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1.

Introduction

Alongside the assessment of preferred options a parallel process of site assessment has
been undertaken. The purpose of this process has been to inform the selection of sites
chosen for allocation in the Joint Plan.
As a Sustainability Appraisal is being carried out on the Joint Plan, in order for judgements to
be made on whether the Joint Plan is ‘sustainable’ it was important that the site assessment
process was linked to the wider sustainability appraisal methodology. Chapter 2 of this
volume sets out the key aspect of the methodology employed during the assessment of sites
and shows how it links closely with the wider Sustainability Appraisal process.
In all 67 sites were assessed across the Plan Area. These were drawn from submissions
received by the Plan makers during previous ‘call for sites’ exercises. Figures 1 and 2 below
show the location of minerals site submissions and waste site submissions.
Further details of sites, including the reasons for selecting or discounting sites are published
in Appendix 1 of the Joint Plan Preferred Options report.

Figure 1: Location of Mineral Submissions as at June 2015

Figure 2: Location of Waste Submissions as at June 2015
This report is divided into a series of sections which link to appendices containing the full site
assessments for different geographical areas. Due to the large number of sites considered
by the Joint Plan even the simplest assessment methodology would require the production
of a very long report. Coupled with this we realise that not everyone will be interested in all
the sites that we have assessed.
For this reason we have chosen to organise sites geographically, following the district
council boundaries as well as the North York Moors National Park and City of York
boundaries. Chapter 3 of this report lists the sites considered and provides a link to
individual appendices to this report containing the full assessments.
Finally, as we would like to know your views on these sites, chapter 4 of this report shows
details of the consultation that we are running and invites comment.

2.

The Site Assessment Process

To describe the methodology used in the assessment of sites we published and consulted
on a Site Identification and Assessment Methodology and Scope. This is published on the
Site Assessment page of the North Yorkshire County Council website.
In broad terms this was a 4 step methodology. Table one broadly describes each of the
steps. For a detailed description of each step readers should refer to the Site Identification
and Assessment Methodology.
Table 1: The key steps in the Site Assessment Methodology.
Step
Step 1: Identification and initial
screening of potentially suitable
Sites and Areas
Step 2: Identification and
mapping of key constraints

Step 3: Initial sustainability
appraisal of Sites

Step 4: Panel review of initial
SA findings and feedback to
Sustainability Appraisal
report

Description
This step identified a long list of sites and then carried out
an initial broad screening exercise to make a technical
judgement on the broad suitability of sites.
This step used a Geographical Information System (GIS)1
to map constraints and opportunities around each site. To
make a link with the Sustainability Appraisal process
information was gathered and map for each of the topic
areas considered in the SA.
In this step the data gathered at step 2 was used to help
inform an assessment of each site against each of the 17
headline SA objectives. Because the methodology was
designed to assess sites, an adapted SA framework was
used to inform the assessment. This included prompt
questions and indicators that related to land based
constraints. The full SA Framework is available in the Site
Identification and Assessment Methodology. Table 2
below shows the headline objectives and the questions
that were asked of each site.
Once scores had been awarded to sites on the basis of
the initial Sustainability Appraisal, a panel of technical
experts was assembled to discuss the findings. The
purpose of this stage was for panel members to evaluate
the potential Site Allocations identified throughout the
methodology through the application of a range of expert
knowledge and local understanding.

This report presents the findings of the site assessment process at the end of this 4 step
process, and shows the results of the assessment against each of the SA objectives
following their review by panel members.
It shows the environmental, social and economic effects of sites without mitigation, and goes
on to suggest mitigation that is likely to address key issues that have been identified.

1

GIS is a type of spatial mapping software that allows data to be shown on a map. For example, figures 1 and 2
in this report are maps that have been created using a GIS software package (MapInfo).

The results and mitigation for sites presented in this report have been further informed by
two additional reports that have been commissioned as part of the production of the Joint
Plan. These two reports are:




The Minerals and Waste Joint Plan Traffic Assessment, produced by Jacobs
consultancy. This considered the detailed traffic impacts of the sites considered for
inclusion;
The Minerals and Waste Joint Plan Habitat Regulations Assessment of Likely
Significant Effects. This tested each of the Joint Plan sites for significant effects on
European nature conservation sites (Special Areas of Conservation, Special
Protection Areas and Ramsar sites).

It should be noted that decisions on which sites to progress with, as well as being broadly
consistent with the findings of the Sustainability Appraisal, will need to be consistent with the
preferred policy approach. A view has also been taken as to whether the effects highlighted
in the appraisal are issues that could be overcome through mitigation or whether they are
likely to have unacceptable effects.
The preferred sites are shown in Table 4 in chapter 3 of this report, and the detailed rational
for preferring sites is shown in Appendix 1 of the Joint Plan preferred options report.
The next stage of site assessment is to gather your views through consultation. These views
will be used to refine assessments and should allow us to carry out a refined assessment of
each site to show what the environmental, social and economic effects will be once
mitigation has been applied. His post mitigation assessment will be published in the draft
Sustainability Report at the Pre Submission stage of plan preparation.
Table 3: Site Sustainability Objectives and Questions
SA Objective
1. To protect and
enhance
biodiversity and
geo-diversity and
improve habitat
connectivity

Questions to ask of each Site.
How far is the site from key biodiversity and geodiversity assets, i.e.:
international, national and local nature / geology designations, ancient
woodlands or habitats of principal importance?
Will the development of the site have any significant effects on the
integrity of an SAC, SPA or Ramsar site?2
Is the development likely to have an adverse effect on any Site of
Special Scientific Interest or locally designated nature conservation site
or network?
Are there likely to be protected or nationally important habitats or
species3 on the Site or within a distance where they are likely to be
affected?

2

This will be determined through Habitats Regulations Assessment of Sites and Areas
Nationally important habitats and species are those listed as habitats and species of principal importance by
the Secretary of State in consultation with Natural England in line with the requirements of Section 41 of the
Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act, 2006. The latest lists of such habitats and species can be
found at
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesim
portance.aspx
3

Is the development likely to result in the loss or deterioration of
irreplaceable habitats, including ancient woodland?
Does the site contain any woodland or trees or is it likely to affect any
adjacent woodland?
Is the site likely to damage geological assets such as Local Geological
Sites or RIGS or enhance them?
Is there an opportunity to improve the connections between, increase
the area of, or improve the condition of nationally important habitats?
Might locating development at this site increase or inhibit the
distribution of invasive species?
Does the site represent an opportunity for people wishing to access the
natural environment, or will the Site block access?

2. To enhance or
maintain water
quality and
improve efficiency
of water use

Are there adjacent habitats that could be affected by de-watering of
minerals sites?
Is the site likely to affect surface or ground water quality and quantity
and is it likely to prevent that water body reaching good status?
Is the Site on a significant aquifer and is this likely to be affected?
Will the Site divert water from a Source Protection Zone?
Is the topography of the site conducive to run off, and would this affect
any sensitive receptors?

3. To reduce
transport miles and
associated
emissions from
transport and
encourage the use
of sustainable
modes of
transportation

Is the site in a Nitrate Vulnerable Zone and is this likely to be affected?
How far is the site from significant markets or sources?
Is the location justifiable given other locational factors (such as the
distribution of minerals) or would the location be likely to generate
more traffic impacts than alternative site options?
Are there opportunities for sustainable movement of minerals or waste
to and from the site? For example, is there a railhead or wharf that
could be used nearby?
Is the site accessible to employees (e.g. close to a rail station or cycle
route) or is it likely to involve long road journeys?
Does the road system close to the site have sufficient capacity to
accommodate the levels of traffic likely to be generated by the Site?
Does the Allocation safeguard any transport infrastructure?
Would potential traffic from the site be routed through settlements?

4. To protect and
improve air quality

Are there any opportunities to utilise biogas or other sustainable fuels
for transport from minerals and waste operations?
Is the type of operation at the site, or level of traffic, likely to cause air
pollution?

Will significant dust be generated?
Is the site close to areas or populations that are sensitive to pollution or
dust deposition?
Are there other sites close by that are likely to add to any air pollution
problems associated with the site?
Is the site, or are likely transport routes, in or close to an Air Quality
Management Area or near to an AQMA that is close to being declared?
Will possible development at a site generate bio-aerosols and would
this affect any receptors? (waste sites only)

5. To use soil and
land efficiently and
safeguard or
enhance their
quality

Will possible development at a site generate significant odours?
(waste sites only)
Is the site in Agricultural Land Classification Zones 1 to 3a (where 3a
can be differentiated)?
Is the site on brownfield land?
How much land would be lost to the site, temporarily or permanently?
Does development of the site present an opportunity to enhance soil or
agricultural land quality?
Is the site for a process that is likely to recover nutrient value from
biodegradable waste or provide nutrient value from minerals?
If the site is on contaminated land, how would its development affect
the water environment?

6. Reduce the
causes of climate
change

Is the land on the site likely to hold significant carbon stocks (e.g.
would woodland, deep peat, heathland, bogs or other significant
carbon stores be lost)?
Is access to the site likely to degrade habitats important for carbon
storage?
Is the site allocated for a purpose that is likely to move existing waste
up the waste hierarchy thereby reducing emissions?
How far is the site from significant markets or sources? Is this likely to
be a significant source of unnecessary CO2?
Does the site have potential for the creation of new carbon sinks?
Could the site offer opportunities for renewable or low carbon energy
production as part of its development for minerals or waste?
Is the Site in an area that is likely to flood?

7. To respond and
adapt to the effects
of climate change
Is the site likely to block the ability of neighbouring land uses to adapt
to climate change? (E.g. will the site form a barrier to the formation of a
coherent ecological network)
Does development of the Site provide an opportunity to deliver climate

8. To minimise the
use of resources
and encourage
their re-use and
safeguarding

change mitigation (e.g. habitat refuge etc…?)
Is the site allocated for the recycling or re-use of minerals or waste?
Is the site allocated for a purpose that is likely to move waste up the
waste hierarchy (thereby reducing demand for future virgin materials)
Does the site safeguard infrastructure that may support more
sustainable minerals and waste development?
Are the minerals proposed to be extracted necessary to meet identified
requirements? (minerals sites only)
Could the site enable the use of redundant buildings and their
curtilages?

9. To minimise
waste generation
and prioritise
management of
waste as high up
the waste
hierarchy as
practicable
10. To conserve or
enhance the
historic
environment and
its setting, cultural
heritage and
character

Is the site allocated for a purpose which moves waste management up
the waste hierarchy? (waste sites only)
Does the site increase the opportunities for local people and
businesses to access waste management infrastructure? (waste sites
only)
Does the site allow otherwise wasted resources to be utilised (e.g.
through co-locating to allow utilisation of waste heat energy)?
Is development of the site likely to result in harm to or enhance
elements which contribute to the significance of the following:
-World Heritage Sites
-Scheduled Monuments
-Archaeological Features
-Listed buildings
-Historic parks and gardens
-Historic battlefields
-Conservation Areas
-Assets on Historic Environment Registers
Is development at the site, taken together with other developments,
likely to diminish the historic character of the area?
Would the development of the site provide building or roofing stone
which could be used to conserve the heritage assets of the area or
reinforce the distinctive character of the Plan area?

11. To protect and
enhance the
quality and
character of
landscapes and
townscapes

Would the site be within a nationally protected landscape (National
Park or AONB)?
Will the site affect an area of heritage coast?
Is it within a locally protected landscape?
Is the site likely to affect views from key visual receptors such as
National Parks, AONBs or locally identified important landscapes
areas, or affect the setting of these areas?
Is the site likely to negatively alter or enhance the landscape setting of

a settlement or its townscape?
Can the landscape in which the site is located, taken together with
other sites, accommodate the level of change which the allocation may
enable?
Is the site in the greenbelt and will it work against the purposes of
green belt?
Is the site likely to significantly increase visual intrusion (e.g. by being
in a high or prominent location)?
Is the site in a particularly tranquil area?
Is the site screened?

12. Achieve
sustainable
economic growth
and create and
support jobs

Will vehicle movements from the site change the character of the
surrounding area?
Is development of the site likely to increase local employment
opportunities?
Will the site enable value to be added to products from the waste or
minerals industry?
Will the site allow new business opportunities to emerge or help
support existing businesses?
Is the location of the site likely to hinder or enhance the development
of low carbon development?

13. Maintain and
enhance the
viability and vitality
of local
communities

14. To provide
opportunities to
enable recreation,
leisure and
learning

15. To protect and
improve the
wellbeing, health
and safety of local
communities

Will development of the site hinder other economic or employment
opportunities?
Will allocating the site allow opportunities that would boost tourism?
Will future development at the site allow for new local job creation,
training or learning opportunities?
Will the site allow for the provision of locally available construction
materials or recycled construction materials?
Will the site allow for local infrastructure for the management of waste
higher up the waste hierarchy? (waste sites only)
Would development of the site impact upon the ability of people to
understand and enjoy a National Park?
Will the site allow an opportunity for recreation, leisure and learning
through development of the site including restoration or afteruse?
Will the site reduce access to recreation, leisure and learning
opportunities?
Will development of the site increase the level of noise, vibration, litter
or other amenity impact experienced by local communities?
Is dust from the site likely to have an amenity or health impact?

Will the site or traffic levels associated with it cause any issues of
severance to be experienced in communities?
Is the site likely to lead to increased danger to other road users or
pedestrians?
Does the site obstruct access to any public rights of way or other
routes?
Will development of the site have an impact on levels of crime in the
area?

16. To minimise
flood risk and
reduce the impact
of flooding

Are there issues of land instability at the site?
Is the location of the site likely to be susceptible to flooding?4
Is development at the site likely to be classified as ‘water compatible’?
Will allocating the site increase the chances of flooding anywhere
else?

17. To address the
needs of a
changing
population in a
sustainable and
inclusive manner

4

Could development or restoration of the site reduce flooding in a
catchment?
Is the site likely to support community led waste management
schemes or increase public access to waste management? (waste
sites only)
Would development of the site prevent other allocated development
from taking place?

Much of the information in relation to flooding will come from strategic flood risk assessments

3.

Full Assessments of Sites

Due to the large number of sites we have presented them geographically by dividing them
into appendices, each of which corresponds to a different geographical unit (district /
borough council boundaries, the City of York Boundary and the North York Moors boundary.
To access each appendix readers should look up the sites they are most interested in via the
table below (Table 4). This gives details of the name of the site, the type of site that it is (for
instance, what sort of waste or minerals will be extracted or processed there) and, in the
right hand column shows the relevant appendix in which the site is considered. These
appendices can all be found on the sustainability appraisal webpage.
Table 4: Links to Site Assessment Appendices.
Ref

Site Name

Preferred or
Discounted

Type of site

Appendix

CRAVEN DISTRICT
WJP13

Halton East, near
Skipton

Preferred

WJP17

Skibeden, near
Skipton

Preferred

Retention of waste
transfer station with
higher vehicle numbers
and hours of operation
Retention of Household
Waste Recycling
Centre for waste
transfer of household
and some commercial
waste

Appendix S1

Appendix S1

HAMBLETON DISTRICT
MJP06
MJP07

Langwith Hall
Farm, east of Well
Oaklands, near
Well

MJP33

Home Farm,
Kirkby Fleetham

MJP43

Land to west of
Scruton

MJP38

Mill Cottages,
West Tanfield
Land to West of
Kirkby Fleetham
Land to south of
Alne Brickworks,

MJP60
MJP61

Preferred
Part
Preferred/
Part
Discounted
Part
Preferred/
Part
Discounted
Part
Preferred/
Part
Discounted
Discounted
Discounted
Preferred

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S2

Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S2

Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S2

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of clay

Appendix S2

Appendix S2

Appendix S2
Appendix S2

Forest Lane, Alne
HAMBLETON and HARROGATE DISTRICTS (SPLIT)
MJP14

Ripon Quarry,
North Stainley

Preferred

Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S3

HAMBLETON and RICHMONDSHIRE DISTRICTS (SPLIT)
MJP21

Land at Killerby

Preferred

MJP17

Land to South of
Catterick

Part
Preferred/
Part
Discounted

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S3
Appendix S3

HARROGATE BOROUGH
MJP04
MJP51
MJP35

MJP05
MJP37
MJP39

MJP41
MJP11
MJP10
MJP15

MJP32
WJP08

Aram Grange,
Asenby
Great Givendale,
Ripon
Ruddings Farm,
Walshford

Lawrence House
Farm, Scotton
Moor Lane Farm,
Great Ouseburn
Quarry House,
West Tanfield
Scalibar Farm,
Knaresborough
Gebdykes Quarry,
near Masham
Potgate Quarry,
North Stainley
Blubberhouses
Quarry, west of
Harrogate
Barsneb Wood,
Markington
Allerton Park, near
Knaresborough

Preferred

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S4

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of sand and
gravel

Appendix S4

Appendix S4

Discounted

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Extraction of
Magnesian limestone
Extraction of
Magnesian limestone
Extraction of silica sand

Discounted

Extraction of sandstone

Appendix S4

Preferred

Retention of landfill and
associated landfill gas
utilisation plant and use
of site for growth of
energy/biomass crops
beyond 2018.
Proposed composting,
transfer station and
materials recycling
facility, recycling
(including of minerals
for secondary
aggregates)

Appendix S4

Preferred
Part
Preferred/
Part
Discounted
Discounted
Discounted
Discounted

Discounted
Preferred
Discounted

Appendix S4
Appendix S4

Appendix S4
Appendix S4

Appendix S4
Appendix S4
Appendix S4

WJP23

Potgate (former
piggery), North
Stainley

Preferred

Recycling of inert
construction and
demolition waste for
secondary aggregates

Appendix S4

RICHMONDSHIRE DISTRICT
MJP03

MJP62
MJP46

WJP01
WJP18

Scarborough Field,
adjacent to Forcett
Quarry
Land at Toft Hill,
near Kiplin
Kiplin plant
processing site,
Kiplin
Hillcrest, Harmby

Preferred

Tancred, near
Scorton

Preferred

Discounted
Discounted

Preferred

Extraction of
Carboniferous
limestone
Extraction of sand and
gravel
Retention of sand and
gravel processing plant
site
Waste Transfer Station
(including recycling)
Landfill, recycling
(including treatment,
bulking and transfer),
open windrow
composting

Appendix S5

Appendix S5
Appendix S5

Appendix S5
Appendix S5

RYEDALE DISTRICT
MJP08

Settrington Quarry

Preferred

MJP12

Whitewall Quarry,
near Norton
Cropton Quarry,
Cropton
West Heslerton
Quarry
Sands Wood, land
to east of Sandy
Lane, Wintringham
Brows Quarry,
Malton

Preferred

Whitewall Quarry
near Norton
(recycling)
Whitewall Quarry
Materials
Recycling Facility,
near Norton

MJP64
MJP30
MJP50

MJP63

MJP13

WJP09

Appendix S6

Still to be
decided
Preferred

Extraction of Jurassic
limestone
Extraction of Jurassic
limestone
Extraction of Jurassic
limestone
Extraction of sand

Discounted

Extraction of sand

Appendix S6

Preferred

Extraction of Building
Stone

Appendix S6

Preferred

Enlarged area for
recycling of inert waste

Appendix S6

Discounted

Materials recycling
facility

Appendix S6

Appendix S6
Appendix S6
Appendix S6

SCARBOROUGH BOROUGH
MJP49
WJP15

Metes Lane,
Seamer
Seamer Carr,
Eastfield,
Scarborough

Discounted
Preferred

Extraction of sand and
gravel
Retention of existing
recycling (including
treatment, bulking and
transfer), open windrow
composting, and
energy from waste

Appendix S7
Appendix S7

(biomass) facilities
beyond end of current
planning permissions
which are limited to
2020 and new inert
waste screening facility
SELBY DISTRICT
MJP45
MJP55

MJP28

MJP29

MJP23

MJP31
MJP53

MJP58

Land to north of
Hemingbrough
Land adjacent to
former Escrick
brickworks
Barnsdale Bar
Quarry, Kirk
Smeaton
Went Edge
Quarry, Kirk
Smeaton
Jackdaw Crag,
Stutton

Old London Road,
Stutton
Land to north of
Old London Road
Quarry, Stutton
Old London Road,
Stutton (recycling)

Preferred

Extraction of clay

Appendix S8

Preferred

Extraction of clay

Appendix S8

Preferred

Extraction of
Magnesian limestone

Appendix S8

Preferred

Extraction of
Magnesian limestone

Appendix S8

Part
Preferred/
Part
Discounted
Discounted

Extraction of
Magnesian limestone

Appendix S8

Extraction of
Magnesian limestone
Extraction of
Magnesian limestone

Appendix S8

Appendix S8

Discounted

WJP04

Old London Road
Quarry, Stutton

Discounted

MJP22
MJP44

Hensall Quarry
Land between
Plasmor Block
making plant,
Great Heck and
Pollington Airfield
Mill Balk Quarry,
Great Heck
Barlby Road,
Selby

Preferred
Preferred

Extraction of
Magnesian limestone,
secondary aggregate
recycling, storage of
mineral fines and partial
infilling with imported
mineral fines material
Extraction of
Magnesian limestone;
Temporary storage of
mineral fines; and
Recycling of
construction industry
waste and landfill
Extraction of sand
Extraction of sand

Preferred

Extraction of sand

Appendix S8

Preferred

Rail and road freight
distribution facility
including handling
facility for aggregates

Appendix S8

MJP54
MJP09

Discounted

Appendix S8

Appendix S8

Appendix S8
Appendix S8

MJP24

Darrington Quarry
processing plant
site and haul road

Preferred

MJP27

Darrington Quarry
(recycling)
Barnsdale Bar,
near Kirk Smeaton
(recycling)
Went Edge Quarry
recycling, near Kirk
Smeaton

WJP16

Common Lane,
Burn

Preferred

WJP06

Land adjacent to
former Escrick
brickworks, Escrick
Brotherton Quarry,
Burton Salmon
Land on former
Pollington airfield

Preferred

MJP26

WJP10

WJP21
WJP22

Appendix S8

Preferred

Retention of plant site
and haul road for
processing of
Magnesian limestone
Recycling of inert waste

Preferred

Recycling of inert waste

Appendix S8

Preferred

Recycling of
construction and
demolition waste for
secondary aggregate
Bulking and transfer of
municipal and
commercial waste
Landfill of inert waste
for restoration of
extraction site
Import of inert waste for
restoration purposes
 Import of wood for
wood pellet
production
 Modification to
biomass plant
permission (reduction
to throughput and
output)
 Additional
infrastructure
associated with wood
processing

Appendix S8

Preferred
Preferred

Appendix S8

Appendix S8

Appendix S8

Appendix S8
Appendix S8

NORTH YORK MOORS NATIONAL PARK
MJP34

MJP59
WJP19

Land between
Sandsend and
Scarborough
Spikers Quarry,
East Ayton
Fairfield Road,
Whitby

Discounted

Extraction of potash
and polyhalite

Appendix S9

Discounted

Extraction of Jurassic
limestone
Recycling and transfer
of municipal and
commercial
waste

Appendix S9

Preferred

Appendix S9

CITY OF YORK
MJP52

WJP05

Field SE5356
9513, to north of
Duttons Farm,
Upper Poppleton
Field to north of
Duttons Farm,
Upper Poppleton

Preferred

Extraction of clay

Appendix S10

Preferred

Landfill and recycling of
waste from construction
industry

Appendix S10

WJP11

Harewood Whin,
Rufforth

Preferred

Retention of the
following facilities
beyond 2017
 landfill,
 open windrow
composting,
 recycling (including
treatment bulking and
transfer) and liquid
waste treatment
 Energy from Waste
(Biomass and Landfill
Gas Utilization)
 kerbside recycling
and waste transfer
operation
and Construction of
new materials recycling
facility and waste
transfer station

Appendix S10

4.

Consultation

We would like to know your views about the Site Assessments contained in the appendices
to these reports.
While we are happy to receive your views in any format, we have suggested some questions
you might like to answer in relation to sites. We have also included a form that you can use
to send in your responses on the Sustainability Appraisal website.
Questions
Site Reference Number
Question SA12: Do you agree with
the assessment findings for this site?
If no, please tell us why not.
Question SA13: Have we missed
any key opportunities or constraints in
relation to this site? Is there additional
data we should consider?
Question SA14: We have considered
the cumulative effects of sites. Are
there other cumulative effects we
should consider?
Question SA15: Do you agree with
the mitigation that we have suggested
for this site? What else could we add
that might address the impacts of this
site?
Question SA16: Is there anything
else we should consider in relation to
this site?
Question SA17: Do you think that
this site should be included in the
plan? Why do you think this?
We are consulting on these sites from Monday 16th November to Friday 15th January.
Please return your responses to:
Environmental Policy,
Heritage Services, Waste and Countryside Services,
North Yorkshire County Council,
County Hall, Northallerton,
North Yorkshire, DL7 8AH
Tel: 01609 536493
Email: mwsustainability@northyorks.gov.uk

Contact us
Environmental Policy, Heritage Services,
Waste and Countryside Services, North
Yorkshire County Council, County Hall,
Northallerton, North Yorkshire, DL7 8AH
Tel: 01609 536493
Email:

Contact us
Environmental Policy, Heritage Services, Waste and Countryside Services, North
Yorkshire County Council, County Hall, Northallerton, North Yorkshire, DL7 8AH

Tel: 01609 536493

Email: mwsustainability@northyorks.gov.uk

