
                                                                 SUMMARY OF MAIN REPRESENTATIONS 

                                                                        Oil and gas key issues - industry 
 

                            Representation Issues       Main Sources                                         Officer Comment 

The need for further engagement on policy content: 
 

 Whether we have met our obligations under the Duty to 
Cooperate - as an example industry have queried 
whether we have had specific dialogue with the 
Environment Agency regarding regulatory overlaps 

 Whether further engagement with industry should have 
taken place on matters relating to commercial 
development scenarios 

 Whether the extent of change to the policies between 
preferred options and publication is such that further 
consultation should have taken place prior to 
publication  

 
 

UKOOG, Third 
Energy, Egdon 
Resources UK Ltd, 
INEOS, Zetland 
Group 

 Consultation with relevant statutory bodies has been 
undertaken during preparation of the Plan.  The 
Environment Agency has not expressed any concerns on 
the hydrocarbons polices as contained in the Publication 
draft Plan.  Matters controlled by other regulators may also 
give rise to land use planning issues which are 
appropriately addressed in the Plan. 

 Industry has also expressed the view that the Plan should 
only focus on exploration at this stage as there is 
uncertainty over commercial development scenarios.  The 
Plan contains flexibility to respond to a range of 
circumstances and the potential need for review in the light 
of additional information is acknowledged in the Plan. 

 The policies have evolved since the preferred options 
stage of the Plan.  However, this reflects feedback received 
during earlier consultation and it is considered that the 
changes are evolutionary. 

Policies M17, M17, M18 
Consistency with national policy/legislation: 
 

 Whether it is appropriate for the Plan to go beyond the 
legislative position established in the Infrastructure Act, 
Protected Areas Regulations and Surface Protections 
provisions in terms of the areas/designations we are 
giving protection to (ie including historic and natural 
environment designations)  

 Whether the approach is sufficiently consistent with 
national planning policy in this regard  

 Whether the approach of not distinguishing between 
high volume fracking and fracking involving lower 

UKOOG, Third 
Energy, Egdon 
Resources UK Ltd, 
INEOS, Zetland 
Group, Coal 
Authority 

 National planning policy states that local plans should 
identify areas where development would be inappropriate.  
The Pan seeks to give a high level of protection to areas 
which are of key significance in maintaining the quality of 
the environment of the area.  It is considered that this 
represents a reasonable approach taking into account the 
fact that PEDL areas overlap with a range of important 
environmental and historic designations and assets. 

 The Plan seeks to apply policies to development involving 
fracking, regardless of the volume of fluid to be used (ie a 
different approach to that used in the restrictions set out in 
the Infrastructure Act 2015, which imposes restrictions on 
high volume fracking) as it is considered  that significant 

Item 3 



volumes of fluid is appropriate and whether any 
consequences of this, intended or otherwise, result in 
unreasonable restrictions, including on conventional 
hydrocarbons development 

 Whether the Policies contain too much overlap with 
matters more appropriately addressed through other 
regulatory regimes 

 Whether the policies impose too many onerous 
requirements relating to restrictions on areas where 
development may be acceptable, including locating 
supporting infrastructure; in terms of requirements for 
provision of information on impacts and whether they 
are sufficiently positive towards the benefits of 
hydrocarbons development, including climate change 
benefits 

 Whether the policies sufficiently reflect the requirement 
in national policy to clearly distinguish between the 
exploration, appraisal and production phases of 
development 

impacts could occur at lower volumes of activity.  It is 
recognised that, in some instances, hydraulic fracturing of 
rock is used for well stimulation purposes for conventional 
sources of gas, using lower volumes and pressures than 
for exploitation of unconventional sources.  It may be 
appropriate to revise and clarify the text of the Plan to 
indicate that it is not the intention of the policies to 
unreasonably inhibit these forms of activity where used in 
connection with conventional sources. 

 Matters controlled by other regulators may also give rise to 
land use planning issues which are appropriately 
addressed in the Plan. 

 Whilst it is accepted that the Plan sets out a 
comprehensive range of policies addressing issues 
associated with hydrocarbons, it is considered that this is a 
proportionate approach reflecting uncertainty over the 
potential scale, distribution and precise nature of 
development that could come forward over the period to 
2030.  The Plan notes that review may be required as 
further information becomes available, but a 
comprehensive approach at the outset is appropriate in 
order to ensure that relevant issues can be adequately 
addressed where necessary.  

 

Policies M16, M17 
Justification for Policy relating to buffer zones (National 
Park/AONBs and other sensitive receptors) and protection from 
cumulative impact: 
 

 Is there sufficient justification for the approach 

 Are the policies disproportionately setting out 
restrictions on hydrocarbons development that are not 
being applied to other forms of minerals development 

 Is the approach to preventing cumulative impact 
justified by sufficient evidence and provide adequate 

UKOOG, Third 
Energy, Egdon 
Resources UK Ltd, 
INEOS, Zetland 
Group 

 The buffer zones identified in the policies do not set out an 
outright prohibition on development, but provide a local 
planning policy mechanism to help ensure that relevant 
issues are identified and addressed, in order to ensure an 
appropriately high level of protection to highly sensitive 
areas (National Parks and AONBs) and to local 
communities.  This is particularly relevant given the overlap 
between PEDL areas and National Park/AONB 
designations and the potential for proposals for multiple 
well pads and wells to come forward over the plan period.  

 For the same reasons, it is important to ensure that the 



flexibility potential for cumulative impact is addressed.  References 
in the Plan to well pad density are given as a guideline 
rather than a specific policy limit and it is recognised that 
there could be a range of local circumstances that need to 
be taken into account.  The policies provide adequate 
flexibility for this.  

Policy M16 
Protecting areas outside those identified specifically in the Plan 
for protection: 
 

 Whether disproportionate protection has been afforded 
to the City of York and National Parks/AONBs relative 
to other areas 

 Whether there is justification for the identification of 
Areas which Protect the Historic Character and Setting 
of York.  

UKOOG, Third 
Energy, Egdon 
Resources UK Ltd, 
INEOS, Zetland 
Group 

 The Plan needs to set out a balanced approach, protecting 
the most important areas and assets whilst allowing 
flexibility for development to take place in less constrained 
locations.  It is acknowledged that it will be necessary to 
demonstrate evidence of the geographical extent of the 
areas identified in Policy M16 as being Areas Which 
Protect the Historic Character and Setting of York. 

                                                Oil and gas key issues - environment/amenity groups and individuals 

                            Representation issues         Main sources                                    Officer comment 

The need for further engagement on policy content: 
 

 Whether the extent of change to the policies between 
preferred options and publication is such that further 
consultation should have taken place prior to 
publication 

 Whether the scope of the publication stage consultation 
was too narrow  

 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 The policies have evolved since the preferred options 
stage of the Plan.  However, this reflects feedback 
received during earlier consultation and it is considered 
that the changes are evolutionary. 

 The purpose of the publication stage is to invite 
representations on the soundness of the Plan and its 
compliance with relevant legislation.  Information provided 
with the published Plan clarified the purpose of this stage 
of the process in order to ensure that representations are 
made in a way which is most helpful when the Plan 
reaches Examination in Public stage.  The tests of 
soundness for Plan are themselves broad in scope and 
therefore provide significant opportunity for 
representations to be made on a wide range of relevant 
matters. 

Policies M16, M17, M18 
Sustainable development and climate change: 

Environmental 
groups, parish 

 National planning policy, reinforced by subsequent 
Government policy statements, indicates that Plans need 



 

 Whether the policies are too supportive of the principle 
of hydrocarbons development, particularly shale gas 
and that undue weight is given to national policy 
statements relating to shale gas 

 Whether the policies deliver the legal and national 
policy requirement to contribute to mitigation and 
adaptation to climate change 

 

councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

to address the potential for hydrocarbons development.  
Government has also stated that it considers that shale 
gas resources could be of importance during a transition to 
a low carbon economy and that there is a national need to 
explore and develop shale gas in a safe, sustainable and 
timely way.  It is necessary for the Plan to be generally 
consistent with this national position. 

 It is not the role of the Plan to address the macro-level 
climate change implications of shale gas development, 
where such development is supported in principle by 
national policy.  Specific development requirements 
relating to climate change mitigation and adaptation for 
individual development proposals are identified in the 
development management policies in Chapter 9. 

Policies M16, M17 
The degree of protection provided to the local environment: 
 

 Whether the policies provide too much flexibility to 
industry to develop in unsuitable locations 

 Whether more extensive buffer zones should be 
provided to important designations and/or a wider range 
of designations such as SSSIs 

 Whether buffer zones should include a specific 
presumption against development in any circumstances 

 Whether further protection should be given to 
landscapes of local importance in the Ryedale area, as 
identified in the Ryedale Local Plan, as well as the Vale 
of Pickering 

 Whether greater protection is being afforded to the City 
of York than to undesignated rural areas outside it 

 Whether sufficient recognition is given to the 
importance of Green Belt in determining hydrocarbons 
applications.  Hydrocarbons development should be 
justified by very special circumstances 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 A wide range of specific views on these matters have been 
expressed in representations.  Whilst the Plan seeks to set 
out a high level of protection to the environment, there is a 
need to balance this with provision of flexibility to enable 
appropriately located development to take place.  It is 
considered that the policies as currently drafted achieve 
an appropriate balance.  Members may note that the oil 
and gas industry is arguing that the policies are too robust 
and do not provide sufficient flexibility. 

 It is acknowledged that it would be appropriate to make 
reference in the Plan to the fact that areas of local 
landscape importance may be identified in other local 
plans covering the area and that, where these exist, they 
may be relevant in considering proposals for hydrocarbon 
development.  However, it is not considered appropriate to 
include a presumption against development in these areas 
as this would not provide adequate flexibility. 

 It is not considered that national policy requires that 
hydrocarbons development, as a form of minerals 
extraction, must be justified by very special circumstances 
where it is proposed in the Green Belt.  However, it is 



considered appropriate to acknowledge in the Plan that 
particular care needs to be taken when locating such 
development in the Green Belt, to help ensure that the 
purposes of Green Belt designation are not compromised.  
This is the approach set out in the Plan. 

 

Policy M17 
The degree of protection provided to local communities and 
other sensitive receptors: 
 

 Whether a larger separation distance between 
hydrocarbons development and local 
communities/sensitive receptors should be provided, 
and whether this should allow for exceptions 

 Whether the Plan gives sufficient recognition to 
potential impacts from noise, traffic, emissions to air 
and water, public safety, induced seismicity and other 
impacts from fracking, including impacts at night time 
and over extended periods 

 Whether the policies should expressly set out a 
precautionary approach to development 

 Baseline monitoring of health and air quality should be 
made a requirement 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 It is not considered that sufficient evidence has been put 
forward to justify a larger separation distance.  In 
combination, the policies provide for a high level of 
protection to the environment and local amenity, bearing in 
mind that the role of other regulatory bodies is also 
important in the control of impacts from this form of 
development.  Collectively, it is considered that this 
represents a precautionary approach to development.  It is 
further considered that it is appropriate to allow for 
exceptions in the policy, to reflect the fact that a wide 
range of specific locational circumstances will exist and 
that some flexibility will be needed.  It is necessary to bear 
in mind that national policy and guidance requires that 
policies do not place unreasonable burdens on 
developers. 

Policy M17 
Addressing cumulative impact: 

 Whether the policy relating to cumulative impact 
provides too much flexibility to industry and whether 
specific policy should be included on the number of 
individual wells allowed and the separation distance 
between well pads 

 Whether the policy should be more robust in relation to 
cumulative impacts from traffic and on air quality and on 
tourism interests 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 Whilst the potential for cumulative impact is clearly an 
important issue to address, it needs to be acknowledged 
that there is significant uncertainty as to how any shale 
gas industry may seek to develop, bearing in mind this 
very early stage of commercial interest.  The policy sets 
out an overarching objective of ensuring that unacceptable 
cumulative impact does not arise, and provides guidelines 
as to how the Mineral Planning Authorities will approach 
this issue, but some flexibility will remain important.  The 
local context will vary across and within all PEDL areas 
and it is important to acknowledge this in the Plan.  It is 
agreed that is could be appropriate to make reference in 



the supporting text to the potential for cumulative impacts 
from traffic, including on air quality. 

Policy M17 
Approach to supporting infrastructure: 

 Insufficient attention has been given to the implications 
of water abstraction for fracking on domestic water 
supplies 

 Reuse of existing infrastructure may not always be 
appropriate 

 More clarity is needed on how sharing of infrastructure 
between operators is to be encouraged 

 Policy should be stronger in directing infrastructure 
away from greenfield sites 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 Licensing of water abstraction is outside the scope of the 
Plan.  

 It is acknowledged that reuse of existing infrastructure may 
not always be appropriate and the text of the Plan clarifies 
that this approach applies where the existing infrastructure 
is suitable.  The potential for sharing of infrastructure will 
be a matter to be explored at a project-specific stage when 
planning applications are being prepared or are submitted.  
The policy gives preferential support for locating 
infrastructure away from greenfield sites but this may not 
always be practicable or appropriate and a degree of 
flexibility is necessary. 

Policy M18 
Addressing waste management issues: 

 Reinjection of waste water should not be allowed under 
the Policy 

 New off-site locations for waste water should be 
identified at the outset 

 Policy should be stronger in providing protection from 
the impacts of transporting waste water 

 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 Whilst the Environment Agency, as the permitting authority 
for waste disposal, has stated that it does not currently 
consider that reinjection of flowback fluid represents the 
best available technique, and therefore will not be 
supported, there is the potential for proposals to come 
forward for reinjection of other forms of waste water, which 
are not similarly restrictive.  The policy needs to allow the 
potential for this in suitable circumstances.   

 It is not considered practicable to identify specific locations 
for waste water management at this early stage in 
development of any industry.  The requirement in the 
Policy to demonstrate that adequate arrangements can be 
made where off-site management or disposal is needed, 
and for submission of a waste water management plan, 
will provide an opportunity to ensure that appropriate 
consideration is given to this matter, including transport 
impacts, when any specific proposals come forward. 

Policy M18 
Restoration of oil and gas sites: 

 Insufficient attention has been given to the long term 
risks associated with capped wells and how they will be 

Environmental 
groups, parish 
councils, individuals, 
local businesses 

 Once planning requirements for restoration and any 
aftercare have been discharged, monitoring of long term 
risks will be a matter for other regulatory bodies.  It is not 
considered appropriate to specify that well sites should 



monitored 

 Well sites should always be restored to their original 
use and appearance 

 Financial guarantees for restoration and long term 
remediation of pollution should always be required 

always be restored to their original use an appearance.  
This is an issue which is most appropriately resolved 
through consideration of individual planning applications.  

 National planning guidance only supports the use of 
financial guarantees in relation to novel approaches or 
techniques.  Whilst it is considered that, as reflected in the 
Policy, there may be circumstances where their use could 
be justified in the Plan area, it is not considered 
reasonable, as a matter of policy, to require their use in all 
instances. 

                                                                                                  Other key issues 

                            Representation issues         Main sources                                      Officer Comment 

Policy M05, M06 
Provision for aggregate minerals (crushed rock): 
 

 Historic England has made representations that the 
approach in the Plan of making separate provision for 
Magensian Limestone crushed rock could lead to 
impacts on important historic environment assets.  
Other representations have also raised this and queried 
whether more work should be undertaken to identify the 
potential for sources of supply outside the Plan area to 
make a greater contribution   

 Whether the Plan should also make separate provision 
for Jurassic Limestone crushed rock (this issue has not 
been raised before at earlier stages of the Plan but has 
now been raised by the aggregates industry trade 
association) 

Historic England, 
Samuel Smiths Old 
Brewery, Mineral 
Products 
Association, Clifford 
Watts, Tarmac  

 Magnesian Limestone comprises an important element of 
the total supply of crushed rock in the Plan area and the 
need to help ensure future availability of supply is 
identified in the Local Aggregates Assessment for the 
North Yorkshire Sub-region.  Whilst it is accepted that the 
Southern Magnesian Limestone Ridge is of importance for 
historic landscapes and assets, the ridge is geographically 
very extensive relative to the scale of likely requirements 
for extraction of Magnesian Limestone over the Plan 
period.  Sites allocated in the Plan for Magnesian 
Limestone working have been subject to assessment in 
relation to impact on historic assets and no overriding 
concerns have been identified.   Further protection at 
planning application stage is provided by development 
management policy relating to protecting the historic 
environment.  It is therefore not considered necessary to 
review the potential for further sources of supply outside 
the Plan area. 

 The need to make separate provision for Jurassic 
Limestone was not identified in the Local Aggregates 
Assessment for North Yorkshire, which was itself subject 
of consultation with the minerals industry and has been 
endorsed by the Yorkshire and Humber Aggregates 



Working Party.  It is not considered to be a strategic 
priority for the Plan. 

 

Policy M07 
Sand and gravel site allocations: 
 

 Historic England has raised concerns about the 
potential impact of 3 key sites on listed building in the 
vicinity.  Any removal or significant reduction in size of 
one or more of these sites could lead to difficulty in 
demonstrating how we can meet our estimated future 
supply requirements. 

  Natural England has expressed concern about a 
further sand and gravel site in terms of impact on 
nature conservation.  This is also a key site in the Plan. 

Historic England, 
Natural England 

 These sites are important in delivering future requirements 
for aggregate in the Plan area.  Further discussion is 
taking place with Historic England and will be taking place 
with Natural England to seek to resolve any issues. 

Policy M12 
Silica sand provision: 
 

 Whether the policies are sufficiently supportive of 
supply of silica sand taking into account the national 
importance of this mineral, and whether the 
Blubberhouses Quarry silica sand site should be 
allocated in the Plan 

Mineral Products 
Association, Hanson 
Aggregates 

 It is acknowledged that Blubberhouses Quarry is an 
important potential source of silica sand and the policy 
supports the principle of future development, subject to 
criteria.  However, the site is located in an AONB and is 
adjacent to an internationally important nature 
conservation area.  Proposals for development of further 
reserves will need to demonstrate compliance with the 
major development test and a planning application is 
currently under consideration.  It is considered that this 
remains the appropriate mechanism for resolving this 
matter. 

Policies M20, M21 
Supply of coal: 
 

 Whether the policies are too supportive of the supply of 
coal bearing in mind the recent closure of mines and 
the climate change implications of burning coal 

Environmental 
groups 

 Coal is still identified in national policy as a mineral of 
national and local importance. As there are resources of 
coal in the Plan area it is considered appropriate to include 
policy criteria should further proposals come forward, 
although it is acknowledged that this is presently unlikely. 

Policy M22 
Potash/Polyhalite: 
 

Sirius Minerals Ltd The request to include possible additional/replacement ‘major’ 
development in the second paragraph (and therefore a 
presumption of support) cannot be accommodated as major 



Whether the policy for potash/polyhalite is too restrictive, 
particularly in relation to the potential for additional surface 
infrastructure at existing sites 
 

development in NPs and AONBs will need to be assessed against 
Policy D04.  
 
There is also a cross referencing Policy I02 (locations for ancillary 
minerals infrastructure). The precise wording of I02 is that 
ancillary infrastructure should produce either a ‘value added’ or 
complementary product  (officer emphasis) rather than simply 
produce only a value added product, as such the policy seeks to 
accommodate reasonable additional infrastructure without the site 
being developed for non-complementary development for which 
there could be no acceptable justification. Thus the policy wording 
is more flexible than the “unduly restrictive” assessment that 
Sirius Minerals are suggesting. 

Policies S01, S02, S03, S04, S05 
Minerals, waste and transport infrastructure safeguarding 
policies: 
 

 Whether the proposed approach to safeguarding buffer 
zones is too restrictive  

 Further/revised sites have been put forward for 
safeguarding (waste sites in Ryedale and additional 
polyhalite resources in the NYMNP area) 

Harworth Estates, 
Sirius Minerals, 
Selby District 
Council, Ryedale 
District Council 

 The purpose of safeguarding is not to prevent other forms 
of development on or near safeguarded sites in any 
circumstances, but to ensure that the presence of the 
safeguarded site is taken into account in planning 
decisions on other forms of development.  This is 
particularly important on those parts of the Plan area with 
a ‘two-tier’ planning structure.  It is acknowledged that it 
could be appropriate to further clarify the proposed policy 
approach and supporting text to help address this point. 

 It is not considered necessary to safeguard the whole of 
the potash/polyhalite resource in the NYMNP area as this 
would be disproportionate bearing in mind the size of the 
area involved and the relatively low risk of sterilisation 
through surface development.  The present approach of 
safeguarding the resources identified with a higher level of 
confidence is considered to represent a reasonable 
balance. 

 Consideration could be given to safeguarding additional 
waste sites in Ryedale where they meet the criteria 
identified for safeguarding sites. 

 



Policy D04 
National Parks and AONBs Policy: 
 

 Whether the policy is sufficiently consistent with 
national policy in terms of the criteria required to be met 
in relation to major development in National Parks and 
AONBs, including in relation to the costs of developing 
elsewhere and the need for additional clarity on when 
‘national need’ may be invoked 

 
 

Mineral Products 
Association, Sirius 
Minerals, Hanson 
Aggregates 

The national planning guidance states that what constitutes major 
development in NPs and AONBs is a matter for the decision 
maker and therefore it is considered appropriate to define this.   
 
The policy clarifies the MPA’s approach to the nature, scale, 
location and extent of development which is likely to constitute 
major development, and provides additional local detail to the 
existing “strategic policy” as set out in Para 116 of the NPPF. The 
role of Local Plans is not to simply repeat national policy but to 
reflect how that policy should deal with the specifics of the local 
area – provided it is consistent with the principles of the policies 
set out in the Framework. In this instance the policy provides 
further detail on how major development proposals should be 
assessed in the National Park and AONBs in the plan area and 
this is an approach which all National Park Authorities are/have 
undertaken and one which has recently been highlighted in 
research undertaken by Sheffield Hallam University: 
http://www.cnp.org.uk/SHU-planning-research  
  

Policy D05 
Green Belt policy: 
 

 Whether the policy is sufficiently consistent with 
national planning policy, particularly in relation to the 
additional flexibility provided for waste uses in the 
Green Belt and the application of very special 
circumstances 

 

Samuel Smiths Old 
Brewery 

 It is considered important to provide additional guidance in 
the Plan to identify those forms of development which may 
not be inappropriate in the Green Belt.  However, it is 
agreed that minor revisions to the wording of the Policy 
could help improve consistency with national planning 
policy. 

Policy D07 
Biodiversity and Geodiversity policy: 
 

 Whether the policy provides too much flexibility to allow 
development where the benefits are judged to outweigh 
impacts 

 Whether greater protection should be afforded to 

Environmental 
groups, individuals 

 It is considered appropriate to retain a degree of flexibility 
in the Policy, to help ensure general consistency with 
national policy.  It is also appropriate to maintain a 
distinction between the level of protection afforded to 
designated areas, relative to those areas which are 
undesignated. 

 With regard to biodiversity offsetting, the text of the Plan 

http://www.cnp.org.uk/SHU-planning-research


protecting biodiversity outside designated areas 

 Whether the policy should support the principle of 
biodiversity offsetting 

acknowledges that circumstances where this is likely to be 
an appropriate approach are rare but it is appropriate to 
retain it in order to provide a comprehensive approach. 

Policy D10 
Minerals and waste site reclamation policy: 
 

 The reclamation policy should be simplified and should 
not be as prescriptive in setting out what forms of 
reclamation may be appropriate 

 The policy should require that reclamation is to uses 
consistent with the development plan or that public 
engagement has taken place where different forms are 
proposed 

 The policy should be more consistent with national 
policy on Green Belt and agricultural land 

 A specific requirement for pre-application discussions 
and stakeholder engagement should not be required 
 
 

Mineral Products 
Association, 
Tarmac, Samuel 
Smiths Old Brewery 

 It important that the policy includes guidance on the forms 
of reclamation that may be appropriate in the Plan area, as 
this will provide greater clarity to developers and other 
users of the Plan.   

 The policy supports public engagement between 
developers and local communities in bringing forward 
proposals for reclamation and this would help ensure that 
appropriate dialogue occurs.  It is agreed that this should 
not be a mandatory requirement, to ensure consistency 
with national policy.  

 It is not considered that the Policy is inconsistent with 
national policy on Green Belt or agricultural land, and 
these are both subject of other specific policies in the Plan. 

 

Site allocations: 
 

 Objections have been received to both allocated sites, 
and sites excluded from allocation. 

 Objections to allocated sites: 
Sand and gravel: 
Land at Killerby  
Land at Home Farm, Kirkby Fleetham 
Land South of Catterick 
Ripon Quarry 
Crushed rock: 
Settrington Quarry 
Clay: 
Escrick Quarry 
Land at Duttons Farm 
Waste: 

Minerals and waste 
industry, Historic 
England, Natural 
England, parish 
councils, 
environmental 
groups, individuals 

 It is to be expected that representations will be received on 
site allocations and sites which have been discounted and 
these are being reviewed.  However, it is not currently 
considered that the status of allocated or discounted sites 
needs to be changed. 



Allerton park 
Harewood Whin 
Escrick Brickworks 
Land at Duttons farm 
North Selby Mine 
 

 Objections to discounted sites: 
Sand and gravel: 
Land at Scotton, Knaresborough 
Crushed rock: 
Whitewall Qurry 
Silica sand: 
Blubberhouses Quarry 
Potash/polyhalite: 
Land between Sandsend and Scarborough 
Waste: 
Whitewall Quarry 
Land at Harmby 

 


