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1 Introduction 

Background and Scope 

1.1 In December 2018, Selby District Council commissioned a landscape sensitivity study (LSS) to be 

undertaken alongside a new landscape character assessment (LCA) for the District. The relevant 

objectives from the study brief were as follows: 

 “To identify criteria for assessing sensitivity to change in each landscape type or area. 

 To provide a District wide assessment of landscape sensitivity which can be used to inform 

planning decisions. Greater detail should be paid to locations around the market towns and 

service villages due to expansion pressures.” 

1.2 Following LUC’s appointment to undertake the new LCA, which includes some consideration of 

landscape sensitivity, the additional requirements for the LSS were clarified further.  It was 

agreed with the Council that the LSS would focus on sensitivity to specific development types, 

rather than considering generic or ‘inherent’ landscape sensitivity.  The development types to be 

considered were agreed as residential development, commercial development and wind energy 

development.  

1.3 It was also agreed that some development types were only relevant to certain locations.  Pressure 

for residential development is focused on the primary settlements, which are classified by the 

Council into Tier 1 and Tier 2 settlements, and Designated Service Villages Areas.  The Council 

also identified ten additional areas, including former mines and airfields, that are mentioned in the 

Core Strategy as being supported in principle for economic development. Sensitivity to wind 

energy development has been carried out for the District at a landscape scale.  The areas where 

the LSS focuses on each development type are set out in Table 1.1. 

Table 1.1 Focus areas for the LSS 

Development type Areas considered 

Residential development Areas around each of the Tier 1 and Tier 2 settlements 

and each Designated Service Village (DSV), plus ten 

additional areas identified by the Council. 

Commercial developments Areas around each of the Tier 1 and Tier 2 

settlements, and the ten additional areas identified by 

the Council.  

Wind energy development District-wide. 

1.4 Sensitivity to residential and commercial development is presented in Section 2 of this report, 

while sensitivity to wind energy development is presented in Section 3.  

1.5 This LSS reports on a high-level criteria-based assessment of sensitivity to general development 

types, to inform the development planning process.  The findings and conclusions should not be 

relied upon in isolation to determine the suitability or otherwise of any site to a particular 

proposal.  All development proposals will require to be assessed on their own merits based on 

site-specific analysis. 
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2 Residential and Commercial Development 

Approach and methodology 

2.1 The LSS assessed the sensitivity of particular areas of the District to residential and commercial 

development.  A criteria-based assessment was undertaken to analyse sensitivity at settlement 

edges, and at previously-developed areas outside settlements.   

Development scenarios 

2.2 The use of high-level scenarios recognises that different types of built development, for example 

new homes and distribution warehouses, have very different physical and visual characteristics, 

different infrastructural requirements and different landscape impacts.  In order to better inform 

policy and decision making, the following scenarios were agreed to reflect the different scales of 

development: 

 Residential development, representing two or three storey suburban-style residential 

development, in the form of detached homes or small apartment blocks, with associated road 

infrastructure; and 

 Commercial development, representing larger-scale ‘shed’ developments in use classes B1 

(business), B2 (general industrial) and B8 (storage and distribution). the assessment will 

focus on the fringes of Selby, Tadcaster and Sherburn, plus the former mineral sites and 

airfields considered in relation to residential development. 

Study areas 

2.3 The assessment focuses on the fringes of Selby (Tier 1 settlement), Tadcaster and Sherburn (Tier 

2 settlements) and a number of designated service villages (DSV) across the District.  Ten 

additional areas, identified by the Council, have also been assessed.  These largely comprise 

former mineral sites and airfields where it is possible that development proposals will come 

forward.  These locations are listed in Table 2.1 and are shown in Figure 2.1. 

Table 2.1 Areas included in the assessment 

Group Locations 

Tier 1 and Tier 2 settlements Selby               Tadcaster            Sherburn 

Designated Service Villages Appleton Roebuck  

Barlby  

Brayton  

Brotherton 

Byram 

Carlton  

Cawood  

Church Fenton  

Eggborough 

Escrick 

Hambleton  

Hemingbrough 

Hillam 

Kellington 

Monk Fryston 

North Duffield 

Osgodby  

Riccall 

South Milford 

Thorpe Willoughby 

Whitley  

Ulleskelf 
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Group Locations 

Additional areas A19 Business Park 

Burn Airfield 

Drax Power Station 

Eggborough Power Station 

Gascoigne Wood Mine 

Kellingley Colliery 

Leeds East Airport 

Stillingfleet Mine 

Whitemoor Business Park 

Wistow Mine 

2.4 All of these locations were assessed for their sensitivity to residential development.  The 

assessment of sensitivity to commercial development focuses on the Tier 1 and 2 settlements and 

the ten additional areas.  

2.5 A study area was defined around each of the settlements, based on analysis of the settlement 

surroundings and likely extent of development pressure.  The factors that influenced the extent of 

the study area are set out in each case.  These study areas are shown in Figure 2.1.  Each study 

area was further subdivided into assessment parcels, so that judgements can be made as to 

relative landscape sensitivity in different parts of each settlement fringe.  The ten additional areas 

were each considered as single parcels.  

Sensitivity criteria 

2.6 In order to carry out the landscape sensitivity analysis, a series of criteria were defined. Adapted 

from our previous experience of similar sensitivity studies including for residential development 

and mixed use development, these are presented in detail in Table 2.2, and are summarised 

below: 

 Physical character (including topography and scale); 

 Natural character; 

 Historic landscape character; 

 Form, density, identity and setting of existing settlement/development; 

 Views and visual character including skylines; 

 Access and recreation; and 

 Perceptual and experiential qualities. 

Sensitivity assessment – a criteria-based approach 

2.7 The landscape sensitivity assessment was based on an assessment of landscape character using 

carefully defined criteria as outlined above. Text is provided for each of the sensitivity criteria, 

reflecting the qualities of the landscape and the extent to which development could affect these, 

including both ‘landscape’ and ‘visual’ aspects of sensitivity. 

2.8 A five-point rating from ‘low’ to high’ landscape sensitivity is used to illustrate levels of sensitivity 

to each individual criteria. Examples of the types of landscape character or features that could 

indicate lower or higher sensitivity against each criterion are provided in Table 2.2. 
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Figure 2.1 Study areas for residential and commercial development 
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Table 2.2 Landscape Sensitivity Assessment Criteria 

Physical character (including topography and scale) 

This considers the shape and scale of the landform, landscape pattern and landscape elements in relation to the scale of potential development. Smooth, 
gently undulating or flat landforms are likely to be less sensitive to development than a landscape with a dramatic landform, distinct landform features or 

incised valleys with prominent slopes. This is because developments may mask distinctive topographical features which contribute to landscape character.  

This criterion considers how developments fit with the scale of the landform (understanding the scale of the development proposed is important when 
applying this criterion). Larger scale, simple landforms are likely to be less sensitive to larger scale developments than smaller scale, enclosed landforms 

(where large scale developments could appear out of scale with the underlying landform).  Conversely, smaller developments may be able to be screened 
within enclosed landforms, therefore reducing landscape sensitivity.  Existing small-scale features in the landscape in the form of existing buildings or trees 

will influence the scale of development that can be accommodated in the landscape.   

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. the landscape has smooth, 
gently undulating or featureless 

landform with uniform large-scale 
landscape pattern and low 

density of overlying landscape 
features.    

 e.g. the landscape has an 
undulating landform and some 

distinct landform features; it is 
overlain by a mixture of small-scale 

and larger scale field patterns and 
a moderate density of small-scale 

landscape features.  

 e.g. the landscape has a dramatic 
landform or distinct landform 

features that contribute positively 
to landscape character; the area 

has a high density of small-scale 
landscape features and is overlain 

by a small-scale field pattern.    

Natural character 

This criterion considers the ‘naturalistic’ qualities of the landscape in terms of coverage of semi-natural habitats and valued natural features (e.g. trees, 

hedgerows) which could be vulnerable to loss from development.  Areas with frequent natural features (including large areas of nationally or internationally 
designated habitats) result in increased sensitivity to development, while landscapes with limited natural features (including intensively farmed areas or areas 

with high levels of existing development) will be less sensitive.   

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. much of the landscape is 

intensively farmed or developed 
with little semi-natural habitat 

coverage and few valued natural 
features.  

 e.g. there are areas of valued 

semi-natural habitats and features 
found in parts of the landscape, 

whilst other parts are intensively 
farmed or developed.    

 e.g. large areas of the landscape 

are nationally or internationally 
designated for their nature 

conservation interest; there is a 
frequent occurance of valued 

natural features across the 
landscape.  
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Historic landscape character 

This considers the extent to which the landscape has ‘time-depth’ (a sense of being an historic landscape, with reference to the Historic Landscape 

Characterisation) and/or the presence of heritage assets that are important to landscape character (i.e. Conservation Areas, Scheduled Monuments, listed 
buildings, archaeological features and remains or other features listed in the landscape character assessment). 

Landscapes with small-scale, more irregular field patterns of historic origin are likely to be more sensitive to the introduction of modern development than 

landscapes with large, regular scale field patterns because of the risk of losing characteristic landscape patterns.   

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. A landscape with relatively 

few historic features important to 

the character of the area and 

little time depth (i.e. large 
intensively farmed fields). 

 e.g. A landscape with some visible 

historic features of importance to 

character, and a variety of time 

depths. 

 e.g. A landscape with a high 

density of historic features 

important to the character of the 

area and great time depth (i.e. 
piecemeal enclosure with irregular 

boundaries, ridge and furrow) 

Form, density, identity and setting of existing settlement/development 

This considers the overall settlement form and character of existing settlement edges and considers whether development in the landscape would be in 
accordance with the general pattern, setting and form of current development. It also relates to the landscape pattern associated with existing settlement 

edges (where relevant), for example if it is well integrated by woodland cover or open and exposed to form a ‘hard edge’ to the adjoining landscape. 

This criterion also considers the extent to which the landscape contributes to the identity and distinctiveness of settlements, by way of its character and/or 
scenic quality, for example by providing an attractive backdrop/ setting, or playing an important part in views from a settlement.  This also considers the 

extent to which the area contributes to a perceived gap between settlements (the loss of which would increase coalescence).  

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. the area does not contribute 

positively to the setting of the 
settlement or play a separation 

role. Development in the 
assessment area would have a 

good relationship with the 
existing settlement form/ pattern, 

and could provide the opportunity 
to improve an existing settlement 

edge. 

 e.g. the area provides some 

contribution to the setting of the 
settlement, and/or plays some part 

in views from the settlement, 
and/or plays a role in the 

perception of a gap between 
settlements. Development in the 

assessment area may be slightly at 
odds with the settlement form/ 

pattern, and may adversely affect 
the existing edge to some extent. 

 e.g. the area provides an attractive 

backdrop/ setting to the 
settlement, plays an important part 

in views from the settlement, or 
forms an important part in the 

perception of a gap between 
settlements. Development in the 

assessment area would have a poor 
relationship with the existing 

settlement form/pattern, and would 
adversely affect an existing 

settlement edge (which may be 
historic or distinctive).  
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Views and visual character including skylines 

This considers the visual prominence of the assessment area, reflecting the extent of openness or enclosure in the landscape (due to landform or land cover), 

and the degree of intervisibility with the surrounding landscape (i.e. the extent to which potential development would be visible).  

Visually prominent landscapes are likely to be more sensitive to development than those which are not so visually prominent. Landscapes which are visually 

prominent and inter-visible with adjacent landscapes (both urban and rural) are likely to be more sensitive to development than those which are more hidden 
or less widely visible.   

It also considers the skyline character of the area including whether it forms a visually distinctive skyline or an important undeveloped skyline. Prominent and 

distinctive and/or undeveloped skylines are likely to be more sensitive to development because new buildings/structures may detract from these skylines as 
features in the landscape. Important landmark features on the skyline might include historic features or monuments.   

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. the area is enclosed/visually 
contained and/or has a low 

degree of visibility from 
surrounding landscapes and the 

area does not form a visually 
distinctive or important 

undeveloped skyline 

 e.g. the area is semi-enclosed or 
has some enclosed and some open 

areas. It is likely to have some 
inter-visibility with surrounding 

landscapes, and may have some 
visually distinctive or undeveloped 

skylines within the area. 

 e.g. the area is open and/or has a 
high degree of visibility from 

surrounding landscapes, and/or the 
area forms a visually distinctive 

skyline or an important 
undeveloped skyline. 

Access and recreation 

This criterion considers the presence of features and facilities which enable enjoyment of the landscape, and the importance of these. They may include public 

rights of way, bridleways, open access land, and outdoor tourist / visitor attractions with facilities. Recreation activities such as walking, cycling, horse riding 
or more formal recreation activities where enjoyment of the landscape is important to the experience. Importance of features may be indicated by designation 

as long distance footpaths or recreation routes, national cycle routes, proximity to areas of local population, presence of National Trust land ownership, and 
outdoor tourist attractions often marked on Ordnance Survey maps. 

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. recreation value limited to 
community sports facilities and 

local open spaces. 

Limited provision of access routes 

which are likely to be of 
community importance, e.g. local 

footpaths, bridleways and limited 

areas of open access land. 

 

e.g. landscapes with green spaces 

or recreation areas valued in the 
local context. 

Well-used landscapes with some 
access land, footpaths and public 

rights of way, possibly with long 
distance recreation routes or 

presence of land under National 
Trust ownership. 

 

e.g. landscapes regionally 

important for access and 
enjoyment of the landscape, e.g. 

with popular outdoor tourist 
attractions, country parks, or a 

concentration of important outdoor 
attractions with visitor facilities. 

Presence of well-connected long 

distance routes and public rights of 

way linking centres of population. 



 

 Selby District Landscape Sensitivity Study 8 September 2019 

Perceptual and experiential qualities 

This considers qualities such as the rural character of the landscape (traditional land uses with few modern human influences), sense of remoteness or 

tranquillity. Landscapes that are relatively remote or tranquil (due to freedom from human activity and disturbance and having a perceived naturalness or a 
traditional rural feel with few modern human influences) tend to increase levels of sensitivity to development compared to landscapes that contain signs of 

modern development. High scenic value and dark night skies also add to sensitivity in relation to this criterion. This is because development will introduce 
new and uncharacteristic features which may detract from a sense of tranquillity and or remoteness/naturalness.   

Low sensitivity Low-moderate 

sensitivity 

Moderate sensitivity Moderate-high 

sensitivity 

High sensitivity 

e.g. the area is significantly 
influenced by development/ 

human activity, where new 
development would not be out of 

character.  

 e.g. A landscape with some sense 
of rural character, but with some 

modern elements and human 
influences. 

 e.g. A tranquil or highly rural 
landscape, lacking strong intrusive 

elements.  A landscape of high 
scenic value with dark skies and a 

high perceived degree of rural 
character and naturalness with few 

modern human influences.  
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Making an overall judgement on levels of landscape sensitivity 

2.9 An overall sensitivity judgement for each parcel was derived based on the individual criteria 

ranks.  This is not a linear process as it recognises that some attributes or elements of particular 

landscape parcels may be more important in defining character than others and may be given 

more ‘weight’ in reaching an overall judgement. Professional judgement is therefore used rather 

than a system of numerical scoring. 

2.10 The overall rating illustrates an overarching level of landscape sensitivity – i.e. how susceptible 

the character and quality of the landscape would be to change. The judgement is based on 

professional analysis and is given on a five point scale. Guideline definitions of sensitivity levels 

are given in Table 2.3 below. 

Table 2.3 The overall five point scale of landscape sensitivity for each parcel 

Sensitivity 

judgement 

Definition 

High The parcel has strong character and qualities with notable features 

which are highly vulnerable to change as a result of the introduction of 

the development scenario.  Development is likely to result in a 

substantial change in character and/or significant adverse effects on 

landscape character and visual amenity. 

Moderate-high The key characteristics and qualities of the parcel are vulnerable to 

change as a result of the introduction of the development scenario. 

Development is likely to result in a change in character and/or some 

significant adverse effects on landscape character and visual amenity. 

Moderate The parcel has some distinctive characteristics and valued qualities, 

that may be vulnerable to change as a result of the introduction of the 

development scenario.  Development may result in more limited 

changes in character and/or some potentially significant effects on 

landscape character and visual amenity. 

Low-moderate Few of the key characteristics and qualities of the parcel are vulnerable 

to change as a result of the introduction of the development scenario. 

Development may result in limited changes in character and/or few 

potentially significant effects on landscape character and visual 

amenity. 

Low The parcel lacks distinct character and qualities and has few notable 

features, or is robust with regard to the introduction of the 

development scenario. Development may result in little or no change in 

character and little or no significant effect on landscape character and 

visual amenity. 

2.11 Whilst the study provides an initial indication of landscape sensitivity, it should not be interpreted 

as a definitive statement on the suitability or otherwise of individual sites for a particular 

development or land use change. All proposals will need to be assessed on their own merits. The 

overall sensitivity rating should not therefore be relied on without reference to the 

detailed criteria-based assessment for each site.  

2.12 The overall judgement on levels of landscape sensitivity is tailored to the plan making process and 

planning decisions should take into account the findings of the specific criteria based assessment. 

It should also be noted that the overall score may not apply to all circumstances, and different 

areas of the assessment parcel will have varying sensitivities. Some indication is provided for 

each parcel on variations in sensitivity, and on development guidelines, but these are initial 

observations and do not cover every scenario. 
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Field verification 

2.13 A structured process of field survey verification was undertaken by chartered landscape architects 

in order to test and refine the outputs from the desk study. All assessment parcels were visited in 

the field to verify desk-based work, and records were kept in the form of field notes and 

photographs. The field survey was undertaken from roads and public rights of way to gain an 

understanding of landscape sensitivity. No access was taken on to private land. 

Findings 

2.14 For each study area, an assessment pro-forma has been completed that presents: 

 A map of the assessment parcel, and explanation of how it has been defined; 

 An overview of the landscape character of the area in which the parcel is located; 

 a landscape assessment against each of the criteria with sensitivity ranking and justification; 

 a selection of representative photographs; 

 a statement of how consistent the parcel is considered to be, in terms of landscape sensitivity 

 high-level development guidelines; and 

 A summary table of overall sensitivity of each assessment parcel to the scenarios considered. 

2.15 The assessment pro-formas are included in Appendices as follows: 

 Appendix 1: Tier 1 and 2 settlements; 

 Appendix 2: DSVs; and 

 Appendix 3: Additional Areas. 

2.16 Summary tables showing overall sensitivity of each assessment parcel are included in Tables 2.3, 

2.4 and 2.5, for the three groups of study areas.  Please note that the overall judgement ratings 

should always be interpreted in conjunction with the information contained in the detailed profiles 

for each site, as set out in the Appendices.  

2.17 Sensitivity ratings are given on a scale of low (L), low-medium (L-M), moderate (M), moderate-

high (M-H), and high (H). 

  



 

 Selby District Landscape Sensitivity Study 11 September 2019 

Table 2.2 Overall landscape sensitivity score for the assessment parcels within the Tier 
1 and 2 settlements 

Table 2.3 Overall landscape sensitivity score for the assessment parcels within the 
DSVs 

Settlement Parcel name Overall 
sensitivity 

rating: 
Residential   

Appleton 
Roebuck 

AR1: Appleton Roebuck Northern Fringes L-M 

AR2: Appleton Roebuck Eastern Fringes L-M 

AR3: Appleton Roebuck Southern Fringes M 

Barlby 
BL1: Land to the West of the A19 M 

BL2: Land to the East of the A19 L-M 

Brayton 

BR1: Brayton Western Fringes M 

BR2: Land to the South of Brayton Hall L-M 

BR3: Field South of Barff Lane M-H 

Brotherton 
BO1: Land to the West of the A162 / A1246 L 

BO2: Land to the East of the A1246 L-M 

Byram 
BY1: Byram Northern Fringe L-M 

BY2: Byram Southern Fringe L-M 

Carlton 

CA1: Carlton Eastern Fringes L-M 

CA2: Land South of Drax Branch Rail Line M 

CA3: Carlton Park M-H 

Settlement Parcel name Overall 
sensitivity 

rating: 
Residential   

Overall 
sensitivity 

rating: 
Commercial   

Selby SE1: Selby Western Fringe L-M L-M 

SE2: Selby A19 Corridor M-H M-H 

SE3:  River Ouse Corridor L-M L-M 

Sherburn in 
Elmet 

SH1: Sherburn in Elmet Western Fringe M M 

SH2:  Land to the South of the A162 L-M M 

SH3: Land to the West of the A162 M M-H 

Tadcaster TA1: Tadcaster Western Fringe M M 

TA2: River Wharfe Corridor M M-H 

TA3: Tadcaster Eastern Fringe L-M L-M 

TA4: Land to the North of the A64 M L-M 
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Settlement Parcel name Overall 
sensitivity 

rating: 
Residential   

Cawood 

CW1: Cawood Western Fringes L-M 

CW2: River Ouse Corridor M 

CW3: Cawood Southern Fringes L-M 

Church Fenton 

CF1: Land to the West of the Hull-York Rail Line L-M 

CF2: Land to the East of Hull-York Rail Line L-M 

CF3: Church Fenton South Eastern Fringes M 

Eggborough 

EG1: Eggborough North Eastern Fringes L-M 

EG2: M62 and Knottingley & Goole Canal Corridor L 

EG3: Eggborough Eastern Fringes L 

Escrick 

ES1: Land to the West of the A19 M 

ES2: Escrick Eastern Fringe L-M 

ES3: Escrick Park M-H 

Hambleton 

HA1: Hambleton Western Fringes L-M 

HA2: Land to the North of A63 Main Road L-M 

HA3: Land to the South of A63 Main Road M 

Hemingbrough 

HE1: Hemingbrough Northern Fringes L-M 

HE2: Hemingbrough Eastern Fringes L-M 

HE3: Oldways Lane / River Ouse Corridor M 

Hillam 

HL1: Hillam Western Fringes M 

HL2: Hillam Eastern Fringes L-M 

HL3: Hillam Southern Fringes L-M 

Kellington 

KE1: Land to the West of Broach Lane M 

KE2: Land to the East of Broach Lane M 

KE3: Kellington Northern Fringes M 

Monk Fryston 
MF1: Monk Fryston Hall M-H 

MF2: Selby Rail Line Corridor L-M 

North Duffield 
ND1: North Duffield Eastern Fringes M 

ND2: North Duffield Western Fringes L-M 

Osgodby 
OS1: Land to the South of the A63 Hull Road M 

OS2: Land to the North of the A63 Hull Road L-M 
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Settlement Parcel name Overall 
sensitivity 

rating: 
Residential   

Riccall 

RI1: Riccall South Western Fringes L-M 

RI2: Riccall Northern Fringes M 

RI3: Land to the East of the A19 M 

South Milford 

SM1: South Milford Western Fringes M-H 

SM2: Land to the West of the A162 (North of Selby Rail Line) M 

SM3: Land to the West of the A162 (South of Selby Rail Line) L-M 

Thorpe 
Willoughby 

TW1: Land to the North of the A1238 L-M 

TW2: Land to the North of the A63 L-M 

TW3: Brayton Barff Northern Fringes  M 

TW4: Brayton Barff Western Fringes M-H 

Ulleskelf 

UL1: Ulleskelf Western Fringes L-M 

UL2: Ulleskelf Northern Fringes M 

UL3: Ulleskelf Eastern Fringes L-M 

Whitley 
WH1: Land to the West of the A19 L-M 

WH2: Land to the East of the A19 L-M 

Table 2.4 Overall landscape sensitivity score for the Additional Areas 

Site name Overall sensitivity 
rating: Residential   

Overall sensitivity 
rating: Commercial   

A19 Business Park L-M L 

Burn Airfield M-H M-H 

Drax Power Station M L-M 

Eggborough Power Station L-M L-M 

Gascoigne Wood Mine L-M L 

Kellingley Colliery L-M L-M 

Leeds East Airport M M 

Stillingfleet Mine L-M L 

Whitemoor Business Park L-M L-M 

Wistow Mine L-M L 
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Summary 

2.18 The study identified a range of sensitivity to development around Tier 1 and 2 settlements.  In 

several cases, but not all, higher sensitivity to commercial development was assessed than to 

residential development, reflecting the likely larger scale of commercial units.  Sensitivity to 

commercial development was generally lower in areas where this type of building is already a 

feature of the settlement edge landscape.  Highest sensitivity was attached to the parcel that 

provides separation between Selby and Brayton.  This area is essential to maintaining the 

separate identities of these two settlements, and also contains a conservation area focused on 

Brayton's landmark church.   

2.19 Around the DSVs, the study generally found medium or lower sensitivity to development, though 

with some important exceptions.  This reflects the flexibility around most of these smaller 

settlements to accommodate the smaller scale of residential schemes likely to come forward.  The 

study identified variations in sensitivity around most villages, which may help to steer 

development to the best general locations, though recommendations on sites are not part of this 

work.  Highest sensitivity was attached to parkland landscapes, which are considered to be 

vulnerable to change from built development, and often make positive contributions to the setting 

of the settlements. 

2.20 The additional areas were generally assessed as having lower sensitivity to commercial 

development than to residential development.  In most of these areas, there is some history of 

commercial or industrial use, and their generally large scale would suit continued use of this type.  

The separation of these areas from the existing settlement pattern generally suggested higher 

sensitivity to residential development.  The sensitivity of Burn Airfield was rated higher, primarily 

due to its openness.  The study did not consider mitigation options, and it may be that this and 

other very open sites could better accommodate some form of development if a robust landscape 

structure of trees and woodland were put in place.   
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3 Wind Energy Development 

Introduction 

3.1 Following discussion with the Council, it was confirmed that the sensitivity study should consider 

“developments for single turbines and to a maximum of 80m in height”.  This is the type of wind 

turbine development that is considered most likely to come forward in the District. 

3.2 An initial search on the Council’s planning portal indicates that around 25 applications for wind 

turbines have received planning consent up to the present time, though it is not known how many 

of these have been implemented. The most recent application was in 2015.  Almost all these 

consents are for single turbines, at tip heights ranging from 15m to 80m. 

3.3 In addition, one large wind farm is operational within the District. Rusholme Wind Farm comprises 

12 turbines, each 100m to tip, and is located close to the confluence of the River Ouse and River 

Aire. There are views of wind farms outside the District, notably Goole Fields to the south-east, 

visible across the flat landscape.  

3.4 The Selby District Core Strategy (adopted 2013) contains policies that are broadly supportive of 

proposals for renewable energy development, though it notes that “electricity generation from 

wind turbines is potentially controversial in view of the open nature of the landscape and impact 

on existing communities” (paragraph 6.33).  Policy SP17 Low-Carbon and Renewable Energy does 

not provide specific requirements for wind energy, but does require that all renewable energy 

proposals: 

i. “are designed and located to protect the environment and local amenity or 

ii. can demonstrate that the wider environmental, economic and social benefits outweigh any 

harm caused to the environment and local amenity, and 

iii impacts on local communities are minimised.” 

3.5 The PLAN Selby Sites and Policies Local Plan has not yet been published.  

Methodology 

3.6 The approach to the study comprised the following key stages: 

 Identification of the key characteristics of wind energy development and its potential effects 

on the landscape, to inform development of a methodology for the assessment of landscape 

sensitivity; 

 Assessment of the sensitivity of the different landscape character types in the District to wind 

turbine development; and 

 Preparation of siting and design guidelines for wind turbine development in each landscape 

character type, taking account of the assessed sensitivity of the landscape, and the effect of 

operational and consented development. 

3.7 Each of these stages is discussed in more detail in the following sections. 

Potential effects of wind energy development on the landscape 

3.8 In order to minimise effects on the landscape through siting and design, it is important to first 

understand the characteristics of wind energy development and how they may affect the 

landscape.  The following sections describe the features of wind turbines and associated 

development, and consider potential impacts on the Selby landscape.   



 

 Selby District Landscape Sensitivity Study 16 September 2019 

3.9 The most detailed guidance currently available on wind farm siting and design has been published 

by Scottish Natural Heritage.1 While primarily relevant to the Scottish landscape, this document is 

widely referred to across the UK, and the following sections draw on the recommendations they 

contain, as appropriate to consideration of Selby.   

General features of wind energy development  

3.10 The majority of wind turbines consist of horizontal-axis three-bladed turbines, mounted on a steel 

tower.  Other turbines, including two bladed turbines and vertical axis turbines, are available but 

less commonly deployed.  Wind turbines are generally given planning permission for 25 years, 

although re-powering may take place after this period has elapsed, subject to further permission.  

3.11 The main visible components of a horizontal-axis wind turbine are: 

 the tower, generally a tubular steel structure though lattice towers are occasionally used for 

smaller turbines; 

 the nacelle, which contains the generating equipment; and  

 the rotor blades, mounted on the hub at the front of the nacelle.   

3.12 Depending on the scale and design of the turbine, the transformer may be located inside or 

outside the tower.  If outside it will usually be contained in a small box-like structure adjacent to 

the tower base.  The tower itself sits on a concrete foundation which is hidden from view 

underground.   

3.13 Turbines are most commonly coloured light grey, which has been found to be less visually 

prominent when turbines are viewed against the sky.  However, when turbines are seen against a 

land backdrop, which is common with smaller models, the light colour can make them appear 

more prominent.   

3.14 Turbines are available in a wide range of sizes, from very small roof-mounted machines designed 

for domestic use, to large commercial structures.  The tallest turbines currently operating in the 

UK are in the region of 150m, though the tallest in Selby are the Rusholme turbines at 100m, and 

this study focuses on those under 80m.   

3.15 Besides overall size the proportions of a turbine can also vary, particularly the length of the 

blades in relation to the height of the tower, and the size and shape of the nacelle.  Where 

particularly short blades are mounted on a tall tower, or where long blades are placed on a short 

tower, the turbine may appear unbalanced or top-heavy.  Larger turbines with longer blades tend 

to have slower rotation speeds than smaller models. 

3.16 In addition to the turbines themselves, small-scale wind energy developments typically require 

additional infrastructure as follows:  

 track access to the turbine site, able to accommodate the delivery vehicles and heavy 

construction cranes; 

 a temporary construction compound and lay-down area for major components;  

 construction of a buried concrete foundation and an area of hardstanding next to the turbine 

to act as a base for cranes during turbine erection; and 

 underground cables connecting the turbine to the grid (buried in trenches, often alongside 

tracks).  

3.17 Lighting may be required depending on aviation issues, even on moderately sized turbines.  

However, aircraft warning lights can be infra-red and therefore not visible to the naked human 

eye.  Lighting has not been considered as part of the landscape sensitivity study, although 

guidance advises that if lighting is required on turbines for aviation purposes, infra-red lighting 

should be adopted where possible to minimise visual impacts at night.  

Landscape effects of wind turbines  

3.18 Wind turbines towards 80m in height will be increasingly visible within the landscape.  The 

movement of the blades is a unique feature of wind energy developments, setting them apart 

                                                
1
 Scottish Natural Heritage (2017) Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape. Version 3a. 
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from other tall structures in the landscape such as masts or pylons.  Wind energy development 

may affect the landscape in the following ways:  

 construction of turbines and associated infrastructure may result in direct loss of landscape 

features (e.g. trees and hedges); 

 wind turbines are tall vertical features that may alter perception of a landscape, potentially 

affecting the apparent scale of landforms; 

 movement of rotor blades may affect characteristics of stillness and solitude, as well as 

drawing the eye to turbines which may be a relatively small feature in the landscape; 

 the presence of turbines may increase the overt human influence on the landscape, and this 

can particularly affect landscapes which have a strong sense of naturalness or tranquillity, or 

which form a setting to heritage assets; 

 wind turbines, even at relatively small sizes, can appear large in the context of human-scale 

features such as domestic buildings and trees – at the largest scales turbines can be perceived 

as ‘overwhelming’ when close to residential properties;  

 turbines on skylines may compete with existing landmark features for prominence where 

skylines or landmark features are characteristic of the landscape; and 

 in order to be as efficient as possible, turbines are often placed in elevated locations, where 

they may affect views from wide areas. 

3.19 In undertaking any landscape sensitivity assessments it is necessary to acknowledge that varying 

attitudes to wind energy development are expressed by different individuals and constituencies. 

Aesthetic perceptions can be positive or negative depending on individual attitudes to the principle 

and presence of wind generation.  

Assessment of landscape sensitivity to wind turbines 

3.1 There is currently no published method for evaluating sensitivity of different types of landscape.  

Our method therefore builds on available guidance published by the Countryside Agency and 

Scottish Natural Heritage including the Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England 

and Scotland,2 and Topic Paper 6 that accompanies the Guidance,3 as well as LUC’s considerable 

experience from previous and ongoing studies of a similar nature. 

3.2 Paragraph 4.2 of Topic Paper 6 states that:  

“Judging landscape character sensitivity requires professional judgement about the degree to 

which the landscape in question is robust, in that it is able to accommodate change without 

adverse impacts on character. This involves making decisions about whether or not significant 

characteristic elements of the landscape will be liable to loss... and whether important aesthetic 

aspects of character will be liable to change.” 

3.3 For the purposes of this study, we have defined ‘sensitivity’ as follows: 

Sensitivity is the relative extent to which the character and quality of the landscape is 

susceptible to change as a result of wind energy development. 

3.4 Wind turbine development will affect different characteristics of the landscape in different ways.  

It is therefore important to understand the nature and sensitivity of different components of 

landscape character, and to set these out and assess them in a consistent and transparent 

fashion.  In order to do this, a set of criteria were used to highlight specific landscape and visual 

characteristics which are most likely to be affected by wind farm development.   

3.5 The criteria were based on current good practice, developed by LUC through experience of 

carrying out work within this field and informed by information presented in a number of guidance 

documents relating to landscape sensitivity, LVIA, and wind farm development. 

                                                
2
 Countryside Agency and Scottish Natural Heritage (2002) Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England and Scotland. 

3
 The Countryside Agency and Scottish Natural Heritage (2004). Topic Paper 6: Techniques and Criteria for Judging Capacity and 

Sensitivity. 
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Assessment criteria 

3.6 Table 3.1 sets out the criteria which were used to evaluate the sensitivity of landscape character 

types to wind turbine development, and the aspects of the landscape which were considered to 

indicate higher or lower sensitivity. 

3.7 For each criterion, a short explanation is provided as to why it is indicative of sensitivity to wind 

energy development, and what key characteristics of the landscape will be considered.  

Information sources are given for each criterion.  The examples provide more detail as to what 

level of sensitivity will be assessed for landscapes displaying certain characteristics: these are 

examples only, based on generic descriptions.  The five defined levels form stages on a 

continuum, rather than clearly-separated categories.  Any given landscape may or may not fit 

neatly into one category, and an element of professional judgement is therefore required.  

Table 3.1 Sensitivity assessment criteria 

Landform and scale 

A simple, smooth, gently sloping or flat landform is more likely to be able to accommodate wind energy development than 

a landscape with a dramatic rugged landform, distinct landform features (including prominent headlands and cliffs) and/or 

pronounced undulations.  Larger scale landforms are likely to be less sensitive than smaller scale landforms since, in the 

latter case, turbines may appear out of scale, detract from visually important landforms and/or appear visually confusing 

due to turbines being at varying elevations.   

Information sources: Landscape Character Assessment; Ordnance Survey maps; fieldwork. 

Examples of sensitivity ratings 

Lower sensitivity  Higher sensitivity 

An extensive flat 

lowland landscape or 

elevated plateau, 

often a larger scale 

landscape with no 

distinctive landform 

features 

A simple, gently 

rolling landscape, 

likely to be of 

medium-large scale, 

without distinctive 

landform 

An undulating 

landscape, perhaps 

also incised by 

valleys, likely to be of 

medium scale  

A landscape with 

distinct landform 

features, and/or 

irregular in 

topography (which 

may be large in 

scale), or a smaller 

scale landform 

A landscape with a 

distinctive, rugged 

landform or dramatic 

topographical features 

(which may be large 

in scale), or a small 

scale or intimate 

landform 

 

Land cover pattern and presence of human scale features 

Simple, regular landscapes with extensive areas of consistent land cover are likely to be less sensitive to wind energy 

development than landscapes with more complex or irregular land cover patterns, smaller and / or irregular field sizes, and 

landscapes with frequent human-scale features that are traditional to the landscape, such as red-brick villages, 

farmsteads, small farm woodlands, trees and hedges.  This is because larger wind turbines may dominate traditional 

human scale features within the landscape. 

Information sources: Landscape Character Assessment; Ordnance Survey maps; Google Earth (aerial photography); 

fieldwork. 

Examples of sensitivity ratings 

Lower sensitivity  Higher sensitivity 

An open, continuous 

landscape with 

uniform land cover 

and lacking in human-

A landscape of large 

open fields, little 

variety in land cover, 

with occasional 

A landscape with 

medium sized fields, 

some variations in 

land cover and 

A landscape with 

irregular or small-

scale fields, variety in 

land cover and 

A landscape with a 

strong variety in land 

cover, and complex 

patterns, containing 
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Land cover pattern and presence of human scale features 

scale features human-scale features 

such as trees and 

domestic buildings 

presence of human-

scale features such as 

trees and domestic 

buildings 

presence of human-

scale features such as 

trees and domestic 

buildings 

numerous human-

scale features 

 

Skylines 

Prominent and distinctive and/or undeveloped skylines, or skylines with important landmark features, are likely to be more 

sensitive to wind energy development because turbines may detract from these skylines as features in the landscape, or 

draw attention away from existing landform or landmark features on skylines.  Important landmark features on the skyline 

might include historic features or monuments as well as landforms.  Where skylines are affected by development, e.g. 

through the presence of electricity pylons, the addition of turbines may lead to visual confusion, and as such this may not 

be a consistent indicator of reduced sensitivity. 

Information sources: Landscape Character Assessment; fieldwork. 

Examples of sensitivity ratings 

Lower sensitivity  Higher sensitivity 

A landscape in which 

skylines are not 

prominent, and there 

are no important 

landmark features on 

the skyline 

A landscape in which 

skylines are simple, 

flat or gently convex 

and/or there are very 

few landmark features 

on the skyline – other 

skylines in adjacent 

LCTs may be more 

prominent 

A landscape with 

some prominent 

skylines, but these 

are not particularly 

distinctive – there 

may be some 

landmark features on 

the skyline 

A landscape with 

prominent skylines 

that may form an 

important backdrop to 

views from 

settlements or 

important viewpoints, 

and/or with important 

landmark features 

A landscape with 

prominent or 

distinctive 

undeveloped skylines, 

or with particularly 

important landmark 

features on skylines 

 

Perceptual qualities 

Landscapes that are relatively remote or tranquil tend to be more sensitive to wind energy development, since turbines 

may be perceived as intrusive.  Landscapes which are relatively free from overt human activity and disturbance, and which 

have a perceived naturalness or a strong feel of traditional rurality, will therefore be more sensitive.  Qualities such as 

tranquillity can be found even in settled areas, where the influence of overtly modern development is reduced.  Wind 

turbines will generally be less intrusive in landscapes which are strongly influenced by modern development, including 

settlement, industrial and commercial development and infrastructure.    

Information sources: Landscape Character Assessment; CPRE’s Tranquillity and Intrusion mapping; Ordnance Survey 

maps, fieldwork. 

Examples of sensitivity ratings 

Lower sensitivity  Higher sensitivity 

A landscape with 

much human activity 

and modern 

development, such as 

industrial areas  

A rural or semi-rural 

landscape with much 

human activity and 

dispersed modern 

development, such as 

settlement fringes 

A rural landscape with 

some modern 

development and 

human activity, such 

as intensive farmland 

A more naturalistic 

landscape and/or one 

with little modern 

human influence and 

development 

A tranquil landscape 

with little or no overt 

sign of modern human 

activity and 

development 
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Scenic qualities 

Landscapes that have a high scenic quality will be more sensitive than landscapes of low scenic quality.  Scenic qualities 

can include contrasts and combinations of landform and landcover which together contribute to attractive views.  Scenic 

qualities may be recorded in the Landscape Character Assessment, or may be referenced in tourist material.  Scenic 

viewpoints may be marked on Ordnance Survey maps.  Scenic quality is also considered in the field. 

Information sources: Landscape Character Assessment; OS maps; tourist literature; fieldwork. 

Examples of sensitivity ratings 

Lower sensitivity  Higher sensitivity 

A landscape without 

attractive character, 

with no pleasing 

combinations of 

features, visual 

contrasts and/or 

dramatic elements, 

such as an industrial 

area or derelict land 

A landscape of limited 

attractive character, 

with few pleasing 

combinations of 

features, visual 

contrasts and/or 

dramatic elements 

A landscape of 

intermittently 

attractive character, 

with occasional 

pleasing combinations 

of features, visual 

contrasts and/or 

dramatic elements 

A landscape of 

attractive character, 

with some pleasing 

combinations of 

features, visual 

contrasts and/or 

dramatic elements 

A landscape of 

consistently attractive 

character, with 

pleasing combinations 

of features, visual 

contrasts and/or 

dramatic elements 

 

Intervisibility  

The relative visibility of a landscape may influence its sensitivity.  An elevated landscape such as a hill range or plateau, 

which is viewed from other landscapes, may be more sensitive than an enclosed landscape, since any turbines will be more 

widely seen.  Landscapes which have important visual relationships with other areas, for example where one area provides 

a backdrop to a neighbouring area, are considered more sensitive than those with few visual relationships.  The extent of 

intervisibility may be modified by the importance of these views to appreciation of the landscape, and whether adjacent 

landscapes provide a setting for one another. 

Information sources: Landscape Character Assessment; fieldwork. 

Examples of sensitivity ratings 

Lower sensitivity  Higher sensitivity 

An enclosed, self-

contained landscape, 

or one with weak 

connections to 

neighbouring areas 

A landscape with 

limited connections to 

neighbouring areas, 

and/or where 

adjacent landscapes 

are not visually 

related 

A landscape which has 

some intervisibility 

with neighbouring 

areas, and/or where 

relationships between 

adjacent landscapes 

are of more 

importance 

A landscape which is 

intervisible with 

several areas, and/or 

where adjacent areas 

are strongly 

interrelated  

A landscape which has 

important visual 

relationships with one 

or more neighbouring 

areas 

 

Assessment process 

3.8 The landscape sensitivity study is based on an evaluation of key aspects of landscape character 

assessment.  The key characteristics of each landscape character type (LCT), were assessed 

against each of the criteria to arrive at a judgement as to their potential sensitivity to wind 

turbine development. 
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3.9 For each LCT, the assessment provides: 

 a summary description of the LCT against each of the assessment criteria; 

 an overall discussion on landscape sensitivity, and a sensitivity rating, for the LCT; and 

 a list of key landscape attributes that would be sensitive to wind energy development. 

3.10 Sensitivity is judged on a five-point scale from ‘high’ to ‘low’ as set out in Table 3.2. 

3.11 The relationship between the evaluations against the individual criteria in Table 3.1, and the 

judgements of landscape sensitivity, is not a linear one.  The process is based on professional 

judgement, using the individual criteria as indicators of sensitivity only.  The relative importance 

of each criterion varies between LCTs: key characteristics may identify where a particular criterion 

is more important, and should therefore be given greater weight in the judgement of sensitivity. 

Table 3.2 Sensitivity definitions 

Sensitivity Level Definition 

High Key characteristics and qualities of the landscape are highly vulnerable to 

change from wind turbines.  Any development is likely to result in a significant 

change in character and/or significant adverse effects on landscape character 

and visual amenity. 

Moderate-high Key characteristics and qualities of the landscape are vulnerable to change from 

wind turbines.  Development is likely to result in a change in character and/or 

some significant adverse effects on landscape character and visual amenity.  

Great care would be needed in locating turbines.   

Moderate Some of the key characteristics and qualities of the landscape are vulnerable to 

change from wind turbines.  Development may result in more limited changes in 

character and/or some potentially significant effects on landscape character and 

visual amenity.  Care would be needed in locating turbines. 

Low-moderate Fewer of the key characteristics and qualities of the landscape are vulnerable to 

change from wind turbines.  Development may result in limited changes in 

character and/or few potentially significant effects on landscape character and 

visual amenity.  Care is still needed when locating turbines to avoid adversely 

affecting key characteristics or important local sensitivities. 

Low Key characteristics and qualities of the landscape are robust in that they can 

withstand change from introduction of wind turbines.  Development may result 

in little or no change in character and little or no significant effect on landscape 

character and visual amenity.  Care is still needed when locating wind turbines 

to ensure best fit with the landscape and to avoid local sensitivities that may 

still be important. 

3.12 The assessment was carried out initially as a desk-based exercise, drawing on information in the 

local and regional landscape character assessments, and other sources identified for each 

criterion.  This was followed up with field work to view each LCT in the field and make any 

additional observations.  Field work was particularly important for criteria such as skylines, which 

may not be consistently described in the available documentation, and also assists with 

verification of desk-based material.  The field visits informed the development of the siting and 

design guidance. 

3.13 Whilst the study provides an indication of landscape sensitivity, this should not be interpreted as a 

definitive statement on the suitability or otherwise of areas for wind energy development. All 

proposals will need to be assessed on their own merits. The overall sensitivity rating should not 

therefore be relied on without reference to the detailed criteria-based assessment, and site 

specific issues that will influence variation in sensitivity at a local scale.  
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Guidance for development 

3.14 Siting and design guidelines were developed for each LCT, drawing on points noted in the 

sensitivity assessment.  These include guidelines specific to local characteristics and features, as 

well as guidelines that are more generic to the LCT as a whole.  Further general information can 

be found in Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape, published by Scottish Natural 

Heritage.4  These guidelines are necessarily high-level, and cannot cover every scenario.  Detailed 

site-based assessments will be required to inform siting and design of any wind energy proposal. 

Landscape Baseline 

3.15 The landscape of Selby District is described at national, regional and local scales.  At the national 

scale the District takes in parts of three national character areas (NCA): the Southern Magnesian 

Limestone along the western edge; the Vale of York to the north; and the Humberhead Levels 

which covers the majority of the District and extends east towards the coast.  

3.16 The regional-scale North Yorkshire and York Landscape Characterisation Project defines 39 County 

landscape character types (LCTs), which are carried across to the new local-scale Selby District 

Landscape Character Assessment.  The LCTs form a framework which is subdivided into character 

areas in the local assessment.  

3.17 Since all the character areas within each LCT share a number of key characteristics, their 

sensitivity to wind energy development of the type being considered will be similar.  The LCTs are 

therefore judged to provide the most effective baseline for the assessment of the whole District.  

There are four County LCTs that occur within Selby (excluding urban areas that are not 

considered).  These are listed in Table 3.3 and shown in Figure 3.1. 

Table 3.3 County LCTs within Selby 

County LCT Location  

LCT6 – Magnesian 

Limestone Ridge 

Corresponding with the Southern Magnesian Limestone NCA, this LCT is defined 

along the western boundary of the District, although does not extend as far 

northwards to the north of Tadcaster. 

LCT23 – Levels 

Farmland 

Corresponding with the Humberhead Levels NCA, this LCT is defined in the central, 

southern and eastern areas of the district, dissected by corridors of LCT24 – River 

Floodplain.  

LCT24 – River 

Floodplain 

This LCT is defined within the Vale of York, Humberhead Levels and Southern 

Magnesian Limestone NCAs, and covers the floodplain along the Rivers Ouse, 

Wharfe, Aire and Derwent. 

LCT28 - Vale Farmland 

with Plantation 

Woodland and 

Heathland 

Corresponding with the Vale of York NCA, this LCT is defined in the north of the 

District. 

3.18 The sensitivity assessment covers the whole of the Selby District, with the exception of urban 

areas.  

Designated landscapes 

3.19 There are no landscapes in Selby District which are protected at a national level for their 

landscape quality or scenic value (i.e. National Parks or AONBs).  At a local level, some areas 

have been identified as Locally Important Landscape Areas (LILA).  These were defined in the 

Selby District Local Plan (adopted 2005) and are referred to in the Core Strategy.  

                                                
4
 Scottish Natural Heritage (2017) Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape. Version 3a. 
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Figure 3.1 Landscape Character Types 
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Findings 

3.20 For each LCT, an assessment pro-forma has been completed that presents: 

 A map of the LCT, showing its location and extent within Selby District; 

 An overview of the key characteristics of the LCT, with reference to the local character areas 

that occur within it; 

 A list of the criteria with sensitivity ranking and justification; 

 A selection of representative photographs; 

 A statement of overall sensitivity to the type of wind energy development proposed, including 

how consistent this is across the LCT; and 

 Siting and design guidelines for the LCT. 

3.21 The assessment pro-formas are included in Appendix 4, and a summary table of overall sensitivity 

of each LCT to wind turbines up to 80m is included at Table 3.1 below. Please note that these 

overall judgement ratings should always be interpreted in conjunction with the information 

contained in the detailed profiles for each LCT, as set out in Appendix 4. 

Table 3.1 Summary of sensitivity to wind energy development  

County LCT Landscape sensitivity to wind turbines up to 

80m  

LCT6 – Magnesian Limestone Ridge Moderate 

LCT23 – Levels Farmland Low-moderate 

LCT24 – River Floodplain Low-moderate 

LCT28 - Vale Farmland with Plantation Woodland and 

Heathland 

Moderate 

3.22 The assessment found that the overall sensitivity of LCTs to wind energy development of the type 

considered is low-moderate for the largely flat, low-lying landscapes that make up the majority of 

the District, and moderate for the more elevated areas of the Magnesian Limestone Ridge in the 

east, and the Vale Farmland, that takes in the Escrick Moraine to the north.  

3.23 Some important variations are noted within this overall picture.  Within the Levels Farmland LCT, 

the Hambleton Sandstone Ridge character area is identified as having medium-high sensitivity, 

due to its higher elevation, varied land cover, and consequent visual prominence in the landscape. 

Within the River Floodplain LCT, the Derwent Valley character area is also identified as having 

medium-high sensitivity due to its more intact landscape of traditional ings, lack of intrusive 

development, and tranquillity.  Areas where the River Floodplain meets the Magnesian Limestone 

Ridge are also considered to have medium-high sensitivity.  Within the Vale Farmland LCT, the 

Skipwith Lowlands is identified as having lower sensitivity (low-moderate) than the rest of the 

LCT, as it shares many characteristics with the Levels Farmland. 

3.24 Within each LCT and character area, sensitivity will also vary at a local scale, and it is essential 

that the potential for landscape and visual impacts should be considered on a case-by-case basis.  

This assessment has not considered cumulative effects, which would also need to be examined on 

a case-by-case basis. 
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List of abbreviations used in the Appendices 

Abbreviation Definition 

AOD Above Ordnance Datum 

HLC Historic Landscape Characterisation 

as defined within North Yorkshire, York and Lower Tees Valley Historic 
Landscape Characterisation (2010) 

HLCT Historic Landscape Character Type 

as defined within the North Yorkshire, York and Lower Tees Valley Historic 
Landscape Characterisation (2010) 

LCA Landscape Character Area 

as defined within the Selby Landscape Character Assessment (2019) 

LCT Landscape Character Type 

as defined within the North Yorkshire and York Landscape Characterisation 
Project (2011) 

LILA Locally Important Landscape Area 

as defined within Policy ENV15 of the Selby District Local Plan (2005) 

NCN National Cycle Network 

NNR National Nature Reserve 

PLU Primary Landscape Unit 

as defined within the North Yorkshire and York Landscape Characterisation 
Project (2011) 

PRoW Public Right of Way 

as defined within the North Yorkshire Definitive Map 

SAC Special Area of Conservation 

SINC Site of Importance for Nature Conservation 

as defined within Policy ENV9 of the Selby District Local Plan (2005) 

SSSI Site of Special Scientific Interest 

 

 

 

 

  



 

Appendix 1  

Residential and Commercial Development: Tier 1 and 

Tier 2 Settlements 



 

Appendix 2  

Residential Development: Designated Service Villages 



 

Appendix 3  

Residential and Commercial Development: Additional 

Areas 



 

Appendix 4  

Wind Energy Development: Landscape Character Types 


