period. As the whole site is
unlikely to be required to meet this retail floorspace requirement, employment generating (B use classes)
development would be supported. This recognises that the site is suitably located within an existing industrial estate.'

This modification has positive implications for SA objectives
187 (To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding)
and 18 (To increase diversity of employment) therefore
increasing the overall sustainability of the policy. . This do not
change the overall conclusion of the SA, as positive effects
against SA Objectives 17 and 18 were already concluded. No
further SA required.

Amend policies map:

AM38

BEV-R (a) &
6.42

Change site from a retail to a mixed use allocation.
Amend text of policy:

This modification was introduced to provide more clarity on
the requirements used in relation to SuDS by amending the
terminology used, and remove the requirement for the SuDS
system to be integrated with those on neighbouring sites as
this is no longer considered to be necessary.

'a. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems linked in with sites BEV-J, BEV-K and BEV-L.'
Amend supporting text:
'Due to the large size of the allocation, and proximity to other large allocations, proposals should, alongside BEV-J,
BEV-K and BEV-L, develop a comprehensive regional SuDS drainage plan for the site. This should show how the
proposed SuDS system would integrate with these other site allocations. SuDS should move water east to west...'

AM39

8.6
(BDN-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:
'...A small area of the site adjacent to Home Farm lies within the Conservation Area. Therefore, development should
pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance
on this is provided in the Brandesburton Conservation Area Appraisal have regard to the character and appearance of
the Conservation Area and its setting. Vehicular access is...'
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The amendment helps achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion), by providing
clarity and therefore promoting overall sustainability.
However, the modification does not have a significant impact
and does not change the conclusions of the SA that overall
there would be mixed effects on this objective. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings). New evidence about the proposal indicates that the
effects for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has
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AM41

AM42
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BRID-A

9.18
(BRID-D
supporting
text)

BRID-E &
9.19-9.21

Proposed Change

SA Implications

Amend text:
'This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals must provide for the comprehensive development of the site
and will be required to:...'
Amend text:
'... Proposals on the rest of the site will need to ensure that they contribute to the setting of this Listed Building. and,
aAs the site is also located in the Bridlington Old Town Conservation Area, the redevelopment scheme will need to be
designed paying special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that
area. Guidance on this is provided in the Bridlington Old Town Conservation Area Appraisal having regard to the need
to preserve and enhance the character and appearance of the Conservation Area. There are some valuable...'

Amend policy:
'Policy BRID-E – Land North of Kingsgate (17.02ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Prepare an odour impact assessment to guide the development of the site that must be submitted to and approved
by the planning authority as part of a planning application;
b. Ensure that no built development is located on any part of the site which results in an unacceptable impact on the
amenity of future occupants, for example arising from malodour and noise, due to the proximity of the WWTW (BRIDI);
ac. Provide a substantial landscaped buffer to the northwestern, southwestern northern and southeastern western
boundaries;
bd. Locate the majority of the open space provision to the south western and south western part edge of the site; and
ce. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems and ensure that surface water flood risks are
satisfactorily investigated and addressed.'
Amend text of paragraph 9.19:
'This site, which is located on one of the main entrances to the town, would not involve intrusion into an area of
particularly high quality landscape. It is situated with a main road and the railway line on two sides, with existing
housing development to the northeast. There is also good access into the town centre from the public transport links
along the A165. The site has an indicative capacity of 447 dwellings.'
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the effect of reducing these negative effects. . No further SA
required.
Non-material modification; the text remains very similar to
existing and does not change the intention / function of the
policy. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of sections 16 and 22 of the
Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
and provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site adjoins the Conservation Area
and Burlington House which is Grade II listed is located within
the site. The amendment has the effect of reducing negative
effects previously identified but does not change the
conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide clarity on the
requirements for development on this site to take into
account the proximity of the adjacent waste water treatment
works and reflect suitable odour zone set out in odour report
(CD288/01).
The site has been subject to a detailed site assessment, the
results of which are shown in Appendix A. The modification to
the allocation site sees alterations made as to the location of
open space provision, with additional policy criterion seeking
to ensure that no built development would be located where
it could be unreasonably impacted by odours arising from the
nearby WWTW. This is welcomed from an SA perspective as
it further addresses a particular issue pertaining to this
allocation that had been identified in the SA. This will have a
positive impact on SA objective 1 (To improve levels of health
and reduce health inequalities) to acceptable levels.
However, it does not change the overall conclusion that there
will be mixed effects against this objective. No further SA
required.
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Amend text of paragraph 9.20:
'Development proposals will need to take account of the proximity of the adjacent waste water treatment works site
allocation (BRID-I) to the southwest as well as the railway line running alongside the northwestern boundary. The
layout of any proposal will need to be informed by an odour assessment, with details to be agreed with the Local
Planning Authority. It will be necessary for the assessment to demonstrate there would be no unacceptable impacts
on residential amenity to future occupants of the site from potential sources of odour, notably any arising from the
adjacent waste water treatment works (including BRID-I). In particular, this would need to take full account of odour
arising from the adjacent waste water treatment works, as well as uses (cited in Part 16 of the General Permitted
Development Order) that could take place on Yorkshire Water's operational land on BRID-I. It will be important that
applicants engage with the Council's Public Protection Team to agree the assumptions and modelling techniques used
to prepare the odour assessment. They will also be able to provide records of any existing odour complaints regarding
the treatment works, which should be considered through the assessment.
Appropriate structural planting along the railway boundary and the location of requisite outdoor play and amenity
spaces, together with appropriate structural landscaping in the vicinity of the treatment works, will assist in mitigating
the impact of these factors. These features will also help to minimise the intrusion of the built form and provide a
buffer to the waste water treatment works, which will maximise the housing capacity that would be provided on the
remainder of the site.'
Add additional supporting text:
‘The site has an indicative capacity of 447 dwellings, which takes into account the need to provide a significant
landscape buffer to the western edge of the site and the on-site provision of open space. This could increase to around
525 dwellings if it can be demonstrated, through the submission and agreement of the odour assessment, that the
proximity to the WWTW would not result in an unacceptable impact on the amenity of occupants within any part of
the allocation. In this instance the requirement to provide open space (i.e. outdoor sports facilities / playing pitches)
and a substantial landscaped buffer could be accommodated off-site adjacent to the western boundary of the site.
However, the provision of children's and amenity open space would still be expected to be integrated throughout the
development.’
Amend text of paragraph 9.21:

AM43

BRID-F & 9.26

'Due to the large size of the allocation, proposals should develop a comprehensive regional SuDS drainage plan for the
site. Proposals will need to ensure that any issues associated with ponding of surface water on the site are
satisfactorily investigated and addressed. Areas for managing surface water could be located off-site to the west of the
site and east of BRID-I. Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on
SuDS requirements.'
Amend text and add new criteria to policy:
'This site is allocated for comparison retail development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Deliver a maximum, in combination with the Bridlington Town Centre Area Action Plan, of 36,700m2 (gross)
comparison retail floorspace;
48

This modification was introduced to reflect capacity of retail
floorspace identified in Policy S7 of the Strategy Document,
which would need to be met through the allocation of this
site and sites identified within the Town Centre Area Action
Plan. In addition, to recognise that sites within the Area
Action Plan perform better that BRID-F against the sequential
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b. Demonstrate that development could not be suitably and viably delivered in the Town CentreDemonstrate that it
would not undermine implementation of the Bridlington Town Centre Area Action Plan; and...'
Amend supporting text:
'The Bridlington Town Centre Area Action Plan (AAP) was adopted in January 2013 and sets out a strategy for
regenerating the town centre. It allocates a range of sites that will accommodate additional retail and leisure
floorspace over the AAP period between 2010 and 2021. This includes the provision of an additional 3,900m2
convenience and 15,600m2 comparison retail floorspace.
This policy has been identified to meet the longer terms need for retail development in the town, which is set out in
Policy S7 of the Strategy Document. This reflects the Local Plan period, which extends beyond that of the AAP, to
2028/29. It will, together with allocations in the AAP, meet the overall retail requirement of up to 3,800m2 (gross)
convenience and 36,700m2 (gross) comparison retail floorspace. This is based on the Town Centres and Retail Study
2009 updated in 2013. Further updates will be taken into account when this Plan is reviewed.

AM44

BRID-I (a) &
9.29

The full capacity for convenience retail floorspace will be met through allocations within the AAP. However, there will
be a residual requirement for up to 21,100m2 (gross) comparison retail floorspace to be provided on sites outside of
the Town Centre. Therefore, in order to support the regeneration of the town centre it is essential to ensure that the
development of this site would complement the implementation of the AAP through the provision of new comparison
retail floorspace, as well as recognition that allocations within the AAP area are sequentially preferable for retail
development. In addition, proposals should seek to ensure that any built form of development on the site does not
impinge on, or close off, important views across the site to the Old Town and the Priory.'
Amend text of policy:
'a. Provide additional landscaping to the southern and western eastern boundaries.'
Amend supporting text:
'Yorkshire Water has identified the need to implement a schemes to improve bathing water quality and to facilitate
the replacement of existing equipment at the works, which are scheduled to have reached the end of their working
life by the end of the plan period. The whole of this allocation was included within the planning permission for the
original treatment works and Yorkshire Water's permitted development rights have been used for the temporary
storage of vehicles, plant and machinery, and sewage sludge cake on the land, alongside other practices compatible
with the use of the land as a large waste water treatment works.
Yorkshire Water has identified the site as being necessary to ensure that the Waste Water Treatment Works (WWTW)
could accommodate future needs with respect to compliance with any new water quality requirements or
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test (in retail terms).
The modification helps to clarify the retail capacity floorspace
figures detailed under S7. The additional modifications to the
policy criteria under section (b) help support the aims of SA
objective 8 (To encourage more efficient use of land), in so far
that development must first justify that it cannot effectively
be delivered in the town centre. Mixed effects against this
objective are still concluded by the SA, as it will still involve
the loss of 100% Greenfield Land.
As the amount of retail space is now clearly specified, this
could bolster the economic benefits realised by the
development and support the aims of SA objective 17 (To
maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding) and 18
(To increase diversity of employment). This does not change
the overall conclusion of the SA, as positive effects were
already concluded.

To correct where the additional landscaping needs to be
provided and provide additional guidance on the permitted
development rights associated with this site, to improve the
effectiveness of the policy.
Non-material modification; factual correction in which the
text remains very similar to existing and does not change the
general intention / function of the policy. No further SA
required.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

AM45

AM47

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

10.5
(BUB-A
supporting
text)

BUB-D (a) &
10.8

Proposed Change

SA Implications
environmental requirements and/or to accommodate growth within the WWTW catchment. Planning permission
would be required for development on the site that falls outside of the operations listed in Part 16 of the General
Permitted Development Order. Additional landscaping will be required to the southern and western eastern
boundaries in order to soften the impact of the development and integrate into the surrounding landscape.'
Amend text:

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.

'...Mulberry House, which is adjacent to the northern boundary of the site, is a Grade II Listed Building. It has an
extensive decorative garden, which forms part of its setting. and Special regard must be had to preserving the
building, its character and setting and any special or historical features when developing proposals for this site.'

The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced because the poultry farm is
no longer in operation and so this requirement is no longer
necessary.

Delete criterion from policy:
'a. Take place after the poultry farm on BUB-E has ceased operation; and'
Amend supporting text:

AM49

AM50

11.4
(CHER-A
supporting
text)

CHER-B (b) &

'... It presents an opportunity for infill frontage development that would maintain the linear character of the village,
and has an indicative capacity of 8 dwellings. Development on this site must only take place once the poultry farm on
the opposite side of the A163, which is allocated as site BUB-E, has ceased operation. This is to ensure that the
residential amenity of the new dwellings on this site would not be adversely affected by the presence of the poultry
farm. Additional landscaping to the northern boundary of the site...'
Amend text:
'Development of the site would involve the removal of a number of large existing farm buildings, including a grain
dryer. In addition, there are some older more traditional brick and pantile buildings that it would be desirable to retain
and convert. The site is largely within the Cherry Burton Conservation Area and a redevelopment scheme shall pay
special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on
this is provided in the Cherry Burton Conservation Area Appraisal. affords the opportunity to enhance this area of the
village and improve the Conservation Area's character, appearance and setting.'

Amend text of policy:

Non-material modification; amendment will have very
marginal sustainability impact as the deleted text is no longer
required / relevant. No further SA required.

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, to identify
the buildings that should be retained and provide a reference
to the relevant Conservation Area appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is largely within the Conservation Area.
New evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects
for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the
effect of reducing these negative effects.. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in the flood
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11.7
'b. Avoid any built development in Direct public open space toward the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'Land adjacent to the North Drain, which runs to the north of the site, is identified within an area of high flood risk
(Flood Zone 3a) where no built development should take place. Water compatible uses, such as In order to minimise
the potential risk of flooding to new dwellings, the public open space provided as part of the development should be
located within this the small part of the site that is at high flood risk.'

AM51

AM54

11.6
(CHER-B
supporting
text)

COT-A

Amend text:
'...The Cherry Burton Conservation Area lies to the south and east of this site, and special attention shall be paid to
the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in
the Cherry Burton Conservation Area Appraisal. so regard should be had to its character, appearance and setting.'

Add new criterion to policy:
'a. Retain and enhance the existing belts of trees to the southern and eastern edges of the site and provide additional
landscaping to the northern boundary; and
b. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems; and
c. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.'

zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding more
vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in Flood
Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104
of the NPPF).
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve the
sustainability of the proposals for the site through better
supporting SA objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion). However, this does change the
overall conclusion of the SA that there would be mixed
effects against this objective. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as the approach to
development in the Source Protection Zone (which
safeguards the underground drinking water supply) has been
revised as a result of changes made to the extent of this zone
by the Environment Agency. The additional criteria require
additional supporting information to be submitted alongside
planning applications on these sites.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

Add additional supporting text:
'The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to demonstrate
that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the
construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A hydrogeological risk
assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution.
Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable
level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.
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This modification will have a positive effect in helping to
achieve SA objective 9 (To improve the quality of local fresh
water resources) as a hydrographical risk assessment is now
required. This should further promote sustainability.
However, as minor adverse impacts on groundwater may be
acceptable and so allowed by the policy, it is still assessed to
have potential negative effects on this objective. No further
SA required.
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AM55

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

COT-B and
Cottingham
Inset 11

Proposed Change

SA Implications
The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'
Delete policy and supporting text:
Policy COT-B – Land West of Park Lane (1.68ha)
This site is allocation for mixed uses including housing development and open space. Proposals will be required to:
a.
Provide for the relocation of the existing playing fields onto the site to the east of Park Lane (COT-K) which
must be implemented and available for use prior to the commencement of development; and
b. Avoid any built form of development within any parts of the site that lie within the Source Protection Zone
1.
This site has reasonable connections to the town centre along Park Lane. It will help to link the Badgers Wood
development to the main part of the settlement. The indicative capacity for the developable area of this site is 53
dwellings. Residential development may only take place on the part of the site that lies to the west of Park Lane. In
order to facilitate this housing development, the existing playing fields on this part of the site must be relocated on to
the land to the east of Park Lane. There is a group of Listed Buildings to the south of this site and development
proposals should ensure that their character and setting is not harmed. A small area to the northeast of the residential
portion of site also lies within the SPZ1 and any built development must avoid this area. The relocated open space
area (COT-K) will be entirely within the SPZ1. Prior to development commencing on this site, replacement playing
pitches must be provided and available for use on COT-K.

This modification was introduced as this site is proposed to
be replaced by a new allocation (COT-M), which is identified
as being more suitable for development.
The approach to development in the Source Protection Zone
(which safeguards the underground drinking water supply)
has been revised as a result of changes made to the extent of
this zone by the Environment Agency. As a result of these
changes, this site is no longer assessed to be one of the most
suitable.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.
This modification reflects that that site COT-B has been
deleted from the list of allocated sites. No further SA
required. The new allocation COT-M has been the subject of
detailed SA (see below).

Amend policies map:

AM56

COT-C (b) &
12.11

Delete housing allocation COT-B, redesignate as open space and realign the development limit accordingly.
Amend text of policy:
'b. Avoid any built form of development within the eastern part of the site that lies within the Source Protection Zone
1 Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source;'
Amend text of paragraph 12.11;
'This allocation provides an opportunity for significant new development to take place outside the area of high flood
risk (Flood Zone 3a) and the SPZ1. Existing housing development...'
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This modification was introduced as the approach to
development in the Source Protection Zone (which
safeguards the underground drinking water supply) has been
revised as a result of changes made to the extent of this zone
by the Environment Agency. The additional criterion requires
additional supporting information to be submitted alongside
planning applications on these sites.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.
This modification will have a positive effect in helping to
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Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Add additional supporting text:
'The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to demonstrate
that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the
construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A hydrogeological risk
assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution.
Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable
level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.

AM57

COT-D (b) &
12.15 and
Cottingham
Inset 11

The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'
Amend text of policy:
'COT-D - Ferens Hall, Northgate (3.86 2.26ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposed will be required to:
a. Retain the important mature trees within the site; and
b. Retain, as far as possible, the open parkland setting of the site;
c. Enhance the open space to the south of the site; and
d. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.'

achieve SA objective 9 (To improve the quality of local fresh
water resources) as a hydrographical risk assessment is now
required. However, as minor adverse impacts on
groundwater may be acceptable and so allowed by the policy,
it is still assessed to have potential negative effects on this
objective. No further SA required.

This modification was introduced to improve the
effectiveness of the policy and recognise that a parkland
setting would best be retained by allowing development/redevelopment in the northern half of the site only. The
approach to development in the Source Protection Zone
(which safeguards the underground drinking water supply)
has been revised as a result of changes made to the extent of
this zone by the Environment Agency. The additional criteria
require additional supporting information to be submitted
alongside planning applications on these sites.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

Amend text of paragraph 12.15:
'This site is currently in use as a hall of residential for the University of Hull and is very well located in terms of access
to the town centre and other facilities.... The site has an indicative capacity of 96 116, as it may be appropriate for
some higher density development.'
Add additional supporting text:
'The development of the site provides an opportunity to improve the open space to the immediate south of the site
and make this publicly accessible. Therefore, proposals should set out how this open space will be improved or made
accessible as a result of development.
The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to demonstrate
53

This modification has positive sustainability implications for
SA objectives 8 (To encourage more efficient use of land), and
gives a greater emphasis on providing open space in the most
appropriate location. This in turn may have benefits for SA
objectives 13 (To protect and enhance biodiversity and
important wildlife habitats, and to conserve geology) and 15
(To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape
quality) However, the impacts are not significant as open
space was already required as part of the development on
this site by Policy C3 of the Strategy Document and so this
does not change the overall conclusions of the SA.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the
construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A hydrogeological risk
assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution.
Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable
level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.
The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'

This modification will also have a positive effect in helping to
achieve SA objective 9 (To improve the quality of local fresh
water resources) as a hydrographical risk assessment is now
required. However, as minor adverse impacts on
groundwater may be acceptable and so allowed by the policy,
it is still assessed to have potential negative effects on this
objective. No further SA required.

Amend policies map:
AM58

AM59

12.15
(COT-D
supporting
text)

COT-E, 12.16
& Cottingham
Inset 11

Split housing allocation COT-D into a residential allocation (north) and open space allocation (south)
Amend text:

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.

'...There is a group of Listed Buildings to the west of this site and development proposals should ensure that their
character special features and setting is are not harmed....'

Amend text of policy:
‘Policy COT-E – Land West of Station Road (2.04 1.95 ha)’
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Ensure that vehicular access is taken only from the southern end of the site;
b. Retain and reuse the Goods Shed Listed Building; and'
c. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.'
Amend text of paragraph 12.16:
‘The allocation involves the redevelopment of a brownfield site and offers the opportunity to improvepreserve or
enhance the built character or appearance of the Conservation Area. Guidance on this is provided in the Cottingham
Conservation Area Appraisal. Proposals should also ensure that they have special regard to the desirability of
preserving the setting of the Goods Shed, which is a Listed Building, and the features of architectural or historic
interest it possesses. The site It is also well related to...'
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The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). The amendment has the effect of reducing
the negative effects previously identified but does not change
the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect the extent of the
deliverable parcels of the site which now includes the Listed
Good Shed but excludes properties at the northern end of
Station Road, and the wording and requirements of section
16 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas)
Act 1990.
It also reflects the approach to development in the Source
Protection Zone (which safeguards the underground drinking
water supply) which has been revised as a result of changes
made to the extent of this zone by the Environment Agency.
An additional criterion requires additional supporting
information to be submitted alongside planning applications
on these sites.
This reduced site has been subject to a detailed site
assessment, the results of which can be found at Appendix A.
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Proposed Change

SA Implications
Add additional supporting text:
'The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to demonstrate
that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the
construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A hydrogeological risk
assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution.
Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable
level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.
The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'

The requirement to retain and reuse the Goods Shed Listed
Building will help to support objective 14 (To conserve and
enhance heritage assets and their settings) though does not
affect the conclusions of the SA as potential positive effects
against this objective were already concluded. The revised
assessment also identifies that sections of the site are now
within zone 1 of an SPZ, although the perceived impacts are
limited (due to the presence of a clay layers) and can be
mitigated against if necessary. The additional criterion will
have a positive effect in helping to achieve SA objective 9 (To
improve the quality of local fresh water resources) as a
hydrographical risk assessment is now required. This should
further promote sustainability. However, as minor adverse
impacts on groundwater may be acceptable and so allowed
by the policy, it is still assessed to have potential negative
effects on this objective. No further SA required.

Amend policies map (inset 11):

AM60

AM61

12.20
(COT-H
supporting
text)

COT-J & 12.23

Amend the extent of housing allocation COT-E to include the Listed Goods Shed and exclude properties at the
northern end of Station Road.
Amend text:
'...Any scheme must be designed paying special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character
or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Cottingham Conservation Area Appraisal. having regard
to the need to preserve and enhance the character and appearance of the Conservation Area.'

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site would comprise small scale development
within the Conservation Area. New evidence about the
proposal indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are
negative. The amendment has the effect of reducing these
negative effects. . No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect capacity of retail
floorspace identified in Policy S7 of the Strategy Document,
which would need to be met through the development of this
site.

Amend text and add new criterion to policy:
'This site is allocated for mixed use development including comparison retail and housing uses. Proposals will be
required to:
a. Deliver a maximum of 600m2 (gross) comparison retail floorspace;
b. Ensure that surface water flood risks are satisfactorily investigated and addressed; and

It also reflects the approach to development in the Source
Protection Zone (which safeguards the underground drinking
55
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Proposed Change

SA Implications
c. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.'
Amend text of paragraph 12.23:
'...The retail element will be expected to provide up to 600m2 of (gross) floorspace by 2029, which would meet the
need identified in Policy S7 of the Strategy Document. This is based upon the Town Centres and Retail Study 2009
updated in 2013, further updates will be taken into account when this Plan is reviewed. As the site lies within the
Conservation Area...'
Add additional supporting text:
'The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to demonstrate
that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the
construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A hydrogeological risk
assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution.
Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable
level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.

AM62

COT-F,
COT-I,
COT-L

The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'
Add additional criterion to each policy:

water supply) which has been revised as a result of changes
made to the extent of this zone by the Environment Agency.
An additional criterion requires additional supporting
information to be submitted alongside planning applications
on these sites.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.
This modification would have positive implications for SA
objectives 17 (To maintain and strengthen the economy of
East Riding) and 18 (To increase diversity of employment), as
a maximum amount of retail floorspace is now clearly
specified which provides clarity and may enhance the
effectiveness of the policy. The SA already concludes
potential positive effects against Objective 18 and this is not
changed as a result of this modification. However, the
allocation is now also assessed as having positive (rather than
neutral) effects against objective 17.
This modification will also have a positive effect in helping to
achieve SA objective 9 (To improve the quality of local fresh
water resources) as a hydrographical risk assessment is now
required. This should further promote sustainability.
However, as minor adverse impacts on groundwater may be
acceptable and so allowed by the policy, it is still assessed to
have potential mixed effects on this objective. No further SA
required.

Add additional supporting text to each policy:

The modification reflects the approach to development in the
Source Protection Zone (which safeguards the underground
drinking water supply) which has been revised as a result of
changes made to the extent of this zone by the Environment
Agency. An additional criterion requires additional supporting
information to be submitted alongside planning applications
on these sites.

'The site is located/partially located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need
to demonstrate that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular
attention to the construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A
hydrogeological risk assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the
risk of pollution. Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to
an acceptable level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.

It should be noted that site COT-I is being allocated as a
special case to confirm the expansion of Swift Caravans
undertaking which already has planning permission. For this
reason, the SA of the Proposed Allocations Document didn’t
consider policy COT-I. However, if the planning permission
lapses, or a revised scheme is submitted, the conditions set in
policy COT-I will need to be tied to the expansion of the

x. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.
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The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'

AM63

AM64

12.23
(COT-J
supporting
text)

COT-K &
12.24 and
Cottingham
Inset 11

Amend text:
'...As the site lies within the Conservation Area, special attention shall be paid to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Cottingham Conservation Area
Appraisal. any scheme will need to have regard to its character and appearance. The site also has an indicative
capacity of 26 dwellings.'

Delete policy and supporting text:
'Community and Infrastructure Sites

existing business. The results of the SA assessment of the
revised policy for site COT-I are presented in the next section
of this report.
In addition, the detailed site assessments for COT-F and COTL have been revised and can be located at Appendix A to this
report. The discussion below applies to policies COT-F and
COT-L.
The modifications to Policies COT-F and COT-L will have a
positive effect in helping to achieve SA objective 9 (To
improve the quality of local fresh water resources) as a
hydrographical risk assessment is now required. This should
further promote sustainability. However, as minor adverse
impacts on groundwater may be acceptable and so allowed
by the policy, it is still assessed to have potential negative
effects on this objective.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is within the Conservation Area. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as the site is no longer
required as a result of deleting COT-B as a residential
allocation.
The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

Policy COT-K – Land East of Park Lane (1.91ha)
This site is allocated for open space provision, specifically outdoor sports facilities.
This site allocated to provide for the relocation of the existing playing pitches on the allocated housing site COT-B.'
Amend policies map:
Delete open space allocation COT-K and realign the development limit accordingly.
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This modification reflects that a site has been removed from
the list of allocated sites. No further SA required.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
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AM65

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

New site
(COT-M) &
Cottingham
Inset 11

Add new policy:

SA Implications

'Policy COT-M – Land North of Park Lane (3.88ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a.
Provide additional landscaping to the northern and western boundaries;
b. Avoid any built development in the part of the site that is within a surface water flood risk area; and
c.
Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not
cause unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.'

This modification was introduced as the approach to
development in the Source Protection Zone (which
safeguards the underground drinking water supply) has been
revised as a result of changes made to the extent of this zone
by the Environment Agency. As a result of these changes this
site was assessed to be suitable.
A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.
The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.

Add supporting text:
'The site is located adjacent to the existing urban area of Cottingham and is well related to the services and facilities of
the settlement. The development will replace some horticultural buildings on the site. Additional landscaping to the
northern and western boundaries will be required to mitigate the visual impact of the development on the open land
beyond and soften the new urban edge. The site has an indicative capacity of 86 dwellings. This recognises that part of
the site at the eastern end is located in an area of high surface water flood risk where no built development should
take place. Water compatible uses, such as the public open space provided as part of the development, should be
located in this area.
The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to demonstrate
that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the
construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A hydrogeological risk
assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution.
Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable
level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.
The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'
Amend policies map:

AM67

DRF-A & 13.9

Add new housing allocation COT-M and realign the development limit to bound the new site
Add new criterion to policy:

This modification was introduced as part of the site is in Flood
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Zone 3a. The new criterion provides clarity that no built
development should take place in the flood zone. This
accords with national policy on avoiding more vulnerable
uses (such as residential development) in Flood Zone 3a as far
as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104 of the NPPF).

'f. Avoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Add additional supporting text:
'Part of this site, alongside the Beck, is within an area at high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where built development
should be avoided. Proposals should locate water compatible uses, such as the public open space provided as part of
the development, in this part of the site. Due to the large size of the allocation, proposals should...'

AM68

AM69

13.8
(DRF-A
supporting
text)

DRF-B

Amend text:
'...The southern part of the site is within the Driffield North Conservation Area and, therefore, any scheme must pay
special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on
this is provided in the Driffield North Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to preserving or enhancing its
character, appearance and setting. The size has been given...'

Delete criterion from policy:
'b. Make provision for a new primary school within the site;'

AM71

13.23
(DRF-F
supporting
text)

Amend text:
'...It is also within the Driffield South Conservation Area and any scheme will need to pay special attention to the
desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the
Driffield South Conservation Area Appraisal. have due regard to the need to preserve and enhance its character and
appearance. The site has an indicative capacity of 29 dwellings.'
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The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve its
sustainability. It helps achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion). However, it
does not change the conclusion of the SA, which already
identifies potential positive effects against this objective. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site is within the Conservation Area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing negative effects
previously identified but does not change the conclusion of
the SA. No further SA required.
The modification was introduced to reflect data from the new
2013 baseline pupil projections which indicates that there will
be no need for a new primary school on this site.
The modification has no change on the conclusion of the SA
that there are mixed effects on Objective 5 (To improve
overall levels of education and skills and retain and attract
local highly skilled labour), as there is still a need to increase
the capacity of the primary schools serving this settlement.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
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14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is within the Conservation Area. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.

AM72

DRF-G, 13.24
& Driffield
Inset 12

Amend text of policy title:

The site is proposed to be extended to reflect the extent of
land owned by the willing landowner, and this increases the
potential development area (and so the capacity of the site).

'Policy DRF-G – Former Sugar Mill, Anderson Street (0.350.47ha)'
Amend supporting text:
'The site has an indicative capacity of 1114 dwellings, however, conversion of the existing building could result in a
higher density development. '

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report. The increased site size
has not altered the results of the site assessment, and the
conclusions of the previous SA assessment are valid for the
revised site. No further SA required.

Amend policies map:

AM73

AM74

AM75

13.24
(DRF-G
supporting
text)

13.25
(DRF-H
supporting
text)

DRF-I &

Extend housing allocation DRF-G to reflect land ownership
Amend text:
'...Opportunities exist for the suitable conversion of the existing former sugar mill building, which would help to
preserve or and enhance the character or appearance of this part of the Conservation Area. Therefore, proposals
should seek to retain and convert, rather than demolish, the existing building as well as consider the potential for infill
development to the rear. Further guidance is provided in the Driffield South Conservation Area Appraisal. Suitable
measures...'

Amend text:
'...The site is within the Driffield South Conservation Area and, therefore, any scheme will need to pay special
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Driffield South Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character and appearance.'

Amend text of policy title:
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This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is within the Conservation Area. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
The modification was introduced to include all previously
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Driffield Inset
12

Proposed Change

SA Implications
developed land that comprises part of Alamein Barracks.
Although the site area has increased, no increase to the
number of dwellings that would be delivered by this site is
proposed.

'Policy DRF-I - Alamein Barracks (27.8831.66ha)'
Amend policies map:

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

Extend housing allocation DRF-I to include previously rejected site DRF32.

AM76

DRF-I (d) &
13.28

Amend text of policy:
'd. Avoid residential built development in Direct public open space and other non-housing uses towards the area of
the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'...Part of the site also falls within an area at high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) and proposals must should seek to locate
less vulnerable uses, such as the open space, in this part of the site....'

AM77

DRF-I (e)

Amend text:
'e. Provide for the potential relocation of the Army Reserve barracks to another suitable location within, or away from,
the site if agreed with the Army Reserve as a long term operational requirement;...'

AM80

13.34

Amend text:
61

Although the additional land included in the allocation scores
slightly less well in terms of accessibility by public transport,
this would not change the conclusion of the SA that the site
overall would have potential positive effects on SA objective 3
(To improve accessibility and public transport links to key
services and employment areas). Similarly, while it is assessed
to have a more limited impact on wildlife and the natural
environment, it would not change the conclusion of the SA
that the site overall may have negative effects on objective
13 (To protect and enhance biodiversity and important
wildlife habitats and to conserve geology).The conclusions of
the previous SA remain valid for the enlarged site. No further
SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in Flood Zone 3a.
This accords with national policy on avoiding more vulnerable
uses (such as residential development) in Flood Zone 3a as far
as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104 of the NPPF).
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve
sustainability. It helps achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) but would not
change the overall conclusion of the SA. The amendments to
the supporting text also support SA objective 11, though
similarly would not change the conclusions of the SA. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to improve the flexibility of
the policy.
The relocation of the Army Barracks is not a consideration
from an SA perspective and so does not alter the previous
assessment results. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
(DRF-L
supporting
text)

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'...The site is also partly within the the Driffield North Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Driffield North Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to the its character, appearance and setting.'

wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is within the Conservation Area. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.

AM82

AM84

AM86

13.35
(DRF-M
supporting
text)

13.36
(DRF-N
supporting
text)

DUN-A

Amend text:
'...The site adjoins, and is partly within, the Driffield North Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Driffield North Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting.'

Amend text:
'...The site adjoins, and is partly within, the Driffield North Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Driffield North Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting.'

Add additional criterion to policy:
c. Demonstrate through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the water source.

62

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is partly within the Conservation Area.
New evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects
for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the
effect of reducing these negative effects . No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is partly within the Conservation Area.
New evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects
for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the
effect of reducing these negative effects No further SA
required.
This modification reflects the approach to development in the
Source Protection Zone (which safeguards the underground
drinking water supply) which has been revised as a result of
changes made to the extent of this zone by the Environment
Agency. An additional criterion requires additional supporting
information to be submitted alongside planning applications

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

AM89

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

ETR-A, 16.4 &
Eastrington
Inset 15

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Add additional supporting text:

on these sites.

'The site is partially located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Proposals will need to
demonstrate that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention
to the construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water management. A
hydrogeological risk assessment is required to understand the groundwater conditions of the area and calculate the
risk of pollution. Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to
an acceptable level. Non-mains foul drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

The hydrogeological risk assessment should also be used to develop relevant mitigation measures to protect the
groundwater source during the site’s construction and through the development of the site, which will need to be
agreed with the Environment Agency. A detailed monitoring and management plan for the construction phases of
development may also be required. Should the hydrogeological risk assessment demonstrate that groundwater is
particularly vulnerable on parts of the site (e.g. due to the absence of clay cover), to the extent that the risks cannot
be satisfactorily mitigated, it may be necessary for development to be avoided in these areas.'
Amend text of policy title:
'Policy ETR-A – Land South of Sandholme Road (0.44 1.16 ha)'
Amend supporting text:
'This site, which has an indicative capacity of 13 14 dwellings, adjoins existing residential development on two sides
and is well related to the existing built form of the village. Development is likely to be frontage only along Sandholme
Road, and an access to the agricultural field to the south should be provided to ensure farming activities can continue.
Additional landscaping will need to be provided on the exposed and currently undefined boundaries boundary to the
south and east of the site…'
Amend policies map:

AM90

AM91

17.3

ECB-B, 17.7 &
Elloughton
cum Brough

Extend housing allocation ETR-A westwards along Sandholme Road and realign the development limit accordingly
Amend text:
'...Taking this into account, one additional site has been identified as a housing allocation, and another is allocated for
mixed use development comprising housing and open space. a further two sites have been identified as housing
allocations. In addition...'
Amend text of policy:
'Policy ECB-B – Land South of Welton Low Road, East of Lowerdale (3.12 5.90ha)
63

This modification will also have a positive effect in helping to
achieve SA objective 9 (To improve the quality of local fresh
water resources) as a hydrographical risk assessment is now
required. This should further promote sustainability.
However, as minor adverse impacts on groundwater may be
acceptable and so allowed by the policy, it is still assessed to
have potential mixed effects on this objective. No further SA
required.

This modification was introduced to respond to the need to
identify more land for development following lower than
expected numbers of dwellings being granted permission on
part of the site.
The extended site has been subject to a detailed appraisal the
results of which are shown in Appendix A. The modification to
the allocation site sees an increase in site area for Land south
of Sandholme Road from 0.44 ha to 1.16ha coupled with an
increase in the provision of housing at the site from 13
dwellings to 14 dwellings. However, this does not alter the
results of the detailed site assessment, and the conclusions of
the previous SA remain valid for the enlarged site. No further
SA is required.

This modification was introduced as a factual change to
reflect the merger of ECB-B and ECB-D into a single mixed use
allocation which has been assessed separately (see
assessment of ECB-B and ECB-D below). No SA required for
this modification.
This modification was introduced as policies ECB-B and ECB-D
have been merged into a single mixed use allocation. This is
to provide more flexibility over how the additional playing
fields can be provided. This is necessary given the extent (and

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
Inset 16

Proposed Change

SA Implications
This site is allocated for housing development and open space provision. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide outdoor sports facilities on the adjacent allocated ECB-D eastern part of the site and additionally on ECB-E;
and...'

location) of archaeological remains on the two sites. In
addition, the delivery of this site can be tied to the provision
of, and improve the viability of, additional open space
provision on ECB-E.

Amend paragraph 17.7:

The merged site has been subject to a detailed assessment
the results of which are shown in Appendix A.

'The site is bounded by existing development on two sides and has an indicative capacity of 80 100 dwellings…'
Add additional supporting text:
'Due to the shortfall in public open space in the area, and outdoor sports facilities in particular, this site has been
allocated to provide additional playing pitches, which will help to meet the existing deficit, alongside housing. In
addition, site ECB-E should be provided for open space uses alongside the development of this site. The types of
pitches to be provided should reflect the latest findings from the Playing Pitch Strategy (2012) and/or Open Space
Review (2012). The open space on ECB-B and ECB-E must be delivered alongside the residential element and be
provided prior to the occupation of 80% of the dwellings on the site.'
Amend policies map:

The modification to the site allocation sees an increase in
area for Land south of Welton Low Road from 3.12ha to
5.90ha coupled with an increase in the provision of housing at
the site from 80 dwellings to 100 dwellings. As the merged
allocation remains the same as two separate ones (i.e.
residential development and open space is delivered), the
modified allocation provides more flexibility about where the
different elements is located making them more likely to be
delivered. The revised detailed appraisal shows no change to
the effects that had been identified for the two separate sites
previously. The results of the previous SA remain valid and no
further SA required.

Merge housing allocation ECB-B and open space allocation ECB-D into one mixed use allocation, amend the eastern
boundary to reflect boundary of the proposed new roundabout and realign the development limit.
AM93

ECB-C & 17.9

Add new criterion to policy:

This modification was introduced to improve consistency with
other (edge of centre and out of centre) retail allocations and
includes the level of retail floorspace being delivered by this
site in the policy.

'Deliver a maximum of 6,733m2 (gross) comparison and 3,252m2 (gross) convenience retail floorspace'
Amend paragraph 17.9:
'Land at Ings Road and East of Skillings Lane will provide the majority of of the Town's housing requirement over the
plan period. The site benefits from planning permission subject to certain conditions and proposes a wide range of
uses that will improve provision in the Town. This includes a maximum of 750 dwellings, approximately 13,500
9,985sqm of retail floorspace (6,733m2 comparison and 3,252m2 convenience) and a significant contribution to
expanding secondary school provision in the area...'

AM94

17.13 (ECB-C
supporting

Amend text:

This modification would have positive implications for SA
objectives 17 (To maintain and strengthen the economy of
East Riding) and 18 (To increase diversity of employment), as
a maximum amount of retail floorspace is now clearly
specified which provides clarity and may enhance the
effectiveness of the policy. The SA already concludes
potential positive effects against Objective 18 and this is not
changed as a result of this modification. However, the
allocation is now also assessed as having positive (rather than
neutral) effects against objective 17.
This modification was introduced to provide additional
guidance on how flood risk should be addressed on these
sites.
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
text)

AM95

ECB-D &
17.15

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'A sequential approach to locating different uses on the site will be required, both in terms of flood risk management
and town centre uses. Retail and other town centre uses will be located on the western side of the site, which is closer
to the town centre and existing public transport facilities. In respect of flood risk, more vulnerable uses such as
housing should be located in the lowest risk areas as far as possible. In addition, open space should be provided in
areas of higher risk to help attenuate any residual risk elsewhere on the site. Proposals will need to consider specific
mitigation measures and the recommendations set out in the Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA). Finished
floor levels will need to be set at 6.68mm AOD. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment
Agency defined criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels.'

Delete policy and supporting text:
'Policy ECB-D – Land South of Welton Low Road (2.76ha)
This site is allocated for open space provision, specifically outdoor sports facilities.

AM96

AM97

17.16
(ECB-E
supporting
text)

18.3

Due to the shortfall in public open space in the area, and outdoor sports facilities in particular, this site has been
allocated to provide additional playing pitches. The types of pitches to be provided should reflect the latest findings
from the Playing Pitch Strategy (2012) and/or Open Space Review (2012). As this site is related to the adjacent housing
allocation, youth and adult play space will not be required on ECB-B and should be included in the provision to made
on this site. The open space must however be delivered alongside the residential element and should be provided
prior to the completion of 60 dwellings on that site.'
Amend text:
'In addition to that provided in Policy ECB-DB, a further 1.86ha of land is required for public open space in the form of
outdoor sports facilities. This site is well related to the existing cricket pitch and junior football pitch, and provides an
opportunity to improve and expand the existing facilities. It should be delivered as part of a wider scheme involving
the development of ECB-B.'
Amend text:
'Flamborough is identified as a Primary Village in the Strategy Document with 110 85 new houses proposed for the
village over the period to 2028/29. Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of
completed plots in the settlement since the start of the Plan period (16 dwellings), the Plan allocates four three sites
for residential development. Development in the village and surrounding area will require improvements to the
capacity of the foul sewer network.'

The original assessment for SA Objective 11 (To minimise the
impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) indicated that
as some of the site is located in Zone 3a, that could lead to
negative effects. The additional guidance now provided in the
policy will allow for such negative effects to be minimised
through locating more vulnerable uses such as housing in the
lowest risk areas, the provision of open space in the areas of
high risk to attenuate any residual risk and specific mitigation
measures as set out in the SFRA. However, it does not change
the overall conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as policies ECB-B and ECB-D
have been merged into a single mixed use allocation (ECB-B).
This is to provide more flexibility over how the additional
playing fields can be provided. This is necessary given the
extent (and location) of archaeological remains on the two
sites. See assessment of extended ECB-B site above.
No further SA required.

This modification was introduced to recognise that the
delivery of this site is dependent on the delivery of ECB-B but
does not change the characteristics of this open space site.
The results of the previous SA remain valid and no further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to correct typographical
error and as a factual change to reflect the housing
requirement for the village and the identification of an
additional site (FLA-D). These changes follow the removal of
the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set out
in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document (which has been
assessed separately as part of the SA for the Strategy
Document).
The addition of site FLA-D has been assessed separately (see
below) so no SA is required for this modification.
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AM99

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
18.7
(FLA-B
supporting
text)

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Amend text:
'...It adjoins the Flamborough Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Flamborough
Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting. Retention of the...'

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site adjoins the Conservation Area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing the negative
effects previously identified but does not change the
conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.

AM101

18.8
(FLA-C
supporting
text)

Amend text:
'...It adjoins the Flamborough Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Flamborough
Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character, appearance and setting. Additional landscaping...'

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site adjoins the Conservation Area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing the negative
effects previously identified but does not change the
conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
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AM102

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

New site (FLAD) &
Flamborough
Inset 17

Add new policy:

SA Implications
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Flamborough. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 110 dwellings
(rather than 85 dwellings) is required in Flamborough.

'Policy FLA-D – Land North of Woodcock Road (0.90ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a.
Provide additional landscaping to the northern and eastern boundaries; and
b.
Incorporate or divert the existing Public Right of Way that runs through the site.'
Add supporting text:

A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.

'The site, which has an indicative capacity of 24 dwellings, is enclosed on two sides by built development.
Development of the site will not extend the existing built form of the village any further northwards and additional
landscaping for the northern and eastern boundaries will help soften the impact of development. The landscaping on
the northern boundary will provide for a continuous screen in this part of Flamborough when taken with the existing
development at Craikewells and site FLA-A. A Public Right of Way runs along the western boundary of the site. This
can be accommodated within a proposal, though a minor re-routing at the entrance to the site from Woodcock Lane
may be required.'
Amend policies map:

AM105

20.9, 20.10
and new
paragraph
(GOO-A and
GOO-B
supporting
text)

Add new housing allocation FLA-D and realign the development limit to bound the new site.
Add additional supporting text:
'As the site is within Flood Zone 3a, proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 and Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA) or updated evidence.
Finished floor levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever
is higher, plus an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment
Agency defined criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6
of the Strategy Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within
adjoining properties.'
Amend text of paragraphs 20.9 and 20.12:
Due to the large size of the allocation, proposals should develop a comprehensive regional Sustainable Drainage
Systems (SuDS) drainage plan for the site. Soakaways should be avoided and rain-water harvesting systems considered
for the re-use of flushing of toilets, along with pervious materials for drives, parking areas and access paths. Advice is
available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on SuDS requirements.'

AM106

GOO-A, 20.7
& Goole Inset

Amend text in policy:

The results of the SA of this new site are presented in the
next section of this report.

This modification was introduced to provide additional
guidance on how flood risk should be addressed on these
sites.
The supporting text now determines that as sites GOO-A and
GOO-B are within Flood Zone 3a and are large sites, specific
mitigation measures and recommendations as set out in the
SFRA will need to be considered and that comprehensive
SUDS will need to be developed. The original SA assessment
of these policies considered that the sites were not in the
functional floodplain and assigned positive effects against SA
objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of climate change by
developing in a way that reduces risk from flooding and
coastal erosion). The confirmation of the location of the sites
on Flood Zone 3a results instead in significant negative effects
against SA objective 11, if mitigation is not put in place. These
effects will need to be mitigated as set in the supporting text
of the policy in order to reduce their significance.
This modification was introduced as the site is proposed to be
extended to reflect the extent of land owned by the willing
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
19

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'Policy GOO-A – Land North of Rawcliffe Road (40.55 45.06ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide a substantial landscaped buffer to the northwestern boundary adjacent to the M62;
b. Make provision for a new primary school within the site;
c. Make provision for an element of extra care housing within the site;
d. Provide a new principal access to the A614 and incorporate a link to Shaftesbury Avenue;
e. Provide a footpath and cycle link to allocation GOO-B on land immediately adjacent to West Park;
ef. Incorporate comprehensive regionalsustainable drainage systems; and
fg. Prepare a masterplan for the whole site that must be submitted to and approved in writing by the planning
authority.’

landowner, and this increases the potential development
area (and so the capacity of the site).
The extended site has been subject to a detailed appraisal the
results of which are shown in Appendix A.
The modification results in an increase in the proposed site
area and an increase in estimated housing capacity. However,
it does not change the results of the site assessment and the
conclusions of the previous SA are valid for the enlarged site.
No further SA required.

Amend text of paragraph 20.7:
'…It has an estimated capacity of 1,064 1,183 dwellings…'
Add additional supporting text:
'A combined footpath and cycle link is required to link this site with GOO-B. This should be provided on the land which
lies between the sites, immediately adjacent to West Park, as identified on the Policies Map.'
Amend policies map:

AM107

GOO-B

Extend housing allocation GOO-A to include land to the north, and west of West Park. Realign the development limit
to bound the revised site. Include a strip of land between allocations housing allocations GOO-A and GOO-B as a
transport scheme.
'Policy GOO-B – Land North and West of West Parkside (5.89ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide for a substantial landscaped buffer to the northwestern boundary adjacent to the M62;
b. Improve the access along West Park Side; and
c. Provide a footpath and cycle link to allocation GOO-A; and
dc. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems.’
Add additional supporting text:

AM109

GOO-C &

'In order to improve opportunities for walking and cycling a combined footpath and cycle link is required to link this
site with GOO-A. This should be provided on the land which lies between the sites, immediately adjacent to West Park
as identified on the Policies Map.'
Add new criterion to policy:
68

An additional requirement for the site to provide a footpath
and cycle link from it to allocation GOO-A has been included.
This is because such a link is deliverable in terms of land
ownership and would enhance connectivity to and from the
site for sustainable modes of transport.
The modification to the text simply adds a new policy
criterion (the placement of a new footpath connecting GOO-A
and GOO-B). The additional policy criterion does not change
the site appraisal or the potential effects on the SA objectives
and no further SA is required.

This modification was introduced to provide clarity that no
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
supporting
text

Proposed Change

SA Implications
built development should take place in the significant flood
hazard area, and provide further information on how the risk
of flooding will impact on the design of the development. This
change follows discussion at the hearing session and
production of a Flood Risk Assessment for this site.

'Avoid any built development in the part of the site that is within the significant flood hazard area'
Add additional supporting text:
'The layout of the site will need to apply the sequential test to locate development in the area at lowest risk of
flooding. The Level 2 SFRA identifies that the hazard caused by potential flooding on most of the site is moderate, with
an area to the south and around the northern boundary where the hazard rating is significant. Built development will
not take place within the significant hazard area. Proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 and Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA) or updated evidence.
Finished floor levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever
is higher, plus an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment
Agency defined criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6
of the Strategy Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within
adjoining properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable.
Soakaways should be avoided and rain-water harvesting systems considered for the re-use of flushing of toilets, along
with pervious materials for drives, parking areas and access paths.'

AM110

GOO-D &
supporting
text

Add new criterion to policy:
'Avoid any built development in the part of the site that is within the significant flood hazard area'
Add additional supporting text:

AM111

New
paragraph
(GOO-E and

'The layout of the site will need to apply the sequential test to locate development in the area at lowest risk of
flooding. The Level 2 SFRA identifies that the hazard caused by potential flooding on most of the site is moderate, with
an area to the south and around the northern boundary where the hazard rating is significant. Built development will
not take place within the significant hazard area. Proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 and Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA) or updated evidence.
Finished floor levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever
is higher, plus an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment
Agency defined criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6
of the Strategy Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within
adjoining properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable.
Soakaways should be avoided and rain-water harvesting systems considered for the re-use of flushing of toilets, along
with pervious materials for drives, parking areas and access paths.'
Add additional supporting text:
'As the site is within Flood Zone 3a, proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
69

The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within a flood hazard area and the
supporting text sets out specific mitigation measures.
The original SA assessment of this policy considered that the
site was not in the functional floodplain and assigned positive
effects against SA objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion). The confirmation of the
existence of significant flood hazard areas in parts of the site
results in negative effects against SA objective 11, if
mitigation is not put in place. These effects will need to be
mitigated as set in the supporting text of the policy. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide clarity that no
built development should take place in the significant flood
hazard area, and provide further information on how the risk
of flooding will impact on the design of the development. This
change follows discussion at the hearing session and
production of a Flood Risk Assessment for this site.
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within a flood hazard area and the
supporting text sets out specific mitigation measures. The
original SA assessment of this policy considered that the site
was not in the functional floodplain and assigned positive
effects against SA objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion). The confirmation of the
existence of significant flood hazard areas in part of the site
results instead in negative effects against SA objective 11, if
mitigation is not put in place. These effects will need to be
mitigated as set in the supporting text of the policy. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional
guidance on how flood risk should be addressed on these
sites.
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map
GOO-F
supporting
text)

AM113

GOO-G, 20.18
& supporting
text

Proposed Change

SA Implications
recommendations set out in the Level 1 and Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA). Finished floor levels will
need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever is higher, plus an
additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment Agency defined
criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6 of the Strategy
Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within adjoining
properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable. Soakaways
should be avoided and rain-water harvesting systems considered for the re-use of flushing of toilets, along with
pervious materials for drives, parking areas and access paths.'

Amend text and add new criterion to policy:
'This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
'a. Avoid any built development in the part of the site that is within the significant flood hazard area'
Amend text of paragraph 20.18:
'This site is currently partly occupied by former farm buildings and has an indicative capacity of 48 36 dwellings....'
Add additional supporting text:

AM115

GOO-H (a) &
20.19

'The layout of the site will need to apply the sequential test to locate development in the area at lowest risk of
flooding. The Level 2 SFRA identifies that the hazard caused by potential flooding on most of the site is moderate, with
an area to the south and around the northern boundary where the hazard rating is significant. Built development will
not take place within the significant hazard area. Proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 and Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA) or updated evidence.
Finished floor levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever
is higher, plus an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment
Agency defined criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6
of the Strategy Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within
adjoining properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable.
Soakaways should be avoided and rain-water harvesting systems considered for the re-use of flushing of toilets, along
with pervious materials for drives, parking areas and access paths.'
Amend text of policy:
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The supporting text now determines that as the sites are
within Flood Zone 3a specific mitigation measures and
recommendations as set out in the SFRA will need to be
considered. The original SA assessment of these policies
considered that the sites were not in the functional floodplain
and assigned positive effects against SA objective 11 (To
minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a
way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) for
both sites. The location of the sites on Flood Zone 3a results
instead in negative effects against SA objective 11 if
mitigation is not put in place. These effects will need to be
mitigated as set in the supporting text of the policy. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide clarity that no
built development should take place in the significant flood
hazard area, and provide further information on how the risk
of flooding will impact on the design of the development. This
change follows discussion at the hearing session and
production of a Flood Risk Assessment for this site.
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within a flood hazard area and the
supporting text sets out specific mitigation measures. The
original SA assessment of this policy considered that the site
was not in the functional floodplain and assigned positive
effects against SA objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion). The confirmation of the
existence of significant flood hazard areas in part of the site
results instead in negative effects against SA objective 11, if
mitigation is not put in place. These effects will need to be
mitigated as set in the supporting text of the policy in order
to reduce their significance. No further SA required.

This modification was introduced to provide clarity that no
built development should take place in the significant flood
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'a. Avoid any built development in the part of the site that is within the significant flood hazard area Direct public open
space toward the west of the site; and…'
Amend supporting text:
'... The western edge is at a higher risk of flooding or from a breach of the flood defences than the rest of the site, and
the outdoor play and amenity space that will be required as part of the development should be located in this area.
The layout of the site will need to apply the sequential test to locate development in the area at lowest risk of
flooding. The Level 2 SFRA identifies that the hazard caused by potential flooding on most of the site is moderate, with
an area to the south and around the northern boundary where the hazard rating is significant. Built development will
not take place within the significant hazard area. Proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 and Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA) or updated evidence.
Finished floor levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever
is higher, plus an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment
Agency defined criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6
of the Strategy Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within
adjoining properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable.
Soakaways should be avoided and rain-water harvesting systems considered for the re-use of flushing of toilets, along
with pervious materials for drives, parking areas and access paths. The detailed layout of the site will...'

AM116

GOO-H &
20.19

Add new criterion to policy:

The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within a flood hazard area and the
supporting text sets out specific mitigation measures. The
original SA assessment of this policy considered that the site
was not in the functional floodplain and assigned positive
effects against SA objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of
climate change by developing in a way that reduces risk from
flooding and coastal erosion). The confirmation of the
existence of significant flood hazard areas in part of the site
results instead in negative effects against SA objective 11, if
mitigation is not put in place. These effects will need to be
mitigated as set in the supporting text of the policy in order
to reduce their significance. No further SA required.

The revised site has been subject to a detailed appraisal the
results of which are shown in Appendix A.

Amend supporting text :
'...The detailed layout of the site will also need to avoid built development take into account that a small in that part of
the site which lies within a HSE Middle consultation zone. The indicative capacity takes account of this constraint and
the extent of the significant hazard area.'

20.24
(GOO-J
supporting
text)

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report.

This modification was introduced to provide more clarity on
the implications of part of the site being in the middle HSE
consultation zone, and clarify that no build development
should take place in this area.

'b. incorporate comprehensiveregional sustainable drainage systems.; and
c. Avoid built development in the Health and Safety Executive Middle consultation zone.'

AM119

hazard area, and provide further information on how the risk
of flooding will impact on the design of the development. This
change follows discussion at the hearing session and
production of a Flood Risk Assessment for this site.

Amend text:
'...The site adjoins the Goole Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Goole
Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character, appearance and setting.'

The additional clarity has positive implications for SA
objective 16 (To ensure compatibility of existing and
proposed neighbouring land uses) as it will ensure built
development avoids the middle hazard area, however it does
not change the overall conclusion that there will be mixed
effects against this objective. No further SA is required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets

71

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

AM122

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Policy HAVA(b)

Proposed Change

SA Implications
and their settings) as sympathetic design was assumed. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to respond to comments
made by ABP (EFS58) in relation to the consistency of the
wording of the Policy and the NPPF (paragraph 32). This
revision makes the terminology consistent.

Amend text:
'b. Cost effectively limit the significant impacts of the development Mitigate their impact on the road network,
incorporating a direct road (and if possible, rail) link to Alexandra Dock, provision of a Park and Ride facility in the
northern part of the site and any other additional or alternative such measures as are necessary.'

AM123

HAV-A (c)

Amend text:
'c. Minimise any harm to those elements that contribute to the significance of the heritage assets of the area by
ensuring that the ability to understand the development of the medieval port at Hedon is not compromised, that the
setting of the Conservation Areas at Hedon and Paull are not harmed, and that key views of the churches at Paull and
Hedon are maintained and safeguard elements contributing to their importance in the area, including setting of the
Conservation Areas at Paull and Hedon and by maintaining intervisibility between important historic features;'

AM124

Policy HAVA(f)

Amend text:
'f. Incorporate or, where necessary, divert the existing Public Right of Way that runs along the waterfront and across
the eastern part of the site; and'

AM132

HES-A (a)

The proposed modification can be viewed as slightly
weakening s the sustainability objectives of the policy, as
under the proposed amendment any improvements to the
transport network will be to cost effectively limit the
significant impacts of the development rather than mitigate
all impacts. However, the SA had already interpreted this
policy as requiring mitigation of significant impacts of
development (as per the NPPF) rather than all impacts and so
this does not change to the conclusions of the SA. No further
SA required.
This modification was introduced to respond to comments
made by English Heritage, reflect the recommendations of
the Hedon Haven Heritage Impact Assessment and improve
consistency with the NPPF.
The modification clarifies the approach with regards to the
protection of heritage assets of the area and improves the
sustainability of the policy against SA Objective 14 (To
conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings).
However, this does not change the conclusion of the SA that
there may be potential negative effects on this objective. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to respond to comments
made by ABP (EFS58) that previous wording of the Policy had
led to concerns being raised by local residents about possible
diversion of the public right of way. The revised wording
makes it clearer that the public right of way will only be
diverted where necessary.
This modification does not change the intention / function of
the policy, and has no impact on the conclusions of the SA.
No further SA required.
This modification is a factual correction and adds an
additional existing landscape belt which also requires
retention and enhancement (in addition to those to the west

Amend text:
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AM133

AM134

AM135

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

24.14
(HES-D
supporting
text)

New
paragraphs
(HES-F and
HES-H
supporting
text)

25.2

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'a. Retain and enhance the existing landscaping belts to the east, west and north, and also significant trees or group of
trees within the site;'
Amend text:
'...It is within the Conservation Area and development proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided within the Hessle
Southfield Conservation Area Appraisal.should have regard to its character and appearance. The contribution of that
the...'

Add additional supporting text to each policy:
'As the site is within Flood Zone 3a, proposals will need to consider specific mitigation measures and the
recommendations set out in the Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) or updated evidence. Finished floor
levels will need to be set at 600mm above average site level or adjacent road frontage level, whichever is higher, plus
an additional 300mm flood proofing. Access and egress routes must be designed to meet Environment Agency defined
criteria and separate dwellings will not be allowed at basement levels. In accordance with Policy ENV6 of the Strategy
Document, the proposed development should not result in an increase in maximum flood levels within adjoining
properties and SuDS should be provided unless it can be demonstrated that they are not practicable.'

Amend text:
'In total 18.98ha 19.36of land is identified....'

AM136

HES-I &
Hessle Inset
22

Amend text of policy title:

and north). This would not change the conclusions of the SA
and there is no need for further SA.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site is within the Conservation Area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing the negative
effects previously identified but does not change the
conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional
guidance on how flood risk should be addressed on these
sites.
The SA assessments for sites HES-F and HES-H identified
neutral effects against SA objective 11 (To minimise the
impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion) as the sites
were believed to be in Flood Zones 1 and 2. New evidence
indicates that both sites are within Flood Zone 3a and as a
consequence negative effects of development against SA
objective 11 are now predicted if mitigation is not put in
place. These effects will need to be mitigated as set in the
supporting text. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as a factual change to
reflect the change to the site area of HES-I that results from
the exclusion of the former quarry and dwelling from the site.
This has been assessed separately (see assessment of
modification to Policy HES-I below) so no SA required for this
modification.
This modification omits land that was not part of the original
land bid and is not covered by the extant planning
permission.

'Policy HES-I - Humber Bridgehead (19.3618.98ha)'

Modified Policy HES-I continues to safeguard site HES-I for
employment use. The site is an amalgamation of two subsites: HES-I (i) and HES-I(ii). HES-I(i) is the southern part of the
allocation (previously HES5) and the part of the site that has
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AM137

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

26.2

Proposed Change

SA Implications

Amend text:
'Holme on Spalding Moor is identified as a Rural Service Centre in the Strategy Document and 225 170 new houses are
proposed for the village over the period to 2028/29....'

AM139

HSM-A, 26.4
& Holme on
Spalding
Moor Inset 23

Amend text of policy:
'Policy HSM-A – Sands Lane Nurseries, Land West of Sands Lane (1.27 3.77ha)'
…
b. Demonstrate that Remove the existing glasshouses on, and immediately adjacent to, the site have been removed
prior to any housing development commencing on the northern part of the site.
Amend supporting text:
'The northern part of tThis site is presently occupied by Sands Lane Nurseries, and development on this part of the site
will be subject to the removal of all the existing nursery operations and buildings. It is well related to the services and
facilities in the main body of the village, and re-development for residential purposes provides an opportunity to
enhance the character and appearance of this part of the village. A new footway will need to be provided along the
western side of Sands Lane, and part of Baileywood Lane will need to be widened, as part of the development. The site
has an estimated capacity of 34 96 dwellings...'
Amend policies map:
Extend the area of housing allocation HSM-A and realign the development limit to bound the revised site

AM140

HSM-C, 26.6
& Holme on
Spalding
Moor Inset 23

Amend text of policy title:

been amended. The assessment for HES-I(i) has been revised
and the results are presented in Appendix A. However, the
change to the size of the site has not altered the results of the
original site assessment. The conclusions of the previous SA
assessment remain valid for the enlarged site. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to as a factual change to
reflect the change to the housing requirement for the village.
This change follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service
Centres and Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the
Strategy Document (which has been assessed separately as
part of the SA for the Strategy Document).
The amendments made to sites in Holme on Spalding Moor
have been assessed separately (see HSM-A and HSM-C
below). No SA required for this modification.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Holme on Spalding Moor. This change
follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy
Document. The implication of removing this cap is that land
for 225 dwellings (rather than 170 dwellings) is required in
Holme on Spalding Moor.
The extended site has been subject to a detailed appraisal the
results of which are shown in Appendix A. The modification to
the allocation site sees an increase in the indicative housing
capacity at Land West of Sands Lane from 34 dwellings to 96
dwellings, coupled with a increase in site areas from 1.27 ha
to 3.77ha.
While the site has been expanded following the need to
identify additional sites to meet housing need, this has not
affected the scoring of the site assessment, and the
conclusions of the previous SA assessment for this site remain
valid for this enlarged site. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as the size of the size has
changed to reflect a more accurate site boundary which
excludes the garages with associated hardstanding. An
additional criterion has also been added in response to local
community concerns regarding congestion around the
primary school.

'Policy HSM-C – Land West of Snowdrop Garth (2.452.30ha)'
Add new criterion to policy:
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Proposed Change

SA Implications
'c. Provide space on High Street primarily as a drop-off/pick-up point for the primary school. '
Amend supporting text:
'This site which has an indicative capacity of 62 59 dwellings, is mainly in agricultural use and is well related to the
main centre of the village. It is bounded by existing development to the north, east and west and provides an
opportunity for infill development that would have limited impact on the wider landscape character. Development
along the northern site boundary should face on to High Street to continue the built frontage along this main route
through the village. A space should be provided on High Street to help manage school traffic, acting as a drop-off/pickup point for school children. New developmentIt should also take opportunities to enhance the Public Right of Way
that runs along the eastern boundary. The potential risk of contamination from the garage and vehicle workshops in
the northwest corner of the site will need to be appropriately investigated, and any necessary remediation carried out,
before development takes place. Crop marks indicate that there may be archaeological interest in the site and
proposals should demonstrate that appropriate investigations have been undertaken. '

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report. The modification means
that the site is now 100% Greenfield, which weakens
performance against objective 8 (To encourage more efficient
use of land). However, this does not change the conclusion of
the SA that there would be mixed effects on this objective, as
there would be no loss of best and most versatile agricultural
land and there is potential contaminated land on the site that
would be remediated as a result of the development. No
further SA required.

Amend policies map:

AM141

AM142

27.10
(HOR-C
supporting
text)

HOR-E &
27.12

Amend boundaries of housing allocation HSM-C
Amend text:
'...The site adjoins the Hornsea Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability
of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided within the Hornsea
Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character, appearance and setting.'

Add new criterion to policy:
'a. Divert the upper part of South Promenade to create a traffic free area and to extend the promenade to connect
with the country park to the south of the site.; and
b. Avoid any residential built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'..This will improve pedestrian access from the north of the site into the proposed country park to the south A small
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This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site adjoins the Conservation Area.
New evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects
for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the
effect of reducing these negative effects. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no residential built development should take place in the
flood zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding
more vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in
Flood Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100
- 104 of the NPPF).
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve
sustainability by helping achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
part of the site in the southeastern corner is within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where residential built
development should be avoided.'

AM143

AM145

AM147

AM148

27.17
(HOR-G
supporting
text)

Amend text:

28.12
(HOW-E
supporting
text)

Amend text:

29.6
(CRA-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

29.7
(CRA-B
supporting
text)

'There is a Scheduled Monument to the west of this site. The Monument includes the remains of a medieval
settlement and field system, which are visible as a series of well defined earthworks and any development will need
to safeguard those elements that contribute to its significance, including the house platforms and ridge and the furrow
cultivation system. Due to the proximity of the site to this Scheduled Monument...'

'...The Roundhouse, to the west of the site, is a Grade II Listed Building and development proposals will be required to
pay special regard to the desirability of preserving the building, its setting and safeguard those elements that
contribute to its significance...'

'...As part of the site is located within the Conservation Area, any scheme will need to pay special attention to the
desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the
Cranswick Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character, appearance and setting. Additional landscaping
will also...'

Amend text:
'...Part of the site is located within the Conservation Area, and any scheme will be required to pay special attention to
the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in
the Cranswick Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting. Access would be
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the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion). As potential
positive effects against Objective 11 were already concluded
by the SA, the previous assessment remains valid. No further
SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is a small development within the
Conservation Area. New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
from...'

AM149

AM150

29.10
(CRA-E
supporting
text)

30.3

Amend text:
'...Redevelopment for residential uses will have an amenity benefit for nearby residents, and any scheme will need
to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area.
Guidance on this is provided in the Cranswick Conservation Area Appraisal.presents an opportunity to enhance the
character, appearance and setting of the Conservation Area. The potential risk of...'

Amend text:
'Keyingham is identified as a Rural Service Centre in the Strategy Document, with 215170 new houses proposed over
the period to 2028/29.'

AM152

KEY-A, 30.5 &
Keyingham
Inset 27

The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site is a small development within
the Conservation Area. The amendment has the effect of
reducing the negative effects previously identified but does
not change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site was removed from conservation areas.
New evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects
for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the
effect of reducing these negative effects. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced as a factual update to
reflect the change to the housing requirement for the village.
This change follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service
Centres and Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the
Strategy Document (which has been assessed separately as
part of the SA for the Strategy Document).
The amendments to sites in Keyingham have been assessed
separately (see KEY-A below) so no SA is required for this
modification.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Keyingham. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 215 dwellings
(rather than 170 dwellings) is required in Keyingham.

Amend text of policy:
'Policy KEY-A – Village Nurseries, Ottringham Road (9.35 10.98ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a.
Provide a significant landscape buffer between the new housing development and the remaining
glasshouses and adjacent businesses; and
b. Incorporate comprehensive sustainable drainage systems. '

Amend supporting text:
'The site, which has been given an indicative capacity of 148 185 dwellings, is located outside the area at high flood
risk (Flood Zone 3a)…The capacity of the site has been reduced to reflect the need for this landscape buffer. Due to
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The extended site has been subject to a detailed appraisal the
results of which are shown in Appendix A. The modification to
the allocation site sees an increase in site area for Village
Nurseries from 9.35 to 10.98 ha coupled with a 25% increase
in the provision of housing at the site from 148 dwellings to
185 dwellings.
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Proposed Change

SA Implications
the large size of the allocation, proposals should develop a comprehensive Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS)
drainage plan for the site. Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on
SuDS requirements. In addition, there is…'
Amend policies map:
Extend the area of housing allocation KEY-A and realign the development limit to bound the revised site

AM153

AM154

AM155

30.5
(KEY-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

31.4
(KIL-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

KIL-B, 31.6 &
Kilham Inset
28

'...In addition, there is a Listed Building to the east of this site and proposals will be required to have special regard to
the desirability of preserving its setting and its special features. ensure that its character and setting is not harmed.'

'...The site lies within the Conservation Area, and any scheme must pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. have regard to its character and appearance. Those
buildings that contribute to the character of the Conservation Area should be retained and converted, which would
help to maintain the character of this part of the settlement. In particular, High Farm House is a late eighteenth
century Grade II Listed Building on the frontage of Middle Street, which contributes positively to the character of the
Conservation Area. There is also potential to convert the structures within the curtilage of the house, which are
constructed in traditional materials, into dwellings. New development will need to reflect the agricultural character of
this part of the Conservation Area and will have to preserve or enhance the setting of the listed farm. Further guidance
is provided in the Kilham Conservation Area Appraisal.'
Amend text of policy:
'Policy KIL-B – Land North of Whitehall Farm (0.80 0.66ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
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Part of the additional land included within the extended
allocation is less accessible by public transport than the
original site. However, this would not change the overall
conclusion that there would be mixed effects on SA objective
3 (To improve accessibility and public transport links to key
services and employment areas). Similarly, though part of the
additional land has less of a potential effect on biodiversity
and geology, this would not change the conclusion that the
site overall has potential negative effects on objective 13 (To
protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife
habitats and to conserve geology). In addition, although
access constraints have been identified for part of the
additional land (due to the need for access to be via adjacent
sites) the land needed for access is also included as part of
the allocation, and so would not affect the conclusions of the
SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide more detail on
what is required by part b. of the policy and to better reflect
the wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
identify those buildings referred to in the policy which
positively contribute to the character of the area.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). The amendment has the effect of reducing
any negative effects that may arise on the Conservation Area
and Listed Building but does not change the conclusion of the
SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect that the site
extent has been reduced to exclude the south eastern corner
that is now shown as open space. This is to provide greater
scope for preserving the setting of the adjacent Grade I Listed
Church.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
a. Preserve the setting of the adjacent Grade I Listed Church by avoiding built development in the southeastern part of
the site.'
Amend supporting text:
'… It has an indicative capacity of 18 dwellings, which allows for the need to avoid built development in the
southeastern portion of the site. The existing agricultural outbuildings that are located on part of the site would need
to be removed as part of the development. Vehicular access would be taken from Back Lane, with, if possible, a
footpath and cycle link to Church Street. The site is partly within the boundary of the Kilham Conservation Area and
proposals must pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing its character and appearance.
Guidance on this is provided in the Kilham Conservation Area Appraisal.lies adjacent to the churchyard of the Grade I
Listed All Saints Church. Proposals must have regard to the character, appearance and setting of these heritage assets,
which would include retaining open areas within the southeastern part of the site. The route of the public right of
way...'

The detailed site assessment has been revised and can be
located at Appendix A to this report. The reduction of the site
area has not changed the results of the site assessment, and
the conclusions of the previous SA remain valid for the
reduced site. No further SA required.

Amend policies map:

AM156

AM157

31.9
(KIL-D
supporting
text)

31.10
(KIL-E
supporting
text)

Amend housing allocation KIL-B by removing an area from the allocation in southeastern corner
Amend text:

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.

'...As the site is adjacent to the Conservation Area, proposals must pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Kilham
Conservation Area Appraisal. regard must be had to its character, appearance and setting. The site has...'

Amend text:
'...Proposals will, however, need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character
or appearance of the Conservation Area. Guidance on this is provided in the Kilham Conservation Area Appraisal.have
regard to the character and appearance of the Conservation Area. The retention of...'

The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site is adjacent to conservation
areas. The amendment has the effect of reducing negative
effects that have been identified but does not change the
conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is open space within the Conservation
Area. New evidence about the proposal indicates that the
effects for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has
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AM159

AM160

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications

32.6
(LEC-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

33.3

Amend text:

'There is a Scheduled Monument, Leconfield Castle Moated Site, to the southwest of the site and any development
will need to safeguard those elements that contribute to its significance, including earthworks, organic remains, as
well as structural and artefactual buried remains. Because of this, it is likely that an archaeological assessment will be
required for this site. In addition, a flood alleviation scheme...'

'Leven is identified as a Rural Service Centre in the Strategy Document with 210 170 new houses proposed over the
period to 2028/29....'

AM162

LEV-A, 33.6 &
Leven Inset 30

Amend text of policy title:
'Policy LEV-A – Land South of Hornsea Road/High Stile (7.94 9.83ha)'
Amend supporting text:
'The site, which has an indicative capacity of 178 221 dwellings, is surrounded by housing development on two sites
and is reasonably well related to the settlement.…'
Amend policies map:
Extend the area of housing allocation LEV-A

the effect of reducing these negative effects. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). The amendment has the effect of reducing
the negative effects previously identified but does not change
the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect the changes that
are proposed to the allocations in Leven (which has been
assessed separately as part of the SA for the Strategy
Document).
The amendments made to sites in Leven have been assessed
separately (see LEV-A below) so no SA is required for this
modification.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
increased in size to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Leven. This change follows the removal
of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set
out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The implication of
removing this cap is that land for 210 dwellings (rather than
170 dwellings) is required in Leven.
The site has been subject to a detailed site appraisal the
results of which are shown in appendix A. The modification
sees the site ‘Land at Hornsea Road’ increase in size from
7.94ha to 9.83ha representing an increase of 23.8%. This is
set against an increase in dwellings from 178 to 211,
representing an increase of 24.1%.
The modification would result in an extension of the built
form into the existing countryside. This would have some
implications for the original assessment as it may have a
minor adverse impact on SA objective 15 (to protect and
enhance the countryside and landscape quality). However, it
does not change the overall conclusion that the allocation
would have mixed effects for this objective, taking into
account that additional landscaping to the northern, eastern
and southern boundaries could provide some beneficial
effects. No further SA required.
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AM163

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

LEV-A (b) &
33.8

Amend text of policy:

SA Implications

'b. Avoid any built development in Direct public open space toward the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'A small area in the southeast of the site is situated within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where no built
development should take place. Water compatible uses, such as the . In order to minimise any flood risk, public open
space provided as part of the development, should be located within this part of the site. Due to the large...'

AM164

MW-C &
34.15

Add new criterion to policy:
'Avoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'A small part of the site, alongside the Beck, is located in an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where no built
development should take place. Water compatible uses, such as the public open space provided as part of the
development, should be located in this area. Due to the large size of the allocation...'

AM166

MELT-E (a) &
36.13

This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in the flood
zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding more
vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in Flood
Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104
of the NPPF).
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve
sustainability helping achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion). This does not
change the overall conclusion of the SA, as potential positive
effects against Objective 11 were already concluded. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced as part of the site is in flood
zone 3. This criteria provides clarity that no built
development should take place in the flood zone. This
accords with national policy on avoiding more vulnerable
uses (such as residential development) in Flood Zone 3a as far
as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104 of the NPPF).
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve
sustainability helping achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion). This does not
change the overall conclusion of the SA, as potential positive
effects against Objective 11 were already concluded. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to enhance the landscaped
buffer that exists between this site and North Ferriby and
further limit the impact of development on this site on North
Ferriby..

Amend text of policy:
'a. Provide additional landscaping to the eastern boundary and a substantial landscaped buffer to the western
boundary;...'
Amend supporting text:
'...An existing significant landscaping belt next to the eastern boundary separates this site from residential
development in North Ferriby and should be enhanced by further landscaping. However, sSubstantial landscaping will
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This modification looks to promote landscape enhancements
and promotes amenity thereby helping to achieve the aims of
SA objective 15 (To protect and enhance the countryside and
landscape quality). However, it does not change the
conclusion of the SA that there will be mixed effects on this

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
also be required along the western boundary of the site to screen the development and maintain the residential
amenity of properties along Gibson Lane...'

AM167

MID-A (b) &
37.6

Amend text of policy:
'b. Avoid any built development in the area Locate the open space areas within the part of the site that which is within
Flood Zone 3a;'
Amend supporting text:
'The southwestern corner of the site is located in an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where built development
should be avoided. Water compatible uses, such as , therefore, the public open space provided as part of the
development, should be located within this part of the site. This will minimise the potential risk of flooding to new
dwellings. The watercourse running through the site also has a very important role in draining surface water away
from the village....'

AM169

AM171

37.4
(MID-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

38.3

Amend text:

'...A Scheduled Monument, which includes a square barrow group of Iron Age date which is visible from the air as a
series of crop marks, is located to the northeast of the site. and any Any development will need to safeguard those
elements that contribute to its significance, including archaeological deposits that provide information relating to Iron
Age burial rites, and demonstrate that appropriate archaeological investigations have been undertaken. This site has
an indicative...'

'Nafferton is identified as a Primary Village in the Strategy Document and 10585 new houses are proposed for the
village over the period 2028/29. Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of
completed plots in the settlement since the start of the Plan period (55 dwellings), the Plan allocates three two sites
for residential development....'

AM173

38.5
(NAF-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:
'...The western part of the site lies within the Conservation Area and any scheme must pay special attention to the
desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the
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objective, which takes into account the landscape does have
sensitivity to the cumulative impact of development. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional clarity
that no built development should take place in the flood
zone. This accords with national policy on avoiding more
vulnerable uses (such as residential development) in Flood
Zone 3a as far as possible (as set out in paragraphs 100 - 104
of the NPPF).
The policy now determines that any built development must
avoid areas of the site within Flood Zone 3a. This will reduce
the impact of flooding on development and improve
sustainability helping achieve SA objective 11 (To minimise
the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion). This does not
change the overall conclusion of the SA, as potential positive
effects against Objective 11 were already concluded. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village and the identification of
an additional site. These changes follow the removal of the
'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set out in
Policy S5 of the Strategy Document (which has been assessed
separately as part of the SA for the Strategy Document).
The amendments to the site allocations in Nafferton have
been assessed separately (see assessment of policy NAF-C
below) so no SA required for this modification.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Nafferton Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character and appearance. Additional landscaping will be...'

AM174

New site
(NAF-C) &
Nafferton
Inset 35

Add new policy:
'Policy NAF-C – Land at Tonks Removal Service, Station Road (0.76ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Retain the existing hedgerow and planting on the northern boundary; and
b. Provide additional landscaping to the eastern boundary.'

The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as development on this location would not harm the
historic character of the conservation area if the farm
dwellings on the frontage were retained. New evidence about
the proposal indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are
negative. The amendment has the effect of reducing these
negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land. This change follows the removal of the
'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set out in
Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The implication of
removing this cap is that land for 105 dwellings (rather than
85 dwellings) is required in Nafferton.
A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.

Add supporting text:
'This site, located close to the rail station, has an indicative capacity of 16 dwellings and offers an opportunity to
redevelop a vacant brownfield site in the village. Whilst the eastern side of Station Road is predominantly frontage
development, the impact of new residential development is limited as a result of its former employment use. The
existing hedgerow along the northern boundary should be retained and the potential impact of development will be
further limited through the provision of additional landscaping on the eastern boundary of the site. Due to the
previous use of the site it will be necessary to investigate, and remediate if necessary, any contaminated land.
Proposals should ensure that they have special regard to the desirability of preserving the setting of the Station House
Listed Building adjacent to the site and the features of architectural or historic interest it possesses.'

The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.

Amend policies map:

AM175

39.5
(NCA-A
supporting
text)

Add new housing allocation NAF-C and realign the development limit to bound the new site
Amend text:
'...As the northern part of the site is adjacent to the Conservation Area, proposals will need to pay special attention to
the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in
the North Cave Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its character, appearance and setting. Access to the site
could...'
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This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to historic assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

AM177

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

40.3

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Amend text:
'North Ferriby is identified as a Primary Village in the Strategy Document with 160 85 new houses proposed for the
village over the period to 2028/29....'

AM179

FER-B, 40.6,
supporting
text & North
Ferriby Inset
38

reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document (which
has been assessed separately as part of the SA for the
Strategy Document).
The amendments made to sites in North Ferriby have been
assessed separately (see assessments of policies FER-B and
FER-C below), so no SA required for this modification.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
increased in size to respond to the need for more residential
development land in North Ferriby and provides an
opportunity to help address the existing shortfall of playing
pitches in the area. This change follows the removal of the
'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set out in
Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The implication of
removing this cap is that land for 160 dwellings (rather than
85 dwellings) is required in North Ferriby.

Amend text of policy:
'Policy FER-B – Land off Ferriby High Road (0.92 5.36ha)
...
b. Provide additional landscaping to the eastern and southern boundaries; and
c. Ensure that surface water flood risks are satisfactorily investigated and addressed.;
d. Allow for the provision of pedestrian/cycle access to FER-C;
e. Provide outdoor sports facilities in the southern part of the site adjacent to the existing playing fields; and
f. Incorporate comprehensive sustainable drainage systems.
Amend text of paragraph 40.6:
'The site has an indicative capacity for 25 113 dwellings, which can be accommodated on approximately 4 hectares of
land. Whilst it would extend the built form of the settlement to the east, this impact can be mitigated by the retention
of existing boundary features, in particular the mature trees along Ferriby High Road. New landscaping along the
southern and eastern boundaries of the site would also help soften the impact of the development and integrate it
into the surrounding landscape. Proposals will need to ensure that surface water run off from Swanland Hill does not
pose a risk to new development on the site. The provision of a pedestrian and/or cycle access to link the site to FER-C
is encouraged to allow new residents better access to the services and facilities within the village.'
Add additional supporting text:
'Due to the shortfall in public open space in the area, and outdoor sports facilities in particular, part of the site has
been identified for public open space in a location where it can be delivered adjacent, and form part of, the existing
playing fields. This will lead to an enhancement of provision in the village. Opportunities for accessing all of the open
space in this part of the village from Ferriby High Road and through the development site should be considered. Due
to the large size of the allocation, proposals should develop a comprehensive Sustainable Drainage System (SuDS)
drainage plan for the site. Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on
SuDS requirements.'
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The extended site has been subject to a detailed site
appraisal the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The
modification would result in an increase in site are from
0.92ha to 5.36ha, with an increase in indicative site capacity
from 25 to 113 dwellings.
The revised site appraisal identifies that the modification
would result in the intrusion of built form into the open
countryside (worsening the effects against SA objective 15
(To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape
quality). The SA would now conclude potential negative
effects (rather than neutral / no direct effects) against this
objective, though it is recognised that the appraisal indicates
that the significant impacts could be minimised through the
retention of hedgerows and additional planting.
In addition, the modification to the supporting text which
identifies that a pedestrian and / or cycle access should be
provided to FER-C supports the aims of SA objective 3 (To
improve accessibility and public transport links to key services
and employment areas), so is seen to improve the
sustainability of site FER-B. However, this does not change
the conclusion of the SA as potential positive effects against
this objective were already concluded. This also has a
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Sustainability Appraisal Note
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Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Amend policies map:
Extend the area of housing allocation FER-B and demarcate open space element. Realign the development limit to
bound the revised site’s development area.

AM180

FER-C & 40.7

marginal positive knock on effect to SA objective 7 (To reduce
the growth of road traffic) as a cycle and pedestrian route to
FER-C will be allowed for. However, negative effects against
this objective are still concluded as some increase in the use
of the private car is likely to be inevitable (though this may be
tempered by the bus and rail links serving the village) and
strategic capacity issues for the A63 Humber Bridgehead
junction have been identified with improvements needed.
The additional requirement for the provision of outdoor
sports facilities in the southern part of the site would also
help to support objective 1 (to improve levels of health and
reduce health inequalities). However, this does not change
the conclusions of the SA as positive effects against this
objective were already concluded. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal, and to provide better access to village services and
facilities, and promote walking and cycling, for residents of
the enlarged FER-B site.

Add additional criterion to policy:
'a. Retain the trees and hedgerows to the northern and eastern boundaries.; and
b. Allow for the provision of pedestrian/cycle access to FER-B'
Amend text of paragraph 40.7:
'The site, which has an indicative capacity for 18 dwellings. It , is adjacent to the Conservation Area and any scheme
would need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that
area. Guidance on this is provided in the North Ferriby Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to its setting. Whilst it
would extend the built form of the settlement to the east, the impact would not be significant due to the presence of
the mature trees to the north and east. Access is expected to be taken from Wilson Close. The provision of a
pedestrian and/or cycle access to link the site to FER-B is encouraged as it would allow new residents of FER-B better
access to the services and facilities within the village.'

This modification supports the aims of SA objective 3 (To
improve accessibility and public transport links to key services
and employment areas), so is seen to improve the
sustainability of site FER-C. Potential positive effects against
this objective continue to be concluded by the SA. This also
has a marginal positive knock on effect to SA objective 7 (To
reduce the growth of road traffic) as a cycle and pedestrian
route to FER-B will be provided. However, negative effects
against this objective are still concluded as some increase in
the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable (though this
may be tempered by the bus and rail links serving the village)
and strategic capacity issues for the A63 Humber Bridgehead
junction have been identified with improvements needed.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to historic assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment requiring special
attention to be given to development in the Conservation
Area has the effect of reducing these negative effects.
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SA Implications
No further SA required.

AM181

AM182

AM184

AM187

40.8
(FER-D
supporting
text)

41.5
(PAT-A
supporting
text)

41.6
(PAT-B
supporting
text)

41.7
(PAT-C

Amend text:
'...It is adjacent to the Conservation Area and special attention must be paid to the desirability if preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of that area. but a Appropriate design, layout and maintaining tree cover and
boundary features would mitigate any potential adverse impact on the Conservation Area. Further guidance on this is
provided in the North Ferriby Conservation Area Appraisal. Additional landscaping to the...'

Amend text:
'…Whilst redevelopment of the farmstead for housing would not adversely affect the character of the area, those
buildings that contribute to the character of this part of the Conservation Area should be retained and converted.
These include the farmhouse itself, the large two-storey barn and a number of Victorian outbuildings. As the site is
within the Conservation Area any development scheme must pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Further guidance is provided in the Patrington Conservation Area
Appraisal. have regard to its character and appearance. The site has...'

Amend text:
'...As the site is within the Conservation Area any development scheme must pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in the Patrington
Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character and appearance. Retention of the mature hedgerows...'

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to historic assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment requiring special
attention has the effect of reducing these negative effects.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide clarity on the
buildings which contribute to the character of this part of the
Conservation Area, better reflect the wording and
requirements of section 72 of the Planning (Listed Building
and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as a result of the site being within the
Conservation Area and the presence of the farmhouse
building. The amendment has the effect of reducing any
negative effects that have been identified but does not
change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to heritage assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning

Amend text:
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AM191

POC-C (b),
42.8 42.9

Proposed Change

SA Implications
'...As the site is within the Conservation Area any development scheme must pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. have regard to its character and appearance. The
land was included in the Conservation Area to ensure that the changes resulting from the development of site did not
have an adverse impact on the Conservation Area. Retention of the mature hedgerows and the field patterns within
the site, together with the additional landscaping to the eastern boundary, will help to sensitively integrate the
development into the Conversation Area. Further guidance is provided in the Patrington Conservation Area Appraisal.

Amend text of policy:
'b. Provide flood storage, both on-site and/or off-site Ensure the delivery of a flood alleviation scheme, to
substantially reduce the risk of flooding from Pocklington Beck and by provide providing a level of protection from
property inundation against at least a 1 in 75 year event level of protection for the town plus an allowance for climate
change; and...'
Amend text to paragraph 42.8:
'Pocklington Beck is located to the east and north of the site and flows in a southerly direction through the town,
where it flows through a culvert which has insufficient capacity for accommodating extreme flood events. Parts of the
town, including many properties in the Town Centre, arewhich has resulted in some areas being within an area of high
flood risk (Flood Zone 3a), and have been affected by recent flooding events. Development of the site provides the
opportunity to address this concern by the provision ofwill provide for substantial upstream off-site flood alleviation
works to the north of POC-C. Any planning permission for residential development on POC-Cwill be required to ensure
delivery of that flood alleviation scheme through the means of an appropriate legal agreement.that will reduce the
risk of flooding to both the site and the town.
This scheme will allowprovide for the storage of flood water from Ridings Beck and Millington Beck, which flow into
Pocklington Beck, before it enters the town during flooding events so as to achieve at least a 1 in 75 level of protection
for the town plus an allowance for climate change. The expected broad location of the within which the the off-site
flood storage scheme would be located is identified on the Policies Map under Policy ENV6. Additional land on-site
may also be required to the east of the site, which, once combined with the off-site works, would achieve at least a 1
in 75 year level of protection. The provision of flood storage represents a significant planning gainsubstantial land use
benefit for the town. No development should take place until a detailed scheme has been submitted to and agreed by
the planning authority to demonstrate that provision has been made for off site surfaceflood water storage capacity to
reduce the risk of flooding from Pocklington Beck to both the site and town to at least the 1 in 75 event level plus an
allowance for climate change.'

87

(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified mixed effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to heritage assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide additional detail
and confirm the requirement for the delivery of the flood
management scheme as part of the residential development
on this site.
This modification has a strengthening effect toward SA
objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of climate change by
developing in a way that reduces risk from flooding and
coastal erosion), as now a flood alleviation scheme to
‘substantially’ reduce the impact from flooding is required. As
a result, the SA would now conclude positive (rather than
mixed) effects against this objective. No further SA required.

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Amend text to paragraph 42.9:

AM192

AM194

42.11
(POC-D
supporting
text)

POC-J (c)

'The site has an indicative capacity of 160 dwellings. Additional landscaping will also be required to the northern
boundary of the site to help soften the impact of the development and integrate it into the surrounding landscape.
Proposals should also seek to retain and enhance the existing landscaping on the southern boundary.'
Amend text:
'...The site is located within the Pocklington Conservation Area and, therefore, any scheme will need to pay special
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Pocklington Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character and appearance. As a result, the
site...'

Amend text:
'c. Incorporate comprehensive regional sustainable drainage systems in conjunction with POC-K.'

AM196

POC-L & 42.29

This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as re-development would involve the conversion or
demolition of the former school and therefore had the
potential to either enhance or detract from the character or
appearance. New evidence about the proposal indicates that
the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative. The amendment
has the effect of reducing these negative effects. No further
SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide more clarity on
the requirements in used in relation to SuDS by amending the
terminology used, and to improve consistency with Policy
POC-K which includes a cross reference to POC-J in terms of
the incorporation of regional sustainable drainage systems.
The policy now determines that ‘comprehensive’ SUDS are
incorporated and directly links this requirement to site
allocation POC-K helping achieve SA objective 11 (To
minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a
way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion).
However, the change does not have a significant impact and
does not change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to maintain the provision of
a bus interchange facility, which is currently provided by the
Bus Station/Depot, within the town centre.

Add new criterion to policy:
'b. Make provision for a bus interchange facility.'
Amend supporting text:
'... This could include It will also include the retention of a bus interchange facility within the town centre, which would
provide for reasonable roadside ‘lay-by’ stopping and waiting facilities. The site...'
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The provision of a bus interchange facility would support the
aims of SA objective 2 (To reduce social exclusion and
improve equality of opportunity amongst social groups) as
the use of public transport may be favoured by families on
lower incomes. Potential positive effects against this

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

AM198

AM200

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

42.29
(POC-L
supporting
text)

43.3

Proposed Change

SA Implications

Amend text:
'...The site is also within the Pocklington Conservation Area and, therefore, any scheme will need to pay special
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Pocklington Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character and appearance. The removal of
the existing depot will provide...'

Amend text:
'Preston is identified as a Primary Village in the Strategy Document, with 95 85 new houses proposed over the period
to 2028/29....'

AM201

AM202

43.5
(PRES-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

43.6
(PRES-A
supporting

Amend text:

'...Abbey House farmhouse, which is adjacent to the site, is a Grade II Listed Building and development proposals must
ensure that its character features and setting are preserved not harmed.'

'...As the Preston Conservation Area is adjacent to the eastern boundary, it is also important that proposals pay special
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objective would continue to be concluded by the SA. SA
objective 3 (To improve accessibility and public transport links
to key services and employment areas) may also be
supported by this modification as it would promote wider
public transport availability, and again potential positive
effects against this objective would continue to be concluded
by the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to heritage assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village of Preston. This change
follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document
(which has been assessed separately as part of the SA for the
Strategy Document).
This amendments made to sites in Preston have been
assessed separately (see assessment for PRES-B below), and
so no SA is required for this modification.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral or no direct effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings). New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
text)

AM203

PRES-B, 43.7
& Preston
Inset 41

Proposed Change

SA Implications
attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is
provided in the Preston Conservation Area Appraisal. have regard to its character, appearance and setting.'

Amend text of policy title:
'Policy PRES-B – Land South of Sproatley Road (2.23 3.29ha)'
Amend supporting text:
'…The development of the site, which has an indicative capacity of 57 75 dwellings,…'

Extend the area of housing allocation PRES-B and realign the development limit to bound the revised site

ROO-A, 45.5
& Preston
Inset 43

The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to heritage assets. New
evidence about the proposal indicates that the effects for SA
Objective 14 are negative. The amendment has the effect of
reducing these negative effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
increased in size to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Preston. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 95 dwellings
(rather than 85 dwellings) is required in Preston.
The site has been subject to a detailed site appraisal, the
results of which are shown in appendix A. The modification
sees the site increase in size from 2.23 to 3.29ha. This is set
against an increase in dwellings from 57 to 75.

Amend policies map:

AM204

appraisal.

The modification would result in a greater loss of best or
most versatile agricultural land and extend further into the
countryside, slightly impacting SA objective 15 (To protect
and enhance the countryside and landscape quality).
However, the SA would continue to conclude potential mixed
effects for this objective, taking into account that there is
already development to the north, west and south, and that
the retention of existing trees and hedgerows, along with
additional landscaping, will help to soften the impact of the
development and integrate it into the surrounding landscape.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to provide added flexibility
to support the delivery of the housing required for Roos.

Amend text of policy title:
'Policy ROO-A – Land East of Beechwood Views (0.37 0.62ha)'

The extended site has been subject to a detailed site
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The
modification results in an increase in housing capacity from
11 to 17 (a 54.5% increase, coupled with an expansion in site
area from 0.37ha to 0.62ha (67.5% increase). The revised site
appraisal does not identify any changes to the scoring of the
site or significant effects over and above those previously
identified and so the conclusions of the SA remain valid for
the enlarged site. No further SA required.

Amend supporting text:
'The site has an indicative capacity of 11 17 dwellings and can be accessed via Beechwood Views...'
Amend policies map:
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AM206

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

47.2

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Extend housing allocation ROO-A eastwards and realign the development limit to bound the revised site
Amend text:
'Snaith is identified as a Rural Service Centre in the Strategy Document and 245170 new houses are proposed over the
period to 2028/29. Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of completed plots in
the settlement since the start of the Plan period (8 dwellings), the Plan allocates three two sites for residential
development.'

AM208

SNA-A, 47.4
& Snaith Inset
45

Amend text of policy:
'Policy SNA-A – Land South of Punton Walk (5.29 6.99ha)
…
b. Avoid any built development in Direct public open space toward the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a;
and
c. Provide public open space off site;'
Amend supporting text:
'This site is well related to the existing residential development to the north, and has an indicative capacity of 110 142
dwellings. Additional landscaping will be required to the southern, eastern and western boundaries to help soften the
impact of the development and integrate it into the surrounding area. The southeastern part of the site is located with
an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a), and built development should be avoided in this area therefore, the public
open space required as part of the development should be located in this area. Access to the site would be expected
to be obtained from Punton Walk via the existing playing fields car park and so replacement of the parking spaces
affected would be expected within the site. Public open space should be provided off site to ensure the most efficient
use of land for housing development in Flood Zone 1.'
Amend policies map:

This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village of Snaith. This change
follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document
(which has been assessed separately as part of the SA for the
Strategy Document).
The amendments made to the allocated sites have been
assessed separately (see assessments of policies SNA-A, SNAB and SNA-C below) so no SA required of this modification.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
increased in size to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Snaith. This change follows the removal
of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set
out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The implication of
removing this cap is that land for 245 dwellings (rather than
170 dwellings) is required in Snaith.
The site has been redrawn to incorporate more land within
Flood Zone 1, and the policy requires avoidance of built
development within Flood Zone 3a and open space to be
delivered off site in order to make the most efficient use of
land in the lower risk (Flood Zone 1) area in accordance with
national policy.
The extended site has been subject to a detailed site
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A.
The previous SA assessment had positive effects against SA
objective 11 (To minimise the impacts of climate change by
developing in a way that reduces risk from flooding and
coastal erosion) which remain.
In addition the extended site will also result in the minor loss
of best or most versatile agricultural land, and would lead to
greater encroachment of built form into the open
countryside. This would weaken performance against
objective 15 (to protect and enhance the countryside and
landscape quality) but not significantly and would not change
the conclusion of the SA that there would be mixed effects
against this objective. It will also have a positive impact on SA
objective 9 (to encourage more efficient use of land), though
again would not change the conclusion of the SA that there

Amend extent of housing allocation SNA-A and realign the development limit to bound the revised site
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AM209

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

SNA-B, 47.6
& Snaith Inset
45 (& 149)

Proposed Change

SA Implications
would be mixed effects on this objective. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
increased in size to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Snaith. This change follows the removal
of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set
out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The implication of
removing this cap is that land for 245 dwellings (rather than
170 dwellings) is required in Snaith.

Amend text of policy:
'Policy SNA-B - Land East of Butt Lane and South of A1041 (2.70 3.85ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the southern boundary.; and
b. Avoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.'
Amend supporting text:
'This site has an estimated capacity of 57 98 dwellings and adjoins existing residential development. Additional
landscaping would be required to the southern boundary to help soften the impact of the development and integrate
it into the surrounding landscape. The southern boundary of the site is consistent with the southern extent of SNA-C
on the west side of Butt Lane follows the boundary of the adjacent GP surgery and this, combined with additional
landscaping, will ensure that the development does not lead to the coalescence of Snaith and West Cowick. It is
anticipated that access into the site would come from Butt Lane or the A1041. The southwestern part of the site is
located within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a) where built development should be avoided. Water
compatible uses, such as the public open space required as part of the development, should be located in this area.
This will also assist in maintaining a sense of openness on Butt Lane between Snaith and West Cowick.'
Amend policies map:

New site
(SNA-C) &
Snaith Inset
45

The extended site has been subject to a detailed site
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The
appraisal identifies that there would be minor adverseeffects
on SA objective 15 (to protect and enhance the countryside
and landscape quality). However, it does not change the
conclusion of the SA that there will be potential mixed effects
on this objective, which takes account that a gap and degree
of separation between Snaith and West Cowick would
remain.
The additional criterion which directs built development away
from Flood Zone 3a result in positive effects on SA objective
11 (To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing
in a way that reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion)
as the risk of flooding to the proposed development is lower.
The SA would continue to conclude potential positive effects
against this objective. No further SA required.

Amend extent of housing allocation SNA-B and realign the development limit to bound the revised site

AM210

The site has been redrawn to incorporate more land within
Flood Zone 1 and the policy requires built development to be
avoided in the area within Flood Zone 3a, in accordance with
national policy.

Add new policy:

This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Snaith. This change follows the removal
of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary Villages set
out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The implication of
removing this cap is that land for 245 dwellings (rather than
170 dwellings) is required in Snaith.

'Policy SNA-C – Land South of South Parkway (1.58ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the southern boundary; and
b. Avoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a'

A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.

Add supporting text:
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Proposed Change

SA Implications
'This site is well related to the main built up area of Snaith, located south of South Parkway and east of Oakdale Close.
Due to the shape of the site, development is expected to be in a linear form, with rear gardens facing the rear gardens
onto South Parkway. Part of the site, along the southern boundary, is also within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone
3a) where built development should be avoided. As a result, the indicative capacity for the site is 20 dwellings.
Additional landscaping will be required to the southern boundary to help soften the impact of the development and
integrate it into the surrounding area.'
Amend policies map:

AM211

48.2

Add new housing allocation SNA-C and realign the development limit to bound the new site
Amend text:
'South Cave is identified as a Primary Village in the Strategy Document and 160 85 new houses are proposed for the
village over the period to 2028/29. Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of
completed plots in the settlement since the start of the Plan period (10 dwellings), the Plan allocates three sites one
site for residential development....'

AM213

SCAV-A (c) &
48.4

Delete criterion from policy:

Amend supporting text:

48.4
(SCAV-A
supporting
text)

This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village of South Cave. This
change follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service
Centres and Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the
Strategy Document (which has been assessed separately as
part of the SA for the Strategy Document).
This amendment to policy SCAV-A (see assessment below)
and allocation of two new sites (see assessments of policies
SCAV-B and SCAV-C below) have been assessed separately so
no SA required for this modification.
This requirement has been removed to respond to the need
for more residential development land in South Cave. This
change follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service
Centres and Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the
Strategy Document.

'c. Retain an area of land at the eastern side as amenity open space; and'

AM214

The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.

'…Any impact on the Conservation Area could be mitigated by the retention of trees and hedgerows on the site. An
indicative site capacity of 80 120 dwellings is proposed to allow an area of land (approximately 1ha) at the eastern end
of the site to remain open and provide a link with the open land to the east and develop at a account for a lower
density development to reflect the character of the surrounding area.'
Amend text:
'...A small part of the allocation, which connects the site to Market Place, is within the Conservation Area.
Development would need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or
appearance of that area have regard to the, appearance and setting of the Conservation Area, in particular the
frontage of Market Place which is sensitive to change. Further guidance is provided in the South Cave Conservation
Area Appraisal. Any impact...'
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The removal of the open space requirement on the eastern
side of the site could potentially support objective 8 (to
encourage the more efficient use of land), though would not
change the conclusion of the SA that there are potential
mixed effects against this objective. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to heritage assets and
their settings. New evidence about the proposal indicates
that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative. The
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AM215

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

New site
(SCAV-B) &
South Cave
Inset 46

Proposed Change

SA Implications
amendment has the effect of reducing thse negative effects.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in South Cave. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 160 dwellings
(rather than 85 dwellings) is required in South Cave.

Add new policy:
'Policy SCAV-B – Land South of Bacchus Lane (1.13ha)
This site is allocated for housing use. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the southern and western boundaries; and
b. Retain the mature hedgerows within the site.'

A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.

Add supporting text:
'This site has an indicative capacity of 31 dwellings, and is bounded by development on three sides. It is well located
for the services and facilities along Market Place. Development would not significantly intrude into the open
countryside, though additional landscaping on the southern boundary of site will help to minimise any adverse impact.
The site is adjacent to the Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the Conservation Area. Guidance on this is provided in the
South Cave Conservation Area Appraisal. The western part of the sites contains strong hedgerows and these should be
retained as part of any proposal. Any removal of these hedgerows should only be to provide access into the site.'

The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.

Amend policies map:

AM216

New site
(SCAV-C) &
South Cave
Inset 46

Add new housing allocation SCAV-B and realign the development limit to bound the new site
Add new policy:

This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in South Cave. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 160 dwellings
(rather than 85 dwellings) is required in South Cave.

'Policy SCAV-C – Land North of The Stray (1.03ha)
This site is allocated for housing use. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the northern boundary.'
Add supporting text:
'This site, which has an indicative capacity of 28 dwellings, is bounded on three sides by residential development and it
would form a logical rounding off of this part of the village. Additional landscaping will be required along the northern
boundary to help integrate the development into the surrounding landscape and provide a soft edge to the
settlement. Development would need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the
character or appearance of the Conservation Area which adjoins the western boundary of the site. Guidance on this is
provided in the South Cave Conservation Area Appraisal.'
Amend policies map:
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A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.
The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.
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AM217

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

49.3

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Add new housing allocation SCAV-C and realign the development limit to bound the new site
Amend text:
'Stamford Bridge is identified as a Rural Service Centre in the Strategy Document and 295170 new houses are
proposed for the village over the period to 2028/29. Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the
number of completed plots in the settlement since the start of the Plan period (5 dwellings), the Plan allocates two
sites one site for residential development....'

AM218

New site
(SMB-B) &
Stamford
Bridge Inset
47

This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village of Stamford Green. This
change follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service
Centres and Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the
Strategy Document (which has been assessed separately as
part of the SA for the Strategy Document).
The amendments made to sites in Stamford Bridge have been
assessed separately (see SMB-B below), so no SA is required
for this modification.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Stamford Bridge. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 295 dwellings
(rather than 170 dwellings) is required in Stamford Bridge.

Add new policy:
'Policy SMB-B – Land North of A166 (6.50ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the eastern and northern boundaries;
b. Avoid any built development in the area of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a and 3b; and
c. Incorporate comprehensive sustainable drainage systems.'

A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.

Add supporting text:
'This site is located relatively close to the village centre on the northern side of the A166 (Roman Road) and has an
indicative capacity of 131 dwellings. To the south and south west corner is existing residential development, whilst the
River Derwent is to the west. As the site forms part of the rural approach to the village, landscaping will be required on
the eastern and northern boundaries to integrate the development into the landscape. The landscaping should also
provide a buffer between the development and the River Derwent nature Conservation Area. Due to the likelihood of
archaeological deposits associated with Roman occupation, an archaeological evaluation of the site will also be
required prior to any development taking place. The site is also close to the Conservation Area and proposals will need
to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area.
The western boundary of the site is located within an area of high flood risk (Flood Zone 3a and 3b) where built
development should be avoided. Water compatible uses, such as the public open space required as part of the
development, should be located in this area. The capacity of the site has been calculated to reflect this. Due to the
large size of the allocation, proposals should develop a comprehensive Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) drainage
plan for the site. Proposals will need to ensure that any issues associated with ponding of surface water on the site are
satisfactorily investigated and addressed. Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk
Management Team on SuDS requirements.'
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The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.
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Proposed Change

SA Implications
Amend policies map:

AM219

50.2

Add new housing allocation SMB-B and realign the development limit to bound the new site
Amend text:
'Swanland is identified as a Primary Village in the Strategy Document and 165 85 new houses are proposed for the
village over the period to 2028/29. Taking into account the number of existing commitments and the number of
completed plots in the settlement since the start of the Plan period (26 dwellings) the Plan allocates five four sites for
residential development....'

AM220

SWA-A & 50.4

The amendments made to sites in Swanland have been
assessed separately (see policies SWA-A, SWA-C and SWA-E
below), and so no SA assessment is required for this
modification.
This modification was introduced to reflect that additional car
parking provision for the playing fields can best be delivered
through the development of an alternative site (SWA-E)
which is required as result of needing additional sites.

Delete criterion from policy:
'c. Provide a car parking area within the site for use by visitors to the adjacent playing fields and community use
building.'
Amend supporting text:
'…This will help to minimise the impact of the development and integrate it into the surrounding landscape. The site
also provides the opportunity to help alleviate the parking and access restrictions that prevail in this part of the village
at certain times of the day/ week, in particular through the provision of additional car parking for the adjacent playing
fields and community use building. Access is expected to be provided via Westwold. The indicative capacity of the site
is 22 32 dwellings, which has been reduced to reflect the additional landscaping requirements and narrow width of the
site. It has also taken into account the need to provide a footway to Westwold and additional car parking.'

AM221

AM222

50.6
(SWA-B
supporting
text)

50.7

This modification was introduced to reflect the change to the
housing requirement for the village of Swanland. This change
follows the removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and
Primary Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document
(which has been assessed separately as part of the SA for the
Strategy Document).

Amend text:
'... Any development would need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character
or appearance of the Conservation Area have regard to the the character, appearance and setting of the Conservation
Area and to those elements features that contribute to the significance and setting of the adjacent Listed Church.
Retaining the existing trees on the site will help to preserve the character of the area and reduce impact on the setting
of the Church and the adjacent Conservation Area. Further guidance is provided in the Swanland Conservation Area
Appraisal. As this site is..'

Amend text:
96

This modification has implications for SA objective 21 (to
ensure adequate infrastructure provision for new
development), as additional car parking infrastructure will no
longer be provided as a part of the development of this site.
However, this would not change the conclusion of the SA that
there would be mixed effects on this objective, which takes
into account other infrastructure requirements. No further SA
required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and
provide a reference to the relevant Conservation Area
appraisal.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
and their settings) as the site adjoins the boundary of the
Conservation Area and the curtilage of the Grade II Listed
Congregational Chapel. The amendment has the effect of
reducing negative effects that have been identified but does
not change the conclusion of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to reflect that additional
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(SWA-C
supporting
text)

AM223

New site
(SWA-E) &
Swanland
Inset 48

Proposed Change

SA Implications
‘… The expected capacity for the site is restricted to about 15 30 dwellings, which takes account of the shape of the
site and the character of the surrounding area. Additional…’

Add new policy:
'Policy SWA-E – Land West of West Leys Road (4.44 ha)
This site is allocated for housing development. Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the western and southern boundaries;
b. Provide a car parking area within the site for use by visitors to the adjacent playing fields and community use
building. The new car park should be connected to the existing car park and accessed directly from West Leys Road;
and
c. Incorporate comprehensive sustainable drainage systems. '

dwellings can be delivered on site as demonstrated in current
application layout and to respond to need to deliver more
housing in Swanland.
The modification reflects amendments made to the expected
capacity for SWA-C. The increase in the capacity of the site
would help to support SA objective 8 (to encourage more
efficient use of land). However, this would not change the
conclusion of the SA that there may be mixed effects against
this objective, as the density of the development is still lower
than 30dph due to the need to reflect local characteristics
and the provision of landscaping. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced as this site has been
identified to respond to the need for more residential
development land in Swanland. This change follows the
removal of the 'cap' on Rural Service Centres and Primary
Villages set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The
implication of removing this cap is that land for 165 dwellings
(rather than 85 dwellings) is required in Swanland.
A detailed site assessment has been prepared and is
contained in Appendix A to this report.
The results of the SA assessment of this new site are
presented in the next section of this report.

Add supporting text:
'This site is located on the western side of West Leys Road, and it shares borders with the existing playground and
associated car park. Additional landscaping will be required along the western and southern boundaries to help
integrate the development into the surrounding landscape. Development of the site provides the opportunity to help
alleviate the parking and access restrictions that prevail in this part of the village at certain times of the day/ week, in
particular through the provision of additional car parking for the adjacent playing fields and community use building.
This must be provided as part of a proposal for the whole site and the car park should effectively be an extension to
the existing provision. The expanded car park should be accessed directly from West Leys Road with the current access
from Westwold stopped. The site has an indicative capacity of 62 dwellings reflecting the need to provide additional
car parking space.
Due to the large size of the allocation, proposals should develop a comprehensive SuDS drainage plan for the site.
Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on SuDS requirements.'
Amend policies map:
Add new housing allocation SWA-E and realign the development limit to bound the new site
97

East Riding Local Plan Modifications
Sustainability Appraisal Note
Ref.

AM224

Paragraph /
Policy / Map
WAL-A (a)

Proposed Change

SA Implications
Amend text:

This modification provides additional clarity on the
implementation of the policy.

'a. Retain the mature trees, and provide enhanced landscaping, on the boundaries of the site.'

AM226

WAL-B (a)

The provision of enhanced landscaping further supports SA
objective 15 (To protect and enhance the countryside and
landscape quality). However, it would not change the
conclusion of the SA that there would be mixed effects
against this objective. No further SA required.
This modification provides additional clarity on the
implementation of the policy.

Amend text:
'a. Retain the mature trees, and provide enhanced landscaping, on the boundaries and within the site.'

AM228

AM229

AM230

53.6
(WAL-C
supporting
text)

Amend text:

53.7
(WAL-D
supporting
text)

Amend text:

55.4
(WET-A
supporting
text)

Amend text:

'...As it is partly within the Conservation Area for Walkington, proposals must pay special attention to the desirability
of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the Conservation Area. Guidance on this is available from
the Council's Building Conservation Team. should have regard to the character, appearance and setting of the
Conservation Area. It is expected that...'

'...The site is adjacent to the Conservation Area and proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the Conservation Area Guidance on this is available from the
Council's Building Conservation Team. have regard to its character, appearance and setting. Additionally, a small
group...'

' ...Proposals on the remainder of the site would also need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of the Conservation Area. Guidance on this is provided in the Wetwang
Conservation Area Appraisal.have regard to the character, appearance and setting of the Conservation Area.'
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The provision of enhanced landscaping further supports
objective 15 (To protect and enhance the countryside and
landscape quality). However, it would not change the
conclusion of the SA that there would be mixed effects
against this objective. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to be caused to heritage
assets and their settings. New evidence about the proposal
indicates that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative.
The amendment has the effect of reducing these negative
effects. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as no harm was expected to heritage assets and
their settings. New evidence about the proposal indicates
that the effects for SA Objective 14 are negative. The
amendment has the effect of reducing these negative effects.
No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The sustainability appraisal had identified negative effects for
SA Objective 14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets
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Ref.

AM232

AM233

Paragraph /
Policy / Map

Proposed Change

SA Implications

55.7
(WET-B
supporting
text)

Amend text:

WITH-A, 57.6
& Withernsea
Inset 55

Amend text:

'...In addition, the site is adjacent to the Conservation Area for Wetwang and development must pay special attention
to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of that area. Guidance on this is provided in
the Wetwang Conservation Area Appraisal. should have regard to its character and appearance.'

'Policy WITH-A – Land East and South of Clearview, Hull Road (4.41 6.93ha)'
Amend supporting text:
'The site adjoins existing development along the eastern boundary and has an indicative capacity of 112 156
dwellings…'
Amend policies map:
Extend housing allocation WITH-A southwards to current built up area of Carr Meadows and realign the development
limit to bound the revised site
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and their settings) as the site is within the conservation area.
The amendment has the effect of reducing negative effects
that have been identified but does not change the conclusion
of the SA. No further SA required.
This modification was introduced to better reflect the
wording and requirements of section 72 of the Planning
(Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.
The original SA had identified neutral effects for SA Objective
14 (To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their
settings) as the site is adjacent to the conservation area. The
amendment has the effect of reducing these negative. No
further SA required.
This modification was introduced to support additional
housing delivery in Withernsea by extending a deliverable
site.
The extended site has been subject to a detailed site
appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The
modification results in an increase in housing capacity from
112 to 156 (39% increase) with an expansion of the site area
from 4.41ha to 6.93ha (57% increase). However, the increase
in the size of the site has not changed the results of the site
assessment, and the conclusions of the previously SA remain
valid for the enlarged site. No further SA assessment
required.
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3.

Assessment of New Sites

3.1

The modifications to the Proposed Submission Allocations Document allocate 9 new sites as set in
Table 3.1 below. In this chapter each of these allocations is assessed.

3.2

In addition, as a modification has been introduced to Policy COT-I and this policy was not
assessed in the SA Report of the Proposed Submission Allocations Document (due to site COT-I
being allocated as a special case to confirm the expansion of an existing business which already
has planning permission), its assessment is also included in this chapter. This is because if the
planning permission lapses, or a revised scheme is submitted, the conditions set in policy COT-I
will need to be tied to the expansion of the existing business.
Table 3.1– Proposed new sites

Policy
BEE-D
COT-M
FLA-D
NAF-C
SNA-C
SCAV-B
SCAV-C
SMB-B
SWA-E

Site’s name and size
Land East of Glebe Gardens (0.46ha)
Land North of Park Lane (3.88ha)
Land North of Woodcock Road (0.90ha)
Land at Tonks Removal Service, Station
Road (0.76ha)
Land South of South Parkway (1.58ha)
Land South of Bacchus Lane (1.13ha)

Settlement
Beeford
Cottingham
Flamborough
Nafferton

Land North of The Stray (1.03ha)

Snaith
South Cave
South Cave

Land South of A166 (6.50ha)
Land West of West Leys Road (4.44 ha)

Stamford Bridge
Swanland

Beeford
Table 3.2 - Proposed new housing allocation in Beeford

Site Policy

Site’s name and size

Policy text

Policy BEE-D

Land East of Glebe
Gardens (0.46ha)

This site is allocated for housing
development.

P o lic y BEE-D
3.3

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

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is a GP
surgery in Beeford and other health facilities are accessible by bus in Driffield. There is
accessible 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.
However, the adjacent site has planning permission for new development so contamination
issues should be addressed.
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•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is well related to the existing built form of the village and is surrounded by
development on three sides with land to the south benefiting from permission for housing
development. The site is accessible to most services and facilities available locally.

•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – The site supports good accessibility. Vehicular access is expected to be
from the development land to the south. The site will be within a walkable and cyclable
distance of key services and facilities, and a bus service that links Driffield.

•

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.

•

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 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 11 - To minimise the impacts of climate change by developing in a way that
reduces risk from flooding and coastal erosion – Not in a functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion. The majority of the site is a more vulnerable use within flood Zone 1,
although local flooding was recorded on the site in 2007. Development of the site could lead
to a potential increase in flood risk although Policy ENV6 of the Strategy Document will
provide mitigation against this effect through the requirement for development not to increase
surface water run off rates.

•

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. Beeford 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 the whole
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 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 – Some increase in the use of the private
car is likely to be inevitable. This effect may be slightly tempered, as there is a bus service to
Driffield.
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•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The development of the site will lead
to the loss of 100% Greenfield land. Development of the site would not lead to a minor loss of
the best and most versatile agricultural land.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – Site contains some trees/bushes and undergrowth providing varied
wildlife habitat. Existing features may not be retained or replaced. The development has
protected birds and bats recorded less than 500m away.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income. The site is below the
Government’s threshold for affordable housing (with the development creating10 dwellings or
more). Therefore it is unlikely to provide any affordable housing.

•

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 a result of the site development. The capacity of the site (5
dwellings) reflects the need to minimise any impact on the setting of St Leonards Church to
the north-west

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The site is
within the main body of the settlement, with residential development on three sides, and does
not affect natural landscapes.

•

Objective 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – This development is
within the 10% most deprived area zone (barriers to housing and services) but it would not
provide a specific regeneration or economic benefit.

•

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
3.4

Policy BEE-D performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 5
dwellings.

3.5

The relevant environmental considerations comprise some loss of Greenfield land; proximity to
protected bird and bat habitats; the existing contamination adjacent to the site and location within
flood risk Zone 1. The development would need infrastructure upgrade in the village.
Recommendations

3.6

The policy and its supporting text address the sustainability effects identified by the assessment,
when considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document. No
recommendations.
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Cottingham
Table 3.3- Proposed new housing allocation in Cottingham

Site Policy

Policy COT-M

Site’s name and size

Policy text

Land North of Park Lane
(3.88ha)

This site is allocated for housing
development. Proposals will be required
to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to
the northern and western
boundaries;
b. Avoid any built development in
that part of the site that is within a
surface water flood risk area; and
c. Demonstrate through the
submission of a Hydrogeological
Risk Assessment that the
development will not cause
unacceptable adverse harm to the
water source.'

Table 3.4- Employment allocation in Cottingham

Site Policy

Site’s name and size

Policy text
This site is allocated for the expansion of
an existing manufacturing business.

Policy COT-I

Land East of North Moor
Lane (14.1ha)

Demonstrate through the submission of a
Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that the
development will not cause unacceptable
adverse harm to the water source.

P o lic y COT-M
3.7

Policy COT-M allocates one single site for residential development. The site is an amalgamation of
two sub-sites: COT-M (i) and COT-M (ii). Each of the component sites has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall potential effects of
the Policy COT-M against the SA objectives are set out below.
Positive effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site relates
well to the town centre, which could encourage travel by foot, and could improve overall
health levels. 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 site is adjacent to
areas of open countryside, which could provide good access to areas of open space.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is adjacent to the existing urban area of Cottingham and close to the village
centre, where a wide range of services and facilities are available locally (see objective 3).
The settlement has good public transport links to the City of Hull including both bus and rail,
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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 settlement overall has good public transport links to the City of Hull
including both bus and rail, which could provide some benefits.

•

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 11
housing units or 1,001 sqm 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 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 some locally available services and
facilities. The site has access available to Park Lane. Junction improvements at Park Lane
and Northgate may be required.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The site has indicative capacity for 86
dwellings. The development of the site will lead to the loss of Greenfield land, which
comprises over 75% of the site. Development of the site would lead to a minor loss of the
best and most versatile agricultural land (grade 2). The site (COT-Mi) contains a small area
of infilled land in the south west corner and is also adjacent to a small depot in the south east
corner. There is also potentially contaminated land in the form of infilled ditches/drains along
the western, southern and a portion of the eastern boundary of the site (COT-Mii).This
potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning
conditions and/or suitable design/layout.

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources - The site is within Source
Protection Zone 1, although significant impacts will be limited due to the presence of a clay
layer. Proposals will need to demonstrate that development will not compromise the integrity
of the groundwater source, with particular attention to the construction phase of development
and the proposals for foul and surface water management. Development of the Greenfield
site could increase the potential for increased surface water runoff, which could lead to
increased pollutants entering watercourses. The policy requires that the site implements
regional sustainable drainage systems, which could help to protect 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. Additional
landscaping provided on the northern and western boundaries of the site will contribute to a
slight increase in carbon sink capacity.
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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 though
evidence of local flooding in 2007 and eastern part is in a high risk surface water area.. 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, or if on-site solutions can address the issues. This is necessary to ensure that
peak flows of surface water do not overwhelm the sewer system.

•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology - Legally protected species have been recorded within 500m of the site.
The site is within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site. It is considered that there would be no
significant effect or existing features could be retained.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Most of the
site is open in character. However, the policy requirement of providing additional landscaping
to the northern and boundaries, could minimise 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.

Negative effects
•

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

•

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.

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
3.8

Policy COT-M performed with mixed results in the assessment. The site is compatible with its
adjacent uses and comprises the development of over 75% Greenfield land.
Recommendations

3.9

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document.
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3.10

The site is located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 1 (inner zone). Significant
impacts are limited due to the presence of clay layer. Proposals will need to demonstrate that
development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source, with particular attention
to the construction phase of development and the proposals for foul and surface water
management. A hydrogeological risk assessment is required to understand the groundwater
conditions of the area and calculate the risk of pollution. Schemes will only be permitted if they are
designed in a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable level. Non-mains foul
drainage may prove to be unsuitable in some instances.

P o lic y COT-I
3.11

Policy COT-I identifies one employment site. The site has been subject to a detailed appraisal, the
results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall potential effects of the Policy COT-I 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 development of this site, which is adjacent to the substantial Swift Holdings
(UK) manufacturing complex, could lead to benefits in terms of employment opportunities
for local people.

•

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

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – This site is an employment site
extension for Swift Holdings (UK) who are a significant local employer. While the land will be
used for open storage uses this will support the continued growth and development of the
business and the employment opportunities it provides.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 3 - To improve accessibility and public transport links to key services and
employment areas – the site is adjacent to the substantial Swift Holdings (UK)
manufacturing complex, and it accessible from the A1079. It has good accessibility by public
transport, though due to its location outside of the settlement it is likely that the provate car
may be the main form of transport accessibility the site, which could have negative effects
on accessibility for all sectors of the community.

•

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 Character Assessment identifies that the landscape character as having a low
sensitivity to development and 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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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 outside of the
settlement 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
comprises 100% Greenfield land. And would lead to the minor loss of best and most
versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a).

•

Objective 9 - To improve the quality of local fresh water resources – the site is within Source
Protection Zone 1 (inner zone), though as the site is to be used for the open storage of
caravans it may be unlikely to present a significant risk to the aquifer.. The policy now
requires demonstration through the submission of a Hydrogeological Risk Assessment that
the development will not cause unacceptable adverse harm to the water source and this
should reduce negative effects identified.

•

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.

•

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 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – the development
of the site is unlikely to have a direct effect on health.

•

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

•

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 a suburban area
close to the City of Hull, 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.
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Policy Assessment Summary
3.12

Policy COT-I performed with mixed results in the assessment. Key constraints at the site relate to
biodiversity, flooding and its location within a groundwater Source Protection Zone. Proposals will
need to demonstrate that development will not compromise the integrity of the groundwater source
through a hydrogeological risk assessment. Schemes will only be permitted if they are designed in
a manner that will reduce the pollution risk to an acceptable level.
Recommendations

3.13

The policy and its supporting text address most of the environmental issues identified above, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document.

Flamborough
Table 3.5 - Proposed new housing allocation in Flamborough

Site Policy

Policy FLA-D

Site’s name and size

Land North of Woodcock
Road (0.90ha)

Policy text
This site is allocated for housing
development. Proposals will be required
to:
a.
Provide additional landscaping to the
northern and eastern boundaries;
and
c.
Incorporate or divert the existing
Public Right of Way that runs
through the site.

P o lic y FLA-D
3.14

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

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is a GP
Surgery within the village and further health facilities are located in Bridlington and accessible
by bus. The policy stipulates the provision of a link to the existing Public Right of Way along
the western boundary. This should promote active travelling and benefit public health.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is well related to the existing built form of the village and is surrounded by
residential development on two sides and represents a logical extension of the existing built
form, the site is accessible to most services and facilities available locally. 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 – There is a GP located in Flamborough and the site is adjacent to
settlement limit of the Primary Village. The nearby town of Bridlington, which is accessible by
bus, offers a wider range of employment opportunities and services for residents. Vehicular
access is expected to be taken from Craike Wells or Woodcock Road and to make provision
for pedestrian access; proposals should include a link to the existing Public Right of Way
along the western boundary. This can be accommodated within a proposal, though a minor
re-routing at the entrance to the site from Woodcock Lane may be required.
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•

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 20% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 11
housing units or 1,001 sqm 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 a functional floodplain or affected by
coastal erosion. The majority of the site is a more 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 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 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 and eastern 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; existing features can be retained other than the
peripheral hedgerows. The development is expected to have no effect on known protected
site or species.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – The
development will have a minor impact on landscape character. The site is already enclosed
by development on two sides. The Policy stipulates that additional landscaping would be
required along the northern and eastern boundaries to help soften the impact of the
development and will provide for a continuous screen in this part of Flamborough when taken
with the existing development at Craikewells and site FLA-A.

•

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. Flamborough 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 limited
capacity in the network as the whole settlement drains though the same sewage pumping
station.

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.
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•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is adjacent to the settlement limit;
however, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable. This effect may
be slightly tempered, as there is a bus service to Bridlington.

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity of the site is
24 dwellings. The development of the site will lead to the loss of 100% Greenfield land,
including a minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a).

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 - 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 – This development
would not provide a specific regeneration or economic benefit.

•

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
3.15

Policy FLA-D performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 24
dwellings.

3.16

The environmental considerations comprise some loss of Greenfield land, including a minor loss of
grade 2/3a agricultural land. The development would need infrastructure upgrade in the village.
Recommendations

3.17

The policy and its supporting text address all sustainability issues identified above, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document. No
recommendations.

Nafferton
Table 3.6 - Proposed new housing allocation in Nafferton

Site Policy

Policy NAF-C

Site’s name and size

Land at Tonks Removal
Service, Station Road
(0.76ha)

Policy text
This site is allocated for housing
development. Proposals will be required
to:
a. Retain the existing hedgerow and
planting on the northern boundary; and
b. Provide additional landscaping to the
eastern boundary.

P o lic y NAF-C
3.18

Policy NAF-C identifies one site for residential development. The site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall potential effects of
the Policy NAF-C against the SA objectives 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 surrounded by existing development with 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 – The site has near access to a bus stop to Driffield with the train station
south of the village. There is also a frequent bus service to Scarborough, Bridlington and Hull
which provide the residents of Nafferton with access to a wider range of services, facilities
and employment opportunities.

•

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 20% of
affordable housing (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is 11
housing units or 1,001 sqm or more).

•

Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The development of the site is
located on 100% Brownfield land.

•

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 development proposed is classified under more vulnerable use and is
located in Flood Zone 1.

•

Objective 16 - To ensure compatibility of existing and proposed neighbouring land uses Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses. The site has existing
residential development on three sides and presents an opportunity for some infill
development.

•

Objective 19 - To support the renaissance of rural areas – This would relate well to the built
character of Nafferton and have limited impact on the surrounding landscape. Additional
landscaping will be required along the eastern boundary in order to provide a soft edge to the
built form.

Mixed effects
•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – The site is
surrounded by existing development. There is a GP in the village and further health facilities
in Alfred Bean Hospital nearby at Driffield. The site is located on potentially contaminated
land as it was once a coal depot and is also located adjacent to a railway. Depending on the
extent of previous site investigations there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions
and/or a suitable design/layout to mitigate the risk of contamination.

•

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(s) serving this settlement. There is a
secondary school that can be accessed in Driffield by bus.

•

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
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landscaping provided on the eastern boundary 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. There is limited capacity at the receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 and further
work will need to be undertaken. Nafferton 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 Investment is
required in sewerage infrastructure in this area.

•

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. The Policy states that
proposals should ensure that they have special regard to the desirability of preserving the
setting of the Station House Listed Building adjacent to the site and the features of
architectural or historic interest it possesses.

Neutral or no direct effects
•

Objective 13 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and important wildlife habitats and to
conserve geology – No features on the site that are expected to be impacted by the
development. The peripheral hedgerows and tree belts should be retained or replaced to help
soften the impact of development and integrate it into the surrounding landscape.
Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – No significant
impact on landscape character due to the existing use although built development in the east
of the site would intrude into a predominately open area. The Policy requires retention of the
existing hedgerow and planting on the northern boundary and landscaping will be required
along the eastern boundary 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 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 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.

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 fringe;
therefore, some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.

•

Objective 18 - To increase diversity of employment – The site is occupied by industrial
employment uses. Development of the site could therefore lead to loss in employment.

Project Assessment Summary
3.19

Policy NAF-C performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for a relatively small
scale residential development. The site has an indicative capacity of 16 units that is compatible
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with its adjacent uses and located within the primary village with good access to local services and
facilities as a shop, public house, and primary school.
3.20

The development will provide additional landscaping to help integrate the development into the
surrounding landscape. The development would lead to loss of employment and place an
additional requirement upgrading school capacity and infrastructure utilities within Nafferton.
Recommendations
The Policy should state that the peripheral trees and hedgerows should be retained.

Snaith
Table 3.7 – Proposed new housing allocation in Snaith

Site Policy
Policy SNA-C

Site’s name and size
Land South of South
Parkway (1.58ha)

Policy text
This site is allocated for housing
development. Proposals will be require to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to the
southern boundary; and
b. Avoid any built development in the area
of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a.

P o lic y S NA-C
3.21

Policy SNA-C allocates one site for housing. The site has been subject to a detailed appraisal, the
results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall potential effects of the Policy SNA-C
against the SA objectives 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 town including the Marshes GP surgery, located
on Butt Lane. There is accessible open space throughout the town.

•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is well related to the main built up area of Snaith, located to the south of
South Parkway and east of Oakdale. 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 to the site would be available from Butt Lane. No significant
highway issues are anticipated. The site has reasonable access to the rest of the village and
is served by bus services to Goole and Selby.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located in an area where the
average house price is over eight times the average income. Affordable housing provision for
the site should reach 20% (the applicable threshold for the provision of affordable housing is
11 housing units or 1,001 sqm 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.

•

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

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 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).

•

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. Additional landscaping provided on the southern 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 – The site is not in functional floodplain or
affected by coastal erosion. The majority of the site is within Flood Zone 1 and a small area
of Flood Zone 3a is located on the southern boundary where development will be avoided.

•

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. The Policy states that additional
landscaping will be required to the southern boundary to help soften the impact of the
development and integrate it into the surrounding 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. 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.

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.

•

Objective 7 - To reduce the growth of road traffic – The site is located within the village fringe;
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 site has indicative capacity for 20
dwellings. The site is located on 100% Greenfield land. Minor loss of best and most versatile
agricultural land (Grade 2).

Neutral or no direct effects
•

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 is expected due to the development of any of the sites.
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•

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.

•

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

Policy Assessment Summary
3.22

Policy SNA-C performed relatively well in the assessment providing and is compatible with
adjacent uses. Access to community services in Snaith should be good.

3.23

Environmental effects, notably the minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade
2/) represent the greatest issue with this site. Additional landscaping will be required to the
southern boundary to help soften the impact of the development and integrate it into the
surrounding area.
Recommendations

3.24

The policy and its supporting text address the sustainability issues identified above, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document. No
recommendations.

South Cave
Table 3.8 - Proposed new housing allocations in South Cave

Site Policy

Policy SCAV-B

Policy SCAV-C

Site’s name and size
Land South of
Bacchus Lane
(1.13ha)

Land North of The
Stray (1.03ha)

Policy text
This site is allocated for housing use.
Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to
the southern and western
boundaries; and
b. Retain the mature hedgerows
within the site.
This site is allocated for housing use.
Proposals will be required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to
the northern boundary.

P o lic y S CAV-B
3.25

The Policy SCAV-B allocates one single site for housing development. The site is an
amalgamation of two sub-sites: SCAV-B (i) and SCAV-B (ii). Each of the component sites has
been subject to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall
potential effects of the Policy SCAV-B against the SA objectives 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 and other medical facilities are accessible by regular bus to
Hull. The site is accessible to open space around the village for recreation and leisure and
walking and cycling routes to help promote healthier lifestyles.
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•

•

•

•

•
•

Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups – The site is bounded on three sides by residential development and is well related
to the services and facilities along market place within the village. The village has a range of
services and facilities which include a sports centre, GP surgery, dentists, opticians, public
houses, a bank, a library and a range of shops. Further services are available by regular bus
service to Beverley, Elloughton-cum-Brough, Goole and 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 has good accessibility to key services and facilities in the
village and is accessible by a regular bus service. South Cave has excellent access to the
A63/M62, as well as links by bus to Beverley, Elloughton-cum-Brough, Goole, Hull, Melton
and York.
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 11
housing units or 1,001 sqm 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 development is a more 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 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 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 southern 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 (Peripheral hedgerows). The development has legally protected
species (Natterer's Bat - 2002, Vespertilionidae - 1987) recorded within 500m of this site.
Within 1km of 3 Local Wildlife Sites. The western part of the sites contains strong
hedgerows. The policy recommends that these should be retained as part of any proposal.
Any removal of these hedgerows should only be to provide access into the site.
Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – A Conservation
Area is adjacent to the boundary of the site. The Policy recommends that development and
proposals will need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the
character or appearance of the Conservation Area. Guidance on this is provided in the South
Cave Conservation Area Appraisal.
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 three sides. The Policy recommends that additional
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•

landscaping will be required along the southern boundary to help integrate the development
into the surrounding landscape and provide a soft edge to the settlement.
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. South 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 the whole
sewerage network within South Cave is at capacity and requires investment.

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 development will lead to some
increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable although this may be minimised
through the public transport links.
Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
31 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 2/3a).

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.
• 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
3.26

Policy SCAV-B performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 31
dwellings.

3.27

The concern with development of the site will need to be sensitive to the adjacent Conservation
area. The western part of the site contains strong hedgerows that will be retained as part of any
proposal. There would also need to be an increase in secondary school capacity serving the
village.
Recommendations

3.28

The Policy should confirm preferred access arrangements. Bacchus Lane is relatively narrow and
the potential capacity may need to be different to that assumed in normal development
assumptions.

P o lic y S CAV-C
3.29

The Policy SCAV-C allocates one single site for housing development. The site has been subject
to a detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall potential effects
of the Policy SCAV-C against the SA objectives 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 and other medical facilities are accessible by regular bus to
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•

•

•

•

•
•

Hull. The site is accessible to 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 bounded on three sides by residential development and is well related
to the services and facilities within the village. The Village has a range of services and
facilities which include a sports centre, GP surgery, dentists, opticians, public houses, a
bank, a library and a range of shops. Further services are available by regular bus service to
Beverley, Elloughton-cum-Brough, Goole and 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. South Cave has excellent access to
the A63/M62, as well as links by bus to Beverley, Elloughton-cum-Brough, Goole, Hull,
Melton and York.
Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within area where ratio of
average house price is over 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 11
housing units or 1,001 sqm 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 development is a more 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 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 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 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – A Conservation
Area adjoins the western boundary of the site. The Policy recommends that development
would need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the
character or appearance of the Conservation Area which adjoins the western boundary of
the site. Guidance on this is provided in the South Cave Conservation Area Appraisal.
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 three sides. The Policy recommends that additional
landscaping will be required along the northern boundary to help integrate the development
into the surrounding landscape and provide a soft edge to the settlement.
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
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accommodate proposed growth. South 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 the whole
sewerage network within South Cave is at capacity and requires investment.
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 development will lead to some
increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable although this may be minimised
through the public transport links.
Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
28 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 2/3a).

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 – The development of the site will have no significant effect or existing
features can be retained (Peripheral hedgerows).
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.
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
3.30

Policy SCAV-C performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development of 28
dwellings.

3.31

Development of the site will need to be sensitive to the nearby Conservation area. There would
also need to be an increase in secondary school capacity serving the village.
Recommendations

3.32

The policy and its supporting text address the sustainability issues identified above, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document. No
recommendations.

Stamford Bridge
Table 3.9 - Proposed new housing allocation in Stamford Bridge

Site Policy

Site’s name and size

Policy text
This site is allocated for housing
development. Proposals will be required to:

Policy SMB-B

Land South of A166 (
6.50ha)

a. Provide additional landscaping to the
eastern and northern boundaries;
b. Avoid any built development in the area
of the site that is within Flood Zone 3a: and
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c. Incorporate comprehensive sustainable
drainage systems.

P o lic y S MB-B
3.33

Policy SMB-B allocates one single site for residential development. The site has been subject to a
detailed appraisal, the results of which are shown in Appendix A. The overall potential effects of
the Policy SMB-B against the SA objectives 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 and other medical services in York are accessible by bus. 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 relatively close to the village centre on the northern side of the
A166 (Roman Road) with some services and facilities available locally. The site is located
within an area classified as some of the 10% most deprived areas in the country (barriers to
housing and services).

•

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 regular bus service links to York.

•

Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – The site is located within an area where the
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
11 housing units or 1,001 sqm or more).

•

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 is no need to
increase the capacity of the secondary school serving this settlement. There is a primary
school in the village. The secondary school is located in Pocklington.

•

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 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 and eastern 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 majority of the site is a more vulnerable
use within Zone 1. A small area to the western edge is within zones 2,3a and 3b. The Policy
states that proposals should develop a comprehensive Sustainable Drainage Systems
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(SuDS) drainage plan for the site. Proposals will need to ensure that any issues associated
with ponding of surface water on the site are satisfactorily investigated and addressed.
Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team on
SuDS requirements.
•

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 and copse of trees to western boundary. Bats (2005) and Otters (2002) < 500m.

•

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. 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. Proposals should develop a
comprehensive SuDS drainage plan for the site.

Negative effects
•

Objective 6 - To improve air quality - Air quality is acceptable. 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 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 linking the village to York.
Strategic capacity issues identified for the A166 / A64 Grimston Bar Interchange nearby with
improvements needed.

•

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

•

Objective 14 - To conserve and enhance heritage assets and their settings – The site is
adjacent to a Conservation Area. The Policy states that due to the likelihood of
archaeological deposits associated with Roman occupation, an archaeological evaluation of
the site will also be required prior to any development taking place and that proposals will
need to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character and
appearance of the Conservation Area.

•

Objective 15 - To protect and enhance the countryside and landscape quality – Would
introduce built form of development into open and rural approach to the village. The River
Derwent is located to the north-west of the site. The Policy recommends that additional
landscaping will be required along the northern and eastern boundaries to help integrate the
development into the surrounding landscape and provide a soft edge to the settlement. The
landscaping should also provide a buffer between the development and the River Derwent
nature Conservation 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 17 - To maintain and strengthen the economy of East Riding – This development is
within the 10% most deprived area zone (barriers to housing and services) but it would not
provide a specific regeneration or economic benefit.
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•

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
3.34

Policy SMB-B performed relatively well in the assessment providing one site for a residential
development with 131 dwellings. 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.

3.35

The key constraints on the site relate to landscaping and to the loss of Greenfield land (although
this would not lead to the loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land) and that
development could potentially affect local heritage and species.
Re c o m m e n d a tio n s

3.36

The policy and its supporting text address the environmental and heritage issues identified, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document. No
recommendations.

Swanland
Table 3.10 - Proposed new housing allocation in Swanland

Site Policy

Policy SWA-E

Site’s name and size

Policy text

Land West of West
Leys Road (4.44 ha)

This site is allocated for housing
development. Proposals will be
required to:
a. Provide additional landscaping to
the western and southern
boundaries.
b. Provide a car parking area within
the site for use by visitors to the
adjacent playing fields and
community use building. The new car
park should be connected to the
existing car park and accessed
directly from West Leys Road; and
c. Incorporate comprehensive
sustainable drainage systems.

P o lic y S WA-E
3.37

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

•

Objective 1 - To improve levels of health and reduce health inequalities – There is a GP
surgery in Swanland, 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.
Objective 2 - To reduce social exclusion and improve equality of opportunity amongst social
groups –. The Village has a small range of services and facilities available locally. Further
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•

•

•

•
•

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 south-west and North
Ferriby to the south.
Objective 4 - To improve housing affordability – This 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 11
housing units or 1,001 sqm 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 more vulnerable use within Zone 1. The
Policy states that proposals should develop a comprehensive Sustainable Drainage Systems
(SuDS) drainage plan for the site. Proposals will need to ensure that any issues associated
with ponding of surface water on the site are satisfactorily investigated and addressed.
Advice is available from the Council's Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team
on SuDS requirements.
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 is a need to increase
the capacity of the secondary school serving this settlement.
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. 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 two sides. The development would not close the gap
between Swanland and North Ferriby. 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
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Works prior to the release of the Yorkshire Water AMP6 investment plan in 2015 and 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. The development of the
site provides the opportunity to help alleviate the parking and access restrictions that prevail
in this part of the village at certain times of the day/ week, in particular through the provision
of additional car parking for the adjacent playing fields and community use building. The
Policy states that this must be provided as part of a proposal for the whole site and the car
park should effectively be an extension to the existing provision. The expanded car park
should be accessed directly from West Leys Road with the current access from Westwold
stopped.
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 development of the site will lead to
some increase in the use of the private car is likely to be inevitable.
Objective 8 - To encourage more efficient use of land – The indicative capacity on the site is
62 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).

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.
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
3.38

Policy SWA-E performed relatively well in the assessment providing housing development for 62
dwellings considering the additional landscaping.

3.39

The concern with development of the site will need to be sensitive to proximity to wildlife (legally
protected species). The area would need additional infrastructure upgrades.
Recommendations

3.40

The policy and its supporting text address the sustainability issues identified above, when
considered in conjunction with the policies set out in the Strategy Document. No
recommendations.
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4.

Conclusions

4.1

A number of modifications have been made to the Proposed Submission Strategy and Allocations
Documents through the Local Plan Examination in Public. Those modifications that could have
implications for the Sustainability Appraisal Report for either the Strategy or Allocations Document
have been the subject of Sustainability Appraisal (SA) in this Note. All other modifications, which
are of a much more minor nature, have effectively been screened out as having no implications for
the SA Report of either the Strategy or Allocations Document.

4.2

In general, the SA results indicate that the modifications that have been made to the policies
and/or their supporting text have enhanced the sustainability of both documents.

4.3

In terms of Strategy policies, enhancements have been made to the level of protection to be
afforded to the Humber Estuary Special Area of Conservation, as modified policy S6(B) now
requires development to preserve or enhance elements which contribute to the significance of the
historic assets in the area, creating a stronger mechanism of protection. Additional detail and
clarity has been provided in the six Sub-Area policies on the necessary infrastructure requirements
for development sites including additional sewage treatment works capacity, primary and
secondary school capacity and the provision of new primary schools as necessary and on the
requirement for improvements to walking, cycling and public transport facilities and this is
welcomed from an SA perspective.

4.4

Enhancements that have been made to several Allocations policies include the avoidance of built
development in Flood Zone 3a or in significant flood hazard areas, the incorporation of SUDS into
major development proposals, the consideration of Source Protection Zones through the
requirement for the submission of Hydrogeological Risk Assessments for relevant applications,
and the requirement to schemes to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of Conservation Areas.

4.5

There are a few instances, however, where a slight weakening of approaches has occurred in
terms of sustainability of Strategy policies. This is the case with the regards to a lesser emphasis
on reusing brownfield land (although re-use of suitable previously developed land will still be
encouraged in accordance with the National Planning Policy Framework) through modified policies
S3(B), S4(a) and S5(G). Also, the increase in the number of dwellings in Rural Service Centres
and Primary Villages will predominantly result in further development of Greenfield Land; policies
allocate eight new sites (new Allocation policies BEE-D, FLA-D, NAF-C, SNA-C, SCAV-B, SCAVC, SMB-B and SWA-E) and the allocations for seven sites have been extended through policies
HSM-A, KEY-A, LEV-A, FER-B, PRES-B, SNA-A and SNA-B. The new sites have been the
subject of SA and the SA implications of the site extensions have been considered. For both new
and extended sites no major sustainability constraints have been identified, apart from their
location on Greenfield Land, and it is considered that the proposed policies will address the
sustainability issues that have been identified.

4.6

Taking into account the modifications’ assessments, the Strategy and the Allocations Documents
continue to perform with mixed positive and negative sustainability effects, with a prevalent and
slightly increased number of positive effects. Generally, a substantial number of significant
beneficial effects continue to be predicted against the social and economic SA objectives. This
includes effects relating to health inequalities, crime and the fear of crime, social exclusion and
equality of opportunities accessibility and public transport links to key services and facilities,
housing mix and affordability, educational achievements, skills and diversity of employment,
strengthening the economy and supporting rural renaissance.

4.7

A number of the SA environmental objectives continue to benefit from the implementation of the
Strategy and Allocations Documents. Significant positive effects are expected to arise in relation
adaptation to climate change effects and coastal erosion and reducing carbon based energy.
However, in some instances the results are not clear-cut as a number of the SA objectives,
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including the ones pertaining to traffic growth, waste arising, carbon based energy, levels of
greenhouse gas emissions, water quality, biodiversity and habitats, heritage assets and
landscape, are likely to continue to experience a mixture of positive and negative effects despite
the increased levels of mitigation that are proposed through some of the modifications in order to
reduce the significance of negative effects. This is explained by the amount of new development to
be delivered during the plan period and its implications in terms of resource and materials
consumption levels and pressures placed on ecosystem services and the natural, landscape and
heritage assets. In addition, the rural nature of the district continues to make it challenging to foster
a significant shift towards more sustainable transport modes.
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Appendix A – Site Assessments
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ALD-B (ALD3)
Question
Basic Information
Land bid number Existing Local Plan allocation
Site area (ha) 0.89
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Rural Service Centre. Within development limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
over 75% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
3
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
More vulnerable use within Zone 1
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Grass snakes and bats found within 500m
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Small part of western side of the site is within the Conservation Area. The buildings on North Street are adjacent to the Conservation Area
Heritage Assets (12)
(-)
Within built form of village. Could improve character by removal of modern non-traditional farm buildings and retention/re-use of older ones on
Built Character (13)
(+)
Not within natural landscape
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
+++
The site is on land identified as potentially contaminated land as it is a farm/piggery. A contaminated land risk assessment, combined with suitable
Contaminated Land (19)
design and layout of the proposed development will be required to deal with any risks posed to the development by this landuse.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that required by the
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. There is no capacity at
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
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
with YW to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Aldbrough 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. No issues
with the sewer network identified by Yorkshire Water or the Councils flood risk officers for this site.
No significant highways issues anticipated
Highway Network Capacity (25)
(0)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Community Facilities (27)
(0)
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
N/A
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
(0)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
Affordable Housing (30)
(+)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
None known
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
None known
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years Retain and convert older fontage buildings
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AWK-B (AWK23)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 82, 313, 1049
Site area (ha) 19.05
Proposed use Residential
Date received 15/10/1999, 09/07/1997, 12/09/2005
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
80% greenfield.
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
More vulnerable use within Zone 1 + local flooding (2007)
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
The site would support sub area policy, the vision and the role of the settlement by accommodating housing growth on a suitable site.
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Bats (2005) within 500m
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Large stand of trees on part of site and around former pit area. Also some field edge hedgerows unlikely to be entirely retained within site.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Built form of settlement on three sides already. Significant gradient of site rising land up from Beverley Road needs careful attention.
Built Character (13)
(0)
Within area of medium quality landscape (LCA 2013) and having greater capacity to absorb built development to the eastern part of the defined area.
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
The site contains an area of potentially contaminated land in the form of a suspected infilled area of land in the centre of the site. Should this site be
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
considered for development appropriate planning conditions will be imposed which require a risk assessment and probably a site investigation to
determine the extent of any contamination. There may also be geotechnical concerns for the site should there be a significant depth of fill. 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.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that required by the
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The receiving Waste Water Treatment
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Anlaby, Willerby, and Kirk Ella are 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 Within the vicinity of the site the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity available to
accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge from this proposal therefore development would need to fund improvements, and that due to the
location of the proposed development it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. The Council's flood risk
management officers considered that mega water storage (around 20,000m3) would be required to develop this and adjacent sites.
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)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Additional arm to existing roundabout preferred. Right turning lane required if any access to Beverley Road. Strategic capacity issues identified for the
A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant to proposed use.
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Reasonable rounding off for settlement. Retain copses of trees and additional landscaping to western boundary required.
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AWK-C (AWK19)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 31
Site area (ha) 9.49
Proposed use Residential
Date received 06/11/1997
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
Flood Risk (8)
6*
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)

Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(0)

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)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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
Insumountable Constraints (31)
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% greenfield.

100% More vulnerable use within Zone 1 + local flooding
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Willerby and Cottingham, the presence of the existing development to the west on Ellerker
Rise provides some mitgation 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.
Bats (2005) within 500m
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgrows.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Willerby and Cottingham, the presence of the existing development to the west on Ellerker
Rise provides some mitgation to this and reduces any coalescence impact. Could form new northern extent of the settlement with the addition of a
substantial planting belt to the north which will help to estabish a new soft edge to the urban form of the settlement. Overall impact would therefore be
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Willerby and Cottingham, the presence of the existing development to the west on Ellerker
Rise provides some mitgation to this. Could form new northern extent of the settlement with the addition of a substantial planting belt to the north which
will help to estabish a new soft edge to the urban form of the settlement. Overall impact would therefore be limited.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (part Grade 3a) Also part Grade 3b.
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
The site contains the following areas of potentially contaminated land, a farm and associated out buildings in the southern portion of the site and small
areas of infilled land on the western boundary of the site. Depending on the layout of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate
conditions to be imposed to assess the potential for contamination migration from the farm area and the infilled 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 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.
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. Anlaby, Willerby, and Kirk Ella are 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. The Council's flood risk
management officers recommended that this site should not be developed due to additional surface water risks it may pose. However it could improve
the situation if attenuated. Yorkshire Water has advised there is adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul
water flows from the proposal site.
Site could be accessed from Well Lane. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant to proposed use.
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Intrusion into open gap but not narrowing gap due to presence of Ellerker Rise development to west. Require new planting belt to north.
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AWK-D (AWK38)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1971
Site area (ha) 3.83
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
5
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
4
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Built Character (13)
(0)
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Within settlement limit.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
over 75% Previously developed land

More vulnerable use withn flood zone 1. Some evidence of local flooding (2007) adjacent to site to the north.
The site would support sub area policy, the vision and the role of the settlement by accommodating housing growth on a suitable brownfield site.
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets
Unlikely to result in harm to built 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
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Land not 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 greehouse 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.
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. Anlaby, Willerby, and Kirk Ella are 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 advised
there is adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from the proposal site.

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
Insumountable Constraints (31)
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)

No significant highway issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant to proposed use.
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
0 - 5 years

No known constraints
No known constraints
Previously developed land (redundant school site) within development limits. Retain access through to playing fields to south.
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AWK-F (AWK2)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1025, 1418
Site area (ha) 9.18
Proposed use Residential
Date received 12/9/2005, 1/10/2007
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset. Listed buildings (Tranby Croft) to west of site will need to be protected.
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% greenfield. (Former army camp with some ground level features but these have now blended into the natural landscape over the process of
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
More vulnerable use within Zone 1
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Whilst the development of this site would encroach into the open gap between AWK and Hessle, the presence of Hull Collegiate School on Tranby
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Ride to west and the ribbon of develoment along Beverley Road to the east provide some mitigation to the coalescence issue. A suitable low density
development that retained trees and provided a planting belt to the south would not result in a serious intrusion into the open area. The site would
therefore support sub area policy, the vision and the role of the settlement by accommodating housing growth on a suitable site.
Bats (1994) within 500m
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Many trees, all protected by TPOs. Open setting for trees significant factor. Low density development to retain the important trees and the additional
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
planting to the southern boundary would avoid significant impact.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets. Listed buildings (Tranby Croft) to west of site will need to be protected.
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Whilst the development would intrude into the open gap, the presence of Hull Collegiate School on Tranby Rise to west and the ribbon of develoment
Built Character (13)
(0)
along Beverley Road to the east provide some mitigation to the issue of coalescence and the new planting required will help to establish a new soft
edge to the settlement. Overall impact on built character of the settlement will therefore be limited.
If existing trees are retained and a new planting belt provided to the south, the oevrall impact would be limited. Within an area identified as having a
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
medium landscape sensitivity in the Landscape Character Asessment (2013) and whwre some limited small scale infill may be possible on southern
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Part Grade 2 - part Urban)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is a small area of potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
on the eastern boundary. This is an area of infilled land. Development would be subject to appropriate planning conditions and a contaminated land
risk assessment would be required to ascertain the likelihood (or extent) of any migration of contamination from the infilled ditch.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
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.
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The existing waste water treatment works
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(0)
has sufficient capacity to accommodate proposed growth. Anlaby, Willerby, and Kirk Ella are 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 advised
there is adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from the proposal site. However it also
previously identified that this area has drainage problems that require further investigation and require a better idea on the level of development.
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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+++)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Visibility restricted on Beverley Road + possible pedestrian crossing required. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with
improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant to proposed use.
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Reduce density to retain trees and proivde planted buffer strip to south.
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AWK-G (i) (AWK4)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 56, 86, 725, 748, 792, 1666, 1673
Site area (ha) 3.95
Proposed use Residential
Date received 13/06/2000, 27/04/1998, 03/02/2005, 24/03/2005, 20/05/2005, 07/07/2010, 08/07/2010
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% greenfield.
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
3
Majority of site more vulnerable use within Zone 1 (6).
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Whilst the site does intrude into the open gap between AWK and Hessle, the presence of ribbon development along Lowfield Road to the west and
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
First Lane to the east provides some mitgation to this and helps to reduce 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.
Bats (2004) within 500m
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Part of site (NE quarter) has significant trees. Development could avoid significant harm/loss.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Anlaby and Hessle, the presence of ribbon development along Lowfield Road to the west and
Built Character (13)
(0)
First Lane to the east provides some mitgation to this and reduces any coalescence impact. Could form new southern extent to Anlaby with a more
sympathetic development and southern boundary than the current rear elevations and gardens present. Overall impact would therefore be limited.
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Anlaby and Hessle, the presence of ribbon development along Lowfield Road to the west and
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
First Lane to the east provides some mitgation to this. Could form new southern extent of Anlaby with a more sympathetic development and southern
boundary than the current rear elevations and gardens. Overall impact would therefore be limited.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (part Grade 2). Part Urban
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
The site contains a very small area of potentially contaminated land as there was once a tank present on the site, this is in the far western portion of the
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
site. The contents of the tank are unknown. If the contents of the tank can be determined and these found to be low risk then the development could
proceed without the need for further conditions. However, if the tank contents remain unknown or are shown to be potentially contaminating then
appropriate conditions will be imposed seeking further investigation.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
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.
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The receiving Waste Water Treatment
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Anlaby, Willbery, and Kirk Ella are 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 due to the location of the proposed development it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network
will incur additional costs. It also previously identified that this area has drainage problems that require further investigation and require a better idea on
the level of development. The Council's flood risk management officers considered that significant compensatory measures would be needed to
develop this site or a flood allevation scheme.
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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)

Site can be accessed from Lowfield Road via AWK5 portion of the wider AWK-G allocation. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby
with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No loss of existing facilities.
Not relevant to poposed use.
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

No known constraints
No known constraints
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Deliverability (33)

0 - 5 years

Intrusion into open gap but not narrowing gap due to presence of development to west. Need planted buffer strip to south and avoid flood zone 3a
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AWK-I (AWK39)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 965
Site area (ha) 1.91
Proposed use Employment
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
5
6 or 5
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6 or 2
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8) -1.5 or -2.5
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Built Character (13)
(+)
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)
(0)
N/A
(0)

Highway Network Capacity (25)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
Community Facilities (27)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)

(0)
(0) or N/A
(0)
(0) or N/A

Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)

(+++)

Affordable Housing (30)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insumountable Constraints (31)
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Within settlement limit.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
over 75% Previously developed land
6 for employment use, 5 for housing use
6 for employment use, 2 for housing use
Less vulnerable (employment) or more vulnerable use (residential) uses within flood zone 3a with some evidence of flooding on the site during 2007.
Development would support settlement vision. Redvelopment of previously developed land within existing built up area.
Bats (2004) + Birds (2008) within 500m
The only substantial vegetation is on the northern boundary of the site which can be retained
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets.
Development of the site would result in an enhancement of a partially reduntant disused site.
Within urban area
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Urban)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent retail and employment uses, some mitigation may be necessary if residential use is
Potential contamination from historic use as general works and railway. 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 greehouse gas emissions
No loss of public open space or impact on a public right of way.
Not relevant for employment use.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Anlaby, Willbery, and Kirk Ella are 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 issues with the sewer network identified by Yorkshire Water or the Councils flood risk officers for this site.
Access available on to Springfield Way
Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network. Not relevant to housing uses.
No loss or gain of community facility
Depends on the precise use of the site. If office uses do not form the predominant use then the site is unlikely to have an impact on the vitality and
viability of an existing centre.
Development would significantly help achieve the aims of East Riding Economic Development Strategy as site is recommended for allocation for
employment use in the Employment Land Review.
Not relevant for employment use.
No known constraints
No known constraints
Extant planning permission on site (including adjacent land) development already commenced so pp will never lapse.
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BEE-D (formerly part BEE8)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 371, 661, 906, 1531
Site area (ha) 0.47
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Rural Service Centre. Within/adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening
No
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
No
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
3
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
More vulnerable use within Zone 1 and evidence of local flooding (2007)
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Birds & Bats < 500m
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Site contains some trees/bushes and undegrowth providing varied wildlife habitiat.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Site within main body of settlement with residential development on three sides but outside of existing development limits. Site to the south has
Built Character (13)
(0)
planning permission for residential development.
Not within natural landscape.
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(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
Contaminated Land (19)
was once a garage to the south of the site. The site to the south now has planning permission for residential development.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or PROW or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
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.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Beeford 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 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.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
(0)
N/A
Housing proposal
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Community Facilities (27)
(0)
N/A
Housing proposal
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
Within the 10% most deprived area zone but this development would not provide a specific regeneration or economic benefit.
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
(0)
Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income. However, capacity of site is unlikley to deliver affordable
Affordable Housing (30)
(0)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
No known constraints
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
No known constraints
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years Site can be accessed via approved development to the south and development would allow for a rounding off of the settlement.
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Former BEV-G (BEV9)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 650
Site area (ha) 0.28
Proposed use Residential
Date received 16/09/2004
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
5
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
3
6
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
(-)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
Heritage Assets (12)
(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)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(0)
No
Yes
Not
developable

Reasoning

Princpal Town. Within settlement.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
over 75% Greenfield land (dwelling in NE corner)
More vulnerable use within flood zone 1 (adjacent to area affected by flooding 2007)
Would support settlement vision and sub-area policy. Greenfield site in suitable location within existing setlement limit.
Frogs, Water Vole and Bats <500m
A number of trees hedges and other vegetation would be affected as a result of development. Small site so limited capacity to retain.
Line of orignal 'Town Ditch' runs through the northern part of the site and would need to be avoided. May reduce the developable area of site.
The site is within an exeisting built up area and already enclosed by residential dwellings. The site is not considerd to be a key area of open space.
Development of the site would have a minor impact on the built character of the area.
Not within the natural landscape
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Small site - not in agricultural use.
Site within Zone III (total catchment)
The site is bounded by dweillings - the proposed use of the site is compatible with the surrounding uses.
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
an infilled ditch to the north and the former tannery to the north east. Development would be subject to appropriate planning conditions and a
contaminated land risk assessment would be required to ascertain the likelihood (or extent) of any migration of contamination from the former tannery in
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.
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 with YW to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. 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. No issues with the sewer network identified by Yorkshire Water or the Councils flood risk officers for this site.
Access would need to be taken through recent development scheme to north (Keldgate Bar)
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed or loss of facilites
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Under size threshold
Site owner unwilling to bring site forward
Site owner unwilling to bring site forward
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BRID-E (BRID1)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Comments

Land bid number 1251, 776, 810, 1574
Site area (ha) 17.02
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Principal town. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
3
Flood zone 1. 55% site in groundwater emergence area, and Bessingby Beck runs through the site. More vulnerable use.
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Would support vision by accommodating housing growth on a suitable greenfield site and by strengthening role of town.
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site. Bessingby Beck runs through the site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Development unlikley to have a harmful impact upon a heritage asset.
Heritage Assets (12)
(-)*
Would extent the built extent of Bridlington into open land. *Significant impacts could be mitigated.
Built Character (13)
(0)
Assessed as low landscape sensitivity in the Landscape Character Assessment (2013) with some ability to accept low rise new development.
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(-)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a) (as developable area is under 20ha)
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Within close proximity to waste water treatment plant and railway line; may reduce net developable area and would require mitigation through site
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
layout and design. Odour report submitted to demonstrate appropriate distance to be left between developed parts of site and WWTW expansion land.
Parts of site are potentially contaminated. Development would remediate the site.
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
(0)
Partly within sand and gravel safeguarding area - pre-extraction possible
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions beyond normal standards.
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
No existing POS. Concept masterplan submitted with land bid indicates opportunities to exceed standard open space requirements.
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(+)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary school(s) serving this settlement.
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)

(-)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(+)
(+++)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required.
Two junctions to Kingsgate preferable.
Not applicable to housing use
No community facilities lost or provided.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
Population growth will help support the regeneration of the town.
Within area where ratio of average house price is over 8 times the average income.
No known constraints
No known constraints
Additional planting and locate OPS at SE end in order to mitigate effects of Sewage works. Original site area amended in order to maintain appropriate
separation distance to WWTW land.
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COT-A(i) (COT27 + COT60a)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 821
Site area (ha) 5.1
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
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)

No
No
No
1
6
1
3
+++

Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(0)

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)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Site is somewhat remote from existing settlement limit. However, proximity to the school and other preferred sites
mitigates this issue in this instance
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Flood Zone 1 + evidence of local surface water flooding 2007 ( Eastern corner of sitepart)
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
requirement.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. No sites with Biodiversity value within 1km.
The site has by a variety of trees hedgerows and shubs (TPO to southern boundary) although these could be retained in their entirety
No harm to any heritage assets
Remote from main settlement and urban form therefore minimal impact on built character. Would extend development into open green space outside
settlement. However, proximity to the school and other preferred sites mitigates this issue in this instance
Landscape Character Assessment (2013) assesses the area as high landscape sensitivity but with some capacity to accept low rise development that
respects the existing built form. The area is well screened from the road by the tree belts, which can be retained.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
The site contains a small area of potentially contaminated land, namely a farm in the north eastern corner of the site. 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 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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
No significant highways issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Retain tree belts to south
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COT-A(ii) (COT28)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1587
Site area (ha) 0.63
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
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)

No
No
No
1
6
1
6
+++

Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(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)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Site is somewhat remote from existing settlement limit. However, proximity to the school and other preferred sites
mitigates this issue in this instance
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Flood Zone 1
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
requirement.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. No sites with Biodiversity value within 1km.
The site has by a variety of trees hedgerows and shubs (TPO to southern boundary) although these could be retained in their entirety
No harm to any heritage assets
Remote from main settlement and urban form therefore minimal impact on built character. Would extend development into open green space outside
settlement. However, proximity to the school and other preferred sites mitigates this issue in this instance
Landscape Character Assessment (2013) assesses the area as high landscape sensitivity but with some capacity to accept low rise development that
respects the existing built form. The area is well screened from the road by the tree belts, which can be retained.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
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 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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
No access to public highway shown at present - would need to take access via COT27. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with
improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Retain tree belts to south
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Former COT-B (COT17 and COT17r)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 328, 943, 1287, 1558
Site area (ha) 3.89
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
3
Majority in Flood Zone 1 (small section to NE in zone 3a) + evidence of local flooding 2007
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
Settlement Vision (9)
+++
requirement.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. (adjacent to TPO on SW boundary)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets. Grade II* listed buildings at The Lawns to the south of site. Proposals need to avoid harm to their setting.
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Poorly related to main village area although development of this site would help to link the Badgers Wood development into the urban form of the
Built Character (13)
(0)
settlement.
On the edge of open countryside - but also adjoining houses, large areas of glasshouses and University buildings to south. Lansdcape Character
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Asessment (2013) defines the landscape sensitivity as low.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Within Zone 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
The site contains small areas of infilled land along the northern and eastern boundary, the site is also adjacent on it's western boundary to the former
Contaminated Land (19)
+++
Badgers Wood caravan works. This site has since been developed so there may have been some site investigation and possible remediation of that
site. Planning files from the time will shed more light on this. Given the proximity of this potentially contaminated land it is likely that appropriate
planning conditions will be imposed requiring a risk assessment and possible site investigation to determine if there has been any migration of
contamination from these sites. It is likely that these planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout will remediate the site.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
Recreation field - significant loss if this part of the site was developed and OPS was not replaced.
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(---)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
Access to Park Lane. Junction improvements at Park Lane and Northgate may be required - especially if other sites in vicinity are developed as well.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
(-)
The section of Park Lane to north of the Badgers Wood junction is not suitable for additional access. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164
nearby with improvements needed.
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)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)

Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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

No known constraints.
No known constraints.
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Question

Former COT-B (COT17 and COT17r)
Outcome
Reasoning
Deliverability (33) Not considered There are sufficient other, more suitable, sites that are closer and have better links to the town centre. Would also involve the relocation of a playing
suitable for field. More suitable sites for allocation are available to meet the needs set out in the Strategy Document.
allocation
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COT-C(i) (COT20)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1214, 1372
Site area (ha) 1.6
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
2
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
+++
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(-)*

Landscape Character (14)

(-)*

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Flood Zone 1
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
requirement.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. No sites with Biodiversity value within 1km.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets
Would extend built form out beyond existing limits. *However, secondary school oppsite site and impact would be further reduced if landscaped
frontage to Harland Way was maintained/enhanced. Openness and views South important site characteristics.
Potential adverse impact on open views of tree belt North of Harland Way which is a distinctive local feature. *However, retention and augmentation of
frontage trees will mitigate significant impacts. Landscape Character Assessment (2013) defines landscape sensitivity as medium with some capacity
to accept development that does not encroach into the open fields further west to the north of Eppleworth Road.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site. This is an
infilled ditch/drain running east west along the southern boundary of the site. It is likely that appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable
design/layout will mitigate any risk.
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
Access possible to Harland Way. May need to relocate on street drop-off bays. Pedestrian crossing may also be required. Strategic capacity issues
identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant to housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant to housing proposal.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Needs landscaping to frontage and careful positioning of access
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COT-C(ii) (COT21)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 822
Site area (ha) 0.19
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Built Character (13)
(0)
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Flood Zone 1
Little impact on vision or sub-area policy due to size of site.
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. No sites with Biodiversity value within 1km.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets
Little effect on settlement character - backland development may not be appropriate so may need to be developed in association with other adjacent
No impact on wider natural landscape.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Urban land (garden).
Within Zone 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site. This is an
infilled ditch/drain close to the eastern boundary of the site. It is not thought likely that this will pose any significant risk to the development
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
Requires access through adj. dwelling. May be feasibility/safety issues proximity to access to Cottingham High School. Access very narrow and may
need widening at junction. Would be better acessed via adjacent land if released (COT50) and use narrow access only for pedestrian/cycle link.
Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant to housing proposal.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Will need to develop in conjuction with other land to west.
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COT-C(iii) (COT49)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1700
Site area (ha) 2.46
Proposed use Residential
Date received 29/07/2010
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
2
Flood Risk (8)
6
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)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Flood Zone 1
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
requirement.
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets
Little impact on built character due to being located behind frontage development. Adjacent to existing built form of settlement.
Would involve extension of built form out beyond existing settlement imits but site is not prominent in open landscape.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zone 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
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 comprises
of a cemetery and an infilled ditch/drain to the south of the site. It is not thought likely that these sites of potentially contaminated land will pose any
significant risk to the development
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
Improvements required to Mill Lane. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant to mixed use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
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COT-C(iv) (COT50)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1664
Site area (ha) 7.59
Proposed use Residential (site is also affected by the draft COPFAS flood alleviation scheme)
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
2
Flood Zone 1 - South of site is suceptible to surface water flooding (2007)
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
Settlement Vision (9)
+++
requirement.
No effect on known site or species
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Extension of urban form out into open countryside however site is reasonably well related to the existing pattern of the settlement and there is already
Built Character (13)
(0)
considerable development along and to the south side of Eppleworth Road. This part of the orignal potential site limits the extent of the intrusion.
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)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Potential adverse impact on open views of tree belt North of Harland Way which is a distinctive local feature. Landscape Character Assessment (2013)
defines landscape sensitivity as medium with some capacity to accept development that does not encroach into the open fields further west to the north
of Eppleworth Road.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2) - however approaching significant loss if whiole site were developed
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjacent uses
The site contains an area of potentially contaminated land in the form of an infilled ditch/drain running north south in the centre of the site. It is also a
adjacent to a farm and associated out buildings in the south west corner of the site. It is not felt that these sites of potentially contaminated land will
significantly impact on the proposed development of the site. It is likely that appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout will mitigate
any risk.
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
No significant highways issues anticipated however will need to take access via adjacent sites and involve junction improvements. Strategic capacity
issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Part of site outside SPZ1 and COPFAS

147

COT-D(i) (COT18)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1557
Site area (ha) 2.26
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
3
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
5
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
40% brownfield 60% greenfield

Flood Zone 1

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)
(-)
(0)
+++

Would not undermine settlement vision (although loss of student accommodation may be out of step with the stated aim of bringing students into the
village). No impact on sub-area policy.
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. TPO's to North East corner - can be retained but may reduce developable area.
No harm to any heritage assets. Grade II* listed buildings at The Lawns to the north of site. Proposals need to avoid harm to their setting.
Set back large building open ground with mature trees. Housing scheme will degrade built character.
Urban site, not in natural landscape.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Urban land.
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
The site contains area of potentially contaminated land - a smaller area of infilled land in the north east corner. Also in the north east corner are a four
tanks, the contents of which are unknown. They appear to be associated with the existing site use so their contents could be established at the planning
stage and their risk better appreciated. At the planning stage appropriate conditions would be imposed along with suitable site layout/design measures.

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(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 greehouse gas emissions
Hall of residence. Open space area to south (considered in separate assessment) could provide the requirement from development of this site.

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.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from the
allocation. The Council's flood risk managment 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.

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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)

Currently 2 accesses - review design/safety. May need to relocate bus stop to improve visibility. Could share an access with the University/Police
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant to housing proposal.
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
0 - 5 years

No known constraints.
No known constraints.
Opportunities for conversion of existing buildings and higher density development. To be developed with open space provision in area to south.
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COTD(ii)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1557
Site area (ha) 1.55
Proposed use Open Space
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
5
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(+)

Landscape Character (14)
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
N/A

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)

N/A
N/A
(+++)
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
(+++)
N/A
(0)
N/A
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield

Flood Zone 1
Would not undermine settlement vision (although loss of student accommodation related to loss of adjacent site may be out of step with the stated aim
of bringing students into the village). No impact on sub-area policy.
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. TPO's to South, and copses of trees scattered around site.
No harm to any heritage assets. Grade II* listed buildings at The Lawns to the north of site.
Large open ground with mature trees providing setting to accommodation to the north. Open space use promoted so setting will be retained and
potentially enhanced.
Urban site, not in natural landscape.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Urban land.
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Open space proposed.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
The site contains area of potentially contaminated land - a large area of infilled land in the southern area of the site. No development is being promoted.
Not relevant for open space uses.
Not relevant for open space uses.
Open space proposed and potential enhancement resulting from development of halls of residence. May be made more publically accessible.
Not relevant for open space uses.
Not relevant for open space uses.
Not relevant for open space uses.
Not relevant for open space uses.
No proposed or loss of facilites. Use for open space would provide a new community facility.
Not relevant for open space uses.
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Not relevant for open space uses.
No known constraints.
No known constraints.
Site provides an important setting for the halls of residence and could be enhanced (and made more publically accessible) as part of the development
of the site to the norht (halls of residence)

149

COT-E (COT13)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1215
Site area (ha) 1.95
Proposed use Residential
Date received 11/08/2006
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
6
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
3
Flood Risk (8)
-2.5
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
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)
+++

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Within settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Previously developed land

Majority of site in Flood Zone 3a + evidence of local flooding 2007 (part).
Supports sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable brownfield redevelopment opportunity in a sustainable location.
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.
In Conservation Area with a listed building within the site (Goods Shed). Sensitive redevelopment could enhance character and appearance.
Important and reasonably prominent site adjacent to station. Redevelopment scheme with high quality/high density scheme could be a significant
enhamcement.
Site not in natural landscape.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Urban land.
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
This site consists of a number of areas of potentially contaminated land. These include large areas of suspected infilled land and a former timber works.
The site is currently occupied by a variety of workshops and small business, some of which have been identified as having the potential to give rise to
land contamination. Development of this site for residential units would require a thorough site investigation and risk assessment. It is likely that a
combination of site remediation and appropriate design/layout of units would be required to successfully develop this site for residential.
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from the
allocation. The Council's flood risk managment 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. This site was reported as being liable to flood.
Vehicle access from South only (Hallgate) No connection to public highway shown at present. Some restricted visibility onto Station Road. Strategic
capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Within high risk flood zone but brownfield site redevelopment opportunity.
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COT-F (COT1)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 327,398,1465, 1864
Site area (ha) 11.65
Proposed use Residential
Date received 8/7/2002, 14/07/2011
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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)

No
No
2
6
1
3
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
95%+ greenfield

Flood Zone 1. Evidence of local surface water flooding (2007) along Willerby Low Road and Castle Road frontages.
Supports sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable partially brownfield redevelopment opportunity in a sustainable location.
No Biodiversity or wildlife affected. Site is within 1km of Eppleworth/Skidby Quarry LWS
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets.
Would remove some unsightly modern farm buildings.
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 mitgation to this and reduces any coalescence impact. Assessed as having medium landscape sensitivity in the LCA (2013)
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zones 1 & 2 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
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
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 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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with
improvements needed.
Not relevant to residential use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant to residential use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Additional information submitted regarding the availability of the proposed garden centre site for residential redevelopment.
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COT-I (COT61)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 18
Site area (ha) 14.1
Proposed use Employment (open storage use associated with the expansion of Swift Caravans)
Date received
Additional information Site has extant planning permission for open storage use (07/04944/STPLFE)
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Site is adjacent to the substantial Swift Holdings (UK) manufacturing complex that it provides expansion land for. This is one of the major employment
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
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)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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
No

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset

1
6
3.5
-2.5

100% Greenfield land

Less vulnerable use in Flood Zone 3a. History of flooding in June 2007.

(0)
(--)
(0)
(0)
(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.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Some peripheral hedgerows/trees.
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.

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)
(0)

Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

N/A
(-)

The Landscape Character Assessment (2013) identifies that the landscape sensitivity is low. Landscaped bunds and planting around this site will limit
the impact of employment 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)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses. Overhead electicity lines cross the site and may restrict development on parts of the
Development is not on land 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 greehouse 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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required.

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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
No
No
0 - 5 years

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.
Strategic capacity issues identified for the A1079 and A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites.
Not relevant to the proposed use
No specific effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area.
Not relevant to the proposed use
No known constraints
No known constraints
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COT-J (COT14)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1559, 1813
Site area (ha) 1.67
Proposed use Residential, Retail
Date received 21/12/2010
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Within settlement limit.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset. Listed Buildngs adjacent to site
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
50% brownfield 50% greenfield
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
4
Same score for all types of use.
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Non-residential uses achieve the higher score
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
4 or 6
Flood Zone 1 (Evidence of local flooding 2007 (in SE corner). Residential = more vulnerable use, retail = less vulnerable use.
Flood Risk (8)
3 or 4
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Would support vision and sub area policy by accommodating need for additional retail floorspace on a suitable site.
Settlement Vision (9)
(+++)
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
A number of mature trees especially in NW and SW (covered by a TPO) need to be retained. May impact on developable area.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
In Conservation Area and adjacent to Beech House Listed building to west & Grade II listed building on King Street (see Q13 below). Site referred to in
Heritage Assets (12)
(-)
CA Appraisal as providing important green open space.
Existing buildings are high quality asset to village centre. Development proposals should match or exceed quality of existing student halls. Very
Built Character (13)
(-)
prominent site on edge of village centre. High quality higher density housing scheme needed.
Urban setting away from natural landscape.
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Urban land.
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
This site contains a small area of potentially contaminated land in the form of an electricity sub station. Suitable planning conditions would ensure that
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
any development of this site would likely remediate this potentially contaminated land.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(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
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
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 retail use.
School Capacity (23)
(0) or N/A
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)

(-)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A or (-)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 managment 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
Existing access to Northgate. May need to relocate bus stop. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for proposed uses.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Edge of centre site, closely related to the town centre. Retail is a town centre use, but any significant impacts could be mitigated. Not relevant for
housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
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Former COT-K (COT16)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 845, 1287
Site area (ha) 1.87
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
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)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(-)

Highway Network Capacity (25)

(-)

Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A
Community Facilities (27)
(0)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
N/A
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
(0)
Affordable Housing (30)
(+)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
Deliverability (33) Not considered
suitable for
allocation

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land
Majority in Flood Zone 1 (northern section in zone 3a) + evidence of local flooding 2007
Limited impact on vision or sub area policy A1
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.
No harm to any heritage assets
Will not harm character of Cottingham.
Most of site open in character - but with a backdrop of large glasshouses. Park Lane frontage made up of houses. Development of whole site would
involve a significant intrusion into open land
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land in the form of infilled ditches/drains
along the western, southern and a portion of the eastern boundary. It is not felt that these sites of potentially contaminated land will significantly impact
on the proposed development of the site. It is likely that appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout will mitigate any risk.
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required. The Council's flood risk managment 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.
Access available to Park Lane. Junction improvements at Park Lane and Northgate may be required - especially if other sites in vicinity are developed
as well. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for proposed use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for proposed use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Development of whole site would intrude into the open countryside. More suitable sites for allocation are available to meet the needs set out in the
Strategy Document.
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COT-L (COT54)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number
Site area (ha) 1.33
Proposed use Gypsy and Traveller site
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Site is in the Cottingham to Beverley Area so consistent with the approach to locating Gypsy and Traveller Sites.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Zone 1
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Little impact on vision or sub-area policy
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Site is adjacent to a Local Wildlife Site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No heritage assets effected.
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Site is remote from the built environment of Cottingham and therefore has no impact.
Built Character (13)
Site is located in the Important Landscape Area and is assessed to have a high sensitivity to development. However the site is adjacent to an existing
Landscape Character (14)
(-)*
gypsy and traveller site and landscaped screening can be added to mitigate the impact.
(0)
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Air Quality (15)
Minor loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Groundwater (17)
(-)
(0)
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Possible landfill in the centre of the site. The potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or
Contaminated Land (19)
+++
suitable design/layout.
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(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
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 managment 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
d t th
t
No
significant highways issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
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)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Not relevant for a Gypsy and Traveller site.
No known constraints.
No known constraints.
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COT-M(i) (formerly part COT 15)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1027
Site area (ha) 2.76
Proposed use Residential
Date received 24/10/2005
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
3
Flood Risk (8)
3
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)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
+++

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Site within Flood Zone 1 though evidence of local flooding 2007 and eastern part is in a high risk surface water area
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
requirement.
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.
No harm to any heritage assets
Will not harm character of Cottingham.
Most of site open in character - but with a backdrop of large glasshouses. Housing on Park Lane frontage.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
The site contains a small area of infilled land in the south west corner and is also adjacent to a small depot in the south east corner. It is not felt that
these sites of potentially contaminated land will significantly impact on the proposed development of the site. It is likely that appropriate planning
conditions and/or suitable design/layout will mitigate any risk.
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 managment 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.
Existing access to Park Lane. Junction improvements at Park Lane and Northgate may be required - especially if other sites in vicinity are developed
as well. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Need to avoid built development on eastern end of site due to surface water risk - open space potential.
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COT-M(ii) (Formerly part of COT 16r)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1589
Site area (ha) 1.06
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
Flood Risk (8)
6
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)

(--)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement limit.
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Small portion (<25%) is PDL, reaminder is greenfield

Flood Zone 1
Would support sub area policy and vision by providing a suitable greenfield extension to the settlement that will help to meet its strategic housing
requirement.
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.
No harm to any heritage assets
Will not harm character of Cottingham. Will promote relatively compact built form.
Most of site open in character - but with a backdrop of large glasshouses. Park Lane frontage made up of houses.
Air quality acceptable and not degraded by development.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Within Zone 1 of SPZ. Significant impacts are limited due to presence of clay layer and can be mitigated if necessary.
Compatible with adjoining uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land in the form of infilled ditches/drains
along the western, southern and a portion of the eastern boundary.
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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 managment 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
d available
t th to tPark Lane. Junction improvements at Park Lane and Northgate may be required - especially if other sites in vicinity are developed
Access
as well. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not relevant for housing use.
No community facility lost or proposed.
Not relevant for housing use.
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 known constraints.
No known constraints.
Site is suitable for development
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DRF-G (DRF24)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number
2182
Site area (ha)
0.47
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & previously developed 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)

No
No
6
6
5
6
(+++)
(--)
(0)
(+++)
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+++)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(+)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Principal Town. Within settlement limit.
Within 1km of SSSI (River Hull Headwaters) but unlikely to have significant impact (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening
Report)
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change
No nationally important assets affected
100% previously developed land

Residential is a 'more vulnerable' use. The site is 100% Zone 1
Previously developed site within the existing urban area and has good access to the town centre
Within 1km River Hull Headwaters designated site and a candidate Local Wildlife Site; records of protected species on or within 500m of site.
No effect
Within Conservation Area - opportunity to enhance significantly through re-development of vacant/derelict building
Redevelopment of vacant/derelict site has potential to significantly enhance built character
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
Housing would be compatible with adjoining uses
The site is on land identified as potentially contaminated land due to former use as a general works and warehousing. The site is also adjacent on it's
northern boundary to existing railway line. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or
suitable design/layout.
Not within or close to safeguarding area
Not specified
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 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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 only capacity in the sewer network for small infill development. No surface water from greenfield sites should
outfall to the sewer network and brownfield sites will be expected to reduce surface water flows by 30% from existing.
No significant highways issues anticipated.
Question is not relevant for this use
No facility lost and no new facility proposed
Question is not relevant for this use
Can support Renaissance Strategy's objective to improve quality of environment in the Riverhead area.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
None
None
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DRF-I(i) (DRF18)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1362
Site area (ha) 27.88
Proposed use Residential/Employment
Date received 01/05/2007
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes / No
Employment use - Within or adjacent to Kellythorpe Industrial Area / Alamein Barracks. Residential - Remote from main settlement of Driffield (1km)
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)

No

Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & previously developed Land (5)
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
Flood Risk (8)

No
No

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)

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)

Within 1km of SSSI (River Hull Headwaters) but unlikely to have significant impact (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening
Report)
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change
No nationally important assets affected

5
5 or 6*
0 or 2*
-2.5 or -1.5*

80% previously developed land
Score = 5 for Residential uses and 6 for Employment use
Score = 0 for Residential uses and 2 for Employment use
Score = -2.5 for Residential which is a 'more vulnerable' use. Score = -1.5 for Employment uses which is a generally'less vulnerable' use. 60% Zone 1;
5% Zone 2 and 35% Zone 3a (fluvially dominated). Also there is a significant risk from 'other' sources

(+++)
(--)
(-)
(0)
(+++)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+++)

Supports vision to utilise previously developed land, including the Alemein Barracks site and to increase employment opportunities.
Within 1km of River Hull Headwaters designated site and a candidate Local Wildlife Site.
Numerous trees within site - unlikely to be retained in entirety
No harm to any heritage assets
Opportunity to significantly enhance built character through re-development of redundant military site
Site consists primariy of man-made features
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Urban land
Remote from source protection zones
Housing/employment would be compatible with adjoining uses
Due to the former use of the site as an airfield, 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 or close to safeguarding area
Land bid proposes a carbon neutral development
Land bid proposes significant open space including public access
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary school(s) serving this settlement.

(0)
(+)
(+++)
(-) or N/A
(-)

Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this
allocation.

(-)
N/A or (0)
(+++)
N/A
(0)
(+) or N/A

Junction improvements required and access to cycleways.
Remote from rail and waterway networks. Not relevant for residential uses.
Land bid proposes provision of communitiy facilities
Mix of potential commercial uses not specified - out of centre site so proposals for offices, retail or other town centre uses may result in score of (-).
Employment Land Review does not identify a need for this site to be allocated for employment use. No specific impact for residential use.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income. Not relevant for employment uses.

No
No
0 - 5 years

None, subject to land remediation. Also, an Explosive Ordnance Disposal certificate is recommended.
None
Suitable for residential allocation. Direct built development to those parts of site outside flood zone 3a.
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DRFI(ii) (DRF32)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1362; 1568
Site area (ha) 3.78
Proposed use Residential / Employment
Date received 22/05/07; 11/09/09
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes/No*
Adjacent to Kellythorpe Industrial Area (Employment use). However remote from main settlement of Driffield (1.6km) (Residential use).
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Within 1km of SSSI (River Hull Headwaters) but unlikely to have significant impact (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Report)
No
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No nationally important assets affected
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
6
100% previously developed land
Greenfield & previously developed Land (5)
Score = 4 for Residential use and 6 for Employment use
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4 or 6
Score = 0 for Residential use and 2 for Employment use
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0 or 2
Flood Risk (8) -2.5 or -1.5 Score = -2.5 for Residential which is a 'more vulnerable use and -1.5 for employment uses wich are generally 'less vulnerable'. 80% Zone 3a (fluvially
dominated). Also, there is a significant risk from other sources due to proximity of Gypsey Race
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
(+++)
Employment use would support Core Strategy's vision for Driffield - providing for employment opportunities at Kelleythorpe.
Settlement Vision (9)
Within 1km River Hull Headwaters designated site and a candidate Local Wildlife Site; records of protected species on or within 500m of site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
(0)
No effect
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Minor effect - adjacent to existing builings on redundant military site
Built Character (13)
(0)
Not located within natural landscape
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
Loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 3)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
(0)
Remote from source protection zones
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Residential/employment uses would be compatible with adjoining uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Due to the former use of the site as an airfield, any development would be subject to appropriate conditions requiring a risk assessment to be carried
(+++)
Contaminated Land (19)
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.
(0)
Not within or close to safeguarding area
Mineral Resources (20)
(+)
Land bid proposes a carbon neutral development
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(+++)
Land bid proposes significant open space including public access
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary school(s) serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(-) or N/A
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 receiving Waste
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 only capacity in the sewer network for small infill development. No surface water from greenfield sites should
outfall to the sewer network and brownfield sites will be expected to reduce surface water flows by 30% from existing.
Access only available via adjacent sites, which are promoted for development and in same land ownership
Highway Network Capacity (25)
(-)
Remote from rail and waterway networks. Not relevant for residential use.
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A or (0)
(+++)
Land bid proposes provision of communitiy facilities
Community Facilities (27)
N/A
Question is not relevant for this use.
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
(0)
Employment Land Review does not identify a need for this site to be allocated for employment use. No specific impact for residential use.
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income. Not relevant for retail use.
Affordable Housing (30)
(+) or N/A
STAGE 4 Deliverability
No
None, subject to land remediation. Also, an Explosive Ordnance Disposal certificate is recommended.
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
None
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years Site could allow more efficient and effective development of Alamein Barracks by providing open space and other less vulnerable uses as part of a
comprehensive development.
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DUN-A (DUN19) (Formerly NHULL2)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1963, 285 part, 21 part, 130 part, 1219 part
Site area (ha) 8.28
Proposed use 1963 HullCC Park and Ride, 285 Mixed use, 21 Residential and Commercial, 130 Residential, 1219 Not Stated
Date received 23/07/2012
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes/No
Yes for Park and Ride. Not in accordance with settlement network for other uses.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
6
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
5
-1.5
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)

(0)

Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(-)

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)

Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)

N/A
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A

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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Flood zone 3a, the site is adjacent to several watercourses
No settlement vision defined
No statutory or non-Statutory sites within 1km, 3 legally protected species within 500m -Bats (Vespertiliondae), Bats (Pipistrellus pipistrellus) and European
Water Vole (Arvicola amphibius), 1 BAB species within 500m Common Mouse Ear Flowering Plant (Cerastium fontanum).
No significant effect- there are substantial peripheral hedgerows to the site but it is assumed these can be retained. The indicative layout within Hull CC
feasability study shows the Hedgerows and watercourse of Beverley and Skidby Drain and other vegetation and watercourses remaining unaffected.
No harm to any heritage assets
A Park and Ride in this location is unlikely to complement built character here by being a large site located outside of the existing Hull urban area. The site's
location next to the River Hull and major A1079/A1033 roads make this a particularly sensitive location for development.
Although classified as ordinary quality landscape in the Landscape Character Assessment, development of the site has the potential to significantly detract
from the landscape as the site acts as a buffer to soften the current urban fringe towards the main road. It also acts to help the blend into the neighbouring
River Hull and embankment. The area forms an important buffer between North Hull, major road interchange at Dunswell Roundabout and the River Hull.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Site within Zone I (inner catchement) however significant impacts can be mitigated for this type of use.
Assuming Park and Ride would only operate during the daytime and early evening, this use would be compatible with neighbouring residential uses on one
side. Other impacts could be mitigated through for example environmental screening shown in the Hull CC feasability Study.
Development is not on land 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 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. Public Rights of way located to the south and east of the site but unlikely to be adversely affected by any development
Not relevant to the proposed use
Not relevant to the proposed transport use
No significant highways issues anticipated.
Not relevant to the proposed use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Not relevant to the proposed use
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Not relevant to the proposed use

No
No known constraints
No known constraints, although several land bids submitted so land may be in multiple ownership.
No
0 - 5 years
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ETR-A (ETR3)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 634
Site area (ha) 1.16
Proposed use Residential
Date received 23/08/2004
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

No
No
1
4
0
3
(0)
(--)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within Zone 1 and evidence of local flooding (2007)
No settlement vision defined
Harvest Mouse (2000) Common Bats (2001) Verspertilionidae Bats (1991) < 500m
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgrows.
No harm to any heritage assets
Development of frontage to Sandholme Lane up to The Bungalowcould be seen as infilliing this part of the settlement.
Frontage development along north side of Sandholme Lane would mitigate impact on character of wider open area.
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
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 greehouse 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.
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 receiving Waste Water Treatment
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Eastrington 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 limited capacity in the east of the village as sites go though a sewage pumping station which may require upsizing.
No significant highways issues anticipated.
Housing proposal.
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Housing proposal.
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site has been expanded following the need to identify additional land to meet the requirements for the village as set out in Policy S5 of the Strategy
Document.
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ECB-B(i) (ECB4)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1017
Site area (ha) 3.12
Proposed use Residential or Employment
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Town. Adjacent to settlement.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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)

No
No
1
4 or 6
1 or 4
6

100% greenfield
Score = 4 if residential use and = 6 if employment use
Score = 1 if residential use and = 4 if employment use
More vulnerable use (residential) or less vulnerable (employment) within Zone 1

(+++)

Would support sub area policy as this is a suitable urban extension site that is well related to the existing settlement pattern and local services and
facilities.
Badgers (2000) & Bats (2004) < 500m
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows. Adjacent to TPO but should not have any adverse impact.
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets. There may be significant archaeological interest due to the historic nature of the settlement.
Appropriate investigations should be carried out prior to designing any proposed layouts.
Site bounded by Welton Low Road and A63 link road on two sides and existing development on other two. Logical rounding off of development limits.

Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

(--)
(0)
(0)

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)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)

Not in functonal floodplain or at risk from coastal erosion.
No substantial harm to any nationally designated heritage asset.

(-) or N/A
(-)

(0)
N/A or (0)
(0)
N/A or (-)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

No adverse impact on rural landscape quality due to embankment for A63 link roads.
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 generally compatible with adjacent uses
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 greehouse 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 should not be affected by development of site.
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
N/A for employment use.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works have limited capacity prior to the release of the YW AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken
with YW to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Elloughton-cum-Brough 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water
discharge from this proposal. Developer investment in the sewer network is therefore required.
No highway problems/difficulties anticipated
Development cannot make use of rail or waterway network. Not relevant for housing use.
No proposed or loss of facilites
Types of employment use not specified; office uses in this out of centre location may result in a score of (-). Not relevant to housing use.
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area. The Employment Land Review does not identify a need for additional employment
land in this location.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
No known constraints
No known constraints
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ECB-B(ii) (formerley ECB-D)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1017
Site area (ha) 2.76
Proposed use Residential and Open Space.
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Town. Adjacent to the settlement.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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)

No
No
1
4
1
6
(+++)

Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)

(--)
(0)
(0)

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)

(0)
(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Not in functonal floodplain or at risk from coastal erosion.
No substantial harm to any nationally designated heritage asset.
100% greenfield
For residential use
For residential use
Less compatible (residential)/Water compatible use (open space) within Flood Zone 1
Would support sub area policy as this is a suitable urban extension site that is well related to the existing settlement pattern and local services and
facilities. Use for open space would support the settlement vision by improving the variety of community facilities to suit the size of the population.
Badgers (2000) & Bats (2004) < 500m.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows. Adjacent to TPO but should not have any adverse impact.
There may be archaeological interest due to the historic nature of the settlement. Appropriate investigations should be carried out prior to designing any
proposed layouts.
Site bounded by Welton Low Road and A63 link road on two sides and existing development on other two. Logical rounding off of development limits.
No adverse impact on rural landscape quality due to embankment for A63 link roads.
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 generally compatible with adjacent uses
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 greehouse gas emissions
Use for open space would meet identified requirement in the town and deliver significant new open space. PROW adjacent to western boundary but
should not be affected by development of site but could be linked into open space.
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. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works have limited capacity prior to the release of the YW AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken
with YW to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Elloughton-cum-Brough 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water
discharge from this proposal. Developer investment in the sewer network is therefore required.
No highway problems/difficulties anticipated
Not Industrial or Distribution uses proposed
No proposed or loss of facilites
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
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FLA-D (formerley FLA2)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 494
Site area (ha) 1.97
Proposed use Residential
Date received 30/05/2003
Additional information land at Church Farm
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
More vulnerable use in Flood Zone 1
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No effect on known site or species.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Would extend built form of settlement out into open countryside although existing development to west and strong hedgerow to north together with
Built Character (13)
(-)
sloping site minimises impact to some degree.
Would extend built form of settlement out into open countryside although existing development to west and strong hedgerow to north together with
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
sloping site minimises impact to some degree.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Contaminated Land (19)
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No effect on existing publicly accessible open space or any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that required by the
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
Core Strategy policy. PROW crosses site and rund along weastern boundary but this could be accommodated within any development.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the secondary school serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(-)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Flamborough 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 limited capacity in the network as the whole settlement drains though the same sewage pumping
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
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

No significant issues anticipated. Access appears to be available from Craike Wells or Woodcock Road.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Not applicable to housing use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for
Flamborough as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document.The existing stong hedgerows and the proximity of
other development reduces the impact that the site's development may have on the countryside
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GOO-A (GOO1)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 717; 1040; 1142
Site Area 16.91
Proposed use Residential/Mixed Use (including service and leisure uses)
Date received 31/01/05; 12/10/05; 24/04/06
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Principal Town. Adjacent to existing setllement.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
No
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No nationally important assets affected
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% greenfield
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Score = 6 whether Residential or Non-Residential use.
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Score = 0 for Residential use and score = 4 for Non-Residential uses
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0*/ 4
Flood Risk (8) -2.5* / -1.5 Score = -2.5 for Residential is a 'more vulnerable' use; Score for service/leisure uses could = -1.5 as a 'less vulnerable' or 'water compatible' use. The
site is 100% Tidally dominated Zone 3a <6 hours warning and there is a significant risk from other sources including land drains within/adjacent to site.
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
(+++)
Supports Core Strategy vision for Goole in respect to locating housing in a (relatively) lower flood risk area and with respect to supporting the local
Settlement Vision (9)
economy. Identified as key area for growth in sub area policy.
West European Hedgehog recorded within 500m of site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
(0)
No effect/existing features can be retained
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No effect
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Would extend built form of settlement out into open land towards towards M62. But is in area identified as key area for growth.
Built Character (13)
(+)
Low landscape sensitivity to development (LCA 2013) with some capacity for development
Landscape Character (14)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2) (site under 20 ha)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
(0)
Remote from source protection zones
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Housing would be compatible with adjoining uses. Mixed use would need to safeguard amenities of new and adjoining housing areas and access
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
should be separate. Traffic noise from M62 may require mitigation for housing uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site. Adjacent to the
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
south eastern corner of the site is an existing vehicle workshop which is identified as potentially contaminated land. Depending on the nature and layout
of the development there may be a need to impose appropriate conditions to assess the risk to the development from this potentially contaminated
(0)
Not within or close to safeguarding area
Mineral Resources (20)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
(0)
Assumes access will be maintained to the Public Right of Way which forms the eastern boundary of the site
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(-) or N/A
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The receiving Waste Water Treatment
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Goole 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
advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge from this proposal
and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer network is therefore
required. 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 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. Significant development which
come forward prior to recommendations from the modelling report being fully implemented may need to fund major upgrades to the system.
M62 Junction 36 has limited capacity with improvements required. Site is accessible from Rawcliffe Rd but traffic signals/roundabout may be required.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
(-)
A Transport Assessment and a Travel Plan will be required.
N/A / (0)
Question is not relevant for residential use. Other uses could not make use of the rail or waterway network.
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
(0)
No facility lost and no new facility proposed
Community Facilities (27)
Mixed uses could have a negative effect on the town centre as it is an 'out of centre' location.
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
(-)
(+)
Supports the aims of the Goole Renaissance Plan - residential growth to the west of the town, north of Rawcliffe Road
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income. Not relevant for other uses.
Affordable Housing (30)
(+) or N/A
STAGE 4 Deliverability
No
No known constraints
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

No
0 - 5 years

No known contraints
Development brief required to co-ordinate development.
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GOO-A(ii) (GOO2)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1860, 2090
Site Area 27.48
Proposed use Residential
Date received 27/05/2011 & 03/04/2013
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Principal Town. Adjacent to existing setllement.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
No
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No nationally important assets affected
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% greenfield
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
2
-2.5
Residential is a 'more vulnerable' use. The site is 100% Tidally dominated Zone 3a <6 hours warning and there is a significant risk from other sources
Flood Risk (8)
due to the presence of land drains within/adjacent to site
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
(+++)
Supports Core Strategy's vision for Goole in respect to locating housing in a (relatively) lower flood risk area
Settlement Vision (9)
West European Hedgehog recorded within 500m of site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
(0)
No effect/existing features can be retained
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No effect
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Would extend built form of settlement out into open land towards towards M62. However within area identified as key area for growth.
Built Character (13)
(+)
Low landscape sensitivity to development (LCA 2013) with some capacity for development
Landscape Character (14)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
(---)*
Significant loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2) (as site in excess of 20ha) *However, the release of this site is considered to be
Agricultural Land (16)
essential in order to meet the strategic housing requirements in Goole and to avoid land at severe risk of flooding.
(0)
Remote from source protection zones
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Housing would be compatible with adjoining uses although there should be separate access to GOO1. Traffic noise from M62 may require mitigation.
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
(0)
Not within or close to safeguarding area
Mineral Resources (20)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
(0)
Assumes access will be maintained to the Public Right of Way which forms the western boundary of the site
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(-)
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The receiving Waste Water Treatment
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Goole 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
advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge from this proposal
and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer network is therefore
required. 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 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. Significant development which
come forward prior to recommendations from the modelling report being fully implemented may need to fund major upgrades to the system.
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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(+++)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

M62 Junction 36 has limited capacity with improvements required. Site is accessible from Rawcliffe Rd but traffic signals/roundabout may be required.
Question is not relevant for residential use.
No facility lost and no new facility proposed
Question is not relevant for this use
Significantly supports the aims of the Goole Renaissance Plan - site identified as a preferred area for housing growth
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.

Development brief required to co-ordinate development. Loss of high grade agricultural land but defined in sub area policy as key area for growth and is
more suitable than other sites at severe risk of flooding.
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GOO-H (GOO22)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 207; 568; 1438; 1479; 1739
Site Area 5.57
Proposed use Residential/Mixed Use
Date received 04/02/02; 27/01/04; 04/01/08; 23/12/09; 26/10/10
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Principal Town. Adjacent to existing setllement.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not within 'functional flood plain' and not at risk from coastal change
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No nationally important assets affected
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Score = 6 whether Residential or Non-Residential use.
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Score = 2 for Residential use and score = 4 for Non Residential uses
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
2* / 4
-2.5
Residential is a 'more vulnerable' use. Majorityof site is Tidally dominated Zone 3a <6 hours warning and there is a significant risk from other sources
Flood Risk (8)
due to the presence of land drains within/adjacent to site. Breach hazard moderate/low.
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
(+++)
Supports Core Strategy's vision for Goole in respect to locating housing in a (relatively) lower flood risk area
Settlement Vision (9)
Records of bats within 500m of site and site is within 1km of Humber Estuary statutory designations
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
No effect if existing features can be retained (trees)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No effect
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Could detract from existing built character - would extend built edge of Old Goole into urban/rural transition area
Built Character (13)
(-)
Medium landscape sensitivity (LCA 2013). Site has some capacity to accommodate development that reinforces the edge of the existing settlement and
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
respects the linear field pattern
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Remote from source protection zones
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Small part of site within HSE Middle consultation zone (storage of hazardous materials); remainder in Outer consultation zone. Layout will need to cater
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(-)
for this.
This site contains an area of infilled land in the northern corner of the site, this has been identified as potentially contaminated land. The wider site,
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
especially adjacent to the residential developments of Manor Road and Morley Street is subject to frequent fly tipping by some residents. Development
of the site will be subject to a site specific risk assessment and remediation if proven necessary.
Not within or close to safeguarding area
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No loss of publicly accessible open space
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(-) or N/A
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required in the area. The receiving Waste Water Treatment
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(0)
Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Goole 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this allocation.
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)

(-)
N/A / (0)
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+) or N/A

M62 Junction 36 has limited capacity with improvements required. Potential access points on Manor Rd and Morely St.
Question is not relevant for residential use. Other uses could not easily make use of waterway or rail network.
No facility lost and no new facility proposed
Question is not relevant for residential use. Impact on Town Centre would depend on exact type of employment uses.
Employment Land Review does not identify a need for this site to be allocated for employment use. No specific impact for residential use.
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income. Not relevant for other uses.

No
No
0 - 5 years

Subject to flood mitigation and any HSE requirements
No known contraints
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HES-I(i) (HES5)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 917
Site area (ha) 10.21
Proposed use Recreation, Tourism, Employment
Date received 04/08/2005
Additional information Outline Planning permission secured August 2011. Land bid from Hessle Town Counil for 'prestegious' development only
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement and only separated by major road and ancillary land. Does not conflict with CS
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
2
95% greenfield.
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
6
Score against non housing use
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Score against non housing use
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
5
More/less vulnerable use in zone 1. Site is adjacent to a ditch, more than 50% of the site is adjacent to an impervious area.
Flood Risk (8)
3/4
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
(+++)
Supports vision by developing Humber Bridgehead.
Settlement Vision (9)
(--)
Site is less than 1km from a local wildlife site and a statutory protected site. Legally protected specied recored within 500m of this site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Not within the built up area
Built Character (13)
(0)
Landscape character assessment states areas is of medium sensitivity to built development. The area is dominated by roads. The site has views of the
Landscape Character (14)
Humber Bridge. Open character of the site with trees cannot be retained in its entirity.
(0)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to reduce quality.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Compatible with adjacent uses.
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(+++)
The site contains an area of potentially contaminated land in the form of a suspected infilled area of land in the centre of the site. Depending on the
Contaminated Land (19)
nature of the proposed final use of the site there will be a need to impose appropriate conditions designed to assess the risk from this infilled land. This
potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated 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)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Not a housing proposal.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.

Highway Network Capacity (25)

(-)

Site can be accessed from Ferriby Road. Improvements required to Ferriby Road at roundabout end. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164
and the A63 Humber Bridgehead junction nearby with improvements needed.
One of the proposed uses is for employment use. The type of employment use is not stated. If relevant the development could not make use of th rail or
No proposed or loss of facilites
If used for out of centre offices the score would be (-). Other non-town centre employment uses would score (0).

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)
(0) or (-)
(+++)
N/A
No
No
0 - 5 years

Development would significantly help achieve the aims of East Riding Economic Development Strategy as site is identified as a key/strategic
employment site and recommended for allocation for employment use in the Employment Land Review.
Not relevant to proposed use.
No known constraints.
No known constraints.
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HES-I(ii) (HES6)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 917
Site area (ha) 8.76
Proposed use Recreation, Tourism, Employment
Date received 04/08/2005
Additional information Outline Planning permission secured August 2011. Land bid from Hessle Town Counil for 'prestegious' development only
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Major Haltemprice Settlement. Adjacent to settlement and only separated by major road and ancillary land. Does not conflict with CS
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
100% greenfield
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
6
Score against non housing use
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Score against non housing use
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
4
More/less vulnerable use in zone 1. Site is adjacent to a ditch, more than 50% of the site is adjacent to an impervious area.
Flood Risk (8)
3/4
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
(+++)
Supports vision by developing Humber Bridgehead.
Settlement Vision (9)
(--)
Site is adjacent to a local wildlife site and less than 1km from a statutory protected site.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Not within the built up area
Built Character (13)
(+)
Landscape character assessment states areas is of medium sensitivity to built development.The area is dominated by roads and is very visible from
Landscape Character (14)
those roads. Featureless levelled site with tree belt setting. A new scheme with appropriate landscaping could be an improvement.
Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)
(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
(0)
(0) or (-)
(+++)
N/A
No
No
0 - 5 years

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 existing and proposed uses.
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, but is adjacent, on the south western boundary, to an existing electricity sub
station. This electricity sub station is considered unlikely to significantly impact on the development. However, in close proximity to the western
boundary of the site are landfill sites which may have the potential to give rise to gas. Depending on the nature of the proposed final use of the site
there will be a need to impose appropriate conditions designed to assess the risk from this possible gas migration and propose measures to mitigate
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Not a housing proposal.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.
Access to Boothferry Road would need acceleration/deceleration lanes. New leg onto roundabout would need careful consideration. Strategic capacity
issues identified for the A164 and the A63 Humber Bridgehead junction nearby with improvements needed.
One of the proposed uses is for employment use. The type of employment use is not stated. If relevant the development could not make use of th rail or
No proposed or loss of facilites
If used for out of centre offices the score would be (-). Other non-town centre employment uses would score (0).
Development would significantly help achieve the aims of East Riding Economic Development Strategy as site is identified as a key/strategic
employment site and recommended for allocation for employment use in the Employment Land Review.
Not relevant to proposed use.
No known constraints.
No known constraints.
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HSM-A(i) (HSM2)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 366
Site area (ha) 1.79
Proposed use Residential
Date received 11/02/2002
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
1
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(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)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)
(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement boundary.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
over 75% Greenfield land

Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use. Drain adjacent to site boundary.
No settlement vision defined
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
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Could detract from built character; Sands Land bounds the built up area of the village and the development of the site could detract from this boundary
feature. However, the site already has some large agricultural buildings, and so removal of these would be a mitigating factor.
Residential redevelopment would change the character of this urban fringe site although presence of the existing large agricultural buildings reduces
the impact of new development.
Air quality acceptable and development is unlikely to result in prescribed levels being exceeded
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Development would not affect the public water drinking supply
Development would be compatible with existing or proposed neighbouring uses.
The site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as it is a farm with associated out buildings, there are also various tanks of unknown
substances within the site. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be remediated through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
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.
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has no capacity prior to the release of the YW AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken with
Yorkshire Water to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Holme on Spalding Moor 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 the whole settlement is connected though a series of sewage pumping stations, therefore there
is limited capacity for further development due to the size of the pumping stations and sewers. The Council's flood risk management officers identified
that the settlement has a daisy chain of different pumping stations connecting what used to be relatively dispersed systems, which poses more of a
public health issue rather than a surface water flooding issue.
No significant highways issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A1079 nearby with improvements needed.
Question is not relevant for the use proposed.
No community facilities lost or proposed.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site has been expanded following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Holme on Spalding Moor as a result of
the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document.
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HSM-A(ii) (HSM3)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1568 & 2017
Site area (ha) 1.98
Proposed use Residential
Date received 30/09/2009 & 30/11/2012
Additional information Part of site has been developed since land bid (1568) submitted.
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement boundary.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Heritage Assets (4)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
100% Greenfield
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
1
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use. Drain adjacent to site boundary.
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No settlement vision defined
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Built Character (13)
(-)
Sands Land bounds the built up area of the village and the development of this site would extend the built form of the settlement beyond this well
defined edge. Whilst the recent affordable housing scheme to the south has already extended beyond this edge, further consolidation of this open
frontage would be detrimental to the character of this part of the settlement.
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
Would extend built form of the settlement out into open countryside and beyond the well defined edge marked by Sands Lane. Whilst the recent
affordable housing scheme to the south has already extended beyond this edge, further consolidation of this open frontage would be detrimental to the
relatively open character of this side of Sands Lane.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Air quality acceptable and development is unlikely to result in prescribed levels being exceeded
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect the public water drinking supply
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development would be compatible with existing or proposed neighbouring uses.
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
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
farms on the eastern and northern 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.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
School Capacity (23)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
(0)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has no capacity prior to the release of the YW AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken with
Yorkshire Water to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Holme on Spalding Moor 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 the whole settlement is connected though a series of sewage pumping stations, therefore there
is limited capacity for further development due to the size of the pumping stations and sewers. The Council's flood risk management officers identified
that the settlement has a daisy chain of different pumping stations connecting what used to be relatively dispersed systems, which poses more of a
public health issue rather than a surface water flooding issue.
No significant highways issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A1079 nearby with improvements needed.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
(-)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A
Question is not relevant for the use proposed.
Community Facilities (27)
No community facilities lost or proposed.
(0)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
N/A
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
(0)
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
Affordable Housing (30)
(+)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
No known constraints
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
No known constraints
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Holme on
Spalding Moor as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The site sits between existing development on
Sands Lane and the original site HSM-A.
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HSM-C (HSM5)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 92, 635, 1122
Site area (ha) 2.30
Proposed use Residential
Date received 30/10/1998, 24/08/2004, 27/03/2006
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Within settlement boundary.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Heritage Assets (4)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
100% Greenfield
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
1
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
Flood Zone 1. More vulnerable use. Drain adjacent to site boundary.
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No settlement vision defined
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Legally protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets. However, crop markings indicate that thete may be archaeological interest in the site.
Built Character (13)
(0)
Site is well related to the centre of the village and existing residential areas. However, open frontage to main road affords important rural views out from
built up area. Would be logical a rounding off of the settlement together with HSM4.
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Site is well reltated to the existing pattern of development in the village and is bounded by development on 2 sides with frontage development opposite.
Limited impact on wider landscape character.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Air quality acceptable and development is unlikely to result in prescribed levels being exceeded
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
No loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect the public water drinking supply
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development would be compatible with existing or proposed neighbouring uses.
Contaminated Land (19)
(+++)
Adjacent to the north eastern corner of the site is a former farm. This farm does appear to have been redeveloped into housing. The planning file for
redevelopment of the adjacent farm may contain information regarding site investigations and possible remediation. Depending on the extent of
previous site investigations there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions and/or a suitable design/layout to mitigate the risk of contamination
from the farm.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Not within a minerals safeguarding area
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
PROW runs alongside east of the site; route can be maintained. Path runs along edge of existing residential development and rural outlook would be
School Capacity (23)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
(0)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has no capacity prior to the release of the YW AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken with
Yorkshire Water to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Holme on Spalding Moor 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water
flows from this allocation. The Council's flood risk management officers identified that the settlement has a daisy chain of different pumping stations
connecting what used to be relatively dispersed systems, which poses more of a public health issue rather than a surface water flooding issue.
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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

No significant highways issues anticipated. Access appears to be available either from High Street and/or Snowdrop Garth. Strategic capacity issues
identified for the A1079 nearby with improvements needed.
Question is not relevant for the use proposed.
No community facilities lost or proposed.
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
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KEY-A (KEY3)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

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
Primary Villlage. Adjacent to settlement limit
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
100% Greenfield land
3
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
6
Flood Risk (8)
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
Bats (2005) recorded within 500m.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Glasshouses and other buildings.
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Little impact on built character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
Built Character (13)
(0)
No impact on landscape character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
Landscape Character (14)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
(-)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2).
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
+++
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
Contaminated Land (19)
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)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(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 greehouse gas emissions
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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

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
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)

No significant highways issues anticiapted
Housing use proposed
No proposed or loss of facilites
Housing use proposed
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
0 - 5 years

No known constraints
No known constraints - however development value nees to facilitate relocation of buisiness.
Landscape belt required to screen remaining adjacent glasshouses
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KEY-A(ii) (KEY3r)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 297, 323, 325, 1868
Site area (ha) 0.53
Proposed use Residential
Date received 10/06/2011
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Primary Villlage. Adjacent to settlement limit
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
100% Greenfield land
3
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
6
Flood Risk (8)
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
Bats (2005) recorded within 500m.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Glasshouses and other buildings.
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Little impact on built character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
Built Character (13)
(0)
No impact on landscape character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
Landscape Character (14)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
Air Quality (15)
(0)
(-)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2).
Agricultural Land (16)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
+++
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
Contaminated Land (19)
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)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(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 greehouse gas emissions
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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

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
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)

No significant highways issues anticiapted
Housing use proposed
No proposed or loss of facilites
Housing use proposed
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
0 - 5 years

No known constraints
No known constraints - however development value nees to facilitate relocation of buisiness.
Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Keyingham
as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document.
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KEY-A(iii) (KEY13)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 297, 324, 325, 1868, 1961
Site area (ha) 0.94
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Primary Villlage. Not adjacent to development limit but part of wider nursery complext on main road through Keyingham
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
100% Greenfield land
2
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
6
Flood Risk (8)
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
Within 1Km of LWS (190m) (Disused Railway)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Glasshouses and other buildings.
(0)
Unlikely to result in harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Little impact on built character as site is already occupied by large horticultural buildings
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)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)
(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(-)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

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 there are tanks on the site associated with the existing use as a nursery. It is not known
what these tanks are used for. This potentially contaminated land is likely to be addressed through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable
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 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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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
No significant highways issues anticiapted however would require access via adjacent sites.
Housing use proposed
No proposed or loss of facilites
Housing use proposed
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Keyingham
as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document.
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KIL-B(i) (KIL6)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1571
Site area (ha) 0.55
Proposed use Residential
Date received 08/10/2009
Additional information None
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
3
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
6
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
(--)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(-)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
Heritage Assets (12)

Built Character (13)

(+)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
+++

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Rural Service Centre. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Wholly (100%) Greenfield Land (agricultural buildings)
Site scored 18 for public transport accessability
Site scored 7 for walking and cycling accessability
More vulnerable use within Zone 1
No settlement vision defined
Within 1km of a local wildlife site. Several protected species within 500m of the site.
Several younger trees on the site would be lost as a result of development.
The development site here is small and would represent senstivie infilling and so would not have a detrimental effect on the conservation in this regard.
However the proximity of the site to the Grade 1 listed All Saints Church and its grounds means it would have a detrimentral effect on the hertiage
assessts of Kilham.
As development on this site would take place on infill land in the centre of the village and would not extend the building line of Kilham northwards, this
site would be an enhancement of the built form of Kilham.
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 on this site would taker place within the urban form and would therefore not have an impact on the landscape.
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 site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as the majority of the site is a farm with associated out buildings. This potentially contaminated
land is likely to be addressed through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preffered area.
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 any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that required by the
Core Strategy policy. PROW runs through site but could be incorporated into any scheme.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary 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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.
No significant highways issues anticipated
Not relevant to the proposed use
No proposed or loss of facilites
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Link with KIL13 to make viable site. Protect PROW which could be used to provide pedestrian access from the site to the centre.
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KIL-B(ii) (KIL13)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1643
Site area (ha) 0.16
Proposed use Residential
Date received 24/05/2010
Additional information None
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
1
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
3
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
6
Flood Risk (8)
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
(--)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(-)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
Heritage Assets (12)

Built Character (13)

(+)

Landscape Character (14)

(0)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
+++

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Rural Service Centre. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Wholly (100%) greenfield land
Site scored 18 for public transport accessability
Site scored 5 for walking and cycling accessability
More vulnerable use within zone 1
No settlement vision defined
Within 1km of a local wildlife site. Several protected species within 500m of the site.
Several younger trees on the site would be lost as a result of development.
The development site here is small and would represent sensitive infilling and so would not have a detrimental effect on the conservation in this regard.
However the proximity of the site to the Grade 1 listed All Saints Church and its grounds means it would have a detrimentral effect on the hertiage
assessts of Kilham.
As development on this site would take place on infill land in the centre of the village and would not extend the building line of Kilham northwards, this
site would be an enhancement of the built form of Kilham.
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 on this site would taker place within the urban form and would therefore not have an impact on the landscape.
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 site contains areas of potentially contaminated land as the majority of the site is a farm with associated out buildings. This potentially contaminated
land is likely to be addressed through appropriate planning conditions and/or suitable design/layout.
Not within a minerals safeguarding area, area of search or a preffered area.
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 any obvious potential/opportunity for provision of new open space above that required by the
Core Strategy policy. PROW runs through site but could be incorporated into any scheme.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary 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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.
No significant highways issues anticipated
Not relevant to the proposed use
No proposed or loss of facilites
Not a Retail, Offices, Leisure Arts and Culture use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Link with KIL6 to make viable site. Protect PROW which could be used to provide pedestrian access from the site to the centre.
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LEV-A(i) (LEV9)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 107(part), 623, 692
Site area (ha) 1.88
Proposed use Residential
Date received 23/1/2001, 30/7/2004, 22/11/2004
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
80% greenfield
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
More vulnerable use in Zone 1 and no local flooding isues recorded
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No impact on settlement vision as none defined
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Within 1km of Leven Canal SSSI (650m). Bats (2001) recorded within 500m
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
TPO on trees within site. May restrict developable area.
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets likely
Built Character (13)
Currently open site at entrance to villlage. Development possible without undue harm but must retain TPO trees.
(0)
Landscape Character (14)
Litle impact on wide landscape character due to presence of existing bungalow and development to west
(0)
Air Quality (15)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
Loss of Grade 3a Agricultural Land
(-)
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
No information has been submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
(0)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
(0)
School Capacity (23)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
(0)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Leven 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
Position of access onto main road will need careful consideration but wide verges allow good visibility.
(0)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Community Facilities (27)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
(0)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
(0)
Affordable Housing (30)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
(+)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
No known constraints
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
No known constraints
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years
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LEV-A(ii) (LEV10)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1(part), 122(part), 537(part)
Site area (ha) 2.04
Proposed use Residential
Date received 8/11/2000, 27/10/2003
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement (spearated by road only)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
100% Greenfield land
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
-2
More vulnerable use in Zone 3a and no local flooding issues recorded
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No impact on settlement vision as none defined. Detached from main settlement if LEV9 not allocated.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Within 1km of Leven Canal SSSI (700m). Bats (2001) recorded within 500m
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(-)
Adjacent to copse of TPO trees. Otherwise peripheral hedgerows.
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets likely
Built Character (13)
Development for residential would result in some loss of open rural green space, however this is mitigated by the presence of the built frontage
(0)
opposite and dwelling/outbuildings on frontage to east.
Landscape Character (14)
Development for residential would result in some intrusion into open countryside and loss of open green space. However this is mitigated by the
(0)
presence of the built frontage opposite and dwelling/outbuildings on frontage to east. Catchwater Drain also provides a logical and defensible physical
boundary to east of village.
Air Quality (15)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
Loss of Grade 3a Agricultural Land
(-)
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
No information has been submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
(0)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
(0)
School Capacity (23)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
(0)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Leven 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs. Developer investment in the sewer
network is therefore required.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
Position of access onto main road will need careful consideration but wide verges allow good visibility.
(0)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Community Facilities (27)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
(0)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
Residential use proposed
N/A
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
(0)
Affordable Housing (30)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
(+)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
No known constraints
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
No known constraints
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years
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LEV-A(iii) (LEV14)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 94, 107(part), 968(part), 1239(part), 1240(part), 1486
Site area (ha) 4.03
Proposed use Residential
Date received 6/6/2005, 23/1/2001, 8/9/2005, 7/9/2006, 7/9/2006, 4/6/2008
Additional information Multiple ownerships - therefore query deleiverbility
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
2
over 75% Greenfield land
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
Flood Risk (8)
6*
Majority of site more vulnerable use in Zone 1. Small parts of site in Zone 3a and affected by local flooding 2007
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No impact on settlement vision as none defined
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Within 1km of Leven Canal SSSI (400m). Bats (2002) recorded within 500m
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No features to be affected - some peripheral hedgerows but these could be retained
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets likely
Built Character (13)
Little impact on built form and character of village due to being already enclosed on two sides and the presence of existing buildings on site.
(0)
Landscape Character (14)
Little impact on landscape character due to existing uses/buildings and form of setllement
(0)
Air Quality (15)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
Shown as Grade 3a Agricultural Land but not currently in agricultural use
(-)
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
No information has been submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
(0)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
(0)
School Capacity (23)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
(0)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Leven 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water discharge
from this proposal. Developer investment in the sewer network is therefore required.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
No significant highway issues anticipated
(0)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Community Facilities (27)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
(0)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
(0)
Affordable Housing (30)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
(+)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
No known constraints
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
No known constraints
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years
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LEV-A(iv) (formerly part LEV20)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1(part), 107(part), 122(part), 537(part), 2042(part)
Site area (ha) 1.91
Proposed use Residential/Recreation
Date received 8/11/2000, 27/10/2003,
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Remote from existing settlement limit (175m). Adjacent to original LEV-A.
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
100% Greenfield land
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
85% of site more vulnerable use in Zone 1 - 15% in Zone 3a. Built development can avoid Flood Zone 3a
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No impact on settlement vision as none defined
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Within 1km of Leven Canal SSSI (500m). Bats (1995) recorded within 500m
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No features to be affected - some peripheral and field boundary hedgerows but these could be retained
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets likely
Built Character (13)
Would extend built form of settlement out into open countryside.
(-)
Landscape Character (14)
Intrusion of built form into open countryside.
(-)
Air Quality (15)
Air quality acceptable - development unlikely to affect quality
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
Loss of Grade 3a Agricultural Land
(-)
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Development would be compatible with adjacent uses
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there are two farms with associated out buildings adjacent to the northern
boundary of the site. These areas of infilled land have been identified as potentially contaminated land. 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.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Within Safeguarding Area for Sand & Gravel however pre extraction likely to be possible.
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
No information has been submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
(0)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
No effect on or on access to publicly accessible open space or a PROW
(0)
School Capacity (23)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
(0)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Leven 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 advised that there is limited capacity as the sewage pumping station in the area is not sized for further flows.
Highway Network Capacity (25)
No significant highway issues anticipated
(0)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Community Facilities (27)
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
(0)
Town Centre Vitality and Viability (28)
N/A
Residential use proposed
Regeneration or Economic Benefits (29)
No effect on a recognised regeneration strategy or a deprived area
(0)
Affordable Housing (30)
Within area where ratio of average house price is under 8 times the average income.
(+)
STAGE 4 Deliverability
Insurmountable Constraints (31)
No
No known constraints
Ownership and Market Constraints (32)
No
No known constraints
Deliverability (33) 0 - 5 years Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Leven as a
result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document.
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NAF-C (formerly part NAF18)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 2158
Site area (ha) 0.60
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
6
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(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)

(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
+++

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. Partly within and partly 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Previously developed land
Site scored 28 for accessability by public transport
Site scored 12 for accessibility by walking and cycling
More vulnerable use within flood zone 1
No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows/trees.
No harm to any heritage assets. Site is adjacent to Listed Building (Station House) and the Conservation Area.
Site is part of the built up area comprising of previously developed land. Development may improve appearance of area.
No significant impact on landscape character due to the existing use although built development in the rear part of the site would intrude into a
predominantly open area.
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 compatible with adjacent uses and whilst it would replace a non residential use there is no evidence that this has been a
Development is located on potentially contaminated land as it was once a coal depot and is also located adjacent to a railway. Depending on the nature
of the proposed development there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions to mitigate the risk from this 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.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the secondary 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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has no capacity prior to the release of the YW AMP6 investment plan in 2015 & further work will need to be undertaken with
Yorkshire Water to ensure that increased capacity to facilitate new development is provided for in future investment plans. Nafferton 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 Investment is required in sewerage infrastructure in this area.
No significant highways issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
The bid discusses a possible retail or commercial centre within the site (out of town centre retail could impact on the Town Centre Vitality and Viability)
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Nafferton as
a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The site extent is limited to that which has recently gained planning
permission.
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FER-B (FER6)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 817
Site area (ha) 5.36
Proposed use Residential & Open Space
Date received 15/06/2005
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Primary Village. Adjacent to settlement boundary (only separated by school playing field)
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
3
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
More vulnerable use within Zone 1
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Legally protected (Noctule Bat- 1991, Vespertilionidae - 2001) and BAP species (Divided Sedge - 2008, Common Mouse-ear - 2008) recorded within
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
500m of this site. Within 1km of a statutory site (Humber Estuary (SAC, SSSI, RAMSAR)) . Site is within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Strong hedgerow to northern boundary.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Could impact on the setting and character of the Conservation Area although well designed scheme could enhance entrance to the village.
Heritage Assets (12)
(-)
Extension of the built form out into open countryside. Retention of strong hedgerow on road frontage and additional planting would mitigate significant
Built Character (13)
(-)
impact.
Intrusion of built form into open countryside. Retention of hedgerow and additional planting would minimise impact on landscape character.
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Contaminated Land (19)
Not within a relevant safeguarding or preferred area or area of search.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
Development would enable significant publicly accessible open space to be provided to meet needs in the area.
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(+++)
The Infrastructure Delivery plan identifies there may be a need to increase the capacity of the primary and secondary schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(-)
Additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving Waste
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. North Ferriby 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 investment is required in the sewer network.
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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

No significant highways issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A63 Humber Bridgehead junction nearby with improvements
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site has been expanded as a result of the need to identify additional land to meet the higher housing requirement for North Ferriby following the
proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. This expanded site is the next best site for allocation and can contribute to meeting
the open space shortfall in the local area.
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PRES-B(i) (PRES5)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1414, 1389
Site area (ha) 0.77
Proposed use Residential
Date received 12/10/2007
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(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)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
+++
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1
No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows and line of trees on Sproatley Road frontage.
No harm to any heritage assets
Extension of built form of settlement out into open countryside. However, already adjoined by existing development to north, south and west.
Small extension of built form of settlement out into open countryside but already developmnt to north, south and west. Retention and strengthening of
hedgerow to east will mitigate any significant impact.
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
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 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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Preston 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this
No significant highway issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Retain and integrate the line of trees fronting onto Sproatley Road
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PRES-B(ii) (PRES11)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number No Land Bid
Site area (ha) 0.82
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Built Character (13)
(0)
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
+++
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1.
No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
No harm to any heritage assets. Some evidence of ridge and furrow farming methods within part of site.
Would extend the built form of the settlement into open area but site relates well to the settlement pattern. Adjoined by existing development on 2 sides.
Would be an extension of built form of settlement out into open countryside. However, site is adjoined by 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 2/3a)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses.
Development is not on land 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 greehouse 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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Preston 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this
No significant highway issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites.
Not relevant to the proposed use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
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PRES-B(iii) (PRES14)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 2176
Site area (ha) 1.71
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(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)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
+++
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1.
No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
No harm to any heritage assets. Some evidence of ridge and furrow farming methods within part of site.
Would extend the built form of the settlement into open area but site relates well to the settlement pattern. Adjoined by proposed alocations on 2 sides.
Would be an extension of built form of settlement out into open countryside. However, site is adjoined by proposed allocations on 2 sides. Landscaping
to new edge would mitigate impacts.
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.
Development is not on land 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 greehouse 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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Preston 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 adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this
allocation.
No significant highway issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites.
Not relevant to the proposed use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site has been expanded following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Preston as a result of the proposed
Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document.
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ROO-A (ROO1)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 556
Site area (ha) 0.62
Proposed use Residential
Date received 17/12/2003
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
3
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
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)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. Adjacent to development limit
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within Zone 1 and evidence of local flooding (2007) on adjacent properties/road.
No settlement vision defined
Bats recorded within 500m
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgrows.
No harm to any heritage assets
Would extend beyond current development limits but impact mitigated by presence of existing rear garden areas to north and former farm complex to
south.
Would intrude into open countryside but impact mitigated by presence of existing rear garden areas to north and former farm complex to south.
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 generally 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 as there is a
farm with associated out buildings immediately to the south. 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 greehouse 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.
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 receiving Waste
Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Roos 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 capacity in the sewer network for individual sites but require more information on the cumaltive level of
growth to determine whether investment would be requried.
No significant highway issues anticipated. Access appears to be possible via Beechwood Views to Pilmar Lane
Housing use proposed
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Housing use proposed
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Will needs additional screening to soften edge.
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SNA-A(i) (SNA3)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 992
Site area (ha) 3.37
Proposed use Residential
Date received 09/09/2005
Additional information land adjacent to Cavendish Park, Snaith
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
(SSSI 2-3km to NE (Eskamhorn Meadows)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset *Grade II listed building located 600m to the East (Crown Brewery)*
Heritage Assets (4)
*No*
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
1
Majority of site in flood zone 1 (small part in NW corner in zone 3a)
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
(0)
No effect on known site or species
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
No significant effect or existing features.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Would extend the built form of the settlement out into open countryside. If developed, the site could provide a more landscaped and softer edge to the
Built Character (13)
(-)
existing rather sparse urban form.
Intrusion of the built form out into the open countryside but could incorporate significant new planting to soften new edge of urban form.
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
(0)
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Contaminated Land (19)
Part of site covers a sand & gravel safeguarding area - pre-extraction may be possible.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(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
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
by the Core Strategy policy.
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 has identified that it is anticipated a connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs from a developer.
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
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Various access points appear to be available from existing housing estate. No significant highway issues anticipated.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Combine with SNA9 and 10. Avoid flood zone 3a areas with built development.
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SNA-A(ii) (SNA9)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 2037
Site area (ha) 1.56
Proposed use Residential
Date received 13/03/2013
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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)
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)

No
No
2
4
1
6
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

(0)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+++)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Rural Service Centre. Patially 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
over 75% Greenfield land. Site includes small car park area.

More vulnerable use. Most of site in Zone 1 - some parts within zone 3a with 6-12 hour warning.
No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy
No effect on known site or species
Site includes TPOs in the northern portion of the site. However features can be retained.
No harm to any heritage assets
Site partially within existing development limit. Would extend the built form of the settlement out into open countryside. If developed, the site could
provide a more landscaped and softer edge to the existing rather sparse urban form.
Intrusion of the built form out into the open countryside but could incorporate significant new planting to soften new edge of urban form.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2).
Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Part of site covers a sand & gravel safeguarding area - pre-extraction may be possible.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
There are PROW to the west and south of the site, these could be maintained.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 has identified that it is anticipated a connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs from a developer.
No significant highway issues anticipated
Not relevant to the proposed use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Not relevant to the proposed use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Combine with 3 & 7 and avoid flood risk areas with built development. Site has been reduced slightly to limit area within Flood Zone 3a.
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SNA-A(iii) (SNA7)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 992
Site area (ha) 2.05
Proposed use Residential
Date received 09/09/2005
Additional information Proposal at Pontefract Road, Snaith
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Remote from existing settlement limit (100m - at nearest point).
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
(SSSI 2-3km to NE (Eskamhorn Meadows)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset *Grade II listed building located 350m to the East (Crown Brewery)*
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
More vulnerable use. Most of site in Zone 1 - some parts within zone 3a with 6-12 hour warning.
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
No effect on known site or species. Within 1km of Local Wildlife Site (Snaith Pit).
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Would extend built form of settlement out into open countryside.
Built Character (13)
(-)
Intrusion of built form into open countryside.
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/3a)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
Not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Contaminated Land (19)
(0)
Part of site covers a sand & gravel safeguarding area - pre-extraction may be possible.
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
There are PROW running through the eastern side of the site, these could be maintained.
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
(0)
The Infrastructure Delivery Plan does not identify a need to increase the capacity of the schools serving this settlement.
School Capacity (23)
(0)
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)
(-)
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.
Highway Network Capacity (25)

(0)

No direct access to public highway. Access would therefore have to be through another site.

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)

N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)

Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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
0 - 5 years

No known constraints
No known constraints
Combine with 3 & 9 and avoid flood risk areas with built development. Site is one of next most appropriate sites for development following the need to
identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Snaith as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy
Document. Site is largely limited to that part within Flood Zone 1.
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SNA-B(i) (SNA8)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 1836
Site area (ha) 1.72
Proposed use Residential
Date received 06/04/2011
Additional information Land to the East of The Marshes Medical Centre, Butt Lane
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
(SSSI 2-3km to NE (Eskamhorn Meadows)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
100% Greenfield land
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
5
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
2
More vulnerable use within flood zone 1. Very small part in Flood Zone 3a.
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
(0)
No effect on known site or species. Within 1km of Local Wildlife Site (Snaith Pit).
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
No harm to any heritage assets
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, though a degree of separation would be maintained. The impact on built
Built Character (13)
(-)
character is not therefore considered to be significant.
Whilst this site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, a gap would still be maintained. The impact on the landscape
Landscape Character (14)
(-)
character of the settlement is not therefore considered to be significant.
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade 2/Urban land)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Groundwater (17)
(-)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(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
Contaminated Land (19)
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
Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 has identified there is adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this allocation.
Access would be available from either Butt Lane or direct to the A1041 via the adajcent allocated site.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site has been expanded following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Snaith as a result of the proposed
Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Gap between Snaith & West Cowick maintained and avoid flood risk areas with built
development.
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SNA-B(ii) (SNA12)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 2138
Site area (ha) 2.13
Proposed use Residential
Date received 24/06/2013
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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
No
1
5
2
6
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

Landscape Character (14)

(-)

Air Quality (15)
Agricultural Land (16)
Groundwater (17)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
Contaminated Land (19)

(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(0)

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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

(0)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Rural Service Centre. 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)
(SSSI 2-3km to NE (Eskamhorn Meadows)
Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1
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).
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
No harm to any heritage assets
Site would intrude into the open gap between Snaith and West Cowick, though a degree of separation 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, a gap would still 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
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 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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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 has identified there is adequate capacity in the public foul sewer network to take reasonably anticipated foul water flows from this allocation.
Access would be available either direct to the A1041 via the adajcent allocated site to Butt Lane.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site has been expanded following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Snaith as a result of the proposed
Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Gap between Snaith & West Cowick maintained and avoid flood risk areas with built
development.
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SNA-C (formerly SNA11)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 2037, 2152
Site area (ha) 1.58
Proposed use Residential
Date received 21/03/2013, 16/09/2013
Additional information Topographical survey submitted
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement limit. Conforms to settlement network strategy.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
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)

No
No
1
5
2
6

Not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Mostly Flood Zone 1, with Flood Zone 3a (6-12 hours warning of defence failure) on southern boundary.

(0)

No settlement vision defined and no impact on sub-area policy

Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(0)
(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)

(0)
(-)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(-)

No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
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).
Development has the potential to affect a groundwater protection zone 3 (Total catchment zone)
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
Not located on land that is likely to be contaminated.
Part of site covers a sand & gravel safeguarding area - pre-extraction may be possible.
No information submitted to demonstrate use of renewable, very low carbon energy or to reduce greehouse gas emissions
Public right of way runs through the centre of the site. This would have to be re-routed or maintained if the site were developed.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.

Highway Network Capacity (25)
Wider Non-Road Transport Network (26)

(0)
N/A

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
(0)
(+++)
No
No
0 - 5 years

No significant highway issues anticipated
Not relevant to the proposed use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
The bid discusses a possible retail or commercial centre within the site (out of town centre retail could impact on the Town Centre Vitality and Viability)
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is one of next most appropriate sites for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for
Snaith as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Site is limited to that part within Flood Zone 1.
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SCAV-B(i) (formerly SCAV9)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1304
Site area (ha) 0.47
Proposed use Residential
Date received 27/02/2007
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
2
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(0)*
(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)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1 and gradients exceed 1:100
No settlement vision defined
Legally (Brown Long-eared Bat - 1985, Natterer's Bat - 2002, Vespertilionidae - 2004) protected species recorded within 500m of this site. Within 1km
of a Local Wildlife Site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
No harm to any heritage assets *Site bounds South Cave Conservation Area
Enclosed by development to north and west. Part of larger open area of land to east and south. Continuation of frontage development along Bacchus
Lane would retain character though a larger development, combined with SCAV19, could form a logical rounding off of this part of South Cave.
Open land defined by strong hedgerows. Part of larger area of open land on rising ground but that is enclosed by existing development on two sides so
not really part of natural landscape.
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
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 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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. South 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 the whole sewerage network within South Cave is at capacity and requires investment.
Bacchus Lane relatively narrow and may influence capacity of site
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is one of the next most appropriate sites for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for
South Cave as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Development compined with part of site SCAV19
provised a logical rounding off this part of South Cave.
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SCAV-B(ii) (formerly part SCAV19)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1819
Site area (ha) 0.67
Proposed use Residential
Date received 07/12/2010
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
2
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
Heritage Assets (12)
Built Character (13)

(0)
(0)*
(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)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)

(-)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1 and gradients exceed 1:100
No settlement vision defined
Legally (Brown Long-eared Bat - 1985, Vespertilionidae - 2004, Natterer's Bat - 2003) and BAP protected species (Grape-hyacinth - 1991) recorded
within 500m of this site. Within 1km of a Local Wildlife Site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows and small copse of trees within site.
No harm to any heritage assets *Site bounds South Cave Conservation Area
Development on three sides. Continuation of frontage development along Bacchus Lane would retain character though a larger development,
combined with SCAV9, could form a logical rounding off of this part of South Cave.
Minor intrusion into the countryside. Site fits in with the existing pattern of development in the village, and is bounded by development on 3 sides, and
so will have minimal impact on 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)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
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 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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. South 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 the whole sewerage network within South Cave is at capacity and requires investment.
Could be issues with development with whole site due to capacity of Bacchus Lane.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is one of the next most appropriate sites for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for
South Cave as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Development compined with part of site SCAV9
provised a logical rounding off this part of South Cave.
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SCAV-C (SCAV4)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 1171, 1492
Site area (ha) 1.03
Proposed use Residential
Date received 12/06/2008
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
2
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
3
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(0)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
Built Character (13)
(0)
Landscape Character (14)
(0)
Air Quality (15)
(0)
Agricultural Land (16)
(-)
Groundwater (17)
(0)
Compatibility with Neighbouring Uses (18)
(0)
(0)
Contaminated Land (19)
Mineral Resources (20)
(0)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
(0)
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)
N/A
(0)
(0)
(0)
(+++)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. 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 or affected by coastal erosion
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1 and gradients exceed 1:100
No settlement vision defined
No effect on known site or species
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows.
No harm to any heritage assets *Site bounds South Cave Conservation Area
Within development limits and surrounded on three sides by existing development. Limited impact on built character of settlement.
Part of larger area of open countrysdie but surrounded on theree sides by existing development. Impact on landscape character of area is therefore
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
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 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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. South 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 the whole sewerage network within South Cave is at capacity and requires investment.
No significant highways issues anticipated. Access appears to be available from The Stray. Bidder also suggests other access available.
Not applicable to housing use
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
No effect on vitality and viabilityof an existing town or district centre
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is one of the next most appropriate sites for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for
South Cave as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. The development of the site provides a logical
rounding off of The Stray.

197

SMB-B (formerly SMB1)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Reasoning

Land bid number 913, 1846
Site area (ha) 6.50
Proposed use Residential
Date received 05/08/2003, 27/4/2011
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Yes
Rural Service Centre. Adjacent to settlement.
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
No
No effect on International or National site of biological or geological interest. Close to SSSI and SAC (River Derwent) but intervening strip of land and
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
sufficient space within site to mitigate any significant impact. (subject confirmation as a result of Habitats Regulations Screening Report)
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)

No
No
1
2
1
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)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)
School Capacity (23)
Utilities Infrastructure Capacity (24)

(0)
(0)
(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 Constraints (32)
Deliverability (33)

N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Vast majority of site not in functional floodplain or affected by coastal erosion. Very small part along western boundary within zone 3b.
No substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

Majority of site more vulnerable use within Zone 1. Small area to western edge within zones 2, 3a and 3b.
No settlement vision or place statement defined.
Otter (2002) Bats (2005) < 500m
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgrows and copse of trees to western boundary.
Adjacent to Conservation Area. The pleasant open and landscaped entrance to town along the A166 that was provided by the recent development to
the east is referred to in the conservation area appraisal. Initial survey results indicate that the area appears to have low archaeological potential.
However, further archaeological evaluation may be required prior to development.
Site is in an open and rural approach to the town and affords views of the Derwent valley. The site rises up from the south western corner to a plateau
approx one third along road frontage to A166. Beyond this, it extends out from the existing built form and would intrude into open countryside and is
separated from built up area of village by the Roman Road. .
Site is in an open and rural approach to the town and affords views of the Derwent valley. The land is undulating and rolls towards the river and is part
of an important landscape area. There is a degree of separation from the village as a result of the Roman Road (A166) and therefore quite rural in
nature.
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
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is potentially contaminated land adjacent to the site. At the south
western corner of the site there is a former garage/petrol filling station. This garage has been redeveloped into housing. The planning file for this
redevelopment may contain information regarding site investigations and possible remediation. Depending on the extent of previous site investigations
there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions and/or a suitable design/layout to mitigate the risk of contamination from the garage.
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 open space 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.
No additional investment in the extra high voltage electricity distribution network will be required to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A166 and the A64 Grimston Bar Interchange nearby with
improvements needed.
Housing use proposed
No proposed or loss of facilites
Housing use proposed
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Stamford
Bridge as a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Mitigation will be required to limit impact of development on 198
landscape character

SWA-E (SWA18)
Question
Basic Information

Outcome

Land bid number 2180
Site area (ha) 4.44
Proposed use Residential
Date received 10/03/2014
Additional information New site
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
No
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
4
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
0
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(0)
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)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(0)
(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)

(-)
N/A
(+++)
N/A
(0)
(+)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Primary Village. Adjacent to existing development limit.
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within flood zone 1
No settlement vision defined
Legally protected species (Vespertilionidae - 1994) recorded within 500m of this site.
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgerows on eastern and northern boundaries.
No harm to any heritage assets
Would extend the built form of the settlement out into open countryside, but would not close the gap between Swanland and North Ferriby.
Intrusion of the built form out into the open countryside. Planting would be required on western and southern boundaries to soften impact of
development
Air quality acceptable. Proposed use is not likely to adversely affect this.
Minor loss of best and most versatile agricultural land (Grade2)
Development would not affect public drinking water supply
Development would be generally compatible with adjacent uses
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 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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. 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.
No significant highways issues anticipated. Strategic capacity issues identified for the A164 nearby with improvements needed.
Not applicable to housing use
Part of northern end of site could be used to expand the car park associated with the playing fields and pavillion.
Not relevant to the proposed use
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site is next most appropriate site for development following the need to identify additional sites to meet the higher housing requirement for Swanland as
a result of the proposed Main Modification to Policy S5 of the Strategy Document. Opportunity to provide additional car parking associated with the
playing fields and pavillion.
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WITH-A (WITH1/WITH11)
Outcome

Question
Basic Information

Land bid number 1391, 2096
Site area (ha) 6.93
Proposed use Residential
Date received
Additional information
STAGE 1 Initial Assessment & Site Exclusion
Conformity with Settlement Network (1)
Yes
Biodiversity and Geological Value (2)
No
Flood Risk & Coastal Change (3)
No
Heritage Assets (4)
No
STAGE 2 Initial Ranking
Greenfield & Brownfield Land (5)
1
Accessibility by Public Transport (6)
6
Accessibility by Walking & Cycling (7)
4
Flood Risk (8)
6
STAGE 3 Detailed Site Specific Considerations
Settlement Vision (9)
(0)
Biodiversity and Geological Value (10)
(--)
Wildlife & Natural Environment (11)
(0)
Heritage Assets (12)
(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)

(0)
(-)
(0)
(0)
(0)

Mineral Resources (20)
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (21)
Publicly Accessible Open Space (22)

(0)
(0)
(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)
N/A
(0)
N/A
(0)
(+++)
No
No
0 - 5 years

Reasoning

Adjacent to settlement limit
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 substantial harm to any nationally designated asset
100% Greenfield land

More vulnerable use within Zone 1
No impact on settlement vision
Bats recorded within 500m
No significant effect or existing features can be retained. Peripheral hedgrows.
No harm to any heritage assets
Adjacent to existing extensive housing area. Would extend built form out into open countryside but frontage to Hul Road already partially built up and
presence of industrial estate opposite reduces impact.
Intrusion into open countryside but impact mitigated by built up frontage to Hull Road and Industrial Estate opposite. Prominent urban edge higlighted
by LCA 2013 could be assisted by suitablly landscaped development.
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 generally compatible with adjacent uses
Development is not located on land that is likely to be contaminated, however there is a former farm with associated out buildings which has been
identified as potentially contaminated land adjacent to the north east corner of the site. This former farm has been redeveloped into housing. The
planning file for this redevelopment may contain information regarding site investigations and possible remediation. Depending on the extent of
previous site investigations there may be a need for appropriate planning conditions and/or a suitable design/layout to mitigate the risk of contamination
from the adjacent 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 greehouse 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.
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 to serve developments in the area. The receiving
Waste Water Treatment Works has sufficient capacity to accommodate development proposed as part of the Local Plan. Withernsea 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 advised that the public foul sewer network does not have adequate capacity to accommodate the anticipated foul water
discharge from this proposal and that it is anticipated that connection to the public sewer network will incur additional costs.
No significant highways issues anticipated.
Housing use proposed
No proposed new or loss of existing facilites
Housing use proposed
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 known constraints
No known constraints
Site increased from original size to extent of built development to the east.
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Strategy Document Modifications screened out from SA Note

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

SM1-SM12
SM14-SM19
SM21-SM28
SM35
SM37
SM40
SM41
SM43
SM46
SM47
SM50
SM51
SM55
SM56
SM60
SM61
SM64
SM65
SM68-SM70
SM72-SM74
SM78
SM80-SM82
SM84-SM87
SM91
SM92
SM95-SM106
SM109
SM110
SM112-SM120
SM122
SM126-SM128
SM130-SM142
SM147-SM157
SM162
SM164-SM166
SM169
SM170
SM175
SM180-SM182
SM184
SM185
SM188
SM195-SM210
SM214
SM215
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Allocations Document Modifications screened out from SA Note

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

AM1-AM5
AM11
AM20
AM46
AM48
AM52
AM53
AM66
AM70
AM78
AM79
AM81
AM83
AM85
AM87
AM88
AM92
AM98
AM100
AM103
AM104
AM108
AM112
AM114
AM117
AM118
AM120
AM121
AM125-AM131
AM138
AM144
AM146
AM151
AM158
AM161
AM165
AM168
AM170
AM172
AM176
AM178
AM183
AM185
AM186
AM188-AM190
AM193
AM195
AM197
AM199
AM205
AM207
AM212
AM225

•
•
•

AM227
AM231
AM233-AM237
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Surrey
KT18 5BW
Contact:

Cristina West

Email:
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