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Introduction 
This section of the Issues and Options paper looks at the issues that affect 
the whole District, and how we can shape development strategically.   
 
ISSUE A: Housing Distribution  
The quantity of housing required is a product of both current and future 
predicted demand.  Selby is well placed to accommodate its own need, but 
can also assist in delivering housing that serve the Leeds and York areas.  
The Core Strategy states that Selby District should accommodate 4864 new 
dwellings, once the existing commitments have been removed. 
 
The Selby District Local Plan 2005 (SDLP) allocated sites housing in two 
phases.  Most of the Phase One sites have been started and/or completed, 
but the Phase Two sites have not been released.  Instead, these sites will be 
re-assessed alongside all the other sites which may result in some Phase II 
sites being de-allocated. 
 
In terms of locating this housing requirement, The Selby District Draft Core 
Strategy has already identified the broad location of development up to 2026: 
it identifies Selby as the Principal Town, and Sherburn-in-Elmet and 
Tadcaster as the Local Service Centres.  These three settlements will accept 
the majority of the required growth over the coming years as they already 
have the services and facilities to accommodate it. 
 

• 1000 dwellings on the Olympia Park Strategic Site 

• 1336 dwellings for Selby  

• 498 dwellings for Sherburn-in-Elmet  

• 457 dwellings for Tadcaster   
 
Eighteen of the larger villages (called Designated Service Villages) have a 
range of services and facilities, and are capable of accommodating small 
scale development.  Following public consultation on the draft Core Strategy, 
the list of Designated Service Villages is now made up of the following 
villages:  

• Appleton Roebuck  

• Barlby/Osgodby  

• Brayton  

• Brotherton/Byram 

• Carlton  

• Cawood 

• Church Fenton  

• Eggborough/Whitley 

• Fairburn  

• Hambleton  

• Hemingbrough  

• Kellington  

• Monk Fryston/Hillam 

• North Duffield  

• Riccall  

• South Milford  

• Thorpe Willoughby  

• Ulleskelf  
 
1573 houses will be distributed between these villages. 
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ISSUE A1:  Should we consider all Designated Service Villages 
equally? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. Allow all the Designated Service Villages to accommodate some of 

the development, OR 
2. Calculate the amount of development in each Designated Service 

Village since 1990, and avoid allocations in those which have 
experienced the most amount of recent development? 

3. Consider those villages with good public transport links and access 
to Selby, Sherburn-in-Elmet, Tadcaster, York, Leeds and Hull as 
more suitable? 

4. Other option? 
 
ISSUE A2: How should we apportion the 1573 houses between the 
Designated Service Villages? 
 

OPTIONS: 
1. Split the number equally between the villages.  This means every 

village gets the same number of houses so the large villages will 
only grow a small amount while the smaller ones will grow 
significantly. 

2. Apply a standard 10% growth to each village.  This means that each 
village will grow at the same rate, but doesn’t take in to account their 
relative ability to take that amount. 

3. Proportion the amount by looking at the evidence of how much is 
needed, and how many services and facilities are available to take 
the growth.  This may mean that none is allocated in some villages 
and lots are allocated in others.  

4. Proportion the amount by looking at the constraints on growth such 
as Green Belts, main roads, flood zones etc.  This may mean that 
none are allocated in some villages while lots are allocated in others 
where there are fewer/no such constraints.  

5. Other options (please specify) 
6. Combine options? (please state which) 
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Secondary Villages 
These villages are small with few services and facilities so no allocations for 
market housing or employment growth will be made in this document, but this 
does not preclude it from taking place completely through the normal process 
of planning applications.  However, through Issue F in this document, some 
small sites may be allocated for 100% affordable housing for local needs if 
appropriate.    
 
1. Barlow 
2. Beal 
3. Barkston Ash 
4. Biggin 
5. Bilbrough 
6. Birkin 
7. Bolton Percy 
8. Burton Salmon 
9. Burn  
10. Camblesforth 
11. Chapel 

Haddlesey 
12. Church Fenton 

Airbase 

13. Cliffe 
14. Colton 
15. Cridling Stubbs 
16. Drax 
17. Escrick 
18. Gateforth 
19. Great Heck 
20. Healaugh 
21. Hensall 
22. Hirst Courtney 
23. Kelfield 
24. Kellingley Colliery 
25. Kirk Smeaton 
26. Little Smeaton 

27. Lumby 
28. Newland 
29. Newton Kyme 
30. Ryther 
31. Saxton 
32. Skipwith 
33. South Duffield 
34. Stillingfleet 
35. Stutton 
36. Thorganby 
37. Towton 
38. West Haddlesey 
39. Wistow 
40. Womersley

 
Everywhere else 
The remainder of the District is classed as “open countryside” and will not be 

allocated growth, but this does not preclude it from taking place through the 
normal process of planning applications.   
 
Sites promoted in Secondary villages and the open countryside 
A number of sites have been promoted for development by landowners in 
Secondary Villages and in the open countryside.  Maps showing these sites 
are set out in the “Other Discounted Sites” section at the end of this document 
(page 138).  Such sites are grouped as follows: 
 

1. Towton & Kirkby Wharfe 
2. W. Haddlesey, Birkin and 

Beal 
3. Catterton 
4. Wistow  
5. Kelfield and Stillingfleet Mine 
6. Burn 
7. Barlow, Camblesforth and 

Drax 

8. Stutton and the A64 area 
9. Lumby and the old A1 
10. Hensall 
11. Escrick and Thorganby 
12. Womersley and Cridling 

Stubbs 
13. S. Duffield and Cliffe 
14. Barkston and Church Fenton 

Airbase 
 
As these sites are not generally considered suitable for market housing or 
employment use, are they suitable for other uses?  Please comment in 
Issue M. 
 
 


