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Agenda 

Meeting: Selby and Ainsty Area Committee 

To: Councillors Steve Shaw-Wright (Chair), Andy Paraskos 
(Vice-Chair), Karl Arthur, John Cattanach, Mark Crane, 
Melanie Davis, Stephanie Duckett, Tim Grogan, 
Mike Jordan, Andrew Lee, Cliff Lunn, John McCartney, 
Bob Packham, Kirsty Poskitt, Jack Proud and 
Arnold Warneken. 

Date: Wednesday, 22 July 2026 

Time: 3.00 pm 

Venue: Selby Civic Centre, Doncaster Road, Selby, YO8 9FT 

This meeting is being live broadcast and recorded and will be available to view via our website and 
uploaded to our Youtube channel.  
 

Business 
 
1.   Apologies for absence 

 
 

2.   Declarations of interest 
 

 

3.   Minutes of the meeting held on 25 June 2026 
 

(Pages 3 - 12) 

4.   Public questions and statements  
 Members of the public may ask questions or make statements at this meeting if they 

have given notice and provided the text to Democratic Services 
(DemocraticServices.Central@northyorks.gov.uk ) no later than midday on Friday, 17 
July 2026, three working days before the date of the meeting. Each speaker should limit 
themselves to 3 minutes on any item.   
 
If you are exercising your right to speak at this meeting, but do not wish to be recorded, 
please inform the Chair who will instruct those taking a recording to cease whilst you 
speak. 
 

5.   Department for Transport Structures Fund for Selby Bridges 
Project 
 

(Pages 13 - 16) 

6.   Any other items  
 Any other items which the Chair agrees should be considered as a matter of urgency 

because of special circumstances. 
 

7.   Date of next meeting  
 Thursday, 17 September 2026 at 2.00pm. 

 

Public Document Pack
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Members of the public are entitled to attend this meeting as observers for all those items taken in 
open session.  
 
You may also be interested in subscribing to updates about this or any other North Yorkshire 
Council committee. 
 
Recording is allowed at Council, committee and sub-committee meetings which are open to the 
public. Please give due regard to the Council’s protocol on audio/visual recording and photography 
at public meetings. We ask that any recording is clearly visible to anyone at the meeting and that it 
is non-disruptive. 
 
Anyone wishing to record is asked to contact the Democratic Services Officer (details below) prior 
to the start of the meeting.  
 

Contact Details  
Enquiries relating to this agenda and meeting please contact: 
David Smith, Senior Democratic Services Officer 
E-mail: David.Smith1@northyorks.gov.uk 
E-mail: DemocraticServices.Central@northyorks.gov.uk 
Tel: 01756 706235 
Website: www.northyorks.gov.uk 
 

 
Barry Khan 
Assistant Chief Executive 
(Legal and Democratic Services) 
County Hall 
Northallerton 
 
14 July 2026 
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North Yorkshire Council 
 

Selby and Ainsty Area Committee 
 
Minutes of the meeting held on Thursday, 25 June 2026 commencing at 2.00 pm. 
 
Councillor Steve Shaw-Wright in the Chair and Councillors John Cattanach, Mark Crane, 
Melanie Davis, Stephanie Duckett, Mike Jordan, Andrew Lee, Cliff Lunn, John McCartney, 
Bob Packham, Andy Paraskos, Kirsty Poskitt, Jack Proud and Arnold Warneken. 
 
In attendance: Councillor Carl Les. 
 
Officers present: Natasha Durham (Delivery and Infrastructure Manager), Catriona Gatrell (Head 
of Legal Property, Planning and Environment), Matt Robinson (Head of Resilience and 
Emergencies), Bridget Skaife (Partnership Manager for Community Safety and CCTV), Evie 
Griffiths (Senior Community Safety Officer), David Smith (Senior Democratic Services Officer). 
 
Other Attendees: Sarah Robinson (Corporate Affairs Manager – Yorkshire Water), Claire Beasant 
(River Health Improvement Manager – Yorkshire Water), Acting Inspector Charlotte Gregory 
(North Yorkshire Police), Sergeant Ben Pepper (North Yorkshire Police) and Sergeant Xavi Lopez 
(North Yorkshire Police) (Virtual). 
 

 
Copies of all documents considered are in the Minute Book 

 

 
200 Election of Chair 

 
David Smith, Senior Democratic Services Officer, introduced the item and sought 
nominations to the position of Chair. 
 
A motion nominating Councillor Steve Shaw-Wright to the position was proposed and 
seconded. A vote was taken on the motion and it was declared carried with 10 in favour, 0 
against and 4 abstentions. 
 
Resolved 
 
a) That Councillor Steve Shaw-Wright be elected as Chair of the Selby and Ainsty Area 

Committee for the 2026/27 Municipal Year. 
 

 
Councillor Steve Shaw-Wright in the Chair. 

 

 
 

201 Election of Vice-Chair 
 
The Chair sought nominations to the position of Vice Chair. 
 
A motion nominating Councillor Andy Paraskos to the position was proposed and seconded. 
A vote was taken on the motion and it was declared unanimously carried. 
 
Resolved 
 
b) That Councillor Andy Paraskos be elected as Vice Chair of the Selby and Ainsty Area 

Committee for the 2026/27 Municipal Year. Page 3
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202 Apologies for absence 
 
Apologies were received from Councillors Karl Arthur and Tim Grogan. 
 
 

203 Declarations of interest 
 
Councillor Arnold Warneken declared an interest for transparency in relation to the two 
public speakers, noting that he had previous involvement with one speaker regarding a 
Home to School Transport Stage 2 appeal, and that the other speaker was a parish 
councillor within his division. Councillor Warneken also declared that, as the Maltkiln New 
Settlement falls within his division, he had been involved in discussions with the local 
community, parish council and relevant groups, and made the declaration in the interests of 
transparency. 
 
Councillors Andy Paraskos and Stephanie Duckett declared interests for transparency as 
substitute members of the Home to School Transport Appeals Committee. 
 
Members and substitute Members of the Strategic Planning Committee declared that they 
sat on that Committee in advance of Item 9: Maltkiln New Settlement Update and confirmed 
that they would consider any future planning applications with an open mind. 
 
 

204 Minutes of the meeting held on 19 March 2026 
 
Resolved 
 
a) That the minutes of the meeting held on 19 March 2026 are confirmed as a correct 

record and signed by the Chair. 
 
 

205 Progress on issues raised at previous meetings 
 
The Committee considered the report on progress against issues raised at previous 
meetings and whether any further follow-up action was required. 
 
During the discussion, Councillors raised concerns regarding the update on road safety, 
where it had been suggested that update reports would be more appropriately considered 
by the Transport, Economy, Environment and Enterprise Overview and Scrutiny Committee. 
It was noted that the remit of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee does not lend itself to 
consideration of localised issues, and that such matters may not be discussed if deemed 
too parochial. Members highlighted the importance of this key issue affecting local residents 
and requested that a report on road safety be presented to the Area Committee on at least 
an annual basis. 
  
Resolved 
 
a) That the report be noted. 
b) That the Committee request that a report on road safety be presented to the Area 

Committee on at least an annual basis. 
 
 

206 Public questions and statements 
 
Two public statements were received before the deadline of midday on 22 June 2026. 
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The Chair decided to hear one of the public questions at this point and the other was heard 
under Item 9: Maltkiln New Settlement Update as it related to that item. 
 
Kate Helme made the following statement at this point in the meeting. 
 

Dear Chair,  
 
I would like to raise a concern about the impact of North Yorkshire Council’s revised 
home-to-school transport policy on traffic congestion and road safety at Tadcaster 
Grammar School.  
 
I am a parent at the school and have previously raised concerns with both the school 
and the Council. The school itself has acknowledged the issue and Council officers 
have visited the site during peak times. This is therefore not a hypothetical concern 
but a documented existing problem that the policy will worsen. 
 
Anyone attending afternoon pick-up will see that congestion is already significant. 
Buses can struggle to leave the site, vehicles queue along Toulston Lane, visibility is 
reduced by parked cars and there are large numbers of children moving through an 
increasingly congested environment.  
 
I am aware that the Council has been considering measures such as additional 
parking restrictions, double yellow lines and increased enforcement. While these 
may help with some aspects of parking behaviour, they do not address the 
fundamental issue.  
 
Tadcaster Grammar School is located on a relatively remote site. There is very 
limited parking capacity, the school car park is already full at peak times, and there 
are no realistic alternative locations for parents to park. Even with additional 
restrictions and enforcement, a substantial increase in car journeys will still result in 
longer queues, congestion and increased safety risks because the local road 
network and school infrastructure simply do not have the capacity to accommodate a 
significant increase in vehicles. 
 
I also do not believe this can fairly be characterised as a matter of parental 
behaviour. If the Council removes access to school transport for increasing numbers 
of pupils from rural villages, many families will have little practical alternative but to 
drive. The resulting traffic is therefore a foreseeable consequence of a School 
Transport Policy the Council has introduced rather than the actions of individual 
parents.  
 
My concern is that the Council’s transport policy is likely to make this situation 
considerably worse over time.  
 
The savings identified through the policy rely on a gradual removal of routes to 
schools not deemed to be nearest. Given the school's rural location and expansive 
catchment area, this policy systematically strips bus access from numerous villages, 
leaving driving as the only viable option.  
 
The consequence is likely to be significantly increased vehicle movements around 
the school at the very times when congestion and safety concerns already exist. It 
will also have implications for air quality, carbon emissions, local residents and 
journey times for existing school buses.  
 
I would also note that the Council produced an Equality Impact Assessment in 
January 2025 ahead of implementing the revised policy. Any proper assessment of a 
policy affecting the transport of children to a school on a constrained rural site should 
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have considered the traffic and road safety consequences of withdrawing bus 
eligibility for families with no realistic alternative.  
 
My question is this, can this committee request that the school transport and 
highways teams report back to this committee on their joint impact assessment of 
the projected impact of the transport policy on traffic volumes, based on data-driven 
modelling of the projected increase in private vehicles. And can they include the risks 
and mitigations they have identified. 

 
The following response was then read out on behalf of officers. 
 

Thank you to Ms Helme for the question that she has raised about the Council’s 
Home to School Travel Policy and the potential impact upon traffic levels at 
Tadcaster Grammar School. 
 
The Council’s Home to School Travel Policy, which was agreed by the Council in 
July 2024, aligned the Council’s arrangements for Home to School Transport with 
the legislative requirements and with Statutory Guidance that is issued by the 
Department for Education.  This includes in respect of the main eligibility criteria, 
which is that pupils who live more than the statutory walking distance from school 
are provided with transport to the nearest suitable school with available places. 
 
The reports to the Council’s Executive Committee and the Full Council were 
supported by Equalities Impact and Climate Change Assessments in accordance 
with the Council’s usual approach. 
 
When the Council agreed to the adoption of the policy, it determined that it should be 
introduced on a phased basis such that any pupil with existing eligibility would not be 
affected by the provisions of the policy.  This ensured that no child’s education would 
be affected by the requirement to change school arising from a change in the policy. 
 
However, the policy relates to the arrangements for home to school travel only, and 
not to those relating to school admissions. 
 
Parents have a statutory right to express a preference for the child they wish their 
child to attend.  North Yorkshire Council’s admissions arrangements enable parents 
to express a preference for up to five schools when they apply for a school place for 
their child, and parents consider a broad range of factors in determining where they 
wish to apply for a school place.  When and where the arrangements for home to 
school travel are an important issue for parents, then the Council advises that they 
should consider the implications of the Home to School Travel policy before 
determining which schools they wish to preference. 
 
The Council is currently completing a post implementation review of the introduction 
of the Home to School Travel policy which will consider a range of factors, including 
the extent to which the policy may be impacting upon patterns of parental preference 
for school places.  It should be stressed, however, that the report will only consider 
potential impacts, and further monitoring will be undertaken by the Council during the 
remaining period of the phased implementation of the policy.  At this stage, however, 
the Council does not accept that the Home to School Travel Policy will necessarily 
lead to an increase in the amount of traffic at any specific school, including 
Tadcaster Grammar School. 
 
The Council is aware of the impact of traffic levels in the vicinity of many schools 
around the County and is undertaking work to both enforce parking restrictions and, 
with schools, to promote the use of active / sustainable modes of travel to schools.  
This work is undertaken to support individual schools and academies. 
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The Council has previously arranged for Civil Enforcement Officers to attend areas 
around schools if and where civil parking restrictions are present on the public 
highway, although these officers are not able to take action where there are no 
yellow lines present. 
 
The Local Neighbourhood Policing Team can also be contacted to requested their 
assistance to attend and observe any issues with obstructive parking in the area with 
a view to engagement/enforcement. 
 
 North Yorkshire Police hold the powers to enforce vehicles parking in an obstructive 
manner as this is a criminal offence under the Road Traffic Act.  Where vehicles are 
driving in an aggressive manner or not adhering to the speed limit this is also a 
criminal offence under the Road Traffic Act.  North Yorkshire Police also hold the 
powers to enforce speed limits and will be in a better position to assist with queries 
regarding speeding enforcement. 
 
The Council is also involved in a number of activities to promote active travel to 
schools, and which are undertaken with individual schools at their request.  Such 
initiatives include, for example, the provision of cycle training and ‘School Streets’ 
initiatives. 

 
A supplementary question was then asked which challenged the basis of the savings 
identified within the Home to School Transport Policy. The speaker suggested that the 
projected savings are dependent on parents transporting children by private car, and 
argued that if the Council is able to model financial savings, it should also be able to model 
the resulting increase in private vehicle journeys. It was further suggested that it was not 
accurate to state that the policy would not lead to an increase in traffic, and that these 
impacts should be fully assessed as part of the post-implementation review. 
 
It was confirmed that a response to the supplementary question would be provided to the 
public speaker following the meeting. 
 
Members noted the issues raised by the public speaker and made the following comments. 
 

 Some Members expressed support for the concerns raised, particularly in relation to 
traffic safety and the wider impacts of the policy. 

 It was highlighted that there are a number of interrelated issues affecting the Tadcaster 
Grammar School area, and that work is already underway with officers and partners to 
address traffic and safety concerns, including an upcoming meeting focused on these 
issues. 

 Concerns were raised regarding the effectiveness of enforcement measures, particularly 
at school drop-off and pick-up times. It was highlighted that enforcement activity does 
not currently take place during these periods and that increased enforcement is 
required. 

 Members highlighted the importance of monitoring air quality impacts in the area, 
particularly in light of increased traffic volumes. 

 Members emphasised the need for robust assessments that properly consider issues 
such as traffic, air quality and wider community impacts. 

 The Committee supported the request made by the public speaker for a report from 
officers on the combined impacts of the policy. 

 
Resolved 
 
a) That the Committee requests a report on the projected impact of the Home to School 

Transport Policy on traffic volumes, including data-driven modelling of any anticipated 
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increase in private vehicle journeys, and the associated risks and any identified 
mitigation measures. 

 
 

207 Yorkshire Water - Local Issues, Investment and Infrastructure Verbal Update 
 
Sarah Robinson, Corporate Affairs Manager, and Claire Beasant, River Health 
Improvement Manager, provided a presentation on Yorkshire Water’s work in the Selby and 
Ainsty area. The presentation covered a range of topics including water quality, wastewater 
management, planned investment in the area, the Brayton Barff aquifer, and sewerage 
provision in relation to new developments. 
 
During the discussion, Councillors raised the following points. 
 

 Concerns were raised regarding the potential impact of development around Brayton 
Barff on the aquifer, including reference to local concerns that any breach could pose a 
risk to water quality. The Committee were advised that Yorkshire Water work closely 
with the planning authority, assess risks associated with developments, and would raise 
objections where risks are identified. It was offered that a further meeting with technical 
experts could be arranged to discuss the matter in more detail.  

 Concerns were raised regarding the abstraction of water from the Brayton Barff 
borehole and whether this would primarily serve areas outside the Selby and Ainsty 
area. It was confirmed that water is distributed via a wider grid system across the region 
and may be supplied to other areas where required. 

 A query was raised regarding engagement with local fishing and angling groups and it 
was confirmed that Yorkshire Water are increasing engagement with such groups, 
including through dedicated river health officers. 

 Questions were raised regarding sewer capacity, particularly in areas experiencing 
significant housing growth, and whether Yorkshire Water monitors and plans for 
increased demand. It was confirmed that capacity is monitored and that investment 
decisions are informed by factors such as asset condition, frequency and causes of 
flooding, and regulatory requirements. It was also explained that a drainage hierarchy is 
applied in new developments, which seeks to minimise flows into the sewer network by 
prioritising sustainable solutions for surface water drainage. It was further clarified that 
the installation of additional monitoring systems is being undertaken proactively across 
the network to improve early detection and management of potential issues. 

 A query was raised regarding the promotion of greywater reuse in new developments. It 
was confirmed that developers are encouraged to follow a drainage hierarchy, 
prioritising sustainable solutions before connection to the sewer network. 

 Members also raised concerns regarding the need for improved communication and 
monitoring of local impacts, particularly in relation to development and environmental 
pressures. 

 
Resolved 
 
a) That the presentation be noted. 
 
 

208 Maltkiln New Settlement Update 
 
The Chair read out advice from Legal officers, noting that questions relating to the update 
would not constitute predetermination in respect of future planning applications for Maltkiln. 
However, Members were reminded of the need to avoid any perception of bias should they 
be involved in determining future applications. 
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At this point, Members and substitute Members of the Strategic Planning Committee 
declared that they sat on that Committee and confirmed that they would consider any future 
planning applications with an open mind. 
 
The Chair invited the second public speaker to address the Committee at this point, as the 
question related to the item. Councillor Karan Main, Kirk Hammerton Parish Council, came 
forward and made the following statement. 
 

The Council's briefing note states that Maltkiln now has a robust framework in place 
and that good progress is being made towards delivery. However, numerous 
unresolved issues remain, including requests for further information from statutory 
consultees and inconsistencies between key documents. 
 
For example, the Master Design Code and Transport Assessment refer to Quiet 
Lanes as part of the sustainable movement strategy, including partway along Cattal 
Road (Rudgate), yet this does not appear to be consistently reflected across all 
associated documents. Similar questions arise regarding infrastructure phasing, active 
travel provision, mobility hubs, biodiversity delivery and building heights. 
 
In addition, approximately 43% of the proposed development area, known as the Dent 
land, remains unavailable and inaccessible. The Planning Inspector's conclusions on 
the allocation relied upon there being a reasonable prospect that the whole site would 
eventually come forward, yet statutory consultees, including National Highways, 
Active Travel England and Natural England, are still requesting further information, 
further assessments and additional surveys. 
 
Given that such a substantial proportion of the site has not been available for full 
investigation and assessment, how can councillors and the public have confidence 
that the evidence base is complete, that the reports are sufficiently robust, and that 
the impacts of the whole development have been properly understood? 
 
Given these unresolved matters, can the Members explain how the Council can 
realistically expect a planning determination by the end of this year, and at what point 
councillors and the public will be provided with a single, fully reconciled set of 
documents so that everyone is working from one agreed masterplan rather than a 
collection of evolving and, in places, inconsistent documents? 
 
Finally, at the end of the year, will the Council be satisfied that it is being asked to 
determine a proposal on the basis of a complete and fully reconciled evidence base, 
or will Maltkiln still, in reality, be a work in progress? 

 
Natasha Durham, Delivery and Infrastructure Manager provided the below response. 
 

The Maltkiln Development Plan Document is the starting point for determining 
planning applications for Maltkiln. As with all planning applications, officers will 
highlight any inconsistencies and request amendments where these arise. In the case 
of the current outline application, the applicant is working through various 
amendments and consultee responses, and any revised information submitted will be 
uploaded to the Planning Portal as it is received.  
 
In order to recommend an application for approval, the Council must be satisfied that 
all matters are appropriately addressed. It should also be noted that this is an outline 
planning application, and therefore there may be matters that are dealt with as part of 
subsequent, more detailed, applications. If approved, parameters for these matters 
would be set out in planning conditions and legal agreements. This is standard 
practice in developments of this scale. 
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A supplementary question was asked which queried how assessments relating to the 
Maltkiln development could be undertaken where access is not available to a significant 
proportion of the site, and whether this would affect the robustness of the assessment 
process. In response, officers advised that this would depend on the nature of the 
assessment and the specific issues being considered, noting that some matters may need 
to be addressed at a later stage, while others may require consideration at this stage. It was 
further explained that it was too early to provide a definitive position and that these matters 
are being worked through as part of the planning process. 
 
Following the above, Natasha Durham presented the update report on progress and next 
steps relating to the Maltkiln New Settlement. It was noted that the report had been 
circulated in advance and provided an overview of the current position, including the 
adopted Development Plan Document, the agreed masterplan framework, and ongoing 
work in relation to the planning application. 
 
During the discussion, Councillors raised the following points. 
 

 Concerns were raised regarding the inclusion of a park and ride facility within the 
Development Plan Document, which did not appear to be reflected in the masterplan 
framework. In response, officers clarified that the policy establishes the requirement in 
principle, with the detail, including its scale and location, to be determined at a later 
stage through the planning application process. 

 It was noted that the delivery of new settlements can be complex and involve several 
stages before development takes place. Some Members supported the principle of new 
settlements, but highlighted the challenges involved and acknowledged that such 
proposals can raise concerns within local communities. 

 
Resolved 
 
a) That the update be noted. 
 

 
Councillor John Cattanach left the meeting at 3:11pm. 

 

 
 

209 Resilience and Emergencies Annual Update 
 
In order to facilitate officer attendance, the Chair agreed to move Item 11: Resilience and 
Emergencies Annual Update before Item 10: Community Safety and CCTV Service Annual 
Update. 
 
Matt Robinson, Head of Resilience and Emergencies, presented the annual update report 
on resilience and emergency planning. It was noted that the report outlined the Council’s 
statutory responsibilities, recent incidents, partnership working arrangements through the 
Local Resilience Forum, and ongoing work to support community resilience. 
 
During the discussion, a query was raised regarding reference to Gower Chemicals within 
the report. In response, officers explained that this relates to the Control of Major Accident 
Hazards regulations, which require the Council and partner agencies to prepare and 
maintain external emergency plans for sites holding certain hazardous substances. It was 
confirmed that Gower Chemicals is the only site within the Selby and Ainsty area to which 
these requirements apply, and that multi-agency planning and exercises are undertaken 
accordingly. Officers offered to provide further detail outside the meeting if required. 
 
Resolved 
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a) That the report be noted. 
 
 

210 Community Safety and CCTV Service Annual Update 
 
Bridget Skaife, Partnership Manager for Community Safety and CCTV, and Evie Griffiths, 
Senior Community Safety Officer, together with representatives from North Yorkshire Police 
including Acting Inspector Charlotte Gregory, Sergeant Ben Pepper and Sergeant Xavi 
Lopez, provided an update on community safety and CCTV provision in the Selby and 
Ainsty area. 
 
It was noted that the CCTV system had recently been upgraded, with cameras replaced 
with digital technology, the service expanded to operate 24 hours a day, and improved 
integration with police systems to support the sharing of evidence and intelligence. 
 
During the discussion, Councillors raised the following points. 
 

 Members welcomed the work of the Community Safety team and North Yorkshire 
Police, including positive engagement with local communities and Parish Councils. 

 A query was raised regarding the accuracy and presentation of data, particularly in 
relation to ward boundaries following local government reorganisation. Officers 
confirmed that the information would be reviewed. 

 Questions were raised regarding CCTV provision, including camera numbers and 
locations, and the extent of coordination with other providers such as town and parish 
councils, local businesses and industrial estates. Officers clarified the distinction 
between Council-owned cameras and those operated by other organisations, and 
advised that coordination would be considered as part of the ongoing strategic CCTV 
review. 

 Members raised concerns regarding patterns of anti-social behaviour, particularly in the 
early evening, and sought clarification on how resources are targeted to address these 
trends. Officers advised that incidents often increase after school hours and that 
resources are directed accordingly. 

 Concerns were raised regarding anti-social use of vehicles, including speeding, street 
racing and large gatherings of cars, and the impact this has on residents. Officers 
confirmed that this is a known issue and is being addressed through targeted 
operations, including patrols and enforcement activity. 

 Members highlighted the importance of effective communication and engagement with 
local communities, including ensuring that information about community safety initiatives 
is clearly communicated and accessible. 

 Reference was made to existing resident meetings and wider multi-agency working to 
address local issues, with Members emphasising the importance of continued 
partnership coordination. 

 Concerns were raised regarding cuckooing and the reporting of urgent issues, with 
Members highlighting difficulties in identifying appropriate contact points and delays in 
response. It was suggested that frontline communication and reporting arrangements 
could be improved. 

 
Resolved 
 
a) That the update be noted. 
 

 
Councillor John McCartney left the meeting at 3:40pm. 

Councillor Jack Proud left the meeting at 3:41pm. 
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211 Updates from the Area Committee's MPs 
 
The Committee considered the report and written updates from local MPs, and no questions 
or comments were raised. 
 
Resolved 
 
a) That the report be noted. 
 
 

212 Selby and Ainsty Area Committee Annual Report 2025/26 
 
The Committee considered the Selby and Ainsty Area Committee Annual Report for 
2025/26. 
 
Councillor Kirsty Poskitt, Chair of the Committee for 2025/26, expressed thanks to the 
Democratic Services Officer for their work in preparing the report, noting that it provided a 
comprehensive summary of the Committee’s activity over the past year. She highlighted the 
importance of maintaining strong public engagement, including providing opportunities for 
members of the public to raise issues and ask questions at meetings. 
 
Councillor Arnold Warneken, Vice Chair of the Committee for 2025/26, welcomed the work 
of the Committee over the previous year and acknowledged the achievements set out within 
the report. 
 
Resolved 
 
a) That the annual report be agreed. 
 
 

213 Work programme 
 
The Committee considered the work programme and made no additions or amendments. 
 
Resolved 
 
a) That the work programme is noted. 
 
 

214 Any other items 
 
There were no other items to discuss. 
 
 

215 Date of next meeting 
 
Thursday, 17 September 2026 at 2:00pm in Selby Civic Centre. 
 
 

The meeting concluded at 3.43 pm. 
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North Yorkshire Council 
 

Selby and Ainsty Area Committee 
 

22 July 2026 
 

Department for Transport Structures Fund, for Selby Bridges Project 

 
Report of the Corporate Director – Environment 

 

1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
1.1 To discuss the application to the Department for Transport (DfT) Structures Fund, for the 

Selby Bridges project 

 

 
2.0 BACKGROUND  
 
2.1 North Yorkshire Council (NYC) has received notification of transport funding from the DfT 

for a Structures Fund aimed to allow local highway authorities (LHA) to bid for funding for 

repairing or replacing highway structures, including bridges where the LHA cannot afford to 

maintain or restore the bridges themselves. There is no upper limit to the amount which can 

be requested and LHA’s can put forward for repair or replacement a single structure or a 

‘package scheme’ for a coherent set of structures in an area. 

 
2.2 The funding is made available in support of the government’s missions: 

 Growth - Reduction in journey times and congestion will improve business 
productivity and profitability across the country 

 Cleaner energy - Every route closure and diversion avoided or ended through the 
Fund will reduce emissions and improve air quality. Structures that have suffered 
from and/or are vulnerable to the increasing risk of extreme weather due to climate 
change can be adapted, building climate resilience 

 Healthier and safer streets - Repairing, enhancing or replacing key structures for 
public transport and walking and cycling routes will have positive health impacts for 
individuals using these 

 Breaking down barriers - Repairing local highway structures will reduce community 
severance, helping reopen local transport networks and supporting travel routes to 
jobs in affected communities. Structures that are replaced or enhanced should 
meet current design standards, enabling them to be more easily utilised by all road 
users. 

 
3.0 DFT STRUCTURES FUND 
 
3.1 This is a one-off competitive funding stream, with numerous submissions 

required all within tight timescales. 

 
3.2 The scale of funding is considerable with no upper limit for a single package of 

schemes. Schemes need to meet the requirements set out by the DfT. 

 
3.3 LHA’s can put forward a single structure or a ‘package scheme’ for a coherent set of 

structures in an area. 
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3.4 The timeline for the structures fund is as follows: 

 25 May 2026 – Expression of Interest submission 

 19 June 2026 – Draft submission deadline. Recommended date to submit 
initial proposals for feedback before final submission 

 03 August 2026 – Final submission deadline. Deadline for full applications to the fund 

 Autumn 2026 – Funding decisions. Successful schemes announced 

 March 2030 – Delivery deadline. All funded projects must be completed by this date. 
 

3.5 Align Property Services, the Council’s consultancy partner is working with the NYC 
Bridges team to develop the submission required for the application to the structures 
fund, including the drafting of a business case. This will be supported by numerous 
disciplines across NYC to ensure the proposals are aligned with the Selby 
Transforming Cities Fund and other council schemes and priorities. 

 
4.0 NYC DFT STRUCTURES FUND SUBMISSION 
 
4.1 NYC is proposing to submit a package scheme consisting of the two Selby swing bridges. 
 
4.2 Selby Toll Bridge (A19). This bridge was rebuilt in 1969 by the Selby Bridge Company and 

then later passed to North Yorkshire County Council in 1991 to maintain and operate. The 

bridge was designed with a 60 year design life and numerous structural components are 

now nearing end of life. The submission will include for a replacement bridge at this location 

along with allowance for a temporary pedestrian bridge or bus service during construction. 

Extensive repairs could be carried out to extend the life of the bridge and engineers believe 

these repairs could be undertaken in a much shorter duration closure than a replacement 

bridge. Should it not be possible to carry out a replacement bridge scheme using funding 

from the DfT Structures Fund, then the repairs to the existing structure would be carried 

out. Until design and early contractor involvement (ECI) is further progressed it is not 

possible to make a firm decision on this. 

 
4.3 Engagement with a contractor through an ECI process for Selby Toll bridge has already 

started, this will assist in early stage design decisions around deliverability of the bridge 
replacement given the funding deadline of completion by March 2030. Various contractual 
options exist, including the YorCivils Framework, Scape and the NYC Civil Engineering 
Contractors Framework (CECF). Given the expected value of this work the Scape 
framework is currently considered the most suitable. 

 
4.4 The Selby bypass bridge (A63) was built in 2004 by the Highways Agency and 

responsibility for operation and maintenance passed to North Yorkshire County Council in 
2007 as part of the de-trunking of the A63. Extensive repairs, mainly to mechanical and 
electrical components are needed. Since 2022 the bridge has been unable to swing for 
boats, which as yet has not prevented any boats passing under the bridge however NYC is 
under a legal obligation to maintain the bridge in a condition where it could swing. 
Unfortunately, it has become apparent that the funding settlement agreed in 2007 from the 
Highways Agency will not meet the costs to bring the bridge back into operation and 
funding from the highways capital budget would be required for the repairs at the expense 
of other highway maintenance schemes.  Repairs are required to the deck, and these can 
only be carried out with the bridge swung open, until this is carried out a 20mph speed limit 
remains in place for safety reasons. 

 
4.5 The improvements to Selby bypass bridge (A63) could be delivered using an existing 

maintenance framework for the bridge. Depending on final design and expected value for 

the works, it could be delivered through this framework or as a competitive tender. There is 

already a defined scope for the improvements required. 
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4.6 The two structures are considered coherent in this instance, although being very different 
structures they are the only road crossings of the River Ouse close to Selby. 

 
4.7 Consultation and engagement is suggested with in the guidance as part of the full 

submission by the 03 August 2026, this will include NYC Councillors, Members of 
Parliament, the YNYCA as well as other stakeholders. 

  
4.8 There will be a resource demand on NYC for delivery of this project, this will be delivered 

either inhouse by the NYC Bridges team or through our consultancy partner APS.   
 
5.0 CONTRIBUTION TO COUNCIL PRIORITIES 
 
5.1 The ‘North Yorkshire Council ‘Council Plan 2024-2028’ sets out the priorities for the next 

four years. One such priority is to ‘promote and encourage active travel including walking, 
wheeling and cycling’. The replacement of Selby Toll bridge will allow a wider structure to 
be constructed making the crossing safer for pedestrians and cyclists. 

 
5.2 The YNYCA Strategic Transport Framework commits to ensuring that active travel is a core 

part of an integrated transport network. In the long term this means a comprehensive 
network of lit, well-maintained walking, wheeling and cycle routes across the Combined 
Authority area. The schemes within this bid will improve walking, wheeling and cycling 
routes across North Yorkshire. 

 
5.3 The emerging YNYCA Local Transport Plan acknowledges that structures such as bridges 

are critical pieces of infrastructure on the region’s highway network. As such they must be 
maintained to ensure that access is maintained for all users including active travel and 
public transport. 

 
5.4 Engagement with the NYC team delivering the Selby Transforming Cities Fund (TCF) will 

be ongoing throughout this process with the potential for further highway improvements to 
the junction with Ousegate possible as a result of this scheme. 

 
5.5 The ongoing maintenance to the swing bridges will have economic benefits to the Selby 

and wider area. Further information will be included as part of the business case which will 
be contained in the full submission in August. 

 
6.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
6.1 If successful, the DfT funding for the swing bridge repairs would allow other capital funding 

to be allocated to other structures and highway maintenance schemes in North Yorkshire. 
 
6.2 At the pre-submission stage the scheme costs are set at £30m including contingency, this 

will be reviewed through the final stage with a more detailed estimate and spend profile 
provided in the full submission in August. 

 

6.3  Local contribution must be included in the submission, however no minimum local 
contribution is set. The funding guidance notes that proposals with a higher contribution will 
be assessed positively, but that must be offset against the schemes not appearing 
affordable to the LHA. The Selby swing bridge maintenance budget was £334k in 2025/26 
for three bridges (including Cawood). It is proposed an amount of £1.0m of match funding 
will be built into the submission, although this will be reviewed and refined as the bid is 
developed prior to the final submission and will be confirmed in the report seeking approval 
of the final bid document. 
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7.0 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
7.1 If successful the funding settlement would ensure that NYC can continue to operate the 

bridges in line with acts of parliament without significantly impacting on our highways capital 
budget. 

 
7.2 As a Highway Authority NYC is under a legal obligation under the Highways Act 1980 to 

maintain the highway network. 
 
7.3 The final submission to the DfT due 03 August will be subjected to legal review.. 

 
8.0 EQUALITIES IMPLICATIONS 
 
8.1 Consideration has been given to the potential for any equality impacts arising from the 

recommendations. It is the view of officers that at this stage the recommendations do not 
have an adverse impact on any of the protected characteristics identified in the Equalities 
Act 2010. 

 
9.0 CLIMATE CHANGE IMPLICATIONS  
 
9.1 There are no climate change issues arising from this report. There will be implications from 

the delivery of schemes, but a future report will cover this. 
 
10.0 REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
10.1 The opportunity to receive funding from the DfT for the Selby Bridges will provide a long 

term benefit to the residents of Selby. 

 
10.2 The existing Selby Toll bridge with a modern structure improving access for non-motorised 

users as well as a reducing maintenance in the long term. 
 
10.3 NYC are under a legal obligation to maintain the Bypass swing bridge, the funding would 

allow significant investment into the bridge to update and upgrade components that are 
approaching the end of their life.   

 

11.0 
 
11.1 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is recommended that the Selby and Ainsty Area Committee formally supports the DfT 
Structures Fund bid for the Selby Bridges. 

  

 
APPENDICES: None 
 
BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS: None 
 
 
Karl Battersby 
Corporate Director – Environment 
10 July 2026 
 
Report Author – Philip Richardson, Bridges Manager 
Presenter of Report – Philip Richardson, Bridges Manager 
 
Note: Members are invited to contact the author in advance of the meeting with any detailed 
queries or questions. 
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