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NON TECHNICAL SUMMARY
An addendum to the SA Report has been prepared to deal with the following matters:
•
•

To explore the implications of proposed modifications to the pre-submission Local Plan.
To respond to consultation representations relevant to the SA.

With regards to the modifications, there are some improvements in relation to the historic environment,
climate change mitigation, landscape, housing and health. However, these are relatively minor effects
and for the most part do not change the overall conclusions for the SA. The exception is an
improvement with regards to resource use / climate change mitigation, with a minor positive effect
being recorded as a result of the modifications (compared to a neutral effect in the current SA Report).
This is due to a greater emphasis on the need to address climate change through measures such as
electric vehicles, rural diversification, and infrastructure planning.
With regards to reasonable alternatives, no further strategic alternatives need to be appraised in the
SA.
No mitigation or enhancement measures have been identified at this latest stage of the SA.
It is not necessary to include additional monitoring measures as the conclusions of the assessment
remain the same as within the Environmental Report (which already contains an appropriate monitoring
framework).
The majority of comments in relation to the SA Report were about the site appraisal outcomes; with
site promoters disagreeing with some of the outcomes.
This relates mostly to the methods used to measure distance to services (i.e. ‘accessibility scores’). In
the initial site appraisals, an ‘as the crow flies’ approach was taken to measuring distances to services,
rather than along valid routes such as public footpaths and walkways (The approach taken at
Publication stage).
A small number of changes have been recorded where it is agreed that scores are factually incorrect.
This has not led to a change in the proposed allocations though.
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1. Introduction
1.1.1

Following consultation on the Hambleton Local Plan (Pre-submission version), a number of
modifications have been proposed by the Council.

1.1.2

The purpose of this report is to explore the implications of these amendments with regards
to the sustainability appraisal findings (as set out in the SA Report, July. 2019).

1.1.3

In addition, the Addendum provides a summary of consultation representations received that
are of relevance to the SA (including a suitable response).

2. Proposed modifications
Introduction

2.1.1

2.1.2

A number of minor modifications have been proposed so that the pre-submission Plan can
be updated to reflect:
1.

A need to address typographical issues,

2.

A need to provide clarity in response to particular issues,

3.

Specific representations made on the pre-Submission Plan.

It is important to explore what the implications of this are in terms of the SA findings. As
such, the modifications schedule has been screened, and a comment is provided for each
amendment to outline what the implications are for the SA. The detailed schedule is set out
as Appendix A to this Addendum.

Scoping
2.1.3

The scoping information as set out in the Scoping Report and SA Report remains valid and
has been used to inform the assessments in this addendum.

Screening and appraisal of the minor modifications
2.1.4

In summary, the vast majority of modifications are unlikely to have any effects upon the SA
findings. For this reason they were ‘screened out’ for further consideration.

2.1.5

The following modifications were screened in, as it was considered that in combination there
could be potential for them to have implications for the SA findings.
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Table 2.1: Screened-in Modifications
Modification
M19: Policy EG3
Town Centre Retail
and Leisure
Provision

Summary of change

Relevant SA
Objectives

SA14.
Economic
Easingwold is no longer excluded as a Growth and
suitable location for residential
Diversification
development in the town centre.
SA11.
Housing
SA14.
Economic
Growth and
Diversification

M26: Policy EG7
Rural Businesses

Greater emphasis on climate change
mitigation.

M45: Policy HG 6
Gypsies, Travellers
and Travelling
Showpeople

SA9. Health
Greater emphasis on the need to
and Wellbeing
protect existing accommodation sites
and to replace losses.
SA11.
Housing

M47: Policy E1
Design

Additional detail relating to climate
change mitigation.

M61: Policy CI1
Infrastructure
Delivery

Introduces climate change as an
important issue for infrastructure
planning / provision.

M65: Policy CI2
Transport and
Accessibility

Raises awareness of the need to
consider electric charging
infrastructure.

M82: BRO1
Danes Crest,
Brompton

Requirement for a heritage statement
introduced.

M87: CRK 1
North of Crakehall
Water Mill, Little
Crakehall

Requirement to implement a
landscape buffer.

SA5. High
quality
environment

SA5. High
quality
environment

SA7: Climate
change and
flooding

SA3.
Transport and
air quality
SA5. High
quality
environment
SA10:
Cultural
Heritage

SA8:
Landscape
SA10:
Cultural
Heritage
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2.1.6

The screened-in modifications are not relevant to certain SA Objectives, and so there are no
implications for the SA findings in relation to the following:
SA Objective 1: Biodiversity
SA Objective 2: Water quality
SA Objective 4: Land and soil
SA Objective 6: Waste
SA Objective 12: Crime
SA Objective 13: Employment

2.1.7

For each SA Objective identified as relevant in Table 2.1, a discussion of the effects is
presented below. The discussion is structured using the same SA Topics as within the SA
Report conclusions section. These correspond to the SA Objectives as shown.
SA Topic 2: Landscape (SA Objective 8: Landscape)

2.1.8

Modification 87 in particular introduces a specific measure to protect and enhance the
landscape at site CRK1. This is positive, and ought to remove a degree of uncertainty around
the potential for negative effects in this location.

2.1.9

The overall conclusions relating to landscape in the SA Report are that neutral effects are
likely from a district-wide perspective. This modification does not alter those broad
conclusions, but does provide greater certainty that negative effects should not arise in this
particular location. Therefore, the overall conclusions in the SA remain the same with regards
to landscape.
SA Topic 3: Population and Human Health (SA Objective 9: Health and wellbeing)

2.1.10

Modification 45 is likely to have health benefits for a specific community group (Gypsy,
Travellers and Travelling Showpeople). The change brings about greater protection for
existing sites and ensures that suitable replacements are sought if there are losses. This
helps to ensure that accommodation issues are less likely to arise (which safeguards
wellbeing and health for such groups).

2.1.11

The SA Report already records minor positive effects in relation to Plan policies that are
supportive of Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople needs. Whilst the changes being
proposed are an improvement, this is not likely to bring about a significant positive effect.
Therefore, the overall conclusions in the SA remain the same with regards to health.
SA Topic 5: Resources and Material Assets (SA Objective 5: High quality environment)

2.1.12

Modifications M26, M47 and M65 all enhance the performance of plan policies in relation to
climate change mitigation. This generally takes the form of support and encouragement for
mitigation measures rather than setting any firm requirements. Nevertheless, these
modifications in combination ought to generate minor positive effects in terms of resources
and climate change mitigation.

2.1.13

The existing SA Report concludes that there would be neutral effects in terms of climate
change mitigation. These additions therefore lead to an improvement in the performance of
the Plan against this particular aspect of sustainability (albeit not significantly).
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SA Topic 6: Climatic Factors (SA Objective 7: Climate change and flooding)
2.1.14

Modification 61 introduces climate change into considerations for infrastructure planning,
which is a positive move. This should help to ensure that new development is mindful of the
need to plan for a changing climate and to anticipate future changes in technology. Whilst
positive, there are no firm requirements as such, and so the effects are minor.

2.1.15

The existing SA Report concludes that the Plan will have minor positive effects in terms of
climate change resilience. The positive effects brought about through Modification 61will
not lead to these effects being of greater significance. Therefore, the overall conclusions in
relation to climate change resilience remain the same.
SA Topic 7: Cultural Heritage (SA Objective10: Cultural heritage)

2.1.16

Modifications 82 and 87 are both likely to have positive effects with regards to cultural
heritage. They set out more firm requirements in site specific policies that heritage assets
will need to be considered in development, whether that be through the need for a heritage
statement at Danes Crest (BRO1), or the need for a landscape buffer at land North of
Crakehall (CRK1). These changes will ensure that negative effects are less likely to occur.

2.1.17

The SA Report records minor negative effects overall with regards to cultural heritage. This is
mainly due to the effects of certain site allocations, and the potential to affect the setting of
heritage assets. The modifications go some way to tackling identified issues at two relevant
sites, which is positive. However, it is still probable that some minor adverse effects will
remain at these sites (less than substantial harm could occur), and at other sites. Therefore,
the overall conclusion for the Plan of a minor negative effect remains the same.
SA Topic 8: Housing (SA Objective 11: Housing)

2.1.18

Modification 45 is likely to have benefits for a specific community group (Gypsy, Travellers
and Travelling Showpeople). The change brings about greater protection for existing sites
and ensures that suitable replacements are sought if there are losses. This helps to ensure
that accommodation issues are less likely to arise.

2.1.19

Modification M19 no longer excludes Easingwold centre as a suitable location for residential
development. This is positive with regards to housing delivery.

2.1.20

The SA Report already records minor positive effects in relation to Plan policies that are
supportive of Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople housing needs.

2.1.21

Whilst the changes being proposed are an improvement, this is not likely to bring about a
significant positive effect. Therefore, the overall conclusions in the SA remain the same.

2.1.22

In relation to housing needs in general, a significant positive effect is predicted in the SA
Report. Allowing additional dwellings in Easingwold centre does not change this.
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SA Topic 9: Economy and Employment (SA14: Economic growth and diversification)
2.1.23

Modification M19 allows for residential development in Easingwold Town Centre. There was
some concern that this could affect the centres role for retail. However, it is unlikely that
significant homes would be built, nor would it be likely that substantial retail space would be
allowed to be lost. Therefore, the effects in terms of economic activity are likely to be minor.

2.1.24

Several modifications that refer to climate change ought to have positive longer-term effects
upon the economy by supporting more efficient buildings, allowing for diversification of rural
business (for example for renewable generation), and facilitating a move to electric-based
vehicles. In combination these are likely to generate minor positive effects.

2.1.25

The SA Report concludes that significant positive effects will occur in terms of employment
and economy. The modifications contribute towards these effects positively, but the overall
conclusions remain the same.
SA Topic 10: Transport (SA Objective 3: Transport and air quality)

2.1.26

Modification M65 is the only one with any direct link to this SA topic. By raising awareness of
the need to plan for electric charging, it is more likely that the area will be supportive of
cleaner air strategies in the longer term. This is a minor positive effect, as no specific
requirements are set as such.

2.1.27

The SA Report concludes that effects upon transport are likely to be neutral. A continuation
of current trends is expected, with perhaps a minor positive effect in the longer term due to
the promotion of sustainable modes of transport. The modification adds to these longer
term minor positive effects, but is not likely to lead to a significant effect. Therefore, the
broad conclusions for transport remain the same.
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Reasonable alternatives
2.1.28
•
•
•

There are no reasonable alternatives to the proposed modifications for the following reasons:
Most are corrections in response to typographical or factual errors.

More substantive changes are policy revisions or additions in response to specific
comments or evidence. There are no alternative suggestions.

There are no material changes to the overall spatial strategy or site allocations.

Mitigation and enhancement
2.1.29

It is not considered necessary to recommend further amendments (particularly as no
significant negative effects have been identified).

2.1.30

Furthermore, the modifications are being proposed partly for the reason of enhancing
positives or minimising negatives.

Monitoring
2.1.31

Monitoring measures are set out within the SA Report. There is no need to propose
additional monitoring measures as the appraisal findings remain virtually the same (and
importantly, no significant effects have been identified as a result of the minor amendments).

3. Responding to representations
3.1.1

A number of representations were made at the LPSD consultation which refer directly to the
SA Report. The main comments have been drawn together and a response to each
representation is made in Appendix B to this Addendum.

3.1.2

The majority of comments relate to the outcomes of the site appraisal process; with
alternative scores suggested for specific sites. In the main, the suggested scores have not
been accepted. This is because the site appraisal findings are correct in relation to the
agreed methodology that was applied.

3.1.3

A ‘mitigation-off’ approach to the appraisal was taken to ensure consistency in comparison.
Likewise, detailed technical studies were not available for each site to confirm whether
‘potential negative effects’ would occur or not. However, the site appraisal findings are only
one element of the decision making process, and can be supplemented by more detailed
findings. Therefore, a negative score does not necessarily mean that a negative impact
would occur.

3.1.4

Where factual or process errors have been identified, the scores have been amended
accordingly. These are summarised in table 3.1.
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Table 3.1: Summary of changes to site scores
Site ref / name

SA: Site appraisal criteria

Amende
d score

N/042/001
Town End Farm, East Cowton.

SA
Report
score

5: Overall Publication score

Red

Amber

7c: Containing areas of flood risk?

Red

Amber

7d: Will development increase flood risk

Red

Amber

ALT/B/004/022
Land Adjacent to Bedale Road,
Opposite Cross runners,
Aiskew, Bedale.

3a: Links to footpaths and cycle routes

Amber

Green

3: Overall Publication score

Amber

N/110/011d
Land E.Lewis Rd & Turker Ln,
Land RO Winton Rd ,The
Warren & Land N Mowbray Rd
E Side, Stokesley Rd.

3a: Links to footpaths and cycle routes

T/152/004a
Part Os Fields 937085649454
Stockton Road, Thirsk.

7e: Can increases be mitigated

3b: Connectivity to public transport

5a: Scope to improve green infrastructure

Red

Amber
Amber

Amber
Green
Green
Green

Red

Amber

3: Overall Publication score

Red

Amber

5: Overall Publication score

Red

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

PST/T/138/006
Land North Of Mayfield And
East Of Orchard House, South
Otterington

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

PST/E/041/059
OS Field 1666, Drovers Court,
Easingwold

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

10. Historic Environment (Overall score)

Green

Amber

E/041/018
OS Fields 4266 & 4295 Knott
Lane, Easingwold.
PST/T/163/011
Land At Back Lane, Topcliffe

STK2 (SE1 part)

PST/E/041/060
Land At Knott Lane,
Easingwold.

ALT/E/122/003
Land North East Of The
Cottage, The Green, Raskelf.

PST/N/110/044
Land Adjacent The Mount,
Yafforth Road, Northallerton.
S/125/005
OS Field 2642, Middleton
Road, Hutton Rudby
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3.1.5

Despite the changes to the site appraisal outcomes, the Council have determined that the
allocated sites still remain the same.

3.1.6

Some responses to Consultation stated that it was unclear how decisions had been made or
data sourced for the site appraisals. As a result, this information has been added to the site
appraisal framework for clarity (see Appendix C to this report).

Additional site appraisals
3.1.7

Several new site options for employment use were suggested during the consultation.
These have been appraised using the site selection methodology. A summary of the
findings is presented at Appendix D to this report.

3.1.8

One site (B_004_010a) was promoted for both employment and housing use, but the site
appraisal only showed the outcomes in relation to housing. An assessment in relation to
employment use is provided at Appendix D to this report.
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APPENDIX A: SCREENING THE
MODIFICATIONS

Hambleton Local Plan Schedule of Modifications
Key:
Text
Red text with strikethrough
Green text with underlining
Mod.
Ref.
M1

Identifies
Text to be deleted.
Text to be added.

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 1,
Contents

HG 6: Gypsies, and Travellers, and Travelling Showpeople

Consequential change as a
result of modification M45

Formatting has no
implications for SA
conclusions.

M2

Page 2,
Contents

CIIC 1: Infrastructure Delivery 139
CIIC 2: Transport and Accessibility 143
CIIC 3: Open Space, Sport and Recreation 147
CIIC 4: Community Facilities 151

Consequential change as a
result of modifications M60,
M64, M67 and M71

Formatting has no
implications for SA
conclusions. However,
policy references are
different in the SA Report.

M3

Page 11,
paragraph 2.9

…Stonehenge and the Orkney Islands. However, the dominant
architectural styles within the district are Georgian and Victorian.
Many settlements have expanded significantly in the twentieth century
in the 1920's, 1930's and following the Second World War through to
the present day The Vale of Mowbray has been an important transit
route for centuries. This is reflected by the presence of the major
north-south Roman Road, Dere Street, with attendant fortifications at
Healam Bridge. This also explains the location of battlefields, such as
Myton (1319) and Northallerton (Battle of the Standard, 1138), as
invading Scottish armies followed this main route southwards.
2.10
Like much of Yorkshire, the medieval record is particularly strong in
Hambleton District, with large numbers of deserted villages, manorial
sites, monastic centres and strategically located stone and earthwork
castles. However, the dominant architectural styles within the district
are Georgian and Victorian. Many settlements have expanded
significantly in the twentieth century in the 1920's, 1930's and
following the Second World War through to the present day.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 2.

Change suggested by
Historic England

Additional context and
description is helpful, but is
not policy and so has no
implications for the SA.

Mod.
Ref.
M4

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 20,
Cross cutting issues,
Climate Change

The Climate Change Act 2008 (as amended) established a legally binding
target to reduce the UK's greenhouse gas emissions by at least 80%to net
zero by 2050 from 1990 levels.

Change to reflect amendment
to primary legislation

Policy context text, does not
affect the content of the
Plan So no implications for
the SA.

M5

Page 32,
Local Plan Vision

Housing will be of an amount to meet objectively assessed housing need,
scale, quality, size and type

Change in response to
representation

For clarity, but does not
materially change the plan
policies. No implications for
the SA.

M6

Page 34,
Action ix

Change in response to
representation

Not a policy change. No
implications for SA.

M7

Page 35,
Policy S 1:
Sustainable
Development
Principles, criterion f

To encourage more walking, cycling and improved green infrastructure so
that residents have access to good quality open spaces, leisure and,
recreation opportunities, facilities and services.
Ensuring that development takes available opportunities to improve local
environmental conditions, such as air and water quality, seeks the reuse of
suitable previously developed land and underused land and buildings, and
reclaimed materials; and

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

M8

Page 35,
Policy S 1:
Sustainable
Development
Principles, criterion g

Supporting development and infrastructure provision that takes available
opportunities to mitigate and adapt to climate change, including minimising
greenhouse gas emissions, and makes prudent and efficient use of natural
resources.

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Beneficial in relation to
waste management.
Unlikely to lead to
significant effects though as
there are no firm
requirements as such.
Provides greater clarity that
infrastructure needs to
mitigate and be resilient to
climate change. This is
helpful, but does not
materially affect the SA
findings (which already note
positive effects are likely).

M9

Page 37,
Policy S 2: Strategic
Development Needs,
criterion b
Page 38,
paragraph 3.15

At least 6,615 net new homes, made up of both market and affordable.

Change in response to
representation

For clarity, has no
implications for the SA
findings.

…out in 'Meeting Hambleton's Housing Need' belowat paragraph 5.2.

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Page 39,
paragraph 3.21

The development requirementssrequirements align and

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M10

M11

Mod.
Ref.
M12

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 39,
paragraph 3.24

Should significant under-delivery occur the Council willhousing delivery fall
below 95% over the previous three years the Council will prepare an action
plan to address the under delivery and will work through the following
sequence until delivery is appropriately increased:

Change to more closely
reflect national planning
policy

Provides clarity, but no
implications in terms of SA
findings.

M13

Page 47,
Policy S 4:
Neighbourhood
Planning, criterion b

Policies HG 3 'Affordable Housing Requirements', E 1 'Design', CIIC 1
'Infrastructure Delivery' and RM 2 'Flood Risk'.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M60

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
reference is different in the
SA Report.

M14

Page 51,
Built form will
include:, row 3

(see policy CIIC 3 'Open Space, Sport and Recreation ').

Consequential change as a
result of modification M67

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
reference is different in the
SA Report.

M15

Page 55,
Policy S 7: The
Historic Environment

Change based on
representation from Historic
England

The changes provide a
stronger approach to the
protection of heritage
assets. However, this is
unlikely to generate a
significant positive effect
either in isolation or in
combination with other
changes.

M16

Page 55,
paragraph 3.59

A proposal affecting a designated heritage asset (or an archaeological site of
national importance) must conserve those elements which contribute to its
significance. Harm to such elements will only be supported where it is clearly
justified and outweighed by the public benefits of the proposal. Substantial
harm or total lossWhere a development proposal will lead to less than
substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset (or an
archaeological site of national importance) will only be supported in those
circumstances set out in the NPPF, this harm should be weighed against the
public benefits of the proposal including, where appropriate, securing its
optimum viable use.
Substantial harm or total loss to the significance of a designated heritage
asset (or an archaeological site of national importance) will only be supported
in those circumstances set out in the NPPF.
A proposalProposals which would remove, harm or undermine the
significance of a non-designated heritage asset will only be supported where
the benefits are considered sufficient to outweigh the harm having regardbe
permitted only where a balanced judgement has been undertaken and the
scale of any harm or loss to the significance of the heritage asset is justified.
The historic environment plays a keyan important role in the social, economic
and environmental wellbeing of communities. The Council has a duty to
conserve and enhance the significance, character and appearance of the
district's historic environment and economic well-being of Hambleton’s
communities and to the distinctive character of its town, villages and
countryside. It is important, therefore, that the district’s heritage assets are
appropriately conserved and enhanced. It is therefore important that there is
a full understanding of the impact of proposals on the historic environment so
that informed decisions can be made about the appropriateness of
development.

Change based on
representation from Historic
England

Change to contextual and
descriptive information
rather than policy
amendment. No
implications for the SA
findings.

Mod.
Ref.
M17

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Pages 56 and 57,
Designated assets
and Non-designated
assets

4 registered parks and gardens at Newburgh Priory, Benningbrough Hall,
Thorp Perrow and Hornby Castle Park. Hambleton also has 39 unregistered
parks and gardens which are considered non-designated heritage assets.
These all have entries on Parks and Gardens UK, the aim of which is to
ensure that the significance of the designed landscape is not eroded by
insensitive development;
…
3.62 Not all of Hambleton's heritage is designated and it is important to
recognise the value of our non-designated historic environment in
planning for the future. Many archaeological sites and buildings are of
significance because of their contribution to the local historic
environment or local history. The council recognises this and while it
does not currently have a list of non-designated heritage assets, those
buildings and archaeological sites identified within the Historic
Environment Record (held and maintained by NYCC) and within
conservation area appraisals as Buildings of Local Interest are to be
considered as non-designated heritage assets. Further nondesignated heritage assets will be identified through the development
management process.
3.63 Hambleton also has 39 unregistered parks and gardens which are
considered non-designated heritage assets. These all have entries on
Parks and Gardens UK, the aim of which is to ensure that the
significance of the designed landscape is not eroded by insensitive
development.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 3.
…
Within the town centres support will be given to retail and other main town
centre uses, defined in the 'Glossary', that are appropriate to the size, role
and function of the centre concerned and whichthat respects the centre’s
character, including its special architectural and historic interest.
…
Policy EG 3: Town Centre Retail
…
A proposal for residential development will be supported in any of the town or
district centres, except Easingwold Town Centre, where the proposal does
not impact on the vitality and viability of the centre and where it does not
cause unacceptable impacts for neighbouring uses or compromise current or
planned/ committed future use.
…

Change from representation
by Historic England

Change to contextual
information only. No
implications for the SA
findings.

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Change in response to
representation

Has implications for housing
delivery and retail in
Easingwold. Screened in.

M18

Page 71,
Policy EG 3: Town
Centre Retail and
Leisure Provision

M19

Pages 71 to 73,
Policy EG 3: Town
Centre Retail and
Leisure Provision and
paragraph 4.28

Paragraph 4.28

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

M20

Page 74,
paragraph 4.35

…This policy provides support for limited appropriate residential development
within the town centres where it will serve to enhance the vitality and viability
of the centre and where it does not cause unacceptable problems for other
neighbouring uses. In Easingwold town centre further residential
development will be resisted in order to protect the vitality and viability of the
centre (Hambleton Retail and Leisure Study (October, 2016)).
…
…of the General Permitted Development (England) Order 2015 (as
amended).

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M21

Page 77,
paragraph 4.45

…of the General Permitted Development Order(England) Order 2015 (as
amended) and…

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M22

Page 82,
paragraph 4.66

The site adjoins the Bedale Conservation Area and bounds the Grade II St
Gregory's House, the proposed car park could potentially affect the setting of
the Grade I Church of St Gregory.

Change suggested by
Historic England

Additional contextual
information is helpful but is
not policy and does not
affect the SA findings.

M23

Page 82,
paragraph 4.67

…However, it will take some time to secure funding and therefore
development of the site is not anticipated in the short term.

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M24

Page 83,
Policy EG 6:
Commercial
Buildings, Signs and
Advertisements

Change suggested by
Historic England

Changes are minor and do
not materially alter the intent
of the policy. No
implications for the SA.

M25

Page 85,
Policy EG 7: Rural
Businesses, criterion
b

…Where the building is within a conservation area special attention must be
had to the design, scale, materials, colours and lighting of any new frontage
and the proposal will be required to maintain and where possible reinstate
traditional shopfront elements. Traditional or historic shopfronts should be
retained and, where appropriate, refurbished.
…
the re-use of an existing building of permanent, structurally sound
construction that is capable of conversion without the need for substantial
extension, alteration or reconstruction and can accommodate the functional
needs of the proposed use including appropriateadequate parking provision;

Change in response to
representation

Wording change has no
implications for SA findings.

M26

Page 86,
Policy EG 7: Rural
Businesses, criteria k
and l

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Not likely to have significant
effects in isolation, but
potential for positive
cumulative effects –
screened in.

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

l.
m.

M27

Page 88,
paragraph 4.83, last
bullet point

…amenity of the area; and
the approach roads and access to the site have the capacity to cater
for the type and levels of traffic likely to be generated by the
development.; and
opportunities for reducing carbon emissions from agriculture related
development, such as, improvements to building fabric performance
and incorporating renewable energy technologies are incorporated.

Impacts: what are the implicationimplications of the proposal for the
environment and rural economy.

Mod.
Ref.
M28

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Pages 91 and 92,
Paragraphs 5.6, 5.7
and Residual
requirement for
allocation, table

Paragraph 5.6
…With this allowance the capacity of existing commitments is considered to
be 4,0133,978. See element 'C' in the table below.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M78

Formatting change has no
implications for the SA.

Change in response to
representation

Change to supporting text.
No implications for SA
findings.

Change in response to
representation

The deleted clause could be
perceived as allowing
developments that do not
achieve a good mix of
housing types. Its removal
is therefore helpful, but
unlikely to have any
significant effect on the SA
conclusions.

M29

Page 93,
after paragraph 5.16

M30

Page 96,
Policy HG 2:
Delivering the Right
Type of Homes,
criterion f

Paragraph 5.7
…This calculation gives a minimum requirement of 466501 homes.
Residual requirement for allocation, table
C
Commitments (with 10% non-implementation on small sites)
4,0133,978
Residual minimum requirement for allocation (A - B - C)
466501
Gypsies and Travellers, and Showpeople
5.17 In accordance with Government guidance set out in the Planning
Policy for Traveller Sites (2015), the Council is required when
preparing a local plan to identify Gypsy, Traveller and Showpeople
sites to meet identified accommodation needs. Hambleton has a long
established community of Gypsies and Travellers, and Showpeople,
in part due to the key road network running through the district. The
A19 and A1(M) provide connections to the wider travellers' networks,
which has, for many years, made the area a strategic location for
travellers to base themselves.
5.18 The Local Plan seeks to ensure fair and equal treatment for travellers,
in a way that facilitates the traditional and nomadic way of life of
travellers while respecting the interests of the settled community.
Through the Local Plan, pitch targets for gypsies and travellers, and
plot targets for travelling showpeople are identified, which addresses
the identified accommodation need in the area, as set out in the
Hambleton District Council Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation
Assessment (GTAA) 2016.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 5.
…where the agreed mix has had regard to evidence of local housing need or
market conditions and the ability of the site to accommodate a mix of
housing;

Mod.
Ref.
M31

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 97,
after paragraph 5.27

5.30

Historically maintaining size standards has been relatively straight
forward on schemes that rely on public subsidy since registered
providers are required to build to a minimum standard, known as the
Housing Quality Indicators (HQI) standard, in order to claim grant
funding. However, a considerable amount of affordable housing is
delivered through S106, without public funding and the requirements
associated with it. Whilst the Council has delivered many homes
through this mechanism, over the past year or so housing officers and
registered provider partners have started to become concerned about
the size of these homes, particularly in light of changes brought in by
Welfare Reform.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 5.
In all cases whereWhere affordable housing is provided it will be expected to:

Change in response to
representation

Additional contextual
information is helpful but is
not policy and does not
affect the SA findings.

Change for clarity

Minor change to wording
does not materially affect
the policy. No implications
for SA findings.

e.

…across major development sites; and
be externally indistinguishable in terms of design and materials from
any market housing on the site.; and
f.
be transferred at transfer price.
Affordable rent must be equivalent to local housing allowance caps.

Change in response to
representation

Provides clarity to
developers on expected
values for affordable homes
bought by housing
associations. This is
helpful, but dos not
fundamentally change the
policy and therefore no
implications for the SA

M32

Page 100,
Policy HG 3:
Affordable Housing
Requirements

M33

Page 100,
Policy HG 3:
Affordable Housing
Requirements,
criteria d and e

M34

Page 101,
paragraph 5.41

…for which the threshold is 54 units or fewer.

Correction of typo

Minor change to supporting
text. No implications for SA
findings.

M35

Page 101,
after paragraph 5.41

5.45

Change for clarity

Additional guiding text is
helpful but is not policy and
does not affect the SA
findings.

Where the number of units or combined floorspace proposed triggers
the applicable affordable housing contribution, the requirement of
30% will be sought from the total number of units proposed. For
example, where a scheme, within one of the market town parishes or
Great Ayton parish, proposes 10 units the requirement would be for 3
of those 10 units to be affordable. The Housing SPD (forthcoming)
sets out the approach the Council will take where the contribution
would result in a part unit. The Council's preference is for on-site
provision of affordable housing.

Mod.
Ref.
M36

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 101,
paragraph 5.42

and 10% intermediate housing, in line with national planning policy. The
Council will seek affordable homes in line with the requirements of policy HG
2 'Delivering the Right Type of Homes'. An alternative mix may be supported
where there is evidence that the proposal will meet local housing need.
Exceptions will be made as set out in national planning policy, for example
where the site is proposed to be developed by people who wish to build or
commission their own homes (self/ custom build homes).

Change to more closely
reflect national planning
policy

Additional guiding text is
helpful but is not policy and
does not affect the SA
findings.

M37

Page 101,
paragraph 5.43

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M38

Page 101,
after paragraph 5.43

Change in response to
representation

Additional guiding text is
helpful but is not policy and
does not affect the SA
findings.

M39

Page 103,
Policy HG 4: Housing
Exception Schemes,
criteria a, b and c

Change for clarity
Correction of typo

Formatting is for clarity only
and does not materially
change the policy.
Therefore, no implications
for SA findings.

M40

Page 105,
paragraph 5.53

The Council views Transfer Pricestransfer prices for affordable housing as
being a critical tool for ensuring that homes are affordable to local people in
housing need in perpetuity. Transfer Pricesprices ensure that affordable
homes are transferred to Registered Providersregistered providers (housing
associations)…
5.48 The transfer prices have been reviewed and agreed through
extensive consultation in partnership with internal and external key
partners. The reviewed transfer prices have taken into account the
agreed standard S106 specifications. A registered provider and other
interested parties (communities group) have agreed these
specification and expect them to be included in the sale at transfer
price, not as an additional cost. The cost of any additions to the
agreed specification will be by separate negotiation. The justification
behind this is to ensure that all registered providers, community
groups and developers are operating on a consistent basis and to
reduce the competition among partners. It provides all parties with a
clear message of what income will be generated from the sale of the
affordable properties to the registered provider/ community group.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 5.
a.
it is demonstrated, based on robust evidence, such as an up to date
local housing needs assessment, that the need for the housing
proposed will not be met through allocations in this plan or
development with extant planning permission;
it consists of affordable housing types suitable for first time buyers
b.
and/ or first time renters; and
c.
it is limited to no more than 1 hectare in size or consist of no more
than 5% of the number of homes in the existing settlement, based on
the most recent data available from the Council, whichever is the
lower; and.
The type of homes proposed will be based on evidence of local need such as
from an up to date local housing needs assessment completed by the
Council.

Change in response to
representation

Formatting is for clarity only
and does not materially
change any policies.
Therefore, no implications
for SA findings.

Mod.
Ref.
M41

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 105,
paragraph 5.54

In line with national policy, entry-level schemeschemes should be limited
either to…

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M42

Page 105,
after paragraph 5.55

5.61

Added for clarity

For information / clarity. Has
no implications for the SA
findings.

M43

Pages 107 and 108,
paragraphs 5.67 and
5.68

Further guidance on entry-level exception schemes can be found in
the Council's Housing SPD (forthcoming).
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 5.
Paragraph 5.67
…ThisIn rural areas this type of development can help support local services
and…

Change to reflect links to
national planning policy

For clarity. Has no
implications for the SA
findings.

M44

Page 108,
paragraph 5.69

Paragraph 5.68
ProposalsTo reflect national planning policy for rural housing, proposals that
are located outside the existing built form…
This is how housing growth in villages is envisaged, being small scale andas
gradual, reflecting that special character of our historic rural villages.

Change for clarity

Change to supporting text.
No implications for SA
findings.

M45

Page 109,
Policy HG 6: Gypsies,
Travellers and
Travelling
Showpeople

Change in response to
representation

Gives greater protection to
existing sites, which is
positive for these
communities. Screened in.

HG 6: Gypsies, and Travellers, and Travelling Showpeople
…
Footnote 2
The Act does not define race, however case law has established that Roma
Gypsies and Irish and Scottish Travellers are covered by the protected
characteristic of race for the Equality Act 2010; Travelling Showpeople are
not covered by the protected characteristic of race. Local authorities have a
duty under the Equality Act to actively seek to eliminate unlawful
discrimination, advance equality of opportunity and promote good race
relations.
…
HG 6
Gypsies, and Travellers, and Travelling Showpeople
Future need
Gypsies, TravellersIn order to meet the accommodation needs of Gypsies
and Travellers, and Travelling Showpeople, the following number of pitches
and plots are identified as needed by the 2016 update to the Hambleton
Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (GTAA):
2016-2021
2021-2026
2026-2031
Total
Gypsy and
-1
1
1
1
Traveller
pitches
Showpeople
4
1
1
6
plots

Mod.
Ref.

Location

M46

Page 110,
Justification text for
Policy HG 6: Gypsies,
Travellers and
Travelling
Showpeople,
paragraphs 5.72 and
5.74

M47

Page 112,
Policy E 1: Design,
criteria i and j

Modification
A proposal for a new site for gypsies, travellers or travelling
showpeopleGypsies and Travellers,
or Travelling Showpeople who meet the ‘Planning Policy for Traveller Sites’
(Aug 2015) definition for a Traveller, and also those who do not but who are
covered within the duties under the Equalities Act 2010, will be supported
where:
…
c.
where the site is located outside the existing built form of a settlement
identified in the settlement hierarchy, it has been demonstrated that
the proposal:
i.
cannot be accommodated within the main built form of a settlement
and in rural areas the size of the site respects the scale of, and does
not dominate, the nearest settled community;
demand placed on local infrastructure can be accommodated within
ii.
existing or planned local infrastructure provision; and
…
Proposals which fail to protect existing Gypsy and Traveller, and Travelling
Showpeople sites or involve a loss of pitches/ plots will not be permitted
unless it can be demonstrated that the pitches/ plots are no longer required or
equivalent suitable alternative provision has been identified.
Paragraph 5.72
…The study found no current requirement for any additional transit
provision. A need for six additional plots has been identified for
travelling showpeople who meet the definition, four in the period 201621 and one in each of the following five year periods 20121-26 and
2026-31. Rather than identifying sites at this time the Council will work
with the families and groups of travelling showpeople involved in order
to meet their requirements.
5.79 A need for six additional plots has been identified for Travelling
Showpeople who meet the definition, four in the period 2016-21 and
one in each of the following five year periods 2021-26 and 2026-31.
Rather than identifying sites at this time the Council will work with the
families and groups of travelling showpeople involved in order to meet
their requirements.
…
5.74 …national policy for gypsy, traveller and travelling showpeopleGypsy,
Traveller, and Travelling Showpeople sites.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 5.
promotes mixed and balanced communities, improving quality of life
i.
and facilitating social inclusion; and

Reason

SA Screening

Change in response to
representation

Minor changes to wording
do not materially alter the
policy. Therefore, no
implications for the SA.

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Not likely to have significant
effects in isolation, but
potential for positive

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification
achieves an improvement to existing open spaces that connect well
with green infrastructure networks and incorporate nature conservation
and biodiversity enhancements where possible.; and
k.
achieves climate change mitigation measures through location,
orientation and design, and takes account of land form, massing and
landscaping to minimise energy consumption.
Plus consequential changes to criteria numbering through remainder of the
policy.
where these are part of the exitingexisting settlement character.

Reason

j.

M48

Page 115,
paragraph 6.13

M49

Page 116,
paragraph 6.16

with reference to policy CIIC 2 'Transport and Accessibility ' and as far as
possible provided to an adoptable standard.

M50

Page 116,
following paragraph
6.19

6.20

M51

Page 119,
following paragraph
6.27

Living with Beauty is a report with promotes health, well-being and
sustainable growth, and is a valuable guide to placemaking that
prioritises an integrated approach to beauty, community, history and
landscape.
Climate change
6.21 Development is expected to take every opportunity to mitigate the
effects of climate change through maximising solar gain through
building orientation and window positions, and incorporating thermally
efficient materials and heating systems, sustainable drainage systems
and grey water recycling. Using appropriate reclaimed materials does
not have to be limited to heritage assets and conservation areas, and
can reduce waste as well as the need for new materials to be
produced.
6.22 The National Design Guide sets out best practice for creating
beautiful, endearing and successful places, which can be useful in
understanding how to incorporate climate change mitigation measures
in to development schemes of all sizes.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 6.
6.31 All new housing developments will be required to meet the Nationally
Described Space Standards (NDSS), as set out in policy 'HG 2:
Delivering the Right Type of Homes'. This will ensure that all new
housing developments provide dwellings that have good room sizes
and levels of storage to provide a decent standard of living, enable
people to live in their homes for longer and safeguard future
occupants' residential amenity.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 6.

SA Screening
cumulative effects –
screened in.

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M64
Change for clarity
Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Change in response to
representation

Additional guiding text is
helpful but is not policy and
does not affect the SA
findings.

Additional guiding text is
helpful but is not policy and
does not affect the SA
findings.

Mod.
Ref.
M52

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 121,
Policy E 3: The
Natural Environment,
criterion b

b.

Change in response to
representation

Clarity on approach to be
taken is helpful, but does
not materially alter the
policy. No implications for
the SA.

M53

Page 123,
following paragraph
6.42

Change in response to
representation

Clarity on approach to be
taken is helpful, but is
supporting text and does
not materially alter the
policy. No implications for
the SA.

M54

Page 124,
Policy E 4: Green
Infrastructure,
criterion b

Biodiversity net gain
6.47 National planning policy requires the planning process to contribute to
and enhance the natural and local environment, through minimising
impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity. The policy
therefore requires the use of the Defra Biodiversity Metric 2.0 to
measure and account for biodiversity losses and gains resulting from
the proposed development.
…with nearby features beyond the site, for example with multi-user paths,
including linking green spaces,…

Change in response to
representation

Example is helpful but does
not change the policy and
does not preclude other
measures being
implemented. Therefore, no
implications for the SA.

M55

Pages 125 and 126,
paragraphs 6.48 to
6.52
Page 127,
paragraph 6.55

Apply bullet point list formatting to these paragraphs.

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

The purpose of this policy is to ensure that development proposalsa
sustainable future for the district’s historic environment. Development
proposals must protect and conserve the district’s heritage assets and their
settings , and where possible enhance them.

Change in response to
representation

Rewording of supporting
text only with no material
change to policy intent. No
implications for SA findings.

Pages 127 and 128,
Policy E 5:
Development
Affecting Heritage
Assets

AWhere a heritage asset is identified, a proposal will be required to
demonstrateassess the potential for adverse impacts on the significance of
the historic environment. Where investigations show that impacts on heritage
assets or their settings, whether designated or not, are possible, a heritage
statement will be required. The heritage statement must be proportionate to
the asset’s importance and contain sufficient detail for theto understand the
potential impact of the proposed scheme on those heritage assets to be
established. Such heritage statements should be proportionate to the
significance of the assets affectedproposal on their significance. Heritage
statements should:
a.
assess all heritage assets and their settings that would be affected,
describing and assessing their significance and special interest;
b.
set out how the details of the proposal have been decided upon
describing how all adverse impacts will be avoided as far as possible,
or if unavoidable how they will be minimised as far as possible;

Change in response to
representation from Historic
England

The changes are helpful but
do not fundamentally alter
the policy direction or
requirements. Minor
positive effects are
predicted in the SA Report
in relation to this policy, and
this is likely to remain the
same.

M56

M57

the biodiversity offsetting metricDEFRA Biodiversity metric 2.0 tool is
used to demonstrate that a proposal will deliver a net gain for
biodiversity;

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification
c.

detail how, following avoidance and minimisation, the proposal would
impact on the significance and special interest of each asset;
d.
provide clear justification for the proposal, especially if it would harm
the significance of a heritage asset or its setting, so that the harm can
be weighed against public benefits; and provide clear and convincing
justification for the proposal, especially where there is harm to the
significance of a heritage asset or its setting, so that the harm can be
weighed against public benefits; and
e.
identify ways in which the proposal could make a positive contribution
to, or better reveal the significance of, affected heritage assets and
their settings.
Archaeology
A proposal for development on a site where archaeological remains may be
present must be accompanied by an appropriate archaeological assessment
(including a field evaluation if necessary) that must include:
f.
information identifying the likely location and extent of the remains,
and the nature of the remains;
g.
an assessment of the significance of the remains; and
h.
consideration of how the remains would be affected by the proposed
development.
…
HarmLess than substantial harm to elements that contribute to the
significance of a designated heritage asset or archaeological site of national
importance will be supported only where it is clearly justified andthere is clear
and convincing justification and the less than substantial harm is outweighed
by the public benefits of the proposal. Substantial harm or total loss to the
significance of such assets will be supported only where it is demonstrated
that the substantial harm or total loss is necessary to achieve substantial
public benefits that outweighs that harm or in exceptional circumstances, as
set out in paragraph 195 of the NPPF.
Proposals which would remove, harm or undermine the significance of a nondesignated heritage asset will be permitted only where the benefits of the
development outweigh the harma balanced judgement has been undertaken
and the scale of any harm or loss to the significance of the heritage asset is
justified.
…
Archaeology
A proposal for development on a site where archaeological remains may be
present must be accompanied by an appropriate archaeological assessment
(including a field evaluation if necessary) that must include:
l.
Information identifying the likely location and extent of the remains,
and the nature of the remains;
m.
An assessment of the significance of the remains; and

Reason

SA Screening

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification
Consideration of how the remains would be affected by the proposed
development.
…settlement character assessment work and CIIC 3 'Open Space, Sport and
Recreation ' confirms which sites have been formally designated as local
green spaces and are therefore protected under the terms of that policy.

Reason

SA Screening

Consequential change as a
result of modification M67

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, policy reference
in the SA Report is now
incorrect.
Additional emphasis on
climate change resilience is
helpful but is not policy and
does not affect the SA
findings.
Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, policy reference
in the SA Report is now
incorrect.
Introduces greater focus on
climate change. Unlikely to
have significant effects in
isolation but could have
cumulative effects –
Screened in.

n.

M58

Page 134,
paragraph 6.69

M59

Page 135,
paragraph 7.1

Improved infrastructure is essential to cater for a growing population and, to
minimise vulnerability and improve resilience to the impacts of climate
change, and also to address…

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

M60

Page 135,
Section title and
Policy CI 1:
Infrastructure
Delivery
Page 135,
Policy CI 1:
Infrastructure
Delivery

CIIC 1: Infrastructure Delivery
…
CIIC 1
Infrastructure Delivery

Change for clarity

The Council will seek to ensure that development is supported by the timely
delivery of necessary infrastructure and facilities, that addresses climate
change impacts, by:

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

M61

M62

Page 135,
Policy CI 1:
Infrastructure
Delivery

…Requirements should be provided on site, but may be provided off site with
the agreement of the Council and relevant service providers.
Reference should be had to Appendix C: 'Key Infrastructure Requirements'
and to the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.

Change for clarity

Clarity is helpful but does
not materially change the
intent of the policy.
Therefore, no implications
for the SA findings.

M63

Page 136,
After paragraph 7.6

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M64

Page 139,
Section title and
Policy CI 2: Transport
and Accessibility

7.7
The Council has in place a CIL framework and charging schedule.
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 7.
CIIC 2: Transport and Accessibility
…
CIIC 2
Transport and Accessibility

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, these policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

Mod.
Ref.
M65
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Modification
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SA Screening

Page 139,
Section title and
Policy CI 2: Transport
and Accessibility,
criterion h, iii

h.
i.
ii.

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Helpful addition provides
emphasis on the need to
consider electric charging
infrastructure. Unlikely to
have significant effects in
isolation, but could have
cumulative positive effects –
screened in.

M66

Page 142,
Paragraph 7.30

…made within all garages for charging points to be fittedas a minimum.

Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Changes to supporting text
has no implications for SA
findings.

M67

Page 143,
Section title and
Policy CI 3: Open
Space, Sport and
Recreation

CIIC 3: Open Space, Sport and Recreation
…
CIIC 3
Open Space, Sport and Recreation

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, these policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

M68

Page 144,
Policy CI 3: Open
Space, Sport and
Recreation

Change for consistency

Signposts to allocations in
the Plan but do not make
any policy requirements as
such. Therefore, no
implications for the SA.

M69

Page 147,
Paragraph 7.36, after
first bullet point list

Correction of formatting error

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M70

Page 146,
After paragraph 7.40

…see 'NOR 4: Northallerton Town Park' for development requirements.
Sports Villages
Land on the northern edge of Northallerton, between the Northallerton to
Middlesbrough railway line and Northallerton Road is allocated for sports and
recreation facilities, as Northallerton Sports Village, see 'NOR 5: Northallerton
Sports Village' for development requirements.
Land on the southern edge of Sowerby, south of Gravel Hole Lane and Kings
Meadows is allocated for sports and recreation facilities, as Sowerby Sports
Village, see 'TIS 4: Sowerby Sports Village' for development requirements.
The Council will therefore investigate opportunities to improve open space,
sport and recreation provision including:
7.38 The Council will therefore investigate opportunities to improve open
space, sport and recreation provision including:
Plus consequential changes to paragraph numbering for following text in
chapter 7.
7.43 The existing Open Space, Sport and Recreation SPD (February 2011)
will be reviewed and updated.

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M71

Page 147,
Section title and
Policy CI 4:
Community Facilities

CIIC 4: Community Facilities
…
CIIC 4
Community Facilities

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, these policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

M72

Page 157,
Paragraph 8.18

…This establishes the greenfield runoff rates, which is a maximum of 1.4
l/s/ha, unless modelling conclusively demonstrates…

Correction of typo

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

iii.

adequate provision for parking is incorporated, taking account of:
highway safety and access to, from and in the vicinity of the site;
the accessibility of the development to services and facilities by
walking, cycling and public transport;
the needs of potential occupiers, users and visitors, now and in the
future, for example to enable charging of plug-in and other ultra-low
emission vehicles;

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification

M73

Page 157,
Paragraph 8.19

…greenfield sites and brownfield sites that expressed within the policy. in In
terms of surface water flooding further information can be found on the
Environment Agency's website…
More information is available from the ADAAssociation of Drainage
Authorities (ADA).

M74

Page 158,
Policy RM 4: Air
Quality, criterion b

M75

Part 2
Page 170,
Access and
Highways

Reason

SA Screening

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

type and volume of traffic generation and whether production of a travel plan,
travel assessment or travel statement are required, in relation to the
requirements of policy CIIC 2 'Transport and Accessibility';

Consequential change as a
result of modification M64

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

See policies E 1 'Design' and CIIC 2 'Transport and Accessibility '.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M64

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.
Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

M76

Page 171,
Utility provision

See policies CIIC 1 'Infrastructure Delivery', E 1 'Design', RM 1 'Water Quality
and Supply'.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M60

M77

Page 173,
Paragraph 9.6

…See policies CIIC 1 'Infrastructure Delivery' and HG 3 'Affordable Housing
Requirements'.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M60

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

M78

Page 175,
NOR 1: Winton Road,
Northallerton

Size (ha):
Allocated for:

Change in response to
representation/ correction of
errors

Site size is lower and
therefore gross capacity is
less. However, this does
not significantly affect the
overall housing delivery
within the plan period.

M79

Page 176,
NOR 1: Winton Road,
Northallerton,
Education

Land to accommodate a twoone form entry primary school (31.5 hectares) is
required…

Change required as a result
of revised advice from NYCC
Education

Lower scale primary school
being required, but this
relates to evidence, so the
effects on communities
should not be significantly
different.

6331.4
640485 homes (840650 gross)
(includes 200 commitments) (24.2ha), education (3ha)165
commitments and land for education, open space and green
corridor (18.47ha min)

Mod.
Ref.
M80

M81
M82

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 177,
NOR 1: Winton Road,
Northallerton,
Delivery

This site is subject to traffic modelling, to be undertaken by North Yorkshire
County Council, as a result delivery is expected in years 6 to 10 of the plan
period.This site is subject to traffic modelling, to be undertaken by North
Yorkshire County Council, as a result delivery is expected to begin in years 6
to 10.
This green field site is located on the northern edge of Northallerton, between
the East Coast Mainline railwayNorthallerton to Middlesbrough railway line
and Northallerton Road.
…where possible its significance is enhanced.

A heritage statement will be required for the site and should inform
proposals for development to ensure it will not harm the character and
appearance of the Brompton Conservation Area. In particular,
consideration should be given to the impact which development would
have on views across the conservation area due to the elevated
position of the allocation site.

Change required as a result
of updated information from
site agent

Slight wording change does
not materially change the
policy. No implications for
the SA.

Correction

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Change based on
suggestion from Historic
England

Addition is positive with
regards to the historic
environment and gives a
greater steer on site layout
and design. Unlikely to have
significant effects in
isolation but could have
cumulative effects –
screened in.

Page 184,
NOR 5: Northallerton
Sports Village
Page 188,
BRO 1: Danes Crest,
Brompton, Heritage

M83

Page 194,
TIS 2: Back Lane,
Sowerby, Biodiversity
and landscaping

Existing features should be retained, including hedgerows and, evidence of
the medieval strip fields, mature trees

Change based on
suggestion from Historic
England

Additional detail is helpful ,
but does not materially
affect the policy
requirements. There is
already a requirement to
prepare a heritage
assessment that ought to
pick up on such issues. No
implications for the SA
findings.

M84

Page 214,
AIB 3: Bedale Car
and Coach Park
Page 216,
CRK 1: North of
Crakehall Water Mill,
Little Crakehall

Existing boundary features should be retained, including hedgerows and
mature treetrees along the southeastern boundary…

Correction

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Location:

Correction of typos

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

Change for clarity

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

M85

M86

Page 217,
CRK 1: North of
Crakehall Water Mill,
Little Crakehall,

Land to the north of Crakehall Water Mill Hackforth road
Little CrackehallCrakehall
Size (ha):
0.66
Allocated for: 18 homes
This green field site is located on the eastern edge of Little Crackehall.
CrackehallCrakehall. Crakehall Conservation Area lies adjacent to the site to
the south, along with the listed CrackehallCrakehall Water Mill and curtilage
buildings.
…the details of which will be are to be agreed at the planning application
stage.

Mod.
Ref.
M87

Location
Biodiversity and
landscaping
Page 217,
CRK 1: North of
Crakehall Water Mill,
Little Crakehall,
Heritage and Design,
landscaping, open
space provision and
green corridors

M88

Page 229,
LEB 3: Aiskew Moor,
east of Leeming Bar,
Access and highways

M89

Pages 233 and 234,
EAS 1: Northeast of
Easingwold
Community Primary
School, Easingwold

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Heritage

Development of this area could affect elements which contribute to
the significance of CrackehallCrakehall Conservation Area and the
CrackehallCrakehall Watermill Grade II listed building. An area of
open space will be provided at the southern end of the site along with
a landscape buffer to reduce the impact upon the conservation area
and listed building. A heritage statement will be expected to explain
how care isthe extent of the open space and nature of the
landscaping has been decided upon in order to reduce harm. The
statement will also be expected to explain how care will be taken to
ensure any development does not harm the significance of the
setting of these heritage assets.
Design, landscaping, open space provision and green corridors

The site is located adjacent to the North Yorkshire Green
Infrastructure corridor and the development should seek to enhance
connectivity to adjacent green infrastructure, particularly areas of
accessible local green space. A landscape buffer to the southern end
of the site will be provided to reduce the impact upon the
conservation area and listed building.
No heavy goods vehicle movementOnly pedestrian and cycle access will be
acceptable alongon to Low Street and appropriate measures must be put in
place to ensure this exclusion.

Change based on
suggestion from Historic
England

The change is a specific
recommendation relating to
the layout of CRK1. This
gives a clearer steer on
requirements to protect the
setting of the listed building
and Conservation Area.
Potential for cumulative
positive effects upon
cultural heritage – screened
in.

Change in response to
representation

Protects amenity for existing
adjacent communities on
Low Street, whilst
supporting better
accessibility on foot and
cycle. Whilst positive, the
implications for the SA
findings are negligible.

Change in response to
representation from Historic
England

Wording change for clarity
rather than to change the
content of the policy. No
implications for the SA.

Size (ha): 6.31 (Developable area 4.87ha)
…
Design, landscaping, open space provision and green corridors

The housing development will be located in the north end of the site
and not extend southwards beyond the northern edge of the adjacent
primary school site. The part of the site to the east of the primary
school is reserved for school playing fields; early engagement with
North Yorkshire County Council will be necessary. Land to the south
of the playing fields is to be landscaped and laid out as open space
to provide an appropriate setting to the listed church and the
conservation areain order to mitigate the impact on the designated
heritage assets to the south.

Mod.
Ref.
M90

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Page 245,
STK 1: North of The
Stripe, Stokesley

Access and highways
…

Works will be required towards the provision/ development/
maintenance of the Stokesley/ Great Ayton CyclewayEndeavour
Way.
Open space
…

Further open space is required in association with this allocation in
line with the standardsset out in policy CIIC 3 'Open Space, Sport
and Recreation'.
Works will be required towards the provision/ development/ maintenance of
the Stokesley/ Great Ayton CyclewayEndeavour Way.

Change in response to
representation

Changes are to provide
correct descriptions. No
material change to the
policy and so no
implications for the SA.

Change in response to
representation

Changes are to provide
correct descriptions. No
material change to the
policy and so no
implications for the SA.

This site is located at the southeastern edge of Stokesley south east of
Ellerbeck Court, Stokesley Business Park, immediately adjoins the existing
business park to the northwest.
…
Access and highways
…

Works will be required towards the provision/ development/
maintenance of the Stokesley/ Great Ayton CyclewayEndeavour
Way.

Works will be required towards the provision/ development/
maintenance of the Stokesley/ Great Ayton CyclewayEndeavour
Way.

Change for clarity
Change in response to
representation

Changes are to provide
correct descriptions. No
material change to the
policy and so no
implications for the SA.

Change in response to
representation

Changes are to provide
correct descriptions. No
material change to the
policy and so no
implications for the SA.

…
7 'Infrastructure
and Community
Services'

Consequential change as a
result of modifications M60,
M64, M67 and M71
Change in response to
representation relating to
climate change

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references for these policies
in the SA Report are now
incorrect.

M91

Page 247,
STK 2 : East of
Stokesley Business
Park, Access and
highways

M92

Page 249,
STK 3: Southeast of
Terry Dicken
Industrial Estate,
Stokesley

M93

Page 253,
GTA 1: Skottowe
Crescent, Great
Ayton, Access and
highways

M94

Page 258,
Appendix A:
Monitoring, Table A.1
Monitoring indicators

CI1IC1

CIL receipts and how they are spent by
the Council and town/ parish councils

CI1IC1

Progress against Infrastructure Delivery
Plan
Number of major developments that
produce & implement a travel plan
Number of electric vehicle charging
points permittedinstalled
New recreation provision delivered

CI2IC2
CI2IC2/
RM4
CI3IC3

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification

Reason

SA Screening

Added for clarity

Additions are for information
/ signposting only. No
implications for the SA.

6 To be replaced by the Housing SPD
The table below lists the sites that are defined as Local Green Space, with
regard to policy CIIC 3 'Open Space, Sport and Recreation '. Please refer to
the Local Green Space Study [link] Local Green Space Assessment for full
details of reasons for designation. All sites are shown on the Policies Map
with the reference CI3IC3.

Consequential change as a
result of modification M67
Change to include hyperlink
to Local Green Space
Assessment

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

…
ALT/E/041/053/G

Change in response to
representations

Not allocating the sites for
green space could mean
that they are afforded less
protection from
development.

CI4IC4
M95

Page 259,
Appendix B :
Replacement of
Development Plans,
after paragraph B.2

M96

Page 261,
Appendix D: Local
Green Space,
paragraph D.1

M97

Pages 263, 264, 265
and 267
Appendix D: Local
Green Space, Table
D.1 Local Green
Space designations

…
B.3








Loss of community facilities

Existing supplementary planning documents (SPDs) will be retained.
The SPDs will be reviewed and updated as necessary to ensure that
they give clear guidance relating to Local Plan policies. The current
SPDs are:
Domestic Extensions SPD (December 2009)
Market Towns Conservation Area Design Guide (December 2010)
Open Space, Sport and Recreation SPD (February 2011)
Affordable Housing SPD (April 2015)(6)
Sustainable Development SPD (April 2015)
Size, Type and tenure of new homes SPD (September 2015)(6)

ALT/E/041/058a/G

Land at Mallison Hill,
Adjacent to Oulston Road,
Easingwold
Wooded Area Accessed
from Drovers Court,
Easingwold

Great Broughton
…
ALT/S/058/031/G Land Inc Tennis Courts,
South East Side Of
Levenside, Great Ayton
ALT/S/058/032/G Land at Easby Lane, Inc
Multiple Properties, Great
Ayton
ALT/S/058/035/G The Green, High Green,
High Street, Great Ayton
…
ALT/S/073/015/G

Allotment Gardens, Goldie Hill,
Hutton Rudby

Local recreational
value, Richness of
wildlife
Local recreational
value, Richness of
wildlife, Tranquillity
Local recreational
value
Historic significance
Local recreational
value, Historic
significance
Local recreational
value

However, this is unlikely to
notably change the effects of
the Plan for several reasons.
Some are private gardens (and
as such would not be
beneficial to the wider public)
There still remain a large
amount of areas proposed for
green space, so the benefits
associated with the plan in this
respect would not be affected
significantly.

Mod.
Ref.

Location

Modification
ALT/S/073/016/G

Land South of River Leven,
Hutton Bank, Hutton Rudby

ALT/S/073/017/G

Land Including/Surrounding
Village Green, South Side,
Hutton Rudby

…
ALT/N/123/035/G

M98

M99

Page 270,
Appendix E: Open
Space, Sport and
Recreation
Standards, paragraph
E.1
Pages 272, 273, 283
Glossary

Playing FliedsFields at
Ainderby Road Leisure Park,
Adj. Sewage Wks, Romanby

Reason

SA Screening

Consequential change as a
result of modification M67

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.
However, the policy
references in the SA Report
are now incorrect.

Correction of typos
Change for clarity

Formatting and additional
information is helpful but
does not materially alter the
SA findings.

Local recreational
value, Historic
significance,
Richness of wildlife
Local recreational
value, Historic
significance
Local recreational
value

…
The following tables set out the requirements for open space, sport and
recreation provision for policy CIIC 3 'Open Space, Sport and Recreation '.

Affordable housing:
…
These can include Shared Ownershipshared ownership, equity loans, other
low cost homes for sale and intermediate rent (including Rent to Buy
housing).
…
Amenity:
A positive element or elements that contribute to the overall character or
enjoyment of an area. For example, open
land, trees, historic buildings and the inter-relationship between them, or less
tangible factors such as tranquilitytranquillity.
…
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB):
A statutory national landscape designation, the primary purpose of which is to
conserve and enhance natural beauty. AONBs are designated by Natural
England andGovernment and, together with National Parks, they represent
the nation's finest landscapes.
…
Small scale:
For residential development up to 5 homes and for retail development up to
200m2 (gross floor area). Small scale proposals for renewable and low
carbon installations refer to the capacity levels of micro-generation
equipment, which in relation to the generation of electricity is 50 kilowatts and
to the production of heat is 45 kilowatts thermal. The equipment of microgeneration technologies could relate to biomass, biofuels, fuel cells,

Mod.
Ref.
M100

Location

Page 286,
Document
Information

Modification
photovoltaics. water, wind, solar power, geothermal sources, combined heat
and power system sources.
For further information please contact:
Planning Policy
Hambleton District Council,
Civic Centre
Stone Cross
Rotary Way
Northallerton
DL6 2UU
…
Maps
…
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to
prosecution or civil proceedings. Ordnance Survey <add HDC OS user
number/ref>Licence Number 100018555.

Reason

SA Screening

Corrections

Formatting has no
implications for SA findings.

APPENDIX B: SUMMARY OF REG19
CONSULTATION REPRESENTATIONS

Comment ID
1

LPreg19-SA-1

Site
Assessments Stokesley Area

Section-paragraphsite-ref
Great Broughton
sites

Key issues

Summary comments

Disagree with site assessment.

Object to Great Broughton being
classed as sustainable, no public
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and transport services.
encourage public transport, cycling
and walking
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being

Justification

Response

Objective 3 scores are based upon objective measurements to existing networks of footpaths, cycleways and public transport. The scores are correct in this respect and allow for fair
comparison between sites within the settlement. To gain a red score sites would need to be more than 1201m from a bus stop, which is not the case for all sites.

Propose no further changes.

Objective 9 sets out distance measurements to a range of facilities, with an overall judgement drawing upon these individual scores. Some sites have good or limited access to certain
facilities and poor access to others, resulting in an amber score overall (for example, S/057/010). Other sites have poor access to most facilities, resulting in a red score overall (for example
S/057/007b). Only three sites (S/057/001, S/057/004. S/057/004) are scored green overall, and each green on many individual criteria. However, each of these also scores red for some
criteria such as town centres and employment. Overall these three sites all perform better in terms of the full range of accessibility criteria when compared to those that have been assigned
an amber score overall. The overall score is therefore considered to be appropriate in this context.
Bus Route 89 from Abbots serves Great Broughton 3 times a day

2

LPreg19-SA-2

Main SA report

3

LPreg19-SA-3

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

B/004/008

Comments rasied relate to Local Plan

Comments more applicable to the
local plan. Comments copied to
LPreg19-1040

No specific comments have been made about the site appraisal findings.

Disagree with site assessment

Considers that noise restriction zones No specific comments have been made about the site appraisal findings.
around RAF Leeming are out of date.
The DIO (Defence Infrastructure Organisation) were contacted last April to enquire over the currency of our data set, after being promised many replies, in the end they stopped answering
Addition of the specific area for
and we never got a answer. The data we have used matched that used for the 2010 LDF.
development

Propose no further changes.

The Defence Infrastructure Organisation (DIO)
provide the information on noise restriction zones.
Although the type of air traffic linked to RAF
Leeming base may have changed over the time,
the DIO still consider this information to be relevant
and appropriate.
Comments are noted but propose no further
changes.

4

LPreg19-SA-4

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

5

LPreg19-SA-5

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

6

LPreg19-SA-6

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

B/004/001

B/004/010

Disagree with site assessment

Wishes to make some clarifications of
points within the assessment for Land
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and between 39 & 41 Northallerton Road
encourage public transport, cycling
Leeming Bar; these relate to item 3, 7,
and walking
and 9. Clarification of reduced noise
levels from RAF Leeming now Hawks
SA Objective 7: address climate
are flown, instead of Tornadoes..
change and reduce flood risk

SA3: The site appraisal acknowledges the presence of footpaths with a green individual score. The amber score relates to public transport access, which in-line with the thresholds is more
than 400m from a bus stop (hence an amber score). No changes proposed to appraisal.

SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being

Access to secondary school and GP is measured by distance and remains correct.

Disagree with site assessment
SA Objective 11: housing need
SA Objective 12: crime

SA7: Site is in Flood Zone 1.
The site is not affected by flooding from Rivers or Sea but is affected by surface water fooding.

Objective 5 - The Defence Infrastructure
Organisation (DIO) provide the information on
noise restriction zones. Although the type of air
traffic linked to RAF Leeming base may have
changed over the time, the DIO still consider this
information to be relevant and appropriate.

SA9: There is a convenience store within 500m. Score needs to be amended from red to amber.
At the time of the assessmentm the nearest convience store was in Leeming as the Co-op had only recently opened at the John Gill site.

Private gym, soft play and nurseries are not considered under the access to facilities category.
Duplicate comments to LPreg19-SA-3 These comments are a duplicate of LPreg19-SA-3. Please refer to LPreg19-SA-3 for response.

Comments are a duplicate of LPreg19-SA-3.

Site has been assessed for housing, it
should have been assessed for
employment purposes. This site
should be allocated in place of the
Leeming Bar safeguarded extension.

Agree - site B/004/010 was assessed for housing
only. Propose new assessment for employment
use.

Assessment for employment use has been included as an addendum to the SA Report.
Originally in 2015 the site owner submitted this site for consideration and propose housing as the preferred use. The owner identified that the site could accommodate 70 dwellings at a 35
density of housing per hectare. Unfortunately based the Health & Safety Executive guidance the site assessment findings concluded that housing would not be advisable because the Trans
Pennine Ethylene Pipeline runs through the site. However although the Health & Safety Executive guidance could not supported housing, employment uses could be considered acceptable
subject to placing restrictions on potential employee numbers and siting of any development.
The representation comments note that the site has only been assesed for housing purposes and to some extent this point is true because it was the Council's assessment finding which
were published in the Preferrred Options Stage Bedale Sub Area document that concluded employment uses to be a more suitable rather than housing.
For purpose of completeness - proposed a new site assessment for employment use - new reference B/004/010a.
The representation comments further request that the northern part of the site should specifically be assessed for retail uses. This request is not possible because the SA process does not
make a distinctions between the different employment sectors.

7

8

LPreg19-SA-7

LPreg19-SA-8

Site
Assessments Northallerton
Area

Site
Assessments Northallerton
Area

East Cowton sites
N/042/001 to
N/042/010

Land between 39 &
41 nortallerton road
Leeming Bar
(B/004/001)

The sites shown N/042/001 to
N/042/010 contain several errors and
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and inconsistencies.
encourage public transport, cycling
Review the document and amend the
and walking
errors.
SA Objective 5: good quality built
environment
This is a document that will be used as
a reference point for future
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
development of the village. As a rural
health, education and training and
community it is vital that the
health and well-being
sustainability of such communities is
supported with correct information.
Inconsistencies in assessments

SA Objective 3:
As there are bus stops in the village all sites have a green score for this and Northallerton being the nearest train station all are RED for this section.
Usually GREEN appears when the site is in close proximity to one of the two PROWs that connect to village and have footpaths on both sides of the highway that lead to the site. AMBER
scores occur where there is no connectivity to an existing PRoW and there is at least one highway footpath. Then RED when neither facility exists. Looking at the scores these are all correct
for the location of the sites.
SA Objective 5:
The overall assessment is based on officer's judgement.
Convenience shop - N/042/001
All green and amber scores but overall score of RED
Convenience shop - ALT/N/042/009 Has some red scores but overall score is AMBER

SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being

Objective 9 - comments are noted but propose no
further changes. The site assessment was carried
out at a point in time which reflected the level of
services available. Any changes to the level of
service provisions since the original anaylsis would
be corrected as part of any future Local Plan review
work.

N/042/001 - change overall score to Objective 5
from Amber from Red.
SA Objective 9:
Firstly it refers to the village facilities
ALT/N/042/009 Has some red scores but overall
“I.E . The village does have a shop, a play area, outdoor area and transport to get to work etc. “
The village post office used to operate as a newsagent so it wasn’t classified as a convenience shop for the analysis. There is now a community shop that opens in the morning only, but this score is AMBER - keep as Amber (No change)
was not open at the time the analysis was run (which can only ever be a snapshot in time). The analysis recognises the outdoor sports facility the cricket club. An amber score is recorded
because there are a few facilities that are on the 10min walk limit.

Wishes to make some clarifications of These comments are a duplicate of LPreg19-SA-4. Please refer to LPreg19-SA-4 for response.
points within the assessment for Land
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and between 39 & 41 Northallerton Road
Leeming Bar; these relate to item 3, 7,
encourage public transport, cycling
and 9. Clarification of reduced noise
and walking
levels from RAF Leeming now Hawks
are flown, instead of Tornadoes..
SA Objective 7: address climate
change and reduce flood risk
Disagree with site assessment

Objective3: Disagree with comments - no changes

Comments are a duplicate of LPreg19-SA-4

9

LPreg19-SA-9

Main SA report

Paragraph 11.2.20.

Minor amendment for clarity/ factual
correction

Suggested additional wording.

Only one site at Great Ayton is considered to have potential significant effects, and with appropriate mitigation these are unlikely to be significant. Proposed change to the conclusions as
follows:

Proposed change to the conclusion.

Amend Paragraph 11.2.20 as follows:“Although for the majority of the sites a A minor negative effect is possible predicted overall, as development at some of the allocated sites will alter the setting of designated heritage assets, as well as the character of the
minor negative effect is possible
settlement fringes. (which coincide with conservation area boundaries). There is one site (GTA1) where significant negative effects are possible (at Great Ayton), but appropriate design
because of the potential harm to their ought to minimise this risk.
setting for a couple, the effect could be
a significant negative effect.
Conversely …”

10

11

LPreg19-SA-10

LPreg19-SA-11

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

Site B/011/022

Site
Assessments Stokesley Area

ALT/S/058/016

Disagree with site assessment
SA Objective 10: heritage

Disagree with site assessment
SA Objective 10: heritage

Site B/011/022 amend the assessment The heritage assessment was carried out in conjunction with North Yorkshire County Council Heritage Services and Historic England, as well as in-house expertise.
against the historic environment as
‘uncertain'
The SA process is a high level, overview of the suitability of the site anad a much more detailed assessement would be required as part of the development management process. The SA
conclusions for objective 10 states - 'a further assessment will be required' and 'the mitigation measures maybe appropraite'.
There should be an assessment of
heritage which may be affected in the
vicinity. Pre-NPPF allocation - should
be tested against current national
policy.

Propose no further changes.

Disagree with evaluation of the site;
should be amended as a "significant
negative effect".

The heritage assessment was carried out in conjunction with North Yorkshire County Council Heritage Services and Historic England, as well as in-house expertise.

Propose no further changes.

These comments have also been raised in LPreg19-SA-7 - please see the response above.

These comments have also been raised in LPreg19SA-7 - please see the response above.

Site ALT/S/058/016 amend
the assessment against the historic
environment as ‘significant negative
effect’.
12

LPreg19-SA-12

Site
Assessments Northallerton
Area

Site in East Cowton

13

LPreg19-SA-13

Site reference
Site
Assessments - E/063/001
Easingwold Area

Inconsistencies in assessments

Inconsistency between the various
sites referred to in East Cowton in so
far as local amenities are concerned

Disagree with site assessment

Feel further consideration should be
Objective 1: “On review of the submitted M&W Joint plan…..” NYCC have scored it ‘entirely within’ themselves so think we have to Disagree with comments – Propose no further changes.
given to the allocation of this additional
site after undertaking own score of the Objective 3: For some reason both the GIS data and the officer have missed the National Cycle Route that passes north of the site. But we could include this and the score would still be
site.
amber due to the lack of continuous highway footpaths into the village and roads being too narrow to add to them. The bus station does score green but then the train station is red and this
combined with the previous amber create an amber overall score. Disagree with comments – Propose no further changes.

Propose no further changes.

Objective5: Office’s judgement. Disagree with comments because this site is located in an elevated position with long range views from Raskelf Road on the approach to the village. Propose
no further changes.
Objective 7: The site has some risk of Surface Water Flooding – Disagree with comments – Propose no further changes.
Objective 9: They refer to making facilities available in the development and relying on clustering as per Policy S3. But in line with the latter point the facilities from neighbouring settlements
are included in the analysis but they still remain outside the desired walking distances – therefore there are more preferable sites available. – Disagree with comments – Propose no
further changes.
Objective 10: The appraisals do not take account of detailed mitigation proposals – Disagree with comments – Propose no further changes.

14

LPreg19-SA-14

Main SA report

15

LPreg19-SA-15

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

Ref. B/004/008b

Support

Support methodology and conclusions Propose no further changes.

Propose no further changes.

Disagree with site assessment

Site should score green under
Objective 3, not amber.

Propose no further changes.

SA Objective 3: improve air quality and
encourage public transport, cycling
and walking

Objective 3 - The site scores amber for the train station hence why the site cannot be green. The detailed SA shows green for PRoW and Bus Stops. Disagree with comments – Propose
no further changes.
“It is noted that the Site scores ‘Green’ for 7 of the 8 questions under criteria 10. Despite this, it is scored ‘Amber’ overall. It is considered that this should be amended to score ‘Green’
overall.”
The site scores amber under archaeology therefore the overall cannot be green. Disagree with comments – Propose no further changes.
“Whilst reference is made in the Site conclusions to “ issues that need addressing,” this is not considered to be the case; there are no insurmountable constraints to the delivery of the Site,
and it is considered that the SA conclusions should read more positively as a reflection of this.”
Conclusion is that before the site could be considered for development further investigation work would be required and issues addressed hence why it scores amber. Disagree with
comments – Propose no further changes.
This site forms part of an allocated site.

16

LPreg19-SA-16

Site
Assessments Thirsk Area

Site ref T/139/017

Disagree with site assessment

Object to scoring of 7. The Site should
be scored green as any increase in
SA Objective 1: biodiversity and
risk of flooding can be mitigated and
geodiversity
this has been satisfactorily
demonstrated within the Flood Risk
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and Assessment appended to these
encourage public transport, cycling
representations.
and walking
Not clear how the measures in
objective 9 are calculated.
SA Objective 4: protect soils and
promote the efficient use of land
Site is on the edge of Sowerby
Gateway development, proximity to
SA Objective 7: address climate
services and facilities should be
change and reduce flood risk
judged inline with this development,
not as a greenfield location.
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being

Objective 1
Amber -Biodiversity issues: NYCC –‘ has local ecological value’ and have scored it amber
Red - The development is within, or impacts up on, a mineral safeguarding area : NYCC state that it is entirely within a safeguarding area = RED
Disagree with comments – propose no changes.
Objective 3
Red - Links to footpaths and cycle routes – Currently no links to PRoW and highway footpaths = RED
Red - Site has poor connectivity to a bus stop or train station – Bus Stops Amber, Train Station Red – as currently there is no direct route to the train station = RED
Disagree with comments – propose no changes.
Objective 4
Red - Development will not redevelop previously developed land – not brownfield site = RED
Red - Development will lose best and most versatile agricultural land - Loss of grade2 = RED
Other score is green so conclusion = amber – Disagree with comments – propose no changes.
Objective 5
Red - The site is prominent in any significant views towards a settlement – Can be seen from Topcliffe road and A168 = RED
Red - Impact on form and character of a settlement – Officer believes it will have an impact = Red
Two 'red' scores in this category mean that the overall conclusion = RED - Disagree with comments – propose no changes.
Location in respect of services and facilities. At the time of the analysis the existing facilities created a majority of red scores. The analysis always has to be a 'snapshot in time' and didnt
score on the basis of what facilities could potentially be present in the future.
The final conclusion of the site is red because of the factors discussed above. It is acknowledged that the development of the Sowerby Gateway could change this, but for consistency, all
sites were appraised with the same approach (i.e. not reflecting the influence of future development). The appraisal concludes that the site represents a: - A greenfield site beyond the
boundary of the Sowerby Gateway development. At present this site is distant from services and amenities. This is correct in terms of reporting the 'raw' findings of the site appraisals.
However, it is acknowledged that this will alter on completion of the Gateway development.

Propose no further changes.

17

LPreg19-SA-17

Site
Assessments Thirsk Area

Site T/152/004a

Disagree with site assessment

Objective 7 - incorrectly scored. The
Site should be scored green as any
SA Objective 7: address climate
increase in risk of flooding can be
change and reduce flood risk
mitigated and this has been
satisfactorily demonstrated within the
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational, Flood Risk Assessment appended to
health, education and training and these representations.
health and well-being
Objective 9 - incorrectly scored. Site is
in a highly sustainable location, within
easy walking distance of Thirsk Town
Centre which is a main focus for
growth. A number of the scores within
Objective 9 are incorrect and
distances have been over-estimated.

Agree there are factual errors to Objective 7.
STAGE 2 - 7 c) Is part of the site or whole site in Flood Zone 3 or 2 or at risk from Surface Water Flooding?
The score provided appears to be related to the original site which was assessed with data back in 2015 (when the extent of flooding was larger for the site). As it refers to Surface Water but Propose changes to rectify assessment errors.
the GIS field
Objective 7c - to change to amber.
Having reviewed the data, agree that the score should be downgraded from red to amber.
Objective 7d - to change to amber
Objective 7e - to change to amber.
STAGE 2 - 7 d) Will development increase the risk of flooding?
There is a sliver of FZ3b that falls into the lower part of the site and with future climate change this could expand but maybe not to the effect of a red scoring Consequently, this should be
However propose no further changes to Objective
downgraded from red to amber.
9a. Connectivity is measured from the geometric
centre of the suggested sites to building centre
STAGE 2 - 7 e) Can any increase in risk of flooding be mitigated?
points or geometric centres of facilities and the
Previous incorrect scoring has led to a mis-score in this section. Change to amber.
measurement represents the walking distance
following existing public footpaths and road ways.
STAGE 2- 9 a) Does the site have good connectivity to the following services and facilities? (Network measured distance)
To generate the connectivity distances the Council
The connectivity is measure from centre of site to centre of site using a networked path.
used a system called TRACC and this system
calculates the distances. The distances are
“a significant proportion of facilities are within a circa 10 minute walk distance”
accurate measurements using a consistent
methodololgy.
Nearest facilities in the different categories are:
Thirsk Town Centre 969.8m
12.38 min walk
Thirsk Industrial Estate –
1391.36m
17.67 min walk
Thirsk Community Primary School
1112.37m
14.30 min walk
Thirsk School & Sixth Form College
1973.95m
25.09 min walk
Lambert Medical Centre
1052.38m
13.46 min walk
(DATA MISSING FOR CONVENIENCE STORE)
East Thirsk Community Hall
886.90m
11.44min walk
Carlton Road Play Area, Carlton Miniott 3750.27m
47.17min walk
Land at St James' Green
1102.32m
14.31min walk
Norby Play area
1075.82m
13.81 min walk
Thirsk Bowling Green
1194.84m
15.49 min walk
From their assessment
*Thirsk Community Primary School; - Listed above as being a 14min walk
• Sowerby Community Primary School; - 1,573.3 Meters approx. 20 min walk
• Thirsk School and Sixth Form College; - Listed above as being a 25min walk
• Small supermarkets/convenience stores; 208m
• Sports and recreation facilities including: Thirsk and Sowerby Leisure Centre; 1,292.5 Meters approx. 18min walk
• GP Surgery; - Listed above as being a 14min walk
• Veterinary Practice; - 1,099.7 Meters approx. 14min walk
• Police Station; 867.7 Meters approx. 11min walk
• Shops including: convenience stores, post office, food and retail, household, beauty services and many more; - Listed above as being a 12min walk
• Places of Worship; and - 525.1 Meters
• Employment Areas including Thirsk Industrial Park and Coquet Enterprise Park. - Listed above as being a 18min walk
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Main SA report

Monitoring Measures Support

Welcomes that the SA recognises the Measures to monitor net gain will need to be developed and built in to the monitoring framework in the SA Statement upon adoption of the Local Plan.
difficulty in measuring net gain.

Comments noted - proposed no further changes at
this stage.

The proposed allocation site (EAS1)
The SA (site appraisal) contributes towards the decision making process, but is not the sole factor taken into consideration.
performs marginally worse against the
sustainability criteria than sites ref
The Council’s rationale for selecting sites is a matter to be dealt with separately from the findings of the site appraisal process itself. Therefore, no changes to the SA Report are required.
E/041/006 and E/041/012, which have
not been allocated. Question the
robustness as to how the site selection
methodology has been applied in
Easingwold.

No changes proposed.

SA Objective 1: biodiversity and
geodiversity
19
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Land at Alne Road, Disagree with site assessment
Site
Assessments - Easingwold (Site ref.
Easingwold Area E/041/006 and
E/041/012)

Site
Assessments Bedale Area

ALT/B/004/022

Disagree with site assessment
SA Objective 1: biodiversity and
geodiversity
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and
encourage public transport, cycling
and walking
SA Objective 5: good quality built
environment
SA Objective 7: address climate
change and reduce flood risk
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being
SA Objective 10: heritage
SA Objective 14: economic growth

Consider that the “amber” and “red”
concerns associated with the
development of the expanded site
area are either incorrect or can be
overcome.

Sites ALT/B/004/022, ALT/B/004/030, B/004/007
and B/004/011 were all assessed for their suitability
as housing sites. B/044/011 emerged as the most
suitable of these sites, with the other sites only
Agree to change the score to 3b from amber to green as the site is well served by footpaths, cycle routes and the public transport network.
being considered as being acceptable if B/044/011
successfully came forward. The Council is not in
need of a housing allocation the size of these
As a result of these changes to 3a and 3b, the overall score to Objective 3 would need to change from amber to green.
combined sites, and the impact of such a large
housing size, on the existing settlement would be
Objective 4
The agricultural land at site AIB1 is identified as Grade 3 while site ALT/B/004/022 is considered to be Grade 2. These different grade classification results in the different assessment scores unacceptable. As such the most sustainable site in
this area has been put forward as a proposed
to site AIB1 (amber) and ALT/B/004/022 which is red. No further changes proposed.
allocation.
Objecive 5
Propose change to;
5a - The narrative is correct as the site could improve green infrastructure links through development but the score of amber is an error. Propose to change from amber to green.
5b and 5c - proposed no further changes. Without site AIB1, site ALT/B/004/022 would have an impact on the form and character of the settlement due t o the detached position.
Objective 3a - change from amber to green.
The overall score to objective 5 remains the same which is amber.
Objective 3b - change from amber to green.
Change overall score from amber to green.
Objective 7
Objective 3
Agree to change the score to 3a from amber to green as the site is within 270m of sustrans national route and 25m of a PROW.

The overall score of amber is appropriate because the site is at risk of surface water flooding. No changes proposed..
Objective 9 and 10 - proposed no further changes.

Objective 4 - No further changes proposed.
Objective 5a change from amber to green
Objective 5b and 5c - No further changes
proposed.
Porpose no further change to overall score
Objective 7 - No further changes proposed.
Objective 9 and 10 - No further changes proposed.
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Site
Assessments Bedale Area

ALT/B/004/030

Disagree with site assessment
SA Objective 1: biodiversity and
geodiversity

Consider that the “amber” and “red”
concerns associated with the
development of the expanded site
area are either incorrect or can be
overcome.

Sites ALT/B/004/022, ALT/B/004/030, B/004/007 and B/004/011 were all assessed for their suitability as housing sites. B/044/011 emerged as the most suitable of these sites, with the other Comments are noted but no further changes are
sites only being considered as being acceptable if B/044/011 successfully came forward. The Council is not in need of a housing allocation the size of these combined sites, and the impact of proposed.
such a large housing size, on the existing settlement would be unacceptable. As such the most sustainable site in this area has been put forward as a proposed allocation.

Incorrect location stated for site
E/041/028.

Site E/041/028 - In the Preferred Options Consultation - Part 2, Preferred sites - Easingwold Sub Area document dated October 2016 the site location was incorrectly described as 'Land and Propose no further changes.
Buildings on the West Side of Millfield Lane, Easingwold'. This error was rectified in the Publication Draft ........ The amended site location description now reads as, 'Land West of Stone
Cross Court & North of Raskelf Rd Easingwold North Yorkshire'. Comments are noted but propose no further changes.

SA Objective 3: improve air quality and
encourage public transport, cycling
and walking
SA Objective 4: protect soils and
promote the efficient use of land
SA Objective 5: good quality built
environment
SA Objective 7: address climate
change and reduce flood risk
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being
SA Objective 10: heritage
22
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Sites E/041/028 and Minor amendment for clarity/ factual
Site
correction
Assessments - E/041011
Easingwold Area
SA Objective 9: leisure, recreational,
health, education and training and
health and well-being
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Site
Assessments Northallerton
Area
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Site Assessments
- Stokesley Area
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Site Assessments
- Stokesley Area
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Site Assessments
- Stokesley Area
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Main SA report

N/110/011d

Disagree with site assessment

Disagree with site assessment

The area shown for site E/041/011 -Millfield Surgery is incorrect. It is
significantly smaller, in reality.

Site E/041/011 - The site boundary has been mapped in accordance to details provided by the site owner as part of the Call for Sites Submissions in 2015 which shows the total area of
0.65ha. The site owner did not identifiy any other owners/agents of this site. Comments are noted.

Support the preparation of an SA.

Objective 3 - This is an extensive site and does have access to PRoWs at lower part of site and would connect to existing housing estate footpaths if the site boundaries were broken through. Propose changes to;
However there would be some challenges in providing suitable and adequate footways, particually from Bullamoor Road but there is not a necessity to provide footways along Bullamoor, as
Disagree with scoring of objective 3 in long as the site could be connected in the South Western corner. Propose change to Amber.
Objective 3 - Change to amber but narrative
regard to site ref NOR1 (N/110/011d),
remains the same. The over all score for Objective
this should not be red.
3 amended to amber to reflect change.
Objective 5c and d to be left as red as it is considered that these scores and narrative do accurately reflect the impact on the character, however the overall score for objective 5 have been
amended to amber as, although this site is in an elevated position, landscaping can minimise the impact to an acceptable level. Proposed to chage overall score to amber.
Disgaree with red scoring against
The narrative and scoring Objective 5c and d
objective 5.
accurately reflect the impact of development, no
change necessary. The overall conclusion and
score of objective 5 has been changed to amber,
as the impact of development could be mitigate to
an acceptable level.

Comments more applicable to the
local green spaces. Comments copied
to LPreg19-LGS-39.
Comments more applicable to the
local green spaces. Comments copied
to LPreg19-LGS-40
Comments more applicable to the
local green spaces. Comments copied
to LPreg19-LGS-41
Concerns about the soundness of the
assessment made in relation to the
selection of sites identified for
allocation. There is an absence of a
distribution of development through
the policies of the Local Plan which
makes it impossible to assess what
role a site plays in meeting housing
needs and whether it is necessary to
meet outstanding residual housing
need, or whether more growth is
needed (in terms of omission sites).

No specific comments have been made about the site appraisal findings.

Propose no further changes.

No specific comments have been made about the site appraisal findings.

Propose no further changes.

No specific comments have been made about the site appraisal findings.

Propose no further changes.

A new settlement approach was tested at a high level earlier in the plan preparation / SA process (issues and options stage). However, the option only identified broad areas of search and
therefore effects were largely uncertain.

Propose no further changes.

However, it was considered at this stage that a new settlement should not form the sole basis for the spatial strategy and should only come forward as a sustainable comprehensive approach
with supporting infrastructure.
At preferred options stage, a new settlement was not a crucial part of the proposed strategic approach, but the potential to explore longer term opportunities was mentioned.
The Council reconsidered housing needs and distribution following the preferred options stage. It was concluded that a new settlement approach was an unreasonable alternative with
regards to meeting the housing needs for the district in the plan period. The primary outline reason for this as set out in the SA Report is that the scale of growth required to deliver a
sustainable settlement (over 5000 dwellings) is far greater than the residual needs identified in the HEDNA for the whole district.
The residual need is only 1736 at the proposed level of growth in the Publication Local Plan and this incorporates an element of flexibility.

Considered that a revised SA is
necessary once the spatial pattern of
development has been defined at a
greater detail through the Local Plan to
determine whether sites are necessary
or not.

Though the Consortium claim that a smaller scale development of 1500-2000 dwellings could be delivered in the plan period, this would lack the supporting infrastructure required to make a
sustainable new settlement within the plan period. Furthermore, a reliance on only one site to meet housing needs for the district would provide less flexibility and choice and delivery would
likely be much slower than the proposed approach.
Given that a key aim of the plan is to support the vitality of the five market towns, an approach that ignores these areas would not be reasonable. Providing a new settlement (even if only a
first phase ‘mini garden village of 1500-2000 dwellings) in addition to allocations in the main settlements would lead to an even higher overall level of housing provision for the district, which
would go well beyond identified needs.
Nevertheless, the submitted site area was appraised alongside other site options to understand the sustainability credentials of a site in this location.
The Consortium express concerns about the findings in relation to…. flood risk, transport connections, economic growth, and facilities. No specific details are provided, but it is assumed this
relates to the potential to implement improvements with strategic sites. In this regard, the site appraisals have not factored in the presence of future facilities or specific mitigation measures
(to allow fora fair and consistent comparison of all sites). Furthermore, many of the benefits associated with a sustainable new settlement would not arise until such facilities were secured,
and this could be beyond the plan period. Given these uncertainties, the site appraisal findings at this stage are considered appropriate.
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Main SA report

Comments

Key to the monitoring of the Plan will Appropriate monitoring measures to be included within the SA Statement that would need to be prepared upon adoption of the Local Plan.
be to focus on reducing vehicular
SA Objective 3: improve air quality and impact on the SRN particularly at peak
encourage public transport, cycling
hours.
and walking
strategic road network

No changes required at this stage.

General

Site Assessment

Factual errors have occurred to
Objective 10

There are factual errors to 11 sites regarding the
overall site score to Objective 10. Propose
changes to rectify assessment errors which are;

Consistemcy issue - the overall site
score to Objective 10 has been
incorrectly concluded for 11 sites.

For the overall score to be green then no constraints can be present. Therefore each of the sub questions (eight in total) to Objective 10 must be a green for the overall site to score as a
green.
Upon reviewing all the site assessments, 11 sites have been identified as being incorrectly concluded as a green score against Objective 10. For these 11 sites, the assessment findings
show at least one amber has been given to at least one of the eight sub questions . Propose to change the overall site score to Objective 10 from green to amber.

ALT/B/004/0035/E - change from green to amber
ALT/B/004/036/E - change from green to amber
E/041/018 - change from green to amber
PST/T/163/011 - change from green to amber
PST/T/138/006 - change from green to amber
STK2 (SE1 part) - change from green to amber
PST/E/041/059 - change from green to amber
PST/E/041/060 - change from green to amber
ALT/E/122/003 - change from green to amber
PST/N/110/044 - change from green to amber
S/125/005 - change from green to amber

APPENDIX C: UPDATED SITE
APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

Site Appraisal Framework
The Sustainability Appraisal is a process for considering how much a plan will contribute to the different
environmental, social and economic factors that contribute to quality of life within the district. Sustainability is
about making sure that the decisions taken now will help to ensure that the quality of life improves, not just
in the short term, but for future generations too. The Sustainability Appraisal sets out the most suitable sites
for the Hambleton Local Plan to ensure the best level of sustainability for the future.
The Site Appraisal Framework is intended to objectively screen and assess each site against the 14
Sustainability Appraisal Objectives. The framework takes into account a wide range of environmental, social
and economic factors to guide choices over site selection allocations in the Hambleton District Council’s Local
Plan.
The tables below set out each Sustainability Appraisal Objective which includes their supporting prompt
questions. For each prompt question a range of options for appraisal commentaries have been provided.
These commentaries have been used to help assess each site. The final column of each table concludes the
overall sustainability from the range of commentaries for the Sustainability Appraisal Objectives as a whole.

Abbreviations & Acronyms
AONB
GI
NE
NYCC
PROW
SSSI
SINC

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Green Infrastructure
Natural England
North Yorkshire County Council
Public Right of Way
Site of Special Scientific Interest
Site of Nature Conservation Interest
1

SA Objective 1: To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity.
Prompt questions

Source of
information

Publication Prompt Commentary

Publication Objective
Commentary

Yes, wholly or partly within a SSSI,
SINC and harm cannot be mitigated
1a) Would the development
impact on nationally and
internationally protected
sites (SSSI, SINCs) in close
proximity to the site? (500m
buffer)

Specialist –
Natural England
comments

Yes, adjacent to a/ or within the buffer
zone (as identified by NE for SSSI) but
there is scope to mitigate.
No, outside the buffer zone and no
harm is likely.

This site is in a highly sensitive
location where development
would impact on a formal
conservation or geodiversity
designation.

Yes, potential harm to biodiversity
cannot be mitiagated.

1b) Does the site have any
biodiversity issues?

Specialist NYCC Ecology
comments

Yes, but the harm to biodiversity can be
mitigated.
No, there will be no harm to existing
biodiversity or there are opportunities to
improve biodiversity.

Yes and the harm cannot be mitigated.

1c) Would the development
impact on a local nature
reserve? (500m Buffer)

GIS data –
within 500m
LNR

Yes, in or adjacent to but harm can be
mitigated

This site is in a sensitive
location; however mitigation and
enhancement measures may be
appropriate. Further assessment
will be required.

No

Yes, and harm cannot be mitigated.

1d) Are there any Tree
Preservation Orders (TPO’s)
on the site?

GIS data

Yes, on site or adjacent to but harm can
be mitigated

No.

NYCC: Yes, entirely within safeguarded
area
1e) Is the development
within, or does it impact on,
a mineral safeguarding
area?

Specialist GIS
data - NYCC

This site has the potential to
protect and enhance biodiversity
and geodiversity.

NYCC: Yes, entirely within safeguarded
area

NYCC: No not within safeguarded area

2

SA Objective 2: To protect and enhance water and reduce water consumption.
Prompt questions

2a) Is the site within a
source protection
zone 1, 2 or 3?

Source of
information

GIS data

Publication Prompt
Commentary

Publication Objective Commentary

Yes, Zone 1 and employment/General
Industry/Petrol Filling Stations is
proposed.

This site will have an adverse impact.

Yes, Zone 1, 2 or 3 if Housing or
Zone 2 or 3 if Employment.

It is assumed that some work may be
necessary to ensure there would be no
adverse impacts.

No.

The site is not located within a source
protection zone.

3

SA Objective 3: To protect and improve air quality and minimise traffic congestion by providing a
transport network which encourages the use of public transport, cycling and walking.
Prompt questions

3a) Are there links to
footpaths and cycle
routes?

Source of
information

GIS data –
PROW/Cycleways

Publication Prompt
Commentary
No or poor links with little or no
prospect of improved connectivity or
creation of new routes/footpaths.
No, but potential for new links to both
footpaths and cycle routes/or PROW.
Yes, already well connected or very
little off site works required to connect
to the existing network.

Publication Objective Commentary

Poor or no links to footpaths, cycle
routes and the public transport network.

No, over 1201m.
Bus Stop

Between 401 and
1200m.
Yes, less than
400m.

No, but potential for new links to both
footpaths and cycle routes/ or Public
Right of Way (PROW).

No, 1201m.
3b) Does the site have
good connectivity to
public transport?

GIS data –
distances to bus
stops and train
stations

Between 401 1200m.
Yes, less than
400m.
Train Station
Note the name of
the station.
Stations served
and frequency of
service can be
checked.

Yes, already well connected or very little
off site works required to connect to the
existing network.

4

SA Objective 4: To protect and enhance soils and the most efficient use of land through optimising
opportunities for the re-use of existing buildings or brownfield land.
Prompt questions

4a) Will the
development re-use
brownfield land?

4b) Is the site
potentially subject to
contamination or
other ground
condition issues?

Source of
information

Council’s Brownfield
Register

Publication Prompt
Commentary
No, 0-25% is previously developed
land
26%-75% is previously developed
land
Yes, 76-100 % is previously
developed land
Yes, contamination issues unlikely to
be resolved through development.

GIS data

Yes, but can be dealt with during
development.

Publication Objective Commentary

This site is in a highly sensitive location
where development would not make
efficient use of land

This site has potential with mitigation
and enhancement measures to come
forward. Further assessment will be
required

No.
Yes, loss of grade 1 or 2 land.
4c) Would there be
loss of best and most
versatile agricultural
land?

GIS data

Yes, loss of 3a and 3b, 4, 5 grade
land.

This site is likely to be appropriate for
development

No, previously developed land/ nonagricultural.

5

SA Objective 5: To provide a good quality built environment, including green spaces and green
infrastructure corridors, and ensure high standards of sustainable design and construction,
including energy and water conservation, waste recycling facilities and use of sustainable
materials.
Prompt questions

5a) Is there scope to
develop or improve
green infrastructure
links through the
development?

5b) Is the site
prominent in any
significant views
towards a
settlement?

Source of
information

GIS data

Officer’s conclusion

Publication Prompt
Commentary
No, harm from development cannot
be mitigated.
Development has the potential for
negative impact but may provide an
opportunity to improve the
environment.
Yes, the site is adjacent to the GI
corridor and presents an opportunity
to improve links the GI network.
Yes, built development will have a
negative impact which cannot be
mitigated.
Yes, but sensitive design and
appropriate scale would reduce the
impact of built development.

Publication Objective Commentary

This site is in a highly sensitive
location, where harm caused by
development cannot be mitigated.

No.

Officer’s conclusion
5c) What is the
impact on form and
character of a
settlement?

5d) Is the
development in an
area where noise,
dust light or smell is
likely to cause
nuisance to new or
existing residents?

GIS data + Officer’s
conclusion

There would be significant impact
which could not be mitigated through
careful design
The site has the potential to impact
on the character and form of the
settlement but careful design could
mitigate against the potential impact.
Development of the site would not
negatively impact on the form and
character of a settlement, forming a
natural infill or extension.
Yes, Adjacent to existing employment
(heavy industry) / Airfield in use/
within air quality management
zone/Large farmyard.
Adjacent to an employment site
(general/office), Within aerodrome
safeguarding area/ Road with high
volume of traffic/near servicing
delivery entrances of commercial
units/Farm Yard.

This site is in a suitable location, given
its proposed preferred use and has
potential to incorporate mitigation and
enhancement measures. Further
assessment will be required.

Few non-conforming uses within
vicinity of the site, minor road.

5e) Is the proposed
preferred use for the
site appropriate to
the land uses of the
surrounding land
(north, south, east,
west)?

Officer’s conclusion

No, site is surrounded by uses not
compliant with the proposed use and
nuisance cannot be mitigated.
For residential if next to a service or
delivery entrances for shops/offices or
a infrequent railway line, or fronts
onto main road, or workshop garage
or active farm yard.

This site is likely to be appropriate for
development.

For mixed use or employment use
(office) next to residential.
Yes, same use neighbours or
greenfield

6

SA Objective 6: To reduce level of waste produced and ensure opportunities for re-use locally are
maximised.
Prompt questions

6a) Will the
development contain
individual /
communal site waste
facilities /
infrastructure?

Source of
information

n/a

Publication Prompt
Commentary

This objective is no longer relevant.

Publication Objective Commentary
This objective is not applicable at a site
level. All development should achieve
this objective through meeting the
requirements set out in the Local Plan
Part 1: Spatial Strategy and
Development Policies section, including
Policy E2 – Amenity.

7

SA Objective 7: To help address climate change and reduce the risk of flooding.
Prompt questions
7a) Will the
development
promote low and zero
carbon technologies
and renewable
sources

Source of
information

Publication Prompt
Commentary

Officer’s conclusion

This prompt question is not applicable
at a site level. All development
proposals will be subject to the policy
RM7: Renewables and Low Carbon
Energy in the local plan.

7b) Will the
development have an
adverse effect on air
quality in the area?

GIS data

7c) Is part of the site
or whole site in Flood
Zone 3 or 2 or at risk
from Surface Water
Flooding?

GIS data

7d) Will development
increase the risk of
flooding?

Officer’s conclusion

Hambleton District only has one
formally designated Air Quality
Management Area and this area
partially covers Bedale Market Town.
This proposed site does not fall within
this designation.
Yes, extremely significant (more than
40% of site within any event)
A significant part of the site at risk
from surface water flooding
(significant is 10% or more of site with
1in30 or 1in100 year event or 20%
within 1in1000 year event) or where
site is over 1Ha and any part of the
site is within an area of surface water
flooding
Site does not fall within a flood zone
and has minimal or no risk of surface
water flooding
Yes, whole or part of site is within
flood zone 3 or there is a history of
surface water flooding.
Yes, all new development could be
considered to lead to an increase in
the risk of flooding due to materials
used but situation could be managed
through mitigation.
No, site is within flood zone 1 or there
is no history of surface water flooding
on or near the site.

Publication Objective Commentary

The site is in a vulnerable location,
development of the site may increase
the risk of flooding on site or elsewhere
which mitigation cannot negate.

This site is in a less vulnerable location.
Given its proposed preferred use the site
has potential to incorporate mitigation to
reduce the risk of flooding on site or
elsewhere. Further assessment will be
required.

No

7e) Can any increase
in risk of flooding be
mitigated?

Officer’s conclusion

Potential to mitigate will be dependent
on scale and type of development, the
physical terrain and site location, a
flood risk assessment would be
required.
Yes

This site has a low risk of flooding and
development of this site should not
increase this risk.

Not applicable.
(Where the response is green above)
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SA Objective 8: To maintain and enhance the quality and character of the landscape and protect the
special qualities of the AONB’s and National Park.
Prompt questions

Source of
information

Publication Prompt
Commentary

Yes

8a) Does the site have
a negative impact on
the setting of the
National Park or
AONB?

GIS data &
Specialist –
Natural England
comments

Publication Objective Commentary
The site is within the AONB. Any
development will be assessed in
accordance with the AONB management
plan.

Potential impact

There is potential impact as the site is
within the buffer zone as identified by
Natural England.

No

The site will not have an impact on the
setting of a national park or AONB
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SA Objective 9: To ensure all groups of the population have access to adequate leisure facilities,
recreational activities, health services, education and training opportunities and to ensure health
and well-being improves.
Prompt questions

Source of
information

Publication Prompt
Commentary

Publication Objective
Commentary

Further than 1601m – Most villages
Town Centres

Between 801 and 1600m
Less than 800m
Further than 1601m

Industrial
Estates /
Business
Parks
GIS data +
Officer’s
conclusion

9a) Does the site have
good connectivity to the
following services and
facilities?

Primary
school

Secondary
school

801-1600m amber
less than 800m

No, the site has poor
access to adequate
leisure facilities,
recreational activities,
health services, education
and training opportunities.

Further than 1200m
Between 401m and 1200m
Less than 400m
Further than 1600m
Between 801m and 1600m.
Less than 800m within a Service
Centre or for villages served by
NYCC secondary school transport
route.
Further than 1200m
Between 401- 800m

Doctors
Less than 400m

Active
Recreation
Area

Further than 800m
Between 401- 800m
Less than 400m
Further 1.126 km (over 15 minutes
walk time)
Between 751m and 1125m (within 15
minutes walk time).
Less than 750m (10 mins walk time)
Further than 1.125 km (over 15
minutes walk time)
Between 751m and 1125m (within 15
minutes walk time).
Less than 750m (10 mins walk time)
Further than 1.126 km (over 15
minutes walk time)
Between 751m and 1.125 km (within
15 minutes walk time)
Less than 750m (10 mins walk time)

Youth
Provision

Further than 1126m (over 15 minutes
walk time).
Between 751m and 1125m (within 15
minutes walk time).

Convenien-ce
store

Village Hall

Children's
Play Area

Less 750m (10 mins walk time)

Outdoor
Sports

The site has limited
access to adequate
leisure facilities,
recreational activities,
health services, education
and training opportunities.

The site has good access
to adequate leisure
facilities, recreational
activities, health services,
education and training
opportunities.

Further than 1126m (over 15 minutes
walk time).
Between 751m and 1125m (within 15
minutes walk time).
Less than 750m (10 mins walk time)
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Objective 10: To preserve and where feasible enhance the historic environment and improve
understanding of local cultural heritage.
Prompt questions

Source of
information

Publication Prompt
Commentary

Publication Objective
Commentary

Yes, entirely or partly
10a) Is the development
in a Conservation Area?

GIS data

Adjacent to a conservation area or within the buffer zone
No

10b) Would development
affect the character and
appearance of the
Conservation Area?

10c) Would development
affect the setting and/or
significance of a Listed
Building?

Specialist –
Historic
England

GIS data &
Specialist –
Historic
England

10d) Will the
development of the site
affect non-designated
heritage assets?

Specialist –
Historic
England

10e) Would the
development affect an
important nondesignated
archaeological site?

GIS data &
HDC
Conservatio
n officer

10f) Will the development
of the site affect a
Registered Historic Park
and Garden or
Registered Battlefield?

GIS data &
Specialist –
Historic
England

10g) Will development of
the site affect the setting
of an elevated
conservation area?

GIS data &
HDC
Conservatio
n officer

10h) Would development
affect the setting of a
Scheduled Ancient
Monument?

Specialist –
Historic
England

Yes.
There is scope to mitigate against any impact through
careful design.
No impact on the setting and or Significance of a listed
building/ Development will enhance ore better reveal
elements which contribute to the significance of the
heritage asset.
Yes, impact could not be mitigated through the design of
the development.
The site has potential to affect the setting or significance
but impact could be mitigated against through good
design.
No impact on the setting and or Significance of a listed
building/ Development will enhance ore better reveal
elements which contribute to the significance of the
heritage asset.

Yes, impact could not be mitigated through the design of
the development.
The site has potential to affect non-designated heritage
assets but impact could be mitigated against through
good design.
No impact on the asset or development will enhance or
better reveal elements which contribute to the
significance of the heritage asset.
Yes, a significant impact that cannot be mitigated against.
Potential for impact but scope to mitigate through careful
sitting and design.
No impact or development will enhance ore better reveal
elements which contribute to the significance of the
heritage asset.
Yes, a significant impact that cannot be mitigated against.
Potential for impact within the 300m buffer zone but
scope to mitigate through careful sitting and design.
No impact on the asset or development will enhance or
better reveal elements which contribute to the
significance of the heritage asset.
Yes, a significant impact that cannot be mitigated against.
Potential for impact but scope to mitigate.
No impact on any elevated conservation area or
development will enhance or better reveal elements
which contribute to the significance of the heritage asset.
Yes, site is on site of Scheduled Ancient Monument or
area which is identifed as high potential for remains.
Unknown potential or likelihood of archaeological
remains.

This site is in a highly
sensitive location where
development would
impact unacceptably on
the significance of
designated heritage
assets.

This site is in a sensitive
location; however
mitigation measures
may be appropriate.
Further assessment will
be required.

This site has the
potential to preserve the
historic environment,
and it is unlikely that the
development of this site
will affect any
designated or nondesignated heritage
assets.

No, site is outside of buffer of scheduled ancient
monument or has been previously investigated with no
results.
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SA Objective 11: To provide a mix of housing types and tenures in order to ensure all local people
have the opportunity meet their housing needs.
Prompt questions
11a) Will the
development make
provision of sufficient
market housing of a size
and type that meets
local housing needs,
including older people?
11b) Will the
development provide
affordable housing for
those who cannot afford
to buy or rent on open
market? Is this
supported by a viability
appraisal?

Source of
information

Officer’s
conclusion

Publication Prompt
Commentary
All sites that are put forward for
residential development will be
expected to meet policies on size type
and tenure.
Not applicable, the site is only being
considered for employment purposes.

Officer’s
conclusion

No, the site is under the current
thresholds for affordable housing
provision
Yes, all sites above the current
threshold will be assumed to meet
policies on affordable housing.

Publication Objective Commentary

The site has the potential to provide a
mix of housing types and tenures,
subject to Local Plan policies.

N/A - The objective is not applicable as
the site is only being considered for
employment
purposes.
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SA Objective 12: To reduce crime and the fear of crime.
Prompt questions
12a) Will the site
incorporate the
principles of secure by
design reducing the
potential for crime and
discouraging anti-social
behaviour?

Source of information

Publication Prompt
Commentary

Officer’s conclusion

This objective is no longer
relevant.

Publication Objective Commentary
This objective is not applicable at a site
level. No data is available to inform the
site assessments. While the national
Index of Multiple Deprivation does
identify areas of crime deprivation, this
data is not suited to appraising individual
site options in the Hambleton District.
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SA Objective 13: To provide a range of good quality employment opportunities.
Prompt questions

Source of
information

Publication Prompt
Commentary
Limited mixed use sites

13a) Is there potential for
direct jobs to be created
as a result of
development?

Officer’s
conclusion

Publication Objective Commentary
Site has limited potential.

Positive contribution, large
employment site or large mixed use
site.

Development of the site has potential to
deliver a range of good quality
employment opportunities.

Not applicable - the site is only being
considered for residential
development

The objective is not applicable as the
site is only being considered for
residential development.
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SA Objective 14: To provides conditions which encourage economic growth, diversification of
existing enterprises and investment in both urban and rural locations.
Prompt questions

14a) Is there scope to
enable the expansion of
existing businesses
and/or to safeguard
land for future growth?

Source of
information

Officer’s
conclusion

Publication Prompt
Commentary
Mixed use site where a commitment
to providing some employment land is
provided.

Yes, employment use proposed.

Not applicable - the site is only being
considered for residential
development.

Publication Objective Commentary

Site has limited potential.
Development of the site has potential to
deliver.

The objective is not applicable as the
site is only being considered for
residential development.
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B/004/010a
ALT/B/004/034/E
ALT/B/004/035/E
ALT/B/004/036/E
ALT/B/127/011

Overall

Economy

Employment

Housing

Historic
Environment

Access to Services

National Park /
AONB

Air Quality and
Flooding

Good quality built
environment

Water

Land and Soil

Name
Land North and West of 23 Low Street & OS
Field 4365 Leases Road Leeming Bar
Land at Aiskew Grange Farm Back Lane
Aiskew Bedale North Yorkshire DL8 1DX
Land at Micklebrack Farm Aiskew North
Yorkshire DL8 1DX
Highways Agency Rear Of Former
Thoroughway House Leeming Bar
Holmfield Farm Scruton North Yorkshire DL7
9LQ

Walking and
Cycling

Ref

Biodiversity /
Geodiversity

APPENDIX D: ADDITIONAL EMPLOYMENT SITE APPRAISALS

