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Introduction

TadcCaster

This is a Non-Technical document which concisely
summarises the sustainability appraisal (SA) for
the Selby Local Plan (2020-2040). The Local
Plan sets out the District's spatial strategy in
relation to housing and employment growth, with
locally specific policies and site allocations which
will help to shape the District’s built and natural
environment. Once adopted, the Plan will replace
the Selby District Core Strategy Local Plan (2013)
and the saved policies of the Selby District Local
Plan (2005).

Sherbllurn
in Elnfet

Selby is a District in North Yorkshire which
covers an area of 599km? with a population of
approximately 92,000 (Census, 2021); the area
has seen the fastest population growth of all local
authority areas in Yorkshire and The Humber
since 2011. The District is largely rural, though
it has three market towns (Selby, Tadcaster and
Sherburn in Elmet) alongside over 60 villages
and is well connected to major urban areas such
as Leeds and York. The District neighbours the
authorities of York, Leeds, Doncaster, Harrogate,
Wakefield and East Riding of Yorkshire.
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Scoping Summary

A scoping exercise was carried out in order to establish the key The below diagram shows the sustainability topics which have been
sustainability issues and objectives for the plan area. The cross-cutting ‘scoped in’ for consideration within this Sustainability Appraisal, and
topics reflect broad areas of sustainability which could be significantly the themes which are included within each topic.

affected by the Selby Local Plan.

. . . . . Climate change
Air quality Biodiversity adaptation
Population Water
Heritage Land and soil Landscape and Transport
" resources
communities

Climate change Economy and

mitigation employment




Scoping Key Issues and Objectives

Air Quality

* There is one AQMA in Selby Town.
* Housing and employment growth could create further pollution
hot spots in the District.

SA Objective: Maintain and improve local air quality and avoid
impacts upon human health.

Biodiversity g

+ Selby District's topography and location give it a particular
biodiversity significance, reflected by the number of designated
sites partially or entirely within the District.

SA Objective: Protect, conserve and enhance biodiversity, wildlife
habitats and green infrastructure to achieve a net gain and reverse
habitat fragmentation.

Climate Change Adaptation )

()

» Large parts of the District are at risk of fluvial and tidal flooding.

* Flood defences are in place to protect large parts of the District,
though there are also areas of natural protection such as
washlands and agricultural land.

« Climate change will likely raise the Ouse’s tidal levels with time.
This could place pressure on existing defences.

SA Objective: Adapt to current and future flood risk by directing
development away from the areas of the District at the highest risk
of flooding from all sources.

o

Climate Change Mitigation @

* Though emissions are on a downward trend, the per person
emissions figure is significantly higher than the national and
regional averages.

» Solar energy presents a high proportion of installed renewable
energy generation capacity in the District.

» Other sources of generation should also be explored.

» ThePlanrepresents agood opportunity touse greeninfrastructure
as a means of mitigating the effects of climate change.

SA Objective: Continue to drive down CO2 emissions from all
sources.

Health @

* Health deprivation is unevenly distributed, with significant
variance in life expectancy evident between wards.

» This suggests that despite a number of strategic healthcare and
green infrastructure assets in the District, access to or take-up of
these services is uneven, and accessibility could be enhanced
for those most at risk of suffering poor health outcomes.

SA Objective: Improve the physical and mental health and wellbeing
of Selby District residents and reduce health inequalities across the
District.
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Economy and Employment @

* Following the decline and disappearance of ship building and
coal mining in Selby District, advanced manufacturing and
energy generation has continued to provide economic growth
opportunities in the area.

* There are a number of significant long-term employers in the
District, including Drax, Power Station, Heineken, Legal and
General Homes and British Gypsum.

* Developments, such as, Olympia Park, ‘Sherburn2’, Gascoigne
Wood Interchange, Church Fenton Airfield and the former
Kellingley Colliery will be key to economic growth and employment
in the area.

* There are significant commuting flows between Selby District
and neighbouring economic hubs. Whilst this connectivity is
a key feature of Selby District's economy, the net outflow of
talent to surrounding areas creates a deficit of skilled workforce,
making it difficult for local employers to find suitably qualified/
skilled recruits.

SA Objective: Maintain a strong, diversified and resilient economy
to enhance employment opportunities and reduce disparities arising

from unequal access to training and jobs.

* There is a rich variety and distribution of designated heritage
assets present within the District.

» There are 23 designated heritage assets identified by Historic
England as being at risk ranging from buildings, churches,
conservation areas to a deserted medieval village.

+ Selby District's wide range of undesignated landscape and
townscape assets contribute to its historic character and sense
of distinctiveness.

'

Heritage
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SA Objective: Protect, conserve and enhance designated and
undesignated heritage assets, including their setting, significance
and contribution to the wider historic landscape and townscape

character and cultural heritage of the District.

» Selby District’s 2020 housing and economic development needs
assessment identifies an objectively assessed housing need for
the District of between 333 and 368 dpa.

« The SHLAA (2021) identified that there were 229 sites
with residential planning permissions; enough to potentially
accommodate up to 2,344 homes.

« There is likely to be a significant shortfall in delivery of older
person’s accommodation. Of the total housing delivered for the
period 2018/19 to 2020/21, 31% were affordable. This falls short
of the Council’s previously set target of up to 40%.

« The 2021-2026 5 year housing land supply report records a
good rate of delivery over the preceding three years, achieving
an average of 547 dpa for the period

Housing

SA Objective: Ensure that new development meets the varied
housing needs of the area. Provide affordable and decent housing
for all.




Soil and land

* Land with potential to be ‘best and most versatile’ for agricultural
purposes is present across non-urban areas of the District
including extensive areas of Grade 2 and potentially some Grade
3a.

* There are opportunities to deliver some new development on
brownfield sites within the District, though this is a finite resource
and can be challenging to fully unlock.

SA Objective: Promote the efficient and sustainable use of
natural resources, including preserving soil carbon and directing
development away from the best and most versatile agricultural
land.

Landscape

« There is considerable diversity of localised character in the
District with 17 local landscape character areas identified by the
Selby Landscape Character Assessment (2019).

+ Settlements within the District exhibit different levels of
landscape and setting sensitivity to development. Some areas
are particularly sensitive whilst others less so.

« The use of hedgerows and trees around settlements could
have a positive impact on the landscape and visual impact of
development edges on the flat, low lying, landscape. It is also
important to maintain the existing green fingers of land towards
the centre which may otherwise be affected by development.

» The District has a number of locally important landscape areas.

SA Objective: Protect and enhance the quality, character and local

distinctiveness of the natural and cultural landscape and the built
environment.

A=COM

Population and communities

There are areas of both notable affluence and entrenched
deprivation within the District, creating a complex and nuanced
range of community needs.

The District’s aging population could mean that certain existing
services and facilities, such as social care, will be placed under
additional pressure over the plan period and it will be important
that opportunities to enhance community service infrastructure
through future development are fully realised.

SA Objective: Support good access to existing and planned
community infrastructure, including green infrastructure.
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Transport @

» There is a relatively high level of car dependency. This could be o @ | Thescoping stage establishes the baseline position

in part due to the rural nature of parts of the District. T BN policy context for the Sustainability Appraisal. =
* There are good internal and external connections to transport A\ | This helps to identify the key issues that should be =

networks through rail and strategic road networks. NNt the focus of the appraisal and the methodology ;
» Traffic congestion is an issue in Selby Town. L BN that will be used to undertake the appraisal. These [
» Despite strong rail links, rail travel represents a small proportion - P form a Sustainability Appraisal Framework which

of travel to work trips. M .18 provides a way in which the sustainability effects

| of the Local Plan and alternatives can be identified

SA Objective: Support the provision of transport infrastructure to ve 28 |7 and analysed based on a structured and consistent
meet local population change whilst helping to reduce congestion T 4 approach.

and travel times and support sustainable modes of transport.

¥ The framework provides a means to ascertain 1
whether and how specific sustainability issues
(established through scoping) are being addressed, |
and to understand the social, economic and |*

environmental implications of options, policies and ,
proposals. '

Water Resources
» Sources for abstraction in the District are reaching capacity
meaning that increased efficiency in new homes will be an

important part of ensuring stable and safe supply over time.

SA Objective: Conserve water resources and protect/ enhance the
quality of water bodies in the District.
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Appraisal of the Spatial

Growth Strategy

Reasonable Alternatives

A key element of the Sustainability Appraisal process is to explore
different ways in which the objectives of the plan can be met. Whilst
there are many different issues and options associated with a Local
Plan, those which are at the heart of the Plan are those that are focused
upon through the SA process. As such, the appraisal covers the spatial
growth options for housing and employment as well as the individual site
options.

The starting point for the consideration of reasonable alternatives was
the Housing and Economic Development Needs Assessment (2020).
This evidenced a need of between 333 and 368 dwellings per annum
between 2020 and 2040. To take account of growth aspirations, the
council decided that a housing delivery of 402 dwellings per annum

In relation to employment land, the Housing and Economic Development
Needs Assessment (2020) evidenced a need for 110ha of employment
land. There is already a sufficient supply of employment land to meet
these needs, although two strategic opportunities were identified at
this stage and formed important elements of the Local Plan. The
Council considered that there were no other reasonable alternative
employment strategies.

Needs-led growth scenario: 8,040 )

lllllllllllll

i )
would be preferable, with a total plan-period housing delivery of 8,040 = | =g _ _ A AU A
dwellings. They also deemed it reasonable to look at a higher growth o Akl Higher growth scenario: 11,780 4% @ @
scenario of 589 dwellings per annum (11,780 dwellings over the plan-
period).
Housing and Economic Selby District

Selby District .
Council Preferred M.F -A
g

Options for growth i wsbem #l

>

Development Needs
Assessment (2020)

Council Preferred I | |ﬁee
Options for growth "~e

ﬂ 333-368 dpa —— 402dpa (to take account of 8 distribution options
growth aspirations)
589dpa (to consider a higher

growth scenario)

h 110ha ——— 110ha (Existing supply meets this
need, however two strategic

opportunity sites form important
elements of the Plan)

1 consistent option
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Preferred Option Stage SELBY

Strategic Options Appraisal

More development in the smaller villages, less
development in Selby Town (402dpa)

Less development in Eggborough and Selby
Selby focus with smaller distribution elsewhere Town, more growth in smaller villages (402dpa)

(settlement hierarchy approach) (402dpa) G
Less development in Selby Town, expansion of
/\ “.0 Eggborough and more growth in smaller villages (402dpa)
MEE:o

Increased Green Belt Release rather than dispersing growth to smaller settlements. G_
There would still be a requirement for two new settlements (589dpa) G_

Green Belt Release. Less development in Selby Town,
expansion of Eggborough (402dpa)

Focus on Selby Town with smaller distribution elsewhere (settlement hierarchy
approach). Maximised growth in Selby Town and two new settlements (589dpa)

Limited Green Belt release and more widespread dispersed growth,
and therefore require the delivery of three new settlements (589dpa)

The following distribution and growth options were appraised at the At this stage, Option A was the preferred option as it would deliver
preferred options stage. Each option included at least one new settlement the evidenced need for growth whilst minimising harm to the existing
(though these were not specifically identified at this stage) as well as an character of existing communities and their local services.
urban extension to Eggborough. The appraisal findings are presented
below. ° °
2 2z g,
> © 4] % c ) © [0}
> 7 o S5 S c > 2 o3 S = =
= et c = o gE () o ® = S e}
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- Minor positive 3
o
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I n d iVi d u a I S ite Ap p ra i S a I S The below map illustrates all sites and their

intended use which were submitted to the
council as potential site options.

The council undertook a call for sites exercise which helped to
identify sites across the District which could be suitable for housing or Reasonable alterative site [0 Mixed use

[ Selby [ Leisure

options (proposed use) [ Gypsy and Traveller

Residential [ Other
[ Employment

employment purposes. After an initial sift, 251 sites were considered to
be reasonable and were appraised on an individual basis. Appraised
sites were assessed in relation to constraints and accessibility,
against a framework which accords with the sustainability appraisal
framework. At a later stage, 43 additional sites were submitted and
hence appraised according to the same process as the earlier sites.

Tadcaster

Initial Stage Later stage
251 sites 43 sites

Residential @ 208 33
Employment @ 20 3
Gypsy & 2 i
traveller

Mixed use 17 5
Retail/ leisure 2 -

Car park @ 2 -
Other Q - 2
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New Settlement SEL

DISTRICT COUNCIL

wv
=
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|
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[ Selby

[_1 New settlement options

Options Appraisal

Three site locations for new settlements were considered to be
reasonable by Selby District Council (illustrated on the adjacent map);
as such they were appraised on their relative sustainability merits in
order to inform the Local Plan. Each settlement was expected to have
the potential to deliver a large concentration of housing (see graphic
below) alongside supporting infrastructure which would provide
benefits to existing and future communities.

Tadcaster

Heronby

RAF Church
Fenton

Burn Airfield Church Fenton Airbase Heronby

2,500-3,000 new homes Up to 3,000 new homes Up to 4,000 new homes
(inc. beyond plan-period) (inc. beyond plan-period) (inc. beyond plan-period)
Burn Airfield

Major positive [ll  The below table illustrates the appraisal findings.
Moderate positive .

Minor positive .

Neutral .

Minor negative _ 5 5 5 T o
. >~ o0 & & £% = c8

Moderate negatlve. > 2 2 555c gg g =

. . 5 © £ o=oSE e 2 8§ £5 ¢
Major negative S 2 S 58£5%8cd s t5 <5 8 22 % 5
o '8 2T ESESGe ® 25 3 2 3 £ £

= hel = =% 0 o 2c O [e) ©
< S o%0cedf £ £i 2 S £8 £ =

Burn Airfield
Church Fenton Airbase

Q—> Heronby

Heronby as it is considered to align best with garden village principles. It

-. .- .-.-- is noted that the site is deliverable and viable and will involve significant
improvements to highways network and environmental enhancements.

.-. .-.-.-.- Each settlement has it's merits and constraints, but the Council has selected
s e

(N AZCOM



Publication Stage

Strategic Options Appraisal

Consultation and an addendum to the Housing and Economic Development
Needs Assessment (2022) led to a refinement of the spatial strategy and hence, at
Publication Stage, the strategic distribution of growth saw some minor updates, with
site capacities and allocations making up the changes. The overall requirement of
growth was slightly reduced. The below graphic highlights the differences between
the spatial strategy at Preferred Options stage and Publication stage.

The similarities between the Preferred Option and Publication stage meant that
it was deemed reasonable to update the earlier stage appraisals, rather than
appraise a whole new range of strategic options. Two further strategic options
were suggested by consultees, which were then also considered at this stage.
One focused on an option which did not include a new settlement, whilst the other
sought to ensure that no sites at significant risk of flooding were allocated.

The following pages will conceptually illustrate these options on a series of maps.

Selby focus with smaller distribution elsewhere
(settlement hierarchy approach) (386dpa) 6

More development in the smaller villages, less
development in Selby Town (386dpa)

Preferred
Option stage:
8,040 dwellings
Publication
stage: 7,728
dwellings

ot

1,750

Eggborough
Extension

400 945

Tadcaster

372 1,260
New
Settlement 945
300
Sherburn

in Elmet

380 1,510

Tier1 & 2

Vill
illages 1,226

Less development in Eggborough and Selby
Town, more growth in smaller villages (386dpa)

Green Belt Release. Less development in Selby Town,
expansion of Eggborough (386dpa)

0 Less development in Selby Town, expansion of
/\ K Eggborough and more growth in smaller villages (386dpa)
o &

No new settlement (386dpa) —Q

X ASCOM

No development in Flood Zones 2 and 3 (386dpa)
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Publication Stage SELBY
Strategic Options A and B Maps

Option A Total dwellings: 5,850
Oversupply: 695
Green Belt: 0

Option B Total dwellings: 5,690
Oversupply: 535
Green Belt: 0

. Tadcaster

. Tadcaster

° Appleton
Roebuck

Appleton
Roebuck

. Heronby

@ Riceall

. Heronby

@ Riccall

® Ulleskelf | @ Ulleskelf

. Barlby with @® Barlby with
. Sherburn Osgodby . Sherbum Osgodby
| =
> Thorpe Selby Town A \ Thorpe . Selby Town .8
Wi\loghby @ Cliffe Willoughby, = © Cliffe
0
° / o / o
Monk Hamplelon . Brayton . Hemingbrough ManR giiiambleton @ Brayton @ Hemingbrough
© Fryston/ @ Fryston/
Hillam Hillam
© Camblesforth © Camblesforth
© Kellington J @ Kellington
3 © Carlton T © Carlton
Eggborough ® He:sal\ Eggborough ® Hel;sall
Expansion P Expansion P
Eggborough Eggborough
& Whitley = Selby ® Sty =) Selby
Settlement growth Settlement growth

70
71-135

136 - 400 o

° 120
@ 121-300
© 301-400

401 - 550
401 -945 .

o

()

l . 551-945
’ 946 - 1750

©
L
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o
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®
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7
3
(7]

— 0 A=COM @




Publication Stage

Strategic Options C and D Maps

Option C Total dwellings: 5,395
Oversupply: 240

S Green Belt: 0
. Tadcaster
° Appleton
Roebuck
Heronby
@ Ulleskelf
@ Riccall
North)
‘ Duffield
Barlby with
(]
@ sherburn Osgodby
| =
> Thorpe . Selby Town —~
Willoughby S/ ® Cliffe
Monk yriambleton . Bréylon . Hemingbrough
@ Fryston/
Hillam
AN
©® Camblesforth
@ Kellington
R @ Carlton
Eggborough © Hensallj
\‘Expansmn ®
Eggborough
@ & Whitley cn Selby
Settlement growth
e 1-155
o © 156 - 300
@ 301-400

— 0

@ 401-550
‘ 551 - 945
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. Tadcaster

@ Ulleskelf

. Sherburn
|

3

Monk
© Fryston/
Hillam

Eggborough
Expansion

¥ Appleton
Roebuck

Thorpe
Willoughby.

© Hambleton

© Kellington

~
() Hensall

o
®

Eggborough
@ & Whitley

Option D Total dwellings: 5,390

‘ Heronby

@ Riccall

Oversupply: 235
Green Belt: 0

Barlby with
] Osgodby

' éelby Town

@ Brayton

© Carlton

o Cliffe

@ Hemingbrough

N
© Camblesforth

=) Selby
Settlement growth
o 105

@ 106 - 200

© 201-400

@ 401-550

. 551 - 945

SELB

DISTRICT COUNCIL
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Publication Stage SELBY
Strategic Options E and | Maps

Option E Total dwellings: 5,940
Oversupply: 785
Green Belt: 700

Option | Total dwellings: 5,870
Oversupply: 715
Green Belt: 0

.Tadcaster . Tadcaster

e Appleton
Roebuck

Appleton
@ Roebuck

. Heronby

@ Riccall
Nort

2 @ puiibia

. Heronby

@ Riccall

@ Ulleskelf' @ Ulleskelf

@ Barlby with Barlby with
Sherburn Qs 90dty . Sherburn 9390dby,
{ = | 3
- Thorpe . S
Th .Selb Town Selby Town
v wnwﬁr?w = o Cliffe v . Wi“Oﬁghby ).l @ cCliffe
© Hambleton ! Hambleton !
Monk @ Brayton @ Hemingbrough Monk ® — . Brayton . Hemingbrough

© Fryston/ © Fryston/

Hillam Hillam

N b

N N
© Camblesforth © Camblesforth

@ Kellington | @ Kellington |
> © Carlton > @ carlton
Eggborough ‘\\ Her;sal\ Eggborough ‘\\ @ Hensall g
Expansion PY Expansion PY
Eggborough Eggborough
® o Mnitey =2 Selby & Whitley =2 Selby

Settlement growth Settlement growth

o 90 o 90
@ 91-200 @ 91-150
i © 201-550 i © 151-200

@ 201-400

‘ 401 - 945

@ 551-600

. 601 - 945
Green Belt
release
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Publication Stage SELBY

The below map illustrates the
site allocations by their proposed
use in the Selby Local Plan.

Strategic Option J and site allocation Maps

[ selby [ Mixed Use
Proposed site allocations [ New settlement
Option J Total dwellings: 5,845 [ Employment Residential

Oversupply: 690
2 Green Belt: 0

‘ Tadcaster

[ Gypsy and traveller

Appleton
Roebuck adcaster
Heronby
@ Ulleskelf
@ Riccall
° North]
3 Duffield
Barlby with
o
. Sherburn Osgodby
> \ Thorpe Selby Town _
Willoughby o Cliffe
@
© Hambleton 4 o
Monk @ Brayton @ Hemingbrough
® Fryston/
Hillam
© Camblesforth
Eggborough @ Kellington

© Carlton

Expansion N
‘ ® Hensall
@
Eggborough
& Whitley C'BB Selby

Settlement growth

1-155
156 - 275
276 - 300

301 - 400

]
o
@
401 - 1000
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Publication Stage

Strategic Options Appraisal

The table below presents a visual summary of the options appraisal
findings. This is followed by a summary of the effects by each SA
topic, and then a comparison of each option. The Council's proposed
approach is Option A.

There are similarities between the appraisal findings for each of the
options. For example, all of the options are predicted to have major
positive effects with regards to housing as they would all meet identified
needs in one way or another. All options are also predicted to have major
negative effects with regards to land and soil, as the scale of growth
requires the loss of agricultural land regardless of approach. There are
some subtle differences between the options for these SA objectives,
but these do not warrant a different overall score.

The options also perform similarly with regards to climate change
adaptation and mitigation, with minor negative effects being identified
for all options. The main differences relate to Option A, which ought

lllllllllllll

Minor negative

. Major negative

. Neutral

. Moderate positive
. Minor positive

. Major positive

to be marginally better in terms of reducing additional transport related
emissions, and Option |, which avoids a greater amount of land at risk
of flooding.

The effects on landscape are also predicted to be major negative for
all options, but this is more certain for options C, E and J which involve
higher levels of growth in tier 1 and 2 settlements and / or Green Belt.
There is some uncertainty for the other options as to whether effects
would be moderate or major. The options perform the same with regards
to the water SA objective, with options C, E and J being most likely to
give rise to negative effects.

(N AZCOM



Publication Stage

Strategic Options Appraisal

The main differences between the options relate to the air quality,
biodiversity, economy, health, historic environment, transport and
population. Option A is most positive with regards to social factors, with
major positive effects recorded in relation to health and economy and
employment. Options E and J could also potentially have major positive
effects for employment, but for health these are only moderate effects.
Options C, E and J also have the potential for greater negative effects on
biodiversity compared to options A, B, D and |.

Option A however, is potentially one of the more negative options
regarding air quality, as it focuses higher growth closer to an existing
AQMA. This also has implications in terms of congestion, but this is
offset by the fact that accessibility would be good for a higher proportion
of new homes.

Broadly speaking, the options perform quite similarly, and where there
are differences, this relates to different SA topics. Therefore, it is difficult
to say that one option is clearly better than all the others.

rrrrrrrrrrrrr

However, it is possible to identify that options C, E and J perform
generally more negatively against the environmental topics (particularly
biodiversity, historic environment and water) compared to the alternative
options.

Options B, D and | perform marginally better than option A with regards
to environmental factors (given that Option A is less favourable in terms
of air quality), but they do not generate the same significance of effects
overall in terms of socio-economic benefits.

(N AZCOM



Appraisal of the Selby

Local Plan

The Selby Local Plan was appraised in its entirety, considering the potential effects
relating to the allocation of sites alongside policies. The adjacent graphic illustrates
the anticipated significance of effects for each Sustainability Appraisal theme and the

following pages summarise the likely effects.

Air Quality

On balance it is predicted that the Council’s policies of the Local Plan should give
rise to neutral effects in relation to air quality once policy mitigation has been taken
into account. There is potential to minimise additional emissions from vehicular traffic
through a strong focus on providing sustainable transport connectivity through the
development process. Several policies also refer to the need to ensure adequate
infrastructure for low-emissions vehicles, which should help move towards cleaner air
in the longer-term. In the short term, before the widespread uptake of electric vehicles
and supporting infrastructure, there could be a slight deterioration in air quality, which
for Selby Town and its existing AQMA is a minor negative effect.

Moderate positive effects are predicted in the long term due to the potential for
protection and enhancement of habitats and the focus on connecting existing habitats
to enhance the wider network. There is some uncertainty as to the significance of
the positive effects, but this could be removed when the proposed Green and Blue
Infrastructure Strategy is prepared.

Biodiversity

0

A=COM

Air quality

Biodiversity

Climate change
adaptation

Climate change
mitigation

Economy and
employment

Health

Heritage

Housing

Land and soil

Landscape

Population and
communities

Transport

Water

2
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Appraisal of the Selby Local Plan

Climate Change Adaptation @*‘1

The plan should give rise to an increased rate of tree planting,
protections of existing trees and hedgerows and open space provision
within new development, features which can help minimise the urban
heating effect and ensure a degree of permeability of surfaces within
areas of new developments. Minor positive effects are anticipated in
the long-term, on the basis that the risks associated with the preferred
spatial approach have good potential to be mitigated through the
proposed policies of the draft Local Plan. It is recognised that some
sites fall within flood zones 2 and 3, particularly in Selby Town, but

these areas benefit from flood defences.

Overall, it is considered that the Preferred Options Local Plan takes
a fairly holistic policy approach to minimising and reducing carbon
emissions from the built environment and from travel sources. Minor
positive effects are predicted in the long-term in relation to climate
change mitigation.

Climate Change Mitigation

Economy and Employment

Major positive effects are anticipated in relation to employment on
the basis that the Local Plan proposes meeting the District’s B-class
employment needs in full, whilst also proposing a range of measures to
support the diverse range of established and emerging sectors which
contribute to the District’s economy. Though levels of deprivation
and inequality are relatively low for the District, regeneration and jobs
growth are focused in areas that ought to help address these issues
where they are present.

Health

It is considered that policies and proposals of the Local Plan take a
broad, holistic view of health and wellbeing and propose a broad range
of measures by which to embed healthy lifestyles at the centre of new
development. In the short term, minor positive effects are predicted,
which are likely to rise to moderate positive effects in the medium
to long term as more development and associated infrastructure
is delivered (with associated public realm and infrastructure
improvements). Potential minor negative effects could arise for some
communities related to wellbeing, but there is a degree of uncertainty.

O

Whilst the plan proposes allocations for development on sites in areas
which could be considered to be sensitive in terms of their historic
environment, policies should help to minimise more negative effects.
Existing designated and non-designated assets as well as areas
which have a strong historic character ought to have their settings and
significance enhanced and protected. Further to this, regeneration of
areas, including in Selby and Tadcaster, should help to redevelop areas
with historic character as a key consideration within proposals. Overall,
some mixed minor negative and moderately positive effects are
likely.

Heritage

Land and Soil ﬁ

It is predicted that the Local Plan will lead to moderate negative
effects with regards to soil and land. Whilst the Plan seeks to protect
agricultural land and make the best use of brownfield opportunities, it
proposes the allocation of large amounts of land that overlap with best
and most versatile agricultural land.

(N A=COM
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Appraisal of the Selby Local Plan

Housing

2

It is predicted that the Local Plan will give rise to major positive
effects in relation to housing. This is on the basis that the plan provides
for meeting identified housing need and distributes this need broadly
across the District in line with the settlement hierarchy. A range of
types and tenures of homes will be provided and housing needs
within different sections of the community, including specialist housing
needs, will be met. Whilst the inclusion of larger-scale developments at
Eggborough and Heronby may lead to some lead-in delays, the range
of support for various residential developments and alternative sites
should help to ensure that the district’s housing delivery keeps up with

demand.

It is considered the strategic and detailed policies of the Local Plan
have potential for moderate negative effects in relation to landscape.
It is inevitable that changes to landscape and settlement character will
occur due to the proposed growth. However, the plan directs growth to
less sensitive areas where possible and sets out a range of measures
to reduce the significance of effects. Whilst the Heronby strategic site
will have impacts upon the landscape, it is not in an area which is
identified as sensitive and adherence to the Plan’s policy and the ability
for comprehensive masterplanning to ensure a degree of landscape
harmony should help to avoid more significant effects. Therefore,
residual effects are predicted to be minor negative. This is offset to
some extent too by the potential for townscape improvements in places
such as Selby Town and Tadcaster in particular.

Landscape

Population and Communities

Overall, the Local Plan is likely to support improvements to the provision
of community facilities. The spread of development should mean that
new and existing communities are likely to be adequately served by
facilities, without being overwhelmed by growth. There is also potential
for significant new infrastructure at the new settlements. As a result,
moderate positive effects are predicted.

Whilst there is the potential for some minor negative effects where
certain people may oppose development, the positive approach to
supporting community consultation and neighbourhood planning
should mitigate this to some extent. Nonetheless, uncertain minor

negative effects may still occur. @

Whist it is evident that the Plan’s effects would be expected to deliver
improvements in terms of sustainable transport provisions and
highways network development, there would also be some anticipated
pressures on the area’s road network. These effects are expected to
occur simultaneously, rather than acting to balance one another out.

Mixed minor negative and minor positive effects are anticip
Water

Transport

It is considered that the Local Plan is likely to give rise to minor
positive effects in relation to water resources. Though there are also
expected to be some uncertain minor negative effects relating to
the potential for some construction related, short-term increases to
waterbody pollution.

(N A=COM
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Mitigation

Mitigation and enhancement

Recommendations have been made throughout the SA process to
minimise any negative effects and maximise the positives. Suggestions
have been made at several stages including:

» Compatibility comparison of Plan Objectives and SA Objectives.

» Appraisal of spatial options.

* Appraisal of sites.

* Appraisal of draft Plan policies at preferred options stage.

» Appraisal of policies at Publication stage.

At each stage the Council has responded to recommendations either by
making changes to the emerging plan, or providing justification where it
considers no change is necessary. Some key recommendations were

made that led to the following improvements in the Plan.

» Stronger approach to biodiversity mitigation and net gain, which is
beneficial to a range of environmental topics.

* Heritage policies strengthened and include reference to specific
features that contribute to Selby Districts character and sense of
place.

rrrrrrrrrrrrr

* Opportunities for water-borne and rail freight to be safeguarded,
which is positive in terms of transport and air quality.

* Neighbourhood Plans not ‘expected’, only ‘encouraged’ to support
new housing — which is positive for community groups who may
otherwise be discouraged to pursue a neighbourhood Plan.

Only two new recommendations have been identified at Publication
stage, and these can be dealt with as considered appropriate through
the Examination process.

« The Plan mentions the importance that Selby could play in
developing carbon capture and storage technologies, but there
is no explicit support or guiding principles provided through Plan
policies. Consider inclusion of policy support to facilitate scheme
development.

* The site policy for SELB-CR could add specific requirements for any
new buildings to ensure that they reflect the Town Centre Design
Guide and to be supported by a heritage assessment.
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Monitoring

There is a requirement to outline the measures envisaged to monitor the
predicted effects of a Plan. In particular, there is a need to focus on the
significant effects that are identified. It is important to track anticipated
effects to ensure that positive effects are actually being realised and to
identify any unforeseen negative effects that may occur.

The NTS focuses on potential monitoring measures under the
economy and employment and housing SA topics; these are the SA
topics where major effects have been identified, and are therefore
of greatest significance. The SA Report sets out further monitoring
measures for effects deemed to be of moderate and minor significance
(for the full range of SA Topics). At this stage the monitoring measures
have not been finalised. This occurs once a Plan is approved, when
an SA Statement needs to be prepared that explains how the SA has
influenced the Plan’s development.

Economy and employment

Maijor positive effects are anticipated in relation to employment on the
basis that employment needs will be met in full, whilst also proposing
a range of measures to support the diverse range of established and
emerging sectors which contribute to the District’s economy. Though
levels of deprivation and inequality are relatively low for the District,
regeneration and jobs growth are focused in areas that ought to help
address these issues where they are more prevalent.
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Measures include monitoring the following:
» The amount of employment floorspace developed for B uses;

* The number of farm diversification schemes granted planning
permission;

* The number and extent of regeneration schemes completed.
Housing

Major positive effects are predicted as the preferred approach would
exceed identified housing need and distribute it broadly across the
District. A range of types and tenures of homes will be provided and
housing needs within different sections of the community, including
specialist housing needs, will be met.

Measures include monitoring the following:

* The number of net annual housing completions broken down per
tier in the settlement hierarchy;

* The percentage of homes meeting standards set within the Local
Plan;

« The number and percentage of affordable housing units secured.

(N ASCOM



SELB

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Sherburn
in Elrrlnet

A=ZCOM vcroni

© 2022 AECOM Limited. All Rights Reserved. This document has been prepared by AECOM Limited (“AECOM”) for sole use of our client (Selby District Council) (“the Client”) in accordance with generally
accepted consultancy principles, the budget for fees and the terms of reference agreed between AECOM and the Client. Any information provided by third parties and referred to herein has not been checked

or verified by AECOM, unless otherwise expressly stated in the document. No third party may rely upon this document without the prior and express written agreement of AECOM.

Sustainability Appraisal

Spatial data in maps presented in this document contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2022. Contains public sector information licensed under the Open Government Licence
v3.0.

4~ AZCOM @




A=ZCOM ik



