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Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA

Report Title
A1 PPS25 Flood Zones and flood risk vulnerability
classification
Table A1. Flood Zones (adapted from PPS25 Table D.1)
Zone 1 Low Probability
Definition
This zone comprises land assessed as hawing a kess than 1 in 1000 annual probability of
river or sea flooding in any year (<0.1%).
Appropriate uses
Alll uses of land are appropriate in this zone.
FRA requirements
For development proposals on sites comprising one hectare or above the vulnerability to
flooding from other sources as well as from river and sea flooding, and the potential 1o
increase flood risk elsewhere through the addition of hard surfaces and the effect of the
new development on surface water run-off, should be incorporated in a FRA. This need
only be brief unless the factors above or other local considerations require particular
attention. See Annex E for minimum reguirements.
Policy aims
In this zone, dewelopers and local authorities should seek opportunities to reduce the
overall level of flood risk in the area and beyond through the layout and form of the
development, and the appropriate application of sustainable drainage technigues.
Zone 2 Medium Probability
Definition
This zone comprises land assessed as having between a 1 in 100 and 1 in 1000 annual
probability of river flooding (1% — 0.1%) or between a 1 in 200 and 1 in 1000 annual
probability of sea flooding (0.5% — 0.1%) in any year.
Appropriate uses
The watercompatible, less vulnerable and more vulnerable uses of land and essential
infrastructure in Table 0.2 are appropriate in this zone.
Subject to the Sequential Test being applied, the highly vulnerable uses in Table 0.2 are
only appropriate in this zone if the Exception Test (see para. 0.9.) is passed.
FRA requirements
All development proposals in this zone should be accompanied by a FRA. See Annex E for
minimum requirements.
Policy aims
In this zone, developers and local authorities should seek opportunities to reduce the
overall level of flood risk in the area throwgh the layout and form of the development, and
the appropriate application of sustainable drainage technigues.
Zone 3a High Probability
Definition
This zone comprises land assessed as having a 1 in 100 or greater annwal probability of
river flooding (>1%) or a 1 in 200 or greater anmual probability of flooding from the sea
{=0.5%) in any year.
Appropriate uses
The water-compatible and less vulnarable uses of land in Table 0.2 are appropriate in this
zone.
The highly vulnerable uses in Table 0.2 should not be permitted in this zone.
The more vulnerable and essential infrastructure uses in Table D.2 should only be
permitted in this zone if the Exception Test (see para. [.9) is passed. Essential
infrastructure permitted in this zone should be designed and constructed to remain
operational and safe for users in times of flood.
FRA requirements
All development proposals in this zone should be accompanied by a FRA. See Annex E for
minimum requiremenis.
J:\200000\209466-00\0 ARUP\0-12 WATER\0-12-8 REPORTS\0025F INAL Page A1 Ove Arup & Partners Ltd

REPORT (SFRA UPDATE).DOC Issue 16 February 2010



Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA
Report Title

Zone 3a High Probability (continued)

Policy aims

In this zone, developers and local authorities showld sesk opportunities to:

i. reduce the overall level of flood risk in the area through the layout and form of the
development and the appropriate application of sustainable drainage technigues;

ii. relocate existing development to lnd in zones with a lower probability of flooding;
arvd

iii. create space for flooding to ocour by restoring functional flocdplain and flood flow
pathways and by identifying, allocating and safeguarding open space for flood storage.

Zone 3b The Functional Floodplain

Definition

This zone comprises land where water has to flow or be stored in times of flood. SFRAs

should identify this Flood Zone (land which would flood with an anmual probability of 1 in

20 (5% or greater in any year or & designed to flood in an extreme (0.1%) flood, or at

another probability to be agreed between the LPA and the Ervironment Agency, including

water conveyance rowtes).

Appropriate uses

Only the watercompatible uses and the essential infrastructure listed in Table D.2 that has

o be there should be permitted in this zone. It should be designed and constructed to:

— remain operational and =afe for users in times of flood;

— result in no net koss of floodplain storage;

— not impede water flows; and

— not increase flood risk ekewhere.

Essertial infrastructure in this zone showld pass the Exception Test.

FRA requirements

All development proposals in this zone showld be accompanied by a FRA. See Annex E for

minimum requirements.

Policy aims

In this zone, developers and local authorities should seek oppaortunities to:

i. reduce the overall level of flocd risk in the area through the layouwt and form of the
development and the appropriate application of sustainable drainage techniques; and

ii. relocate existing development to land with a lower probability of flooding.
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Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA

North East Yorkshire SFRA
Report Title

Table A2. Flood risk vulnerability classification (adapted from PPS25 Table D.2)

Essential = Essential transport infrastructure (induding mass evacuation routes)

Infrastructure which has to oross the area at risk, and strategic utility
infrastructure, induding eleciricity generating power stations and
grid and primary substaticns.

Highly Vulnerable | = Palice stations, Ambulance stations and Fire stations and
Command Centres and telecommunications installations required
to ke operational during flooding.

= Emergency dispersal points.

= Basement dwellings.

= Caravans, mobilz homes and park homes intended for permanent
residential use.

= Installations requiring hazardous substances consent. 1%

More Vulnerable = Hospitak.

= Residential institutions such as residential care homes, childrens
homes, social services homes, prisons and hostels.

= Buildings used for: dwelling houses; student halks of residence;
drinking establishments; nightdubs; and hotels.

= Mon—residential uses for health services, murseries and educational
establshments.

= Landfill znd sites used for waste management facilites for
hazmdous waste 20

= Sites used for holiday or short-Jet caravans and camping, subject:
to a specific warning and evacuation plan.

Less Vulnerable = Buildings used for: shops; financial, professional and other senvices;
restaurants and cafes; hot food takeaways; offices; genaral
industry; storage and distribution; non—residential institutions ot
induded in ‘more vulnerable’; and assembly and leisure.

= Land and buildirgs used for agriculture and forestry.

= ‘Waste treatment (except landfill and hazardous waste facilities).

= Minerals working and processing (except for sand and gravel
working).

= ‘Water treatment plants.

= Sewage treatment plants (if adequate pollution control measures
are in place).

Water-compatible | = Flood control infrastnucture.

Development = Water transmission infrastructure and pumping stations.

= Sawage transmission infrastructure and pumping stations.

= Sand and gravel workings.

= Docks, marinas and wharves.

= Navigation facilities.

= MOD defence installations.

= Ship building, repairing and demantling, dockside fish processing
and refrigeration and compatible activities requiring a waterside
location.

= Water-based recreation {excluding sleeping accommodation).

= Lifeguard and cosstguard stations.

= Amenity open space, nature consenation and biodiversity, outdoor

sports and recreation and essential fadlities such as changing
TOOms

= Essential andillary sleeping or residential accommodation for staff
required by uses in this ategory, subject to a specific warning
and evacuation plan.

"3 DETR Chroular DA/00 — para. 18: Flanning oontrods for harmardows suhstances.
WA CDMMUnities. gov ukAnden aspTid=1 144377

# Spn Phnning for Sustanable Waste Managamont: Campanion Guide o Fanning Polior Stafomontt 10 for definition
WA CDmMmUnitios gov ukAnden asp i 1500757

Notes:

1} This classification k based partly on DefraEnvironment Apgency resaarch on Flood Risks to Pecple
{F02321/TRZF! and also on the need of some uses to kaep funcioning during flocding.

Z) Bulldings that combine a mixture of uses showld be placed Into the higher of the relevant dasses of
flood rek senstivity Developments that allow uses to be distributed over the site may fall within
several dasses of flood risk sensinity

3) The Impact of a flood on the particular uses Identified within this flood risk wanerability dassification
will vary within each vulnerability class. Therefore, the flood rsk management Infrastructure and
ortfwar risk mitigation measures neaded to ensure the devalopment ts safe may differ between usas
within a particular wnerability dassSication.
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Report Title

B1 The Yorkshire and Humber Plan: Regional Spatial
Strategy to 2026

B1.1 Policy ENV1: Development and flood risk

POLICY ENV1: Development and flood risk

A ThaRagionwil manags flood sk ro-actely by reducing the causeas of iooding to axisting and fuluna
dewalopmant, especially intidal arsas, and avoid devalopmeant in high flood risk arsas whera possibla.

B Alocation of arsas for devalopmant will folibw a sequantial approach and will be in the lowest risk sites
approprate for the devalopmeant fidantified by Strategic Food Risk Assessmants).

C Flood managamant will ba recuinad to:

1. Facilitate daveloprmant in the cities of Leads, Bradiond, Shaffiald, Hull and Yaork, coastal towns including
Bridington, Grimsiy, Scarborough, and Whithy; inland urban arsas induding Doncastar, Goola, Halifas,
Scunthorpe, Salby and Waketald whera thara is little devalopmant land availabla outsida high food sk
mnas, and land onthea south bank of the Humbear, providad the sequential approach has baen usad to
inform dacisions reganding flood risk’

2. Protact parts of the stratagic trangort natwork, aspacialy tha Salby-Hull, Doncastar-vork, and Doncaster-
Immingharm transport comidors

3. Provida flood storage, habitat creationand managed reaignmant inareas argund tha Hurmbar, and athar
river cormidons as raguinad

4. Provida postive land managament for flood alleviation, pariculady in the upland areas of tha Yorkshing
Dabes, tha Narth Yark Moors, the Howarndian Hils and tha Panninas.

OUTCOMES INDICATORS TARGETS
Pood rskwil ba succassfuly  Number of planning parmissions Nl planning pamissions granted contrary to
ranadgad by imiting grantad contrary tosustanad sistainad obdactions fram Environiment

developimant and providing albactions from Environimeant Agancy
siitable dalances 10 axisting Agency about fieod sk,

propaity in vulnarabla arsas,
Condition of flood dalancas. 95% of dalancas in good o balter condition
by 2021,
Population living in high flood Mo incrasss in population living in food
ek anass rick arase

Flood riskowil not hawve baan Local authorities with compiatad  100% of local authaorities by 2008,
a barrer toachieving Strategic Flood Risk

reganaration and aconomc Assassmants.

ragional and sub regional

pricrities, providad the

developmant proposals have

folkvwad the land allocation

process sal outin PPS25.
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Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA

Report Title

LEAD ROLES MAIN MECHANISMS

Leceal Aaithaaitiens. Lol Devedoprnaint Frameaworks.
Stratagic Flood Risk Assesamants.
Denvedaprnant Sodnibrol.
Surface Water Managament Plans.
Yorkshing Forward. Reagional Ecanomic Strateqy.
Emvironmeant Agancy. Catchmant PBood Managameant Plans.
Ragional Water Rasourcas Stratagy.
Hurnbear Estuany Strategic
Managament Plans.
Capital Works Programma.
Highways Agancy Investmant plans and decisions.
INaitwiork Feail Invastmant plans and decisions.
[Forestry Commisson Engliish Woodiand Grant Schama
Reguiatory controls.
Intamal Drainags Boards Inveastmant plans and dacisions.

B1.2

Policy ENV7: Agricultural land

POLICY ENV7: Agricultural land

A ldevalopmeant of agriculiural land ks required it should lake place on poonar gueality land wharnever possibla and
appropate,
B Davalopmeant or usaof agrcultural land in approgriate beations will baancouragad Tor tha following:

1.
2

Prowvision of ranewalbla anargy crops, espacially biomass for coiing in powear stations in tha Salby area

Touriem, agpacially in the Yorkshina Dakes, North Yook Moors, Yorkshine and Lincainshing Wolds,
Humnbarhaad kevals and tha coast

3. Craation of woodiand, aspacally in East, South and Weast Yorkshina
4. Posithve land managameant for llood allbviation, and increa sad waler storage capacity on fanmms, aspacially in
ramatar rural arsas

5. Wildlils habitat creation schames, aspacially links batwaan hablals

6. Outdoor recraation projacts, especially inansas of poor haalth inSouth and West Yorkshie

7. Local produca for sakon steof main fanm business

8. Localwastamanagamant schames, suchas compasting.
OUTCOMES INDICATORS TARGETS
Tha Region's resourca of Extant and condition of Stabilisa quanty and guality of agrcultural
good quality agricultural agicultural land. land.
land wil have baan I boss of good qualty (gradas 1, 2and
saleguardad and anhancad 3a) agricultural land.
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Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA

Report Title
LEAD ROLES MAIN MECHANISMS
Local Authaorities. Local Davaboprmant Framesarks.
Denvaloprant contal,
Matural England Stratagas, plans projacts and invagt mant
dacisions.
Forastry Commission Ragional Forestry Stratedy.
English Weoodiand Granl schamas.
Environmeant Agancy. Catehimant Flood Managamant Plans.
York shira Forwand Ragional Economic Stratady.
YHA Ragional Enarngy Infrastructurs Stratady.
Rural Davalapimant Frameawark
Stratadgy for Sustainabls Famming and
Food.
Yorkshira Tourist Boand Ragional Strategic Toursm Framework.

B1.3 Policy C1: Coast sub area policy

POLICY C1: coast sub area policy

Plans, strateges, investrmant dacisions and programmes for tha Coast sub arsa should:

A Roles and functions of placas
1. Strangthanthea raka of Scarborough as a Sub Ragional Town sanving muchof tha sub arsa and a focus for
whanmnaizance
2. Devedop the Principal Town rodes of Badlington and Whithy
3. Maintain tha roda of Local Sanvica Cantres
B Economic davalopment
1. Divarsify thesub area's economic basa, opaning up employmeant opporunitias, with toursm, sport and

recraation, and other employmeant ganarating davalopmant and major new infrastructure at Scarbarough
and Bridingtan

2. Peviaw howsing stock in Scarborough and Bridington o ansure it meets changing housing markeat neads

3. Respond to panphearality by devaloping tourtsm, local services and businessas which ut lisa but do nal

compromisa anvironmantal, landecape and herllage assals
C  Environrmant

1. Protect and enhance tha uniqua charactar, hantage and odiversity of the undavelopad coast and coastal
waters, and protect the intagrity of intemationally important biodhersity sites

2. Consare tha gasmonhological importance and natural Baaity of the North York Modrs National Park
coast, tha Flamnbonodugh Haad cosst, and Spurn Haad and investigate axdanding Hartags Cosst dalinition
batwaan Scatonough and Rambonsigh Haad

3. Protact the histonc seaside charactar of coastal sat thiments and upgrada thair town cantras and the
saaside sittings

4. Avaid tha risk fram flooding, erosion and landslip abng tha coast, through rall-back approaches to reocata
exdsting usaes

5. Improva marine water guality and maintain and axtand ‘blua flag' standands
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Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA
Report Title

POLICY C1: coast sub area policy continued

D Transport
Strangthan the Coast sub area's transpart sandces, infrastructura and reduce pariphearalty by improving:

1. thamain exst-west comdors and public transpaort links totha Teas Vallay City Region, the cities of Yok and
Hull and the conurbations of South and West Yorkshing

2. public transpornt accass tocoastal hintarands and tha Narth York Moors National Park
3. north-south links 10 sacuna battar public transpon links batwean coastal sattlamants
E Strategic pattarns of daveloprment

1. Focus most devalopmeant on Scarbonaugh, with devalopmeant at Bridlingtan inlina with its raa as a Principal
Town and to assist reganar ation

2. Ensura that devalopmeant inand around Whitby safeguarnds its particular histaric urban formand setting and
tha Morth York Moors Mational Park

3. Encourageapproprate devabpmant to suppon the reganaration and sustain tha roles and viability of Local
Sarvica Cantra coastal sattlamants
F Ragionally significant investmeant priatias
1. Improwa tha pulblic realm and quality of the built enviienment of coastal resorts and tha coast's natural
anviranmant as tha bags lor aconomic divarsification and reganaration
G Joinad up working

1. Promote devaloping economic and sodial partnarships and partnership approaches to coastal, shoreling
and marnina managamant and consanvation through Integrated Coastal Zona Managamant Plans, Shongling
Managamant Plans and Haritaga Coast Managameant Plans

OUTCOMES INDICATORS

Thacoastal amvironmant, gualkty and charactarof the sub arsa has  Mamnagamant and guality of the coastal

baan protactad and enhanced and its assats hava baana diverte  anvironment.

improve tha quality of places and divearsity thair aconomic roka, Cuality and condltion of tha sub arsa's
hestonc attributes.
Coamntrysica quality in tha sub amsa

Within tha context of safequarding the quality and charactarof the  Success ofthe sub arsa aconomy
sub ansa, the oles of Scarborough, Bridiington and Whithy have Heaalthof Sub Ragional Town and Principal

ban strangthanad through an appropriate scake of housing Towncantras,

developmant and aconomic divarsification and the roles of Local Affordabla houSing prowvsion.
Sarvices Cantras have bsansuppartad by small scak Conditionof intamaticnally important
developmeant, to meat local housing needs and small scalks biodiversity sitas.
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B1.4 Policy YH2: Climate change and resource use

POLICY YH2: climate change and resource use

Plars, siratagies, investmant decisions and programmes should:

A Halp 1o maat tha largat sat out in tha RES 1o reduca graanhousa gas amissions in the ragion in 2016 by 20-25%
{comparad to 19490 kevaks) with further reductions thareaftar by:
1. Incraasng population, devalaprmant and activily in citias and towns
2. Encouraging batter anangy, rescurca, and water afficiant buldings
3. Minimising resounca damands from developreant

4. Raducing traffic growth through appropriata location of devalopment, damand managamant, and improving
pulblic transport and facilities for walking and cycling

5. Encouraging redevalopment of previously devalopad nd
6. Facilitating affactiva wasta managamant
7. Increasng ranawabla anangy capadcity and carbon captuns
B Pilan for the succassiul adaptation to the pradicted impacts of dimate changes by:

1. Minimesing thraats from and impact of coastal ension, increasad flood sk, increasad stominass, habitat
disturbance, increasad pressura onwater rasources, supply and drainage systams;

2, Maxmising oppartunities from: increasad growing Saason; greatar loursm potantial; and wamear urban

anvironmants.
OUTCOMES INDICATORS TARGETS
Greanhousa Gas Ermessions Graanhouss Gas amEsions. Raducs GHG amessions from the rgion in
will hetve boan mdicad 2016 by 20-25% (comparad to 1900 lavels)

with furthar raductions thanaafier.
Tha Region will continues to Number of planningpamssions Nl planning pamissions grantad contrary

adapt succassiuly 1o tha grantad contrary 1o sustainad o sustainad obsaction from Envirenmeant
pradictad impacts of obactions fram Environmeant AgEncy
diimata changa. Agancy about flood sk
Resounca usa will have Enargy, resounca and water Incraasa avarage homea anangy rating o
raducad afficancy of bulldings. SAP 85by 2016 for all stock.
Ranewabla anangy capacity. Al neww publicly fundad housing meaets at
Wasta managment faciltias. laast leval 3 of the Coda for Sustainabla
Homes.
All new Ragional Devalopmant Agancy
funded davalopmant maals at keag
BREEAM *vary good®.
Levezaal Agithoitiens LDFs
LTPs

Other stralagios, plns, programmeas and
inveastimant dacesions.

Ragonal, sub regional and local arganisatons Stratagias, plans, programmes and
Inveastimant dacesions.
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Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA

Report Title

C1

Policy ENV25: Development and flood risk

In order to minimise flood risk, proposals for development will be assessed against:-
» the advice of the Environment Agency;

» the level of actual risk involved;

» the need for urban regeneration and the redevelopment of previously developed land;
and

e the following criteria:-

A In areas with a high risk of flooding*, new development, including proposals which involve
the raising of land, will only be permitted where:-

(i) In the case of areas that are considered by the Environment Agency to act as functional flood
plain, there would be no development except for essential transport and utilities infrastructure which
could not be located in an area of lower risk. Where, exceptionally, such development is permitted
this will be subject to satisfactory design and compensatory flood storage measures;

ii) In the case of areas within development limits, new development will be permitted provided that
flood defences to the appropriate standard for the proposed development are available or will be
provided. In such cases, the proposed buildings and layout should be adequately designed to resist
flooding. Development will only be permitted where it would not increase the risk of flooding
elsewhere, and the proposal includes, where necessary, the provision of adequate compensation
measures to prevent this occurring.

(iii) In all other high risk areas outside development limits, proposals which involve general purpose
housing and residential or institutional accommodation will not be permitted. Job-related residential
development and commercial and industrial proposals will only be permitted where that location is
essential and there are no alternatives in areas of lower risk. Where, exceptionally, development is
permitted this will be subject to the provision of satisfactory flood prevention measures and
associated compensatory flood storage measures.

B Developers will be required to fully fund the provision and future maintenance of flood
mitigation and defence measures required as a result of their proposals, including any
consequent works to prevent additional flood risk to other properties. Any flood protection or
mitigation measure should not have any material adverse effect upon the nature
conservation value of the area or detract from the character or setting of nearby settlements
or Listed Buildings or sites of archaeological value.

C A Flood Impact Assessment, prepared in consultation with the Environment Agency, will
be required to be submitted with any planning application that is within an area considered
to be at risk from flooding or that would materially increase the risk of flooding through run-
off.

D Development that would increase the risk of flooding through altered surface water run-off
must include adequate measures to prevent this. Wherever appropriate, new development
should incorporate a sustainable drainage system in order to manage water run-off rates
and so assist with the prevention of flooding.

* The ‘approximate extent of the area liable to flood’ in the Plan area is shown on the
Proposals map and accompanying insets. This represents the area of high risk i.e. with an
annual probability of flooding of 1% or greater. However, this information is indicative and is
liable to change. For detailed information on areas at risk from flooding, including the
location and extent of functional flood plains, consult the Environment Agency.
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D1 Policy E.19: Flooding and Coastal Erosion

DEVELOPMENT WHICH IS LIKELY TO LEAD TO AN INCREASE IN FLOODING OR
COASTAL EROSION WILL NOT BE PERMITTED.

Justification:

1. PPG20: "Coastal Planning" advises that development should be minimised in areas at
risk from flooding and not generally be permitted in areas that would need expensive
engineering works to protect developments on land subject to erosion by the sea or defend
land which might be inundated by the sea.

2. Constraints on local authority finance mean that there is little likelihood of extending the
defended coastline or of raising the standard of existing defences. There are also localised
inland areas which are susceptible to flooding. This policy applies to those areas.

3. The Water Resources Act 1991 required the NRA (now Environment Agency) to
undertake surveys to identify "Flood Risk" areas. However, the results for the Local Plan
were not available in time to be defined on the Proposals Map. The effects of individual
proposals will be assessed in consultation with the Environment Agency.

4. Developers will be expected to cover the costs of assessing surface water drainage
impacts resulting from their development and evaluation of any flood risk, together with any
costs involved in the provision of measures to mitigate such risks.

5. The condition of the coastline is preserved through a delicate balance of coastal
processes. Even minor interruptions to the supply of sediments can lead to sudden and
permanent steepening and lowering of beaches. This in turn can lead to an increase in
erosion of any unprotected cliff and an increased threat to any coastal or flood defence
structure. The marine extraction of sand and gravel could potentially upset this balance.
There could also be implications for the area's beaches which are a major tourism asset.

6. When responding to consultations, the Council will normally oppose proposals to extract
sand or other aggregates within an area which contributes, or potentially contributes, to the
sediment supply for the coastline.
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E1

Development Policy 2: Flood risk

DEVELOPMENT POLICY 2

Development will only be permitted where:

[ It complies with the sequential approach as set out in Planning Policy
Statement 25.

E1 It will not lead ko an increase in Flood risk elsewhere.
F1 A site specific Flood Risk Assessment is submited where required.

[ In the case of food defences, they form part of a Catchment Flood

Management Plan or other approved programme of flood
management.

Applicants should refer o

+ Planning Policy Staterment 25 - Development and Flood Risk
+ Regional Spatial Strategy - Policy ENV1

+ MNorth East Yorkshire Strategic Flood Risk Assessment

+ Design Guide Supplementary Planning Document

The Authority, in partnership with Ryedale District Council, Scarborough
Borough Coundil, the Regional Assembly for Yorkshire and the Humber and the
Emvironment Agency, commissioned a Smaegic Flood Risk Assessment in 2006.
This provides information on the extent of Aood rsk in the study area, as well
as signposting means of reducing the risk of flooding through the planning
process and wider land management initiatives and adds Further value to the
Emvironment Agency’s Flood risk maps. The Strategic Flood Risk Assessment will
help to inform any allocations for development in further Development Plan
Documenis.

Food zones have been developed by the Environment Agencgy. Zone 1 is where
there is little or no risk of fooding, in Zone 2 there is a low to medium risk and
in Zone 3 there is a high risk. The Environment Agency publishes maps of Aood
risk on its website wiwnw.emvironment-agency.gov. uk which identify these zones
and should be referred o as the most up to date source of information on Rood
riskk. These maps are continually being updated and will be used in the
consideration of this policy. Due to its upland nature most of the Park is within
Zone 1 however along the river corridors and in coastal areas there are tracks
of land which Fall within Zones 2 and 3.

Planning Policy Statement 25 sets out a sequential approach which seeks to
direct development away from Zones 2 and 3 unless the development is minor,
the use would be acceptable in these higher zones or there are exceptional
drcumstances. The development will be expected to conform to any existing
flood proecion measures and include additional flood resillience measures
where appropriate. A sie specific Flood Risk Assessment will be required
alongside any application in Flood Zones 2 or 3, or an application in Zone 1
where the site is larger than 1 hectare. Even where development is located in
Zone 1 consideration should still be given to ensuring that flood risk elsewhere
is not increased through run-off.
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Summary flowcharts for
forward planning
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Yes

Start

Is the potential allocation
site in Flood Zone 1?*
(Little or No Risk)

Yes

Flowchart 1

No

Is there an alternative
potential allocation site
in Flood Zone 1?

Yes

Is climate change likely
to lead to future flood
risk to the proposed
development site??

No

Yes/Maybe

A

Consider alternative site.

A
No

No

Is the potential allocation
site in Flood Zone 2?*
(Low to Medium Risk)

\/

Are there other material
planning considerations
which make this
alternative site less
suitable for allocation?

Yes
\

A

Consider original site.

No
\

Is there an alternative
potential allocation site
in Flood Zone 2?

A

Yes

Consider alternative site.

A
No

Go to Flowchart 2

No

Are there other material
planning considerations
which make this
alternative site less
suitable for allocation?

Yes

\ 4

Consider original site.

Is there an alternative
site not sensitive to
climate change?

No

Yes
\

Are there other material
planning considerations
which make this
alternative site less
suitable for allocation?

Yes No
A \ 4
Consider Consider
original alternative
site. site.

\ 4 \

Review FP Policy

\ 4

Recommendation 1

Go to Flowchart 4
(other flooding risks)

! Details of Flood Zone extents for Northeast Yorkshire are given in Section 6.1 and Figure 6.1 and
in Sections 10 and 11 for key settlements. The Environment Agency regularly update the Flood
Zone maps. Itis recommended that the Environment Agency website is checked for these updates.

2 See relevant settlement description (Sections 10 and 11)




Flowchart 2

Review FP Policy
Recommendation 2 (Zone 2).
Review Tables 7.1 & 7.2

Is the proposed
development type(s) No

recommended in this
Flood Zone?

Yes

No

Y

Modify proposed
development type or find
another allocation site.®

Yes

Y

Modify proposed
development type or find
another allocation site.

Y

Consider other sites.
Select best site(s)
based on flood risk and
other material planning
considerations.

A

Go to Flowchart 4
(other flooding risks)

3 Unless there are other material planning considerations which make allocation of this site necessary

4 Sections 10 and 11 provide some details of relevant flood risk issues for key settlements. Section 12
provides some advice on flood risk management measures which may need to be incorporated into

developments




Flowchart 3

Identify which sub-section of
Zone 3 the site is located in®

|
y Y

Zone 3a Zone 3b Functional
Developed * Floodplain
Confirm Zone 3b status: No -
- Check CFMP (if available)
- Liaise with EA Yes _
) i i i ? o
Is the site Is site still considered zone 3b*~ Is there an
protected by No alternative site in
flood defences zone 3a?
—  to the minimum :
standard of - Consider No
defence?¢ alternative site. Yes
A A Go to Flowchart Y
Yes 2 and review FP
A J Policy 3b. «——] Are there other
Is the proposed Yes | material planning | No
development considerations
type considered No which make this
safe and No alternative site
appropriate less suitable for
i ?
taking residual allocation*
risks into
— account?
"Yes (to Defra) !
Yes
Is there an Are there other < Is there an
alternative site which material planning alternative site in this
Yes (to has flood defences considerations which [ Yes_ Consider zone protected by
PPS25) to the PPS25 make this alternative original site. flood defences to the
minimum standard of site less suitable for minimum standard of
defence?® allocation? defence?®
| No
Yes No >
A \ 4
Go to Flowchart Go to Fl;m Go to Flowchart

2 and review FP
Policy 3a(ii).

2 and review FP |«
Policy 3a(iii).

2 and review FP
Policy 3a(i).

Are there other

material planning
Consider ~No | considerations which | Yes | Consider
alternative site. | make this alternative " original site.
site less suitable for
allocation?

5 Details of Flood Zone extents for Northeast Yorkshire are given in Section 6.1 and Figure 6.1 and in
Sections 10 and 11 for key settlements. Section 6.1 describes the different types of Zone 3 floodplain.

5 Note that in the FP guidance two flood defence standards are given. (1) PPS25 minimum standard
(Policy 3a (ii)), (2) Defra minimum standard (Policy 3a (iii)). See also Section 6.1.1.




Is the potential site at

Flowchart 4

Are there other material

Yes . Yes planning considerations
risk of surface water/ ;éh:lfs%l ?Eg';itr"\éi which make this
groundwater flooding” ' alternative site less
suitable for allocation?
No No Yes No
\ \ \ \
L Review FP Policy . .
I'S thte g‘?te”tg".t?"ﬁ - Yes| A Couldthesite | %‘?rslfjr ft"”s"f.er
oI(D:at_a in a:o\ ri |;:8a < be appropriate < gt a er_rt1a ive
rainage Area~ | site. site.
No Yes No
\ 4 \
Is there an alternativ Are there other material
Check Check No S si?eewiici iz nit € Yes planning considerations
Section Section [ located in a Critical which make this
9.1. 9.2. Drain Area? alternative site less
ainage Area: suitable for allocation?
A Yes No
\ v A \
Consider site details
and sustainable Consider Consid
drainage requirements. | NO Select alternative site or o ':1al ItonSI t'er
Is the proposed site development proposal. Igtl al er'rt1a ive
likely to be acceptable SIte. site.
for development?®

Yes

Site suitable for allocation. Record flood risk and drainage
issues and any flood risk management and sustainable
drainage requirements associated with the allocated site

7 See section 6.3, Figure 6.3 and the relevant settlement description (Section 10 or 11)

8 See section 6.4 Figure 6.4 and the relevant settlement description (Section 10 or 11)

® Run-off implications of a development should be assessed for all zones and controlled, where
practicable, through the use of sustainable drainage systems (SuDS).







Appendix G

Environment Agency
Standing Advice
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Report Title

G1 Environment Agency Standing Advice

The Environment Agency have produced Standing Advice to enable local planning
authorities to make decisions on low risk planning applications where flood risk is an issue
without directly consulting the Environment Agency, and to allow identification of those
higher risk situations where the Environment Agency should be consulted. This Advice is
available on-line at: http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/research/planning/82584.aspx

The Standing Advice ‘consultation matrix’ is provided below. This sets out when the EA
need to be consulted and the amount and type of information the consultation should
contain. Advice is also provided through this matrix. For further information please refer to
the web address above.
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http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/research/planning/82584.aspx

Ryedale DC, Scarborough BC and North York Moors NPA North East Yorkshire SFRA
Report Title

‘Ceonsult Envirenment Agency with information as detailed Note: Highly Vulnerable development is MOT appropriate in Flood Zone 3 and
only Water Compatible development is appropriate in functional flocdplain (Flood Zone 3b)

Do not consult the Environment Agency -ne comment.

Standing advice / standard comments.

* EA has no comment to make reganrding change of use applcations not ncluded within the matrix.
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