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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. As Unitary Authorities, Barnsley, Doncaster and Rotherham Metropolitan Borough 
Councils (MBCs) are required to plan for the appropriate provision of waste 
management facilities.  The three Councils are producing a Joint Strategic Waste 
Development Plan Document (hereafter referred to as the ‘Joint Strategic Waste 
DPD’) with an accompanying Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and Habitat Regulations 
Assessment (HRA).   

1.2. The Joint Strategic Waste DPD will provide part of the detailed waste planning 
strategy for Barnsley Doncaster and Rotherham (collectively referred to in this 
report as “BDR”) and will allocate sites suitable for the strategic management of 
municipal, commercial and industrial (MCI) waste over the period 2010 to 2026.  The 
Joint Strategic Waste DPD will form part of each Borough’s separate LDF, which will 
comprise Core Strategy, Site Allocations and Development Control Policies DPDs, 
Supplementary Planning Documents and proposals maps.   

SCOPE OF THE DPD 
1.3. In order to deal with future waste that is produced in the three Boroughs, BDR need 

to plan for a network of waste management infrastructure, including both small and 
large facilities.  The Joint Strategic Waste DPD will allocate strategic sites for the 
management of municipal, commercial and industrial waste.  Strategic sites or 
‘Resource Recovery Parks’ have been defined by BDR as large sites which are 
typically 5 hectares or more and are capable of providing a significant amount of the 
required capacity for waste management in BDR, using a range of technologies.  A 
site of at least 5 hectares could also allow for expansion of facilities or co-location of 
additional waste management facilities in the future. 

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL AND SITE ASSESSMENT 
1.4. The preparation of the new DPD is being subject to a full sustainability appraisal (SA), 

in line with the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 20041.  The preparation of 
the Joint Strategic Waste DPD must also be in accordance with the requirements of 
European Directive 2001/42/EC (known as the strategic environment assessment, or 
SEA Directive).  In line with the Government’s Sustainability Appraisal guidance2, the 
SA and SEA are being undertaken in one joint process, and reported together.  Thus, 
from here on any reference to “SA” shall be taken to include the requirements of 
SEA as well.  The SA process subjects all options for policies and site allocations 
considered during the preparation of the DPD, to an appraisal of their likely effects 
on the environment, society and economy of BDR.   

1.5. The preparation of the new DPD is also being informed by a technical site 
assessment, which incorporates elements of the SA.  This work is being undertaken 
to identify which are the most suitable sites to be allocated in the Joint Strategic 
Waste DPD.  Land Use Consultants (LUC) was appointed by the Councils in 

                                            
1 Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act. House of Commons, May 2004. 
2 Sustainability Appraisal of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development Documents. ODPM, November 2005. 
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Site code Site name Suggested by 

D-034 Barnsdale Bar WRG 

D-035 Rossington Colliery Recycling Action Yorkshire 

D-036 Brier Hills Farm Composting Recycling Action Yorkshire 

D-037 Bootham Lane Landfill Recycling Action Yorkshire 

D-038 Sandall, Yorkshire Water Recycling Action Yorkshire 

D-039 Nimbus Park Doncaster MBC Resource 
Recovery 

Rotherham 

R-017 Ibstock Brick Ltd, Maltby Quarry Ibstock Brick Ltd 

R-018 Sterecycle Sterecycle, Templeborough 

R-019 Gorsefield Farm, Lidget Lane Recycling Action Yorkshire 

R-020 Maltby Colliery Recycling Action Yorkshire 

R-021 Woodhouse Mill, Yorkshire Water Recycling Action Yorkshire 

R-022 Park Farming Recycling Action Yorkshire 

 
2.6. In order to identify where the suggested sites are located, LUC contacted all 

stakeholders who had suggested additional potentially suitable sites for strategic 
waste management and requested the following information in relation to the sites: 

• Street address  

• Grid reference 

• Site boundaries (preferably in digital format).  

2.7. All suggested sites were then plotted in digital format by LUC's Geographic 
Information Systems (GIS) specialist.  These GIS site boundaries were linked to a site 
assessment database created by LUC in Microsoft Access. 

2.8. Although full site boundaries were received for the majority of sites, those sites put 
forward by Recycling Action Yorkshire had not been mapped as part of the 
Composting Hub and Cluster Feasibility Study.  Point data (i.e. grid references) and 
post codes only were received for these sites (B-012 to B-017, D-035 to D-038, and 
R-019 to R-023).  Therefore LUC had to estimate the site boundaries using land 
parcels, field boundaries etc from the OS basemaps. 

2.9. A map of all 78 sites in the long list including those added following consultation on 
the Issues and Options is shown in Figure 4.1.  Individual maps of each site and its 
boundary are shown on the site appraisal proformas in a separate Annex to this 
report.  
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3. STAGE 2 – SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL OF 
LONG LIST SITES 

INTRODUCTION 
3.1. The SA of the 78 potential sites in the long list used mapped, digital data and local 

knowledge of BDR Council officers to assess the potential effects of each site on 
each of the SA objectives, for example, sensitive receptors, natural and cultural 
resources, landscapes, areas vulnerable to flooding etc. 

3.2. As detailed in the SA Scoping Report4, a set of SA objectives, or the “SA Framework” 
was developed against which to appraise the potential waste management sites and 
the supporting policies which will be included in the Joint Strategic Waste DPD.  In 
line with the Government guidance, the SA Framework is structured into thirteen 
“SA headline objectives” (see Table 3.1) highlighting the key sustainability objectives 
for the Joint Strategic Waste DPD and a series of decision-making criteria for each 
SA headline objective.  The decision-making criteria relate specifically to the 
assessment of potential sites being considered for allocation in the DPD, and set out 
assumptions and justifications for the level of significance of potential effects that 
waste management development on those sites may have.  These assumptions or 
justifications were developed so that where possible quantitative data could be used 
to appraise the sites.   

3.3. Following the February-March 08 consultation, some of the assumptions and 
decision-making criteria have been revised to take on board consultees’ comments.  
In particular, as the type of waste management technology that might be developed 
on a strategic sites is unknown a this stage, a ‘worst case scenario’ has been assumed 
for certain SA objectives, whereby the greatest potential effect of the full range of 
facilities as defined in the Government’s document “Planning for Waste Management 
Facilities”5 has been assumed.  For example, a large thermal treatment facility is likely 
to have a tall chimney, which may be more visible in the landscape and therefore have 
a greater effect on SA objective 4 than other types of facility.  In addition, a 
composting facility may produce more odour than other types of facility.  The revised 
SA Framework used to appraise the potential strategic waste sites is set out in 
Appendix 1. 

Table 3.1: Headline SA Objectives 

1. Recreation 
 

Improve access for all sections of the BDR community 
to leisure and recreational activities. 

2. Health and safety 
 

Improve overall levels of health and services to reduce 
disparities in BDR, including minimisation/ avoidance of 
noise, odour, dust, light and air pollution. 

                                            
4 Barnsley, Doncaster and Rotherham Joint Strategic Waste Development Plan Document. Sustainability 
Appraisal/Strategic Environmental Assessment Scoping Report. Prepared for BDR by Land Use Consultants, 
December 2007.  
5 Planning for Waste Management Facilities.  ODPM, August 2004. 
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3. Biodiversity and 
geodiversity 
 

Conserve and enhance habitats, biodiversity and 
geodiversity in BDR. 

4. Landscape quality 
 

Conserve and enhance landscape character and quality, 
and setting of settlements in BDR. 

5. Built environment 
 

Maintain and enhance the quality of the built 
environment in BDR. 

6. Culture and 
historic heritage 
 

Maintain and enhance the cultural, historic environment 
and archaeological heritage of BDR. 

7. Water quality and 
quantity 

Improve quality and quantity of BDR’s rivers and 
groundwater and achieve sustainable use of water. 

8. Efficient use of 
land 

Encourage reuse of previously vacant sites and buildings. 

9. Minerals and 
resources 
 

Safeguard mineral resources and encourage re-use of 
primary resources through sustainable waste 
management. 

10. Greenhouse gas 
emissions  
 

Minimise greenhouse gas emissions from energy use, 
transport of waste and facilities. 

11. Flooding Reduce BDR’s vulnerability to flooding. 
12. Employment and 
training 

Maintain and enhance the provision of employment, 
training and education opportunities in BDR. 

13. Sustainable local 
economy 

Promote conditions which enable sustainable local 
economic activity and regeneration and encourage 
creativity and innovation. 

 

SITE APPRAISAL METHODOLOGY  
3.4. Maps of spatial data which were used to evaluate the sites against each objective have 

been produced and can be found in Appendix 2.  LUC developed a Microsoft 
Access database to record the assessment of sites against SA Objectives, and prepare 
individual site appraisal proformas (see Annex).  The assessment of each SA 
Objective was completed using a variety of desk-based methods as described below, 
and summarised in Table 3.2. 

GIS analysis alone  
3.5. Where possible, the datasets needed to assess the sites were collated and mapped in 

GIS and shown on an Ordnance Survey (OS) 1:10,000 basemap.  For example, in 
relation to SA Objective 3: Biodiversity and geodiversity, all designated nature 
conservation sites were mapped.  For those datasets where digital mapping was 
possible, LUC used GIS to carry out intersection analyses to determine which 
potential waste sites were within, or within the relevant proximity distances to 
particular areas of constraint described in the decision-making criteria (see 
Appendix 1) (e.g. within 250m of sensitive receptors such as residential housing, 
schools, hospitals.)  For the relevant SA objectives, LUC populated the site 
assessment database with the SA scores based on the GIS analsyis. 
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GIS analysis followed by manual check 
3.6. In a number of cases, an initial assessment of the sites against the SA Objectives using 

GIS analysis was undertaken, however, this needed to be followed up by a further 
check of the data by LUC team members.  This was due to two main factors: 

• GIS data are often at quite a large scale and do not differentiate between 
potential waste sites which are partially within areas of constraint or wholly 
within areas of constraint.  For example, potential waste sites which touch a small 
section of the Green Belt were identified as being ‘within the Green Belt’.  This 
also applies to areas of flood risk.  There was a need for LUC team members to 
check the digital OS basemap to ensure that the correct sustainability judgement 
scores were assigned to each objective. 

• In some cases, the same types of data were not available from all three Boroughs.  
For example, Rotherham and Barnsley were able to provide digitised data on 
open space, however these data were not available from Doncaster.  Additionally, 
the open space data provided by Barnsley and Rotherham did not identify all 
recreation facilities (such as allotment gardens and golf courses).  Therefore, 
following the analysis of the GIS data, members of the team checked the OS 
basemap to ensure that all recreational facilities (relevant to SA Objective 1) 
were identified.  

Analysis of OS basemap with BDR officer input 
3.7. GIS data were not available in relation to all SA Objectives.  For example, existing 

residential and office development are not digitally mapped by the Boroughs.  
Therefore, in order to assess whether sites were within 250m of such receptors (in 
order to assess sites against SA Objective 2), LUC team members used the OS 
basemap to conclude whether houses and offices are within 250m of potential waste 
sites. 

3.8. Although in many cases it was possible to come to conclusions and therefore assign a 
score against this SA Objective, it was not always clear whether buildings shown on 
the OS basemap are residential dwellings, offices etc.  Therefore, to ensure that the 
appraisal was accurate, LUC spent a day in each of the Boroughs working with 
officers to carry out a ‘reality check’ of the assessment of each of the sites.  This was 
to ensure that the assessment of the OS basemap was accurate and the correct 
scores were assigned to each site against the SA Objectives. 

BDR officer input only 
3.9. In a small number of cases, GIS data and OS basemap analysis did not provide the 

information needed to appraise the sites against the SA Objectives.  For example, one 
of the components of SA Objective 4: Landscape Quality, relates to topography of 
the site.  Therefore, during the visits to each of the Boroughs each of the officers 
provided LUC with information on the topography of the site and surrounding area, 
and the likelihood of views of the sites from sensitive receptors.   



BDR Joint Strategic Waste DPD Land Use Consultants 
Site Assessment Report October 2008  

12

No GIS data needed 
3.10. In the case of SA Objectives 5: Built environment, 7: Water quantity and quality, 12: 

Employment and training and 13: Sustainable local economy, all sites have the 
potential to have the same type and magnitude of effect regardless of the location of 
the site.  Therefore GIS and data analysis was not required to appraise sites against 
these SA Objectives.  

Data unavailable – carry out more detailed assessment at later stage 
3.11. In the case of Biodiversity Action Plan species and habitats, and Landscape Character, 

data was not available at the time of the assessment.  This information has not been 
mapped by the Boroughs but will be considered in helping to select the preferred 
sites for allocation in the DPD. 

Meeting with statutory consultees 
3.12. LUC facilitated meetings in June 2008 with representatives of the statutory 

environmental bodies (English Heritage, Environment Agency and Natural England) as 
well as the Highways Agency, to discuss their comments made on the SA Scoping 
Report and Issues and Options consultation, and describe the proposed site 
assessment process.  The consultees were generally satisfied with the SA Framework 
and site assessment method proposed, subject to some of the revisions that have 
now been made to the SA assumptions.  In relation to SA objective 6, English 
Heritage raised concerns that although GIS analysis was used to determine the 
distance of potential sites from features of historic and cultural heritage, the sites 
assessment also needed to include views to and from such features.  LUC met with 
English Heritage to discuss potential waste sites where this issue applies, and 
consequently identified a potential significant negative effect on historic and cultural 
heritage in relation to a small number of sites.   

Table 3.2: Method used for assessing sites against SA Objectives 

SA 
Objective 

Components of SA 
Objective 

Method of assessment 

Distance from open space and 
leisure and recreational facilities 

GIS analysis followed by analysis 
of basemap and reality check 
with officers 

Distance from Public Rights of 
Way 

GIS analysis 

1. Recreation 

Within/not within South 
Yorkshire Forest Partnership 

GIS analysis 

Distance from schools GIS analysis followed by analysis 
of basemap and reality check 
with officers 

Distance from existing 
residential properties 

Analysis of basemap followed by 
reality check with officers 

2. Health and 
safety 
 

Distance from proposed GIS analysis 
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SA 
Objective 

Components of SA 
Objective 

Method of assessment 

residential development 
Distance from hospitals GIS analysis followed by analysis 

of basemap and reality check 
with officers 

Distance from offices GIS analysis followed by analysis 
of basemap and reality check 
with officers 

Air Quality Management Areas 
(AQMAs) 

GIS analysis 

 

Primary road network GIS analysis 
Distance from International 
(SAC, SPA, Ramsar) sites 

GIS analysis 

Distance from National (NNR, 
SSSI) sites 

GIS analysis 

Distance from Local (LNR, 
SINC) sites 

GIS analysis 

BAP priority species and habitats Not assessed at this stage due 
to lack of information.   

3. Biodiversity 
and 
geodiversity 

Distance from RIGGS GIS analysis 
Distance from areas of high 
landscape quality 

GIS analysis 

Landscape character Not assessed at this stage due 
to lack of information.   

Within or adjacent to industrial 
estates 

Analysis of the basemap and 
reality check with officers 

4. Landscape 
quality 

Topography of site Reality check with officers 
5. Built 
environment 

This objective does not depend 
on the location of the site, but 
on site design. 

All sites score the same – no 
analysis needed. 

Distance from historic park or 
garden 

GIS analysis 

Distance from Scheduled 
monuments/ Listed Buildings 

GIS analysis 

Distance from Conservation 
Areas 

GIS analysis 

6. Culture and 
historic 
heritage6 

Within or adjacent to industrial 
estates 

Analysis of the basemap and 
reality check with officers 

7. Water 
quality and 
quantity 

The sites are not expected to 
have an effect on this objective, 
as the sites will be within 
enclosed buildings and therefore 
will not affect water quality.  

All sites score the same – no 
analysis needed. 

                                            
6 Input from English Heritage in relation to views was also used to inform the appraisal of sites against this 
objective. 
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SA 
Objective 

Components of SA 
Objective 

Method of assessment 

On previously developed land GIS analysis followed by reality 
check with officers 

Within best and most versatile 
agricultural land    

GIS analysis 

Within Green Belt GIS analysis followed by analysis 
of basemap  

8. Efficient use 
of land 
 

Greenfield site Analysis of basemap followed by 
reality check with officers  

9. Minerals 
and resources 

Within viable mineral deposits GIS analysis 

Distance from mapped freight 
rail heads 

GIS analysis followed by reality 
check with officers 

10. 
Greenhouse 
gas emissions 
 

Distance from canal GIS analysis followed by reality 
check with officers 

11. Flooding Within Flood zones GIS analysis followed by analysis 
of basemap 

12. 
Employment 
and training 

All sites are expected to 
generate a small number of jobs 
for local people and may include 
education centres 

All sites score the same – no 
analysis needed 

The need to service all facilities 
should generate activity in the 
local economy and help to 
develop markets for waste 
materials. 

All sites score the same – no 
analysis needed. 

13. Sustainable 
local economy 

Within or adjacent to industrial 
estates 

Analysis of the basemap and 
reality check with officers 

 

3.13. Following the analysis and reality check with officers, the site assessment database 
was populated and site appraisal proformas were produced, which summarise the 
potential sustainability effects of developing a waste management facility at each of 
the sites.  These proformas can be found in the separate Annex to this report.  
Appendix 3 provides a summary of the SA scores for each site.
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4. STAGE 3 – POLICY AND DELIVERABILITY 
SCREEN  

4.1. Although the SA is an important component of the site assessment, there are 
additional important factors which will affect the suitability of sites for allocation in 
the Joint Strategic Waste DPD.  In order to ensure that the sites taken forward for 
allocation in the Joint Strategic Waste DPD are both suitable in sustainability terms 
(i.e. seeking to minimise potential negative effects and maximise positive effects on 
the BDR environment, community and economy) and deliverable, LUC consulted the 
BDR Steering Group officers in relation to each of the sites to ascertain additional 
information about the sites in relation to their fit with strategic policy and their 
deliverability. 

FIT WITH STRATEGIC POLICY  
4.2. BDR officers were asked to provide information on each of the sites within their 

Boroughs in relation to whether allocation of the sites for waste management 
conflicted with regional or local level policies, such as if sites identified in the long list 
had subsequently been allocated for residential use in the Boroughs’ Core Strategies, 
or their allocation would conflict with policies in the Yorkshire and Humber Plan.  
For example, two sites in Doncaster (D-001 and D-002) are located in close 
proximity to Robin Hood Airport.  Policy SY1: South Yorkshire sub area of the 
Yorkshire and Humber Plan encourages operational and related development at 
Robin Hood Airport, therefore strategic waste development in these locations would 
conflict with the Regional Spatial Strategy.      

DELIVERABILITY  
4.3. BDR officers were asked to provide information on whether there were major issues 

which would mean that it would be difficult to deliver waste management 
development on the sites.  Major deliverability issues included: 

• The site has already been developed for alternative uses (e.g. residential, office, 
mixed-use); 

• There would be major access issues which would be difficult and very expensive 
to overcome.  For example, the site is very remote from urban areas with no 
existing access infrastructure to the site;  

• The site is too small for development of a strategic scale facility; 

• The site is an active Sewage Treatment Works (STW) and it is unlikely that a 
strategic scale facility could be accommodated on the site as it would mean 
removing the STW. 

4.4. Following the policy/deliverability screen, each site was assigned the following 
category: 
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• Yes – the site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no significant 
deliverability issues. 

• Existing/Yes – the site is an existing waste management facility, but is potentially 
suitable for expansion. 

• Existing/No – the site is an existing waste management facility but would not be 
suitable for expansion due to conflict with existing policy and/or significant 
deliverability issues. 

• No – the site conflicts with existing policy and/or there are significant 
deliverability issues. 

• No/Reserve – the site might be suitable, however, there are other proposals in 
place for its use or only small scale waste uses may be appropriate (e.g. active 
sewage treatment work sites).  

4.5. Table 4.1 sets out the justification for the policy/deliverability screen categorisation 
of the long list of sites, and Figure 4.1 shows all 78 potential sites categorised 
according to the policy/deliverability screen described above.
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Table 4.1 Policy/deliverability screen category justifications 
LUC 
Code 

Site Name Location Area 
(Ha) 

Policy/ 
deliverability 
screen 

Justification for categorisation 

B-001 Stairfoot Business Park Barnsley 9.4 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-002 Capitol Park – Junction 37 Barnsley 5.3 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-003 Thurnscoe Business Park Barnsley 5.5 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-004 Beatson and Clark Glassworks Barnsley 8.3 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-005 Claycliffe Industrial Estate Barnsley 6.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-006 Lundhill Lane (Royston Drift) Barnsley 8.9 N/Reserve Proposals for an alternative use of site at an advanced stage in 
the planning application process. 

B-007 Grange Lane, Transfer Station Barnsley 2.5 Existing/Y Existing waste management site, well located with scope for 
some expansion. 

B-008 Fall Bank Business Park Barnsley 2.7 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-009 Carlton Brick Works Barnsley 12.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-010 Everill Gate Lane Barnsley 3.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

B-011 Park Springs, Houghton Barnsley 25.0 N Part of site already developed. 

B-012 Monkton Coke Works Barnsley 2.8 N Major access issues which would be difficult and very expensive 
to overcome (housing would need to be demolished). 

B-013 Saville Hall Farm Barnsley 6.2 N Major access issues which would be difficult and very expensive 
to overcome. 

B-014 Hazeldene Farm Barnsley 17.1 N Major access issues which would be difficult and very expensive 
to overcome.  Site is very remote from urban areas with no 
existing access infrastructure to the site. 

B-015 Wombwell, Yorkshire Water Barnsley 4.3 N/Reserve The site is an active sewage treatment works and it is unlikely 
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LUC 
Code 

Site Name Location Area 
(Ha) 

Policy/ 
deliverability 
screen 

Justification for categorisation 

that a strategic scale facility would be acceptable as it would 
mean removing the STW.  Some small scale waste uses may be 
appropriate. 

B-016  Lundwood, Yorkshire Water Barnsley 8.5 N/Reserve The site is an active sewage treatment works and it is unlikely 
that a strategic scale facility would be acceptable as it would 
mean removing the STW.  Some small scale waste uses may be 
appropriate. 

B-017 Rabbit Ings Barnsley 34.1 N Site is owned by English Heritage and is likely to be restored to 
woodland as part of the national coalfield programme.   

D-001 Robin Hood Airport Finningley 
Doncaster T36 (Cluster1) 

Doncaster 27.3 N Conflict with RSS Policy SY1: South Yorkshire sub area of the 
Yorkshire and Humber Plan which encourages operational and 
related development at Robin Hood Airport, and RMBC Core 
Strategy policy for Advanced Manufacturing Park. 

D-002 Robin Hood Airport Finningley 
Doncaster T36 (Cluster2) 

Doncaster 5.1 N Conflict with RSS Policy SY1: South Yorkshire sub area of the 
Yorkshire and Humber Plan which encourages operational and 
related development at Robin Hood Airport, and RMBC Core 
Strategy policy for Advanced Manufacturing Park. 

D-003 Former Pit tip, Broomhouse 
Lane/Lords Head Lane, Edlington  
EMP 2 06 (Cluster5) 

Doncaster 17.1 N Planning permission for mixed use develoment including housing 
being sought. 

D-004 Denaby Lane, Denaby EMP 2 01 
(Cluster6) 

Doncaster 6.3 N This site only has small plots available, which would be 
unsuitable for a strategic waste management facility. 

D-005 Riverside, R/O Earth Centre, 
Denaby RP4 (Cluster10) 

Doncaster 15.2 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing and 
flooding policy.  

D-006 Pastures Road, Pastures Road, 
Mexborough EMP 2 02 
(Cluster11) 

Doncaster 10.3 N Planning application submitted for housing on site. 

D-007 Waterfront (phase 1), Wheatley, 
Doncaster TC3(1)/EMP 2 15 
(Cluster21) 

Doncaster 15.3 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing policy 
(transformational goal). 
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Code 

Site Name Location Area 
(Ha) 

Policy/ 
deliverability 
screen 

Justification for categorisation 

D-008 Off Lakeside Blvd , Lakeside EMP 
1 06 / RP2 (Cluster31) 

Doncaster 6.5 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing policy. 

D-009 First Point - Zone E2, First Point 
Business Park Balby Carr EMP 1 
04 / RP3 (Cluster39) 

Doncaster 6.3 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing growth 
and future transport infrastructure. 

D-010 Victor (Zone B1), Balby Carr 
EMP 1 04 / RP3 (Cluster40) 

Doncaster 6.5 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing growth 
and future transport infrastructure. 

D-011 Valiant (Zone B2), Carr Hill, 
Balby Carr EMP 1 04 / RP3 
(Cluster42) 

Doncaster 5.6 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing growth 
and future transport infrastructure. 

D-012 End Zone - Balby Carr EMP 1 04 
/ RP3 (Cluster43) 

Doncaster 6.3 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing growth 
and future transport infrastructure. 

D-013 West Moor Park M18 J4 EMP 1 
01 (Cluster48) 

Doncaster 10.3 N Site has been developed. 

D-014 Sandall Stones Road Kirk Sandall 
EMP 2 19 (Cluster51) 

Doncaster 8.1 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-015 Hungerhill Business Park, 
Edenthorpe EMP 2 18a 
(Cluster52) 

Doncaster 28.8 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-016 Phases 3 & 4, Carcroft Industrial 
Estate, EMP 3 01 (Cluster56) 

Doncaster 51.9 Y? The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-017 Planet Road, Carcroft Common, 
Carcroft EMP 2 10 (Cluster62) 

Doncaster 13.5 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-018 Redhouse Interchange, Off Long 
Lands Lane Redhouse, 
Brodsworth (A1M/A638) EMP 1 
02 (Cluster63) 

Doncaster 6.3 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing policy. 

D-019 Redhouse Interchange, Redhouse, 
Brodsworth (A1M/A638) EMP 1 
02 (Cluster66) 

Doncaster 12.4 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 
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Policy/ 
deliverability 
screen 

Justification for categorisation 

D-020 Hatfield Power Park, Hatfield 
EMP 2 29 (Cluster74) 

Doncaster 15.7 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-021 Capitol Park, FMR Automotive 
Component Site (1) Emp 1 03 
(Cluster81) 

Doncaster 10.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-022 Warmsworth Quarry Doncaster 38.8 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-023 Mexborough Power Station Doncaster 7.2 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing and 
flooding policy. 

D-024 Wheatley Hall Road Doncaster 14.7 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-025 Thorpe Marsh Doncaster 15.8 N/Reserve Proposals for an alternative use of the site (gas powered power 
station) are being explored with DBERR. 

D-026 Hatfield Power Park Doncaster 2.7 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-027 Balby Carr Bank Doncaster 23.0 N Conflict with DMBC emerging Core Strategy - housing growth 
and future transport infrastructure. 

D-028 M18 (West) Doncaster 6.2 N Major access issues which would be difficult and very expensive 
to overcome.  Very limited existing road access to the site. 

D-029 Armthorpe Quarry Doncaster 19.5 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-030 Hazel Lane Quarry Doncaster 32.7 Existing/Y Existing landfill capacity needs to be retained.  Potential for 
future ancillary development. 

D-031 Cadeby Quarry Doncaster 99.3 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

D-032 Croft Farm Landfill Doncaster 35.1 Existing/Y Existing landfill. Potential for future ancillary development 
during lifetime of quarry. 

D-033 Old Brick Yard at Moss Doncaster 1.8 N Site is too small for a strategic waste management facility. 
D-034 Barnsdale Bar Doncaster 76.7 Existing/Y Existing waste management site, however, vast majority is in 

North Yorkshire County.  Some waste uses may be viable 
during the lifetime of the quarry.  
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D-035 Rossington Colliery Doncaster 41.7 N The site is proposed as part of the growth town of Rossington, 
and may be developed as part of an Ecotown.   

D-036 Brier Hills Farm Doncaster 1.42 N Site is too small for a strategic waste management facility. 
D-037 Bootham Lane Landfill Doncaster 5.04 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
D-038 Sandall, Yorkshire Water Doncaster 9.2 N/Reserve The site is an active sewage treatment works and it is unlikely 

that a strategic scale facility would be acceptable as it would 
mean removing the STW.  Some small scale waste uses may be 
appropriate.  

D-039 Nimbus Park Doncaster 19.1 N The site has been developed. 
R-001 Manvers Station Road (Plot 9) Rotherham 5.5 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-002 Aldwarke Industrial Area (Plot 5) Rotherham 14.3 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-003 Meadowbank Industrial Area 

(Plot 8) 
Rotherham 5.9 N Existing planning permission for various other uses e.g. car 

showrooms, hotel. 
R-004 Templeborough (Plot 30A) Rotherham 6.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-005 Waleswood (Plot 13) Rotherham 8.9 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-006 Dinnington_Monksbridge Road 

(Plot 11) 
Rotherham 9.1 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-007 Dinnington_Cramfit (Plot 29) Rotherham 11.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-008 Waverley (Plot 7) Rotherham 30.5 N Conflict with RSS and RMBC Core Strategy policy for Advanced 

Manufacturing Park. 
R-009 New Stubbin Colliery, Rawmarsh Rotherham 14.7 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-010 Harrycrofts Quarry, South 

Anston 
Rotherham 25.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 

significant deliverability issues. 
R-011 Landfill Thurcroft Rotherham 37.0 Existing/Y Existing landfill not currently operating, might have potential for 

future ancillary development. 
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R-012 Waddingtons, Parkgate Rotherham 9.6 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

R-013 Yorkshire Water Sewage Works, 
Parkgate 

Rotherham 12.8 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

R-014 Corus Steelworks, Parkgate Rotherham 139.2 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

R-015 Bolton Road, Manvers Rotherham 4.8 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

R-016 Carr Hill, Barbot Hall Rotherham 17.4 Existing/N Existing waste site, constrained from future waste development 
due to landscape. 

R-017 Ibstock Brick Ltd, Maltby Quarry Rotherham 37.1 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

R-018 Sterecycle Rotherham 2.8 Existing/Y Existing waste management site, might have potential for future 
waste development. 

R-019 Gorsefield Farm, Lidget Lane Rotherham 3.86 Existing/N Existing waste site, constrained from future waste development 
due to current access via very minor road, and traffic to and 
from site needing to travel through centre of Bramley.  

R-020 Maltby Colliery Rotherham 168.9 Y The site does not conflict with existing policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues. 

R-021 Woodhouse Mill, Yorkshire 
Water 

Rotherham 13.1 N/Reserve The site is an active sewage treatment works and it is unlikely 
that a strategic scale facility would be acceptable as it would 
mean removing the STW.  Some small scale waste uses may be 
appropriate.  

R-022 Park Farming Rotherham 1.7 N Site is too small for a strategic waste management facility. 
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REDUCED LIST OF SITES FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION 
4.6. Thirty five sites were identified through the policy/deliverability screen within the 

‘Yes’ category (i.e. the site does not conflict with strategic policy and there are no 
significant deliverability issues).  These sites were therefore taken forward into the 
reduced list for further consideration of their suitability to be allocated as strategic 
sites in the Joint Strategic Waste DPD, and are set out in Table 4.2 below.  Note 
that the reduced list of sites is ordered by Borough and site code, not by each site’s 
potential suitability.  The location of the reduced list of sites is shown on Figure 4.2.  
The reduced list includes eight potential sites in Barnsley, 13 in Doncaster and 14 in 
Rotherham.  Existing waste management sites were not included in the reduced list 
of sites, as they will be addressed through a safeguarding policy within the DPD. 

Table 4.2: Reduced list of sites following policy/deliverability screen 

LUC 
Code 

Site Name Location 

B-001 Stairfoot Business Park Barnsley 
B-002 Capitol Park – Junction 37 Barnsley 
B-003 Thurnscoe Business Park Barnsley 
B-004 Beatson and Clark Glassworks Barnsley 
B-005 Claycliffe Industrial Estate Barnsley 
B-008 Fall Bank Business Park Barnsley 
B-009 Carlton Brick Works Barnsley 
B-010 Everill Gate Lane Barnsley 
D-014 Sandall Stones Road Kirk Sandall EMP 2 19 

(Cluster51) 
Doncaster 

D-015 Hungerhill Business Park, Edenthorpe EMP 2 18a 
(Cluster52) 

Doncaster 

D-016 Phases 3 & 4, Carcroft Industrial Estate, EMP 3 01 
(Cluster56) 

Doncaster 

D-017 Planet Road, Carcroft Common, Carcroft EMP 2 10 
(Cluster62) 

Doncaster 

D-019 Redhouse Interchange, Redhouse, Brodsworth 
(A1M/A638) EMP 1 02 (Cluster66) 

Doncaster 

D-020 Hatfield Power Park, Hatfield EMP 2 29 (Cluster74) Doncaster 
D-021 Capitol Park, FMR Automotive Component Site (1) 

Emp 1 03 (Cluster81) 
Doncaster 

D-022 Warmsworth Quarry Doncaster 
D-024 Wheatley Hall Road Doncaster 
D-026 Hatfield Power Park Doncaster 
D-029 Armthorpe Quarry Doncaster 
D-031 Cadeby Quarry Doncaster 
D-037 Bootham Lane Landfill Doncaster 
R-001 Manvers Station Road (Plot 9) Rotherham 
R-002 Aldwarke Industrial Area (Plot 5) Rotherham 
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LUC 
Code 

Site Name Location 

R-004 Templeborough (Plot 30A) Rotherham 
R-005 Waleswood (Plot 13) Rotherham 
R-006 Dinnington_Monksbridge Road (Plot 11) Rotherham 
R-007 Dinnington_Cramfit (Plot 29) Rotherham 
R-009 New Stubbin Colliery, Rawmarsh Rotherham 
R-010 Harrycrofts Quarry, South Anston Rotherham 
R-012 Waddingtons, Parkgate Rotherham 
R-013 Yorkshire Water Sewage Works, Parkgate Rotherham 
R-014 Corus Steelworks, Parkgate Rotherham 
R-015 Bolton Road, Manvers Rotherham 
R-017 Ibstock Brick Ltd, Maltby Quarry Rotherham 
R-020 Maltby Colliery Rotherham 

 

 






















































































































































