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1 Introduction 

1.1 This Sustainability Appraisal Report has been prepared by LUC on behalf of North Warwickshire 
Borough Council (NWBC) as part of the integrated Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the emerging North Warwickshire Local Plan.   

1.2 This SA Report relates to the Draft Local Plan (November 2016) and it should be read in 
conjunction with that document. 

Context for the North Warwickshire Local Plan 

1.3 North Warwickshire is a rural Borough in the West Midlands, with an area of approximately 110 
square miles and a population of just over 62,000 people.  Despite being close to Coventry to the 
west, the Borough is rural in nature and much of North Warwickshire is designated as Green Belt.  
The largest settlements in the Borough are Atherstone and Mancetter and there are many smaller 
villages, reflecting the Borough’s generally rural character.  North Warwickshire faces significant 
development pressure from nearby urban areas, particularly Tamworth to the north. 

1.4 The Borough has a high value natural environment, with notable concentrations of heathland, 
ancient woodlands and acid grasslands associated with post-industrial habitats.  While it has no 
internationally designated nature conservation sites, there are 13 Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest (SSSIs) located in the Borough covering some 417 ha of land.  There are also a large 
number of Local Wildlife Sites and four Local Nature Reserves.   

The Local Plan 

1.5 NWBC adopted its Core Strategy in October 2014.  The Core Strategy set out a vision and 
strategic objectives for the Borough as well as 22 core policies to guide development up to 2029.  
NWBC previously intended to prepare a number of other documents to sit alongside the Core 
Strategy, together comprising the Local Plan for the Borough (previously known as the Local 
Development Framework (LDF)).  This would include a Site Allocations DPD which would allocate 
specific sites for development, building on the overall spatial strategy set out in the Core 
Strategy, and a Development Management Plan which would set out policies relating to the 
management of development in the Borough. 

1.6 NWBC has now decided to bring forward and revise as necessary the policies in the adopted Core 
Strategy and to draw together the work that has been carried out to date on the Site Allocations 
Plan and the Development Management Plan (neither of which has been adopted) into a single 
comprehensive Local Plan document.  The Draft Local Plan which this SA report relates to is the 
first published iteration of the comprehensive Local Plan, although a number of consultations have 
previously been undertaken on the Site Allocations and Development Management Plans as 
described below. 

Site Allocations Plan 
1.7 NWBC consulted on the Draft Pre-Submission version of the Site Allocations Plan between June 

and August 2014.  An accompanying SA report (produced jointly by LUC and NWBC officers) was 
also published during that period.  Prior to that, consultation took place on the Preferred Options 
(including some Issues and Options) for the Site Allocations Plan in spring 2013.  That 
consultation was also accompanied by an SA report which was prepared jointly by LUC and NWBC 
officers.  
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1.8 The Draft Pre-Submission version of the Site Allocations Plan proposed site allocations throughout 
the Borough for housing, employment land, transport, retail, Green Belt development and open 
space. 

Development Management Plan 
1.9 An Issues and Options consultation on the Development Management Policies took place between 

June and August 2012, although at that stage the document did not set out clear alternative 
options for the policies; rather it focussed on the broad approach to how the options would be 
developed.  Therefore, no SA work was undertaken in relation to the development management 
policies at that stage. 

1.10 The Council then prepared the Development Management Plan: Draft Policies document, which 
was subject to SA by LUC.  The findings were presented in the September 2015 SA Report which 
was published alongside the Draft Plan during the consultation period in late 2015.   

1.11 The Development Management Plan: Draft Policies document (September 2015) presented the 
nine strategic objectives that were included in the Core Strategy, as it was considered that they 
also set the framework for the Development Management Plan.  It then set out development 
management policies for the Borough, which were ordered by reference to the Core Strategy 
policy that they were designed to support.  In this way, clear links were made between the 
adopted Core Strategy and the emerging Development Management Plan.   

Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment  

1.12 Sustainability Appraisal is a statutory requirement of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004.  It is designed to ensure that the plan preparation process maximises the contribution that 
a plan makes to sustainable development and minimises any potential adverse impacts.  The SA 
process involves appraising the likely social, environmental and economic effects of the policies 
and proposals within a plan from the outset of its development. 

1.13 Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is also a statutory assessment process, required under 
the SEA Directive1, transposed in the UK by the SEA Regulations (Statutory Instrument 2004, No 
1633).  The SEA Regulations require the formal assessment of plans and programmes which are 
likely to have significant effects on the environment and which set the framework for future 
consent of projects requiring Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)2.  The purpose of SEA, as 
defined in Article 1 of the SEA Directive is ‘to provide for a high level of protection of the 
environment and to contribute to the integration of environmental considerations into the 
preparation and adoption of plans….with a view to promoting sustainable development’. 

1.14 SEA and SA are separate processes but have similar aims and objectives.  Simply put, SEA 
focuses on the likely environmental effects of a plan whilst SA includes a wider range of 
considerations, extending to social and economic impacts.  National Planning Practice Guidance3 
shows how it is possible to satisfy both requirements by undertaking a joint SA/SEA process, and 
to present an SA report that incorporates the requirements of the SEA Regulations.  The SA/SEA 
of North Warwickshire’s Local Plan is being undertaken in line with this integrated approach and 
throughout this report the abbreviation ‘SA’ should therefore be taken to refer to ‘SA 
incorporating the requirements of SEA’.   

Structure of this report 
1.15 This report is the SA report for the Draft North Warwickshire Local Plan (November 2016). Table 

1.1 below signposts how the requirements of the SEA Regulations have been met within this SA 
report. 

  

                                                
1 SEA Directive 2001/42/EC 
2 Under EU Directives 85/337/EEC and 97/11/EC concerning EIA. 
3 http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/ 
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Table 1.1: Requirements of the SEA Regulations and where these have been addressed 
in this SA Report 

SEA Regulation Requirements  Where covered in this SA 
report 

Preparation of an environmental report in which the likely significant effects on the environment 
of implementing the plan or programme, and reasonable alternatives taking into account the 
objectives and geographical scope of the plan or programme, are identified, described and 
evaluated.  The information to be given is (Art. 5 and Annex I): 
a) An outline of the contents, main objectives of the plan or 

programme, and relationship with other relevant plans and 
programmes 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 2. 

b) The relevant aspects of the current state of the environment 
and the likely evolution thereof without implementation of 
the plan or programme 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 3. 

c) The environmental characteristics of areas likely to be 
significantly affected 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 3. 

d) Any existing environmental problems which are relevant to 
the plan or programme including, in particular, those 
relating to any areas of a particular environmental 
importance, such as areas designated pursuant to Directives 
79/409/EEC and 92/43/EEC. 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 4. 

e) The environmental protection, objectives, established at 
international, Community or national level, which are 
relevant to the plan or programme and the way those 
objectives and any environmental, considerations have been 
taken into account during its preparation 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 2. 

f) The likely significant effects on the environment, including 
on issues such as biodiversity, population, human health, 
fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, 
cultural heritage including architectural and archaeological 
heritage, landscape and the interrelationship between the 
above factors. (Footnote: These effects should include 
secondary, cumulative, synergistic, short, medium and long-
term permanent and temporary, positive and negative 
effects) 

Chapters 4, 5 and 6 and 
Appendices 5, 7, 9 and 10. 

g) The measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and as fully as 
possible offset any significant adverse effects on the 
environment of implementing the plan or programme; 

Chapters 4, 5 and 6 and 
Appendices 5, 7, 9 and 10. 

h) An outline of the reasons for selecting the alternatives dealt 
with, and a description of how the assessment was 
undertaken including any difficulties (such as technical 
deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered in compiling 
the required information; 

Chapters 2, 4 and 5 and 
Appendix 8. 

i) a description of measures envisaged concerning monitoring 
in accordance with Art. 10; 

Chapter 7. 

j) a non-technical summary of the information provided under 
the above headings 

A separate non-technical 
summary document will be 
prepared to accompany the SA 
report for the Pre-Submission 
version of the Local Plan. 

The report shall include the information that may reasonably be 
required taking into account current knowledge and methods of 
assessment, the contents and level of detail in the plan or 
programme, its stage in the decision-making process and the 
extent to which certain matters are more appropriately assessed 
at different levels in that process to avoid duplication of the 
assessment (Art. 5.2) 

Addressed throughout this SA 
report. 
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SEA Regulation Requirements  Where covered in this SA 
report 

Consultation:  
• authorities with environmental responsibility, when deciding 

on the scope and level of detail of the information which 
must be included in the environmental report (Art. 5.4)     

Consultation on the SA Scoping 
Report for North 
Warwickshire’s Local 
Development Framework was 
undertaken in 2006.  Since 
that time various elements of 
the Scoping work have been 
updated and presented in the 
full SA reports, including this 
report.  

• authorities with environmental responsibility and the public, 
shall be given an early and effective opportunity within 
appropriate time frames to express their opinion on the 
draft plan or programme and the accompanying 
environmental report before the adoption of the plan or 
programme (Art. 6.1, 6.2)  

Consultation is being 
undertaken in relation to the 
Draft Local Plan between 
November 2016 and March 
2017 and will continue to be 
for all future iterations of the 
plan.  The current consultation 
document is accompanied by 
this SA report. 

• other EU Member States, where the implementation of the 
plan or programme is likely to have significant effects on 
the environment of that country (Art. 7).   

N/A 

Taking the environmental report and the results of the consultations into account in 
decision-making (Art. 8) 
Provision of information on the decision: 
When the plan or programme is adopted, the public and any 
countries consulted under Art.7 must be informed and the 
following made available to those so informed: 
• the plan or programme as adopted 
• a statement summarising how environmental considerations 

have been integrated into the plan or programme and how 
the environmental report of Article 5, the opinions 
expressed pursuant to Article 6 and the results of 
consultations entered into pursuant to Art. 7 have been 
taken into account in accordance with Art. 8, and the 
reasons for choosing the plan or programme as adopted, in 
the light of the other reasonable alternatives dealt with; and 

• the measures decided concerning monitoring (Art. 9) 

To be addressed after the Local 
Plan is adopted. 

Monitoring of the significant environmental effects of the plan's 
or programme's implementation (Art. 10)   

To be addressed after the Local 
Plan is adopted. 

Quality assurance: environmental reports should be of a 
sufficient standard to meet the requirements of the SEA 
Directive (Art. 12).   

This report has been produced 
in line with current guidance 
and good practice for SEA/SA 
and this table demonstrates 
where the requirements of the 
SEA Directive have been met. 

 

1.16 This section has introduced the SA of the North Warwickshire Local Plan.  The remainder of the 
report is structured into the following sections: 

• Chapter 2: Methodology describes the approach that has been taken to the SA of the Draft 
Local Plan to date, including the SA work undertaken previously for the Site Allocations and 
Development Management Plans. 

• Chapter 3: Sustainability context for development in North Warwickshire summarises 
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the relationship between the Local Plan and other relevant plans, policies and programmes, 
summarises the social, economic and environmental characteristics of the Borough and 
identifies the key sustainability issues. 

• Chapter 4: Sustainability Appraisal findings for the policy options sets out the SA 
findings for the policy options that have been considered for inclusion in the Local Plan. 

• Chapter 5: Sustainability Appraisal findings for the site options sets out the SA findings 
for the site options that have been considered for allocation in the Local Plan. 

• Chapter 6: Sustainability Appraisal findings for the Draft Local Plan sets out the SA 
findings for the policies and site allocations now included in the Draft Local Plan. 

• Chapter 7: Monitoring describes the approach that should be taken to monitoring the likely 
significant effects of the Local Plan and proposes monitoring indicators. 

• Chapter 8: Conclusions summarises the key findings from the SA of the Draft Local Plan and 
describes the next steps to be undertaken. 

1.17 The main body of the report is supported by a number of appendices as follows: 

• Appendix 1 presents the consultation responses that were received in relation to the most 
recent SA reports for the Site Allocations Plan (June 2014) and Development Management 
Plan (September 2015) and explains how each one has been addressed during the preparation 
of this SA report. 

• Appendix 2 presents the review of plans, policies and programmes of relevance to the Local 
Plan. 

• Appendix 3 presents the baseline information for North Warwickshire Borough. 

• Appendix 4 presents an audit trail showing how the policies in the Draft Local Plan have been 
developed from those in the adopted Core Strategy and the Draft Development Management 
Plan. 

• Appendix 5 presents the detailed SA matrices for the policy options. 

• Appendix 6 presents the assumptions that have been used in the SA of site options. 

• Appendix 7 presents the detailed SA matrices for the reasonable alternative site options. 

• Appendix 8 presents an audit trail of the site options that have been considered for the Local 
Plan and gives the Council’s reasons for including each one in the Draft Local Plan or not. 

• Appendix 9 presents the detailed SA matrices for the Draft Local Plan policies. 
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2 Methodology 

2.1 In addition to complying with legal requirements, the approach being taken to the SA of the North 
Warwickshire Local Plan is based on current best practice and the guidance on SA/SEA set out in 
the National Planning Practice Guidance, which involves carrying out SA as an integral part of the 
plan-making process.  Table 2.1 below sets out the main stages of the plan-making process and 
shows how these correspond to the SA process. 

Table 2.1: Corresponding stages in plan making and SA 

Local Plan Step 1: Evidence Gathering and engagement 
SA stages and tasks 
Stage A: Setting the context and objectives, establishing the baseline and deciding on 
the scope 
1: Identifying other relevant policies, plans and programmes, and sustainability objectives 
2: Collecting baseline information 
3: Identifying sustainability issues and problems 
4: Developing the SA framework 
5: Consulting on the scope of the SA 
Local Plan Step 2: Production 
SA stages and tasks 
Stage B: Developing and refining options and assessing effects 
1: Testing the Local Plan objectives against the SA framework 
2: Developing the Local Plan options 
3: Evaluating the effects of the Local Plan 
4: Considering ways of mitigating adverse effects and maximising beneficial effects 
5: Proposing measures to monitor the significant effects of implementing the Local Plan 
Stage C: Preparing the Sustainability Appraisal Report 
1: Preparing the SA Report 
Stage D: Seek representations on the Local Plan and the Sustainability Appraisal Report 
1: Public participation on Local Plan and the SA Report 
2(i): Appraising significant changes 
Local Plan Step 3: Examination 
SA stages and tasks 
2(ii): Appraising significant changes resulting from representations 
Local Plan Step 4 & 5: Adoption and Monitoring 
SA stages and tasks 
3: Making decisions and providing information 
Stage E: Monitoring the significant effects of implementing the Local Plan 
1: Finalising aims and methods for monitoring 
2: Responding to adverse effects 

 

2.2 The methodology set out below describes the approach that has been taken to the SA of the 
North Warwickshire Local Plan to date and provides information on the subsequent stages of the 
process.   

Stage A: Scoping 

2.3 North Warwickshire Borough Council prepared and consulted on a Draft SA Scoping Report for the 
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Local Development Framework (LDF) in 20064.  That document established the scope of the SA 
work that would be undertaken in relation to each of the documents that would comprise the LDF 
(which was later replaced by the new Local Plan).  The Scoping stage involved the following tasks, 
all of which have been updated regularly since 2006. 

Identification and review of other relevant policies, plans and programmes which may influence 
the content of the LDF (now the Local Plan) 

2.4 The Local Plan is not prepared in isolation; rather it is greatly influenced by other policies, plans 
and programmes.  Importantly, it needs to be consistent with international and national guidance 
and strategic planning policies (whilst avoiding any repetition of higher level policy) and should 
contribute to the goals of a wide range of other programmes and strategies.  It must also conform 
to the environmental protection legislation and sustainability objectives that have been 
established at the international, European and national levels.   

2.5 A review was undertaken of other plans, policies and programmes that were considered to be 
relevant to the LDF (now the Local Plan) at the international, national, regional and local levels.  
The conclusions drawn from that review, alongside a review of baseline data, trends and issues, 
helped to inform the development of a set of SA objectives against which the LDF (now Local 
Plan) would be appraised, known as the SA framework.   

2.6 It is important that the review of plans, policies and programmes is updated at regular intervals 
throughout the SA process in order to ensure that it remains up to date as several years may 
pass between the initial Scoping stage and the adoption of a plan.  In addition, the changing 
scope of the plan being prepared (from a LDF to a new-style Local Plan) has meant that it has 
been necessary to revise the review to ensure that it reflects the scope of the Plan now being 
prepared.  As such, the policy review has been updated regularly during the preparation of the SA 
reports for the Site Allocations Plan and the Development Management Plan, and most recently 
for the SA document that was prepared for the growth scenario options (described further ahead 
in this chapter).  The most recent version of the policy review can be found in Appendix 2.  

Gathering baseline information about the environmental, social and economic characteristics of 
North Warwickshire Borough 

2.7 Baseline data provides the context for the assessment of sustainability and the basis for 
identifying trends, predicting effects and monitoring outcomes.  The requirements for baseline 
data vary widely, but it must be relevant to the key environmental, social and economic issues, 
be sensitive to change and ideally have sufficient records to identify trends.  

2.8 Annex 1(f) of the SEA Directive requires data to be gathered on the following topics: biodiversity, 
population, human health, flora, fauna, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural 
heritage including architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the inter-relationship 
between the above factors.  Additional sustainability topics were also addressed in North 
Warwickshire’s baseline information, covering broader socio-economic issues such as housing, 
access to services, crime and safety, education and employment.  This reflects the integrated 
approach that is being taken to the SA and SEA processes. 

2.9 Baseline information for North Warwickshire Borough is presented in Appendix 3 of this report.  
As with the policy review, the baseline information that was presented in the original Scoping 
Report for the LDF has been regularly updated since then to ensure that it remains up to date and 
reflects the scope of a new-style Local Plan.   

Identification of the key sustainability issues facing North Warwickshire  
2.10 Drawing on the review of plans, policies and programmes and the baseline data, a set of key 

sustainability issues for North Warwickshire was identified.  These issues are presented towards 
the end of Chapter 3 of this report and are broadly the same as those presented in the original 
Scoping Report as they remain largely valid, although a small number of the key issues have been 

                                                
4 North Warwickshire Borough Council (October 2006) Draft Scoping Report - Sustainability Appraisal & Strategic Environmental 
Assessment for the Local Development Framework.  
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amalgamated to avoid repetition. 

Development of a framework of SA objectives against which the LDF (now the Local Plan) will be 
appraised 

2.11 Development of an SA framework is not a requirement of the SEA Directive; however it provides a 
recognised way in which the likely sustainability effects of a plan can be clearly described, 
analysed and compared.  An SA framework comprises a series of SA objectives and supporting 
criteria that are used to appraise the policies and proposals within a plan. 

2.12 The SA framework that has been used throughout the appraisal of the Site Allocations Plan and 
the Development Management Plans to date, and which is now being used for the SA of the Local 
Plan, is presented in Table 2.2 below (this was originally presented in the 2006 Scoping Report 
for the LDF).   

Table 2.2: SA Framework for the Appraisal of the North Warwickshire Local Plan 

SA Objectives 
1. Equal access to services, facilities and opportunities for all, regardless of income, age, health, 

disability, culture or ethnic origin. 
2. Developing and supporting vibrant and active communities and voluntary groups, who are able 

to express their needs and take steps towards meeting them. 
3. Tackling health inequalities and improve health by supporting local communities and by 

improving access and raising awareness 
4. Providing decent and affordable housing to meet local needs. 
5. Reducing crime, fear of crime and antisocial behaviour. 
6. Providing opportunities to participate in recreational and cultural activities. 
7. Valuing, enhancing and protecting the assets of the natural environment of North 

Warwickshire, including landscape character. 
8. Valuing, enhancing and protecting the quality and distinctiveness of the built environment, 

including the cultural heritage. 
9. Valuing, enhancing and protecting the biodiversity of North Warwickshire 
10. Ensuring development makes efficient use of previously developed land, buildings and existing 

physical infrastructure in sustainable locations. 
11. Maintaining the resources of air, water and productive soil, minimising pollution levels. 
12. Minimising North Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of climate change whilst 

implementing a managed response to its unavoidable impacts. 
13. Reducing overall energy use through sustainable design, increasing energy efficiency and 

increasing the proportion of energy generated from renewable sources. 
14. Using natural resources efficiently 
15. Increasing use of public transport, cycling and walking and reducing use of the private car. 
16. Encouraging and enabling waste minimisation, reuse, recycling and recovery to divert 

resources away from the waste stream. 
17. Encouraging local sourcing of goods and materials. 
18. Creation of a modern, healthy and diverse economy which is able to adapt to changes in the 

wider economy while remaining relevant to the needs of local people. 
19. Maintaining and enhancing employment opportunities and reducing the disparities arising from 

unequal access to jobs. 
20. Ensuring that people of all ages are provided with the opportunity to obtain the skills, 

knowledge, confidence and understanding to achieve their full potential. 

SA Stage B: Developing and refining options and assessing effects 

2.13 Developing options for a plan is an iterative process, usually involving a number of consultations 
with stakeholders and the public.  Consultation responses and the SA can help to identify where 
there may be other ‘reasonable alternatives’ to the options being considered for a plan.   
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2.14 Regulation 12 (2) of the SEA Regulations requires that: 

“The (environmental or SA) report must identify, describe and evaluate the likely significant 
effects on the environment of— 

(a) implementing the plan or programme; and 

(b) reasonable alternatives, taking into account the objectives and the geographical scope of the 
plan or programme.” 

2.15 It should be noted that any alternatives considered to the plan need to be “reasonable”.  This 
implies that alternatives that are “not reasonable” do not need to be subject to appraisal.  
Examples of unreasonable alternatives could include policy options that do not meet the 
objectives of the plan or national policy (e.g. the National Planning Policy Framework) or site 
options that are unavailable or undeliverable.   

2.16 It should also be recognised that the SA findings are not the only factors taken into account when 
determining a preferred option to take forward in a plan.  Indeed, there will often be an equal 
number of positive or negative effects identified for each option, such that it is not possible to 
‘rank’ them based on sustainability performance in order to select a preferred option.  Factors 
such as public opinion, deliverability and conformity with national policy will also be taken into 
account by plan-makers when selecting preferred options for their plan. 

2.17 The following sections describe the process that has been undertaken in identifying and appraising 
options for the North Warwickshire Local Plan to date. 

Identifying and appraising policy options 
2.18 This section provides an overview of the appraisal and selection process that has been undertaken 

for the policies in the Draft Local Plan.   

2.19 Most of the policies that are now set out in the Draft Local Plan have been either brought forward 
from the adopted Core Strategy (and revised as necessary), or have been developed through the 
preparation of the Draft Development Management Plan.  A small number of entirely new policies 
have been introduced which did not previously appear in either of those documents but which the 
Council considers should be included in the Local Plan.   

2.20 Appendix 4 presents an audit trail showing how the Draft Local Plan policies relate to the policies 
previously included in the adopted Core Strategy and the Draft Development Management Plan 
and provides information about the Council’s reasons for any changes made and the new policies 
that have been introduced.  

Strategic policies 
2.21 Strategic policies relating to the amount and distribution of growth that should take place in North 

Warwickshire were previously set out in the adopted Core Strategy.  Prior to the preparation of 
the Draft Local Plan, during summer 2016 LUC was commissioned by NWBC to undertake SA work 
in relation to the Growth Options paper that was prepared by NWBC to support the emerging 
Local Plan.  The Growth Options Paper considered the issues and challenges associated with 
providing for additional housing (and potentially employment land) over and above the level set 
out in the Core Strategy, to respond to unmet need from neighbouring Tamworth.  It identified 
alternative options for how the required growth could be delivered – five options were presented 
for delivering the growth required within the Borough, and five for dealing with growth required 
from outside of the Borough.   

2.22 An SA summary document was prepared to present the findings of the appraisal of the ten growth 
options, and was provided to NWBC in June 2016 so that the work could be taken into account to 
inform the preparation of the Draft Local Plan.   

2.23 The SA findings for the growth options are now summarised in Chapter 4 of this SA report and 
the detailed SA matrices can be found in Appendix 5. 
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Development Management policies 
2.24 Prior to the current stage of Plan preparation, the SA work for the development management-

style policies was undertaken as part of the preparation of the Development Management Plan, 
which has now been incorporated into the comprehensive Draft Local Plan. 

2.25 Reasonable alternative options for policies in the Draft Development Management Plan (consulted 
upon between Thursday 1st October and Thursday 12th November 2015) were identified by the 
Council with input from LUC.  For all of the proposed policy approaches, the only reasonable 
alternatives identified were the ‘no policy’ option, i.e. to not include a policy in the Development 
Management Plan to address the issue in question and to instead rely on existing policy (in the 
NPPF and the adopted Core Strategy).  NWBC officers were of the view that there were no other 
reasonable policy approaches (for example, as alternative policy approaches would not be in 
conformity with the requirements of the NPPF or the established policy direction set out in the 
adopted Core Strategy).  No additional alternative options were identified during the SA.  The 
Development Management Policies, including representations received (and any Policy 
amendments proposed), were considered by Members at the Planning and Development Board on 
the 13th June 2016.  The Council considers that, despite the Core Strategy policies being revised 
as part of the preparation of the new Local Plan, there are still no reasonable alternative options 
to the Draft Development Management policies that require SA at this stage. 

2.26 The policies in the Draft Development Management Plan were developed through internal 
discussion within the Planning Division at the Council, involving officers from both the 
Development Management and Forward Planning sections.  The policy basis used to inform the 
new Development Management policies included the wording of the saved policies from the 2006 
Local Plan5, the Core Strategy and the wording of the NPPF.  Reference was also made to 
particular planning applications which officers had handled, as well as recent appeal decisions, in 
order to explore locally-specific issues for North Warwickshire.  Some other adopted development 
management policies from other rural Local Planning Authorities were also reviewed. 

2.27 The main alternative approach considered was to rely wholly on a combination of the Core 
Strategy, the saved Local Plan policies and the NPPF, i.e. not to have development management 
policies at all.  This approach was discounted on the basis of it being unclear, as it would involve 
cross referring between different documents, and there was potential for confusion about how 
much weight should be given to each document.  The option of retaining any of the saved Local 
Plan policies was discounted unless there was an essential need and the content was still relevant 
and would accord with the Core Strategy and NPPF.  Following a review of the Local Plan Saved 
Policies, NWBC officers were of the view that none of the saved Local Plan policy approaches were 
considered to be reasonable options.    

2.28 The Council also considered how to present the development management policies, including the 
option of having the policies organised by subject heading as in the 2006 Local Plan.  This was 
discounted as there would be no clear link between the Development Management Plan and the 
Core Strategy.  The option of having a development management policy to cover every 
eventuality or likely proposal that might be submitted was also discounted.  In order to provide 
clarity and to focus attention it was agreed that the development management policies should be 
seen to follow on from the Core Strategy policies.  This ensured that they would have to add 
something to those Core Strategy policies, rather than just repeat them. 

2.29 The reasonable alternative ‘no policy’ options were subject to SA along with the policies that were 
taken forward as Draft Policies in the consultation document.  Draft versions of the SA matrices 
for the policy options were sent to the North Warwickshire Borough Council officers preparing the 
Development Management Plan, prior to the Draft Policies document being finalised for 
consultation.  In this way, the Council took into account the findings of the SA as well as other 
relevant factors when deciding which policy options to select and take forward as preferred 

                                                
5 The North Warwickshire Local Plan was developed between 2003 and 2006.  All but Core Policies 4, 7 and 9 were saved under 
Direction from the Secretary of State, and will be replaced as work progresses on the new Local Plan for North Warwickshire.  The Core 
Strategy was adopted on 9th October 2014 and replaced some of the saved Policies in the Local Plan 2006. 
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approaches in the Development Management Plan: Draft Policies consultation document.  This 
also provided an opportunity for the Council to take into account a small number of 
recommendations that were made in the draft SA report as the Draft Policies were finalised for 
consultation.   

2.30 In all cases, the alternative options of not including policies in the Development Management Plan 
addressing the various issues were rejected.  In most cases, as described in the Development 
Management Plan itself, not including additional policies in the Development Management Plan 
would mean there would be a lack of definition in the Local Plan about how applications for certain 
types of development would be assessed.  In some cases, for example, in relation to Draft Policy 
DM5: Development Matters, it was considered that there would be gaps in policy in the absence of 
a detailed Development Management Plan policy to support the Core Strategy. 

2.31 The SA findings for the Draft Development Management Plan policies and reasonable alternatives 
were presented in the September 2015 SA report which was published for consultation alongside 
the Draft Local Plan.  Following that consultation, the Council decided to incorporate the 
Development Management Plan policies into a comprehensive Draft Local Plan.  Appendix 4 
shows how the policies from the Draft Development Management Plan have been brought forward 
into the Draft Local Plan and explains the Council’s reasons for any changes made to the policies 
since then. 

2.32 The SA findings for the Draft Development Management Policies and the reasonable alternative 
options considered are summarised in Chapter 4. 

SA of the Draft Local Plan policies 
2.33 The policies now included in the Draft Local Plan have been subject to SA as part of the 

preparation of this report and the detailed SA matrices can be found in Appendix 9. 

Identifying and appraising site options 
2.34 This section provides an overview of how the appraisal of site options has fed into the 

development of the Draft Local Plan (prior to the current stage, this SA work was undertaken as 
part of the development of the Site Allocations Plan which has now been incorporated into the 
comprehensive Draft Local Plan).     

2.35 The first iteration of the Site Allocations Plan, the Draft version, was published in February 2013 
and followed a long period of evidence gathering.  An original longlist of site options for the Site 
Allocations Plan was identified through a variety of sources including: 

• Sites previously and recently submitted to the Council. 

• Sites proposed within other LDF documents such as the Strategic Housing Land Availability 
Assessment (SHLAA) and Local Investment Plan (LIP). 

• A review of land allocations within the adopted North Warwickshire Local Plan. 

• A review of site specific proposals within other strategic documents and service strategies 
produced by other sections within the Council. 

2.36 A number of the sites that were originally submitted to the Council were not considered to be 
reasonable options for various reasons (for example, sites that were located within the 
safeguarded area for HS2 or that did not adjoin the settlement boundary for a particular village); 
however the sites that could be considered to be reasonable options were subject to SA.  A 
number of sites that had planning permission at that stage were not subject to SA for that reason.   

2.37 In some cases, the boundaries of sites that were put forward were amended (for example if a site 
was unnecessarily large taking into account local housing requirements, or because it would fit in 
with the surrounding built development better if it were reduced in size).  The audit trail of site 
options in Appendix 8 highlights where site boundaries were changed.  In such cases, if the 
original site area could still be considered a reasonable option it was also subject to SA.  Some 



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 12 February 2017 

sites were considered for more than one use (e.g. employment or residential development).  
Where this was the case, they were appraised for both potential uses. 

2.38 The SA findings for this original set of site options were presented in the first iteration of the SA 
Report, which related to the Draft version of the Site Allocations Plan and which was published in 
March 2013.   

2.39 Following the consultation on the Draft Plan and the SA Report the Council produced the Draft 
Pre-Submission version of the Plan, which was again subject to SA by LUC working in conjunction 
with NWBC.  The June 2014 SA report set out the Council’s choices for site allocations in each of 
the towns and villages, and was informed by the responses received during the consultation on 
the Draft Site Allocations Plan, the SA findings and other factors such as the availability and 
deliverability of particular sites.  New site options that had come forward since the consultation on 
the Draft Site Allocations Plan were subject to SA and the findings were presented in the June 
2014 SA report.  The SA report was published for consultation alongside the Pre-Submission Site 
Allocations Plan during summer 2014. 

2.40 Since the consultation on the Pre-Submission version of the Site Allocations Plan in 2014, a 
number of further new reasonable alternative site options have been identified and subject to SA.  
Some of these are entirely new sites, while others are amended areas of sites that were appraised 
earlier in the SA process.  In addition, a number of the sites appraised previously are no longer 
reasonable alternative options for allocation (for example because they have since been 
developed, because they are no longer available or have been found to be undeliverable6).  Those 
sites have therefore now been excluded from the SA process. 

2.41 The SA findings along with other factors have fed into the preparation of the Draft Local Plan 
which now includes an updated set of proposed site allocations.  Site allocations policies provide 
additional information about the proposals for each site and any mitigation that will be required.   

2.42 Appendix 8 presents an audit trail of the site options that have been considered at each stage of 
the Site Allocations Plan preparation process, as well as during the preparation of the current 
Draft Local Plan.  The Council’s reasons for including each site or not in the Draft Local Plan are 
provided along with information about any changes that have been made to the boundaries of site 
options at each stage.  Where sites that were previously considered are no longer reasonable 
options for allocation, this is explained in the audit trail.  Where it is unclear whether a site option 
is a reasonable alternative or not, for the purposes of completeness the sites have been appraised 
and their effects recorded.   

2.43 Detailed SA matrices for all of the site options that are still considered to be reasonable 
alternatives can be found in Appendix 7 and the findings are summarised in Chapter 5.  
Detailed SA matrices for the site allocations now included in the Draft Local Plan (taking into 
account the content of the site allocations policies in the Draft Local Plan, including any required 
mitigation) can be found in Appendix 10.   

SA Stage C: Preparing the SA report 

2.44 This SA report describes the process that has been undertaken to date in carrying out the SA of 
North Warwickshire’s Local Plan.  It sets out the findings of the appraisal of site and policy options 
and the policies and site allocations now included in the Draft Local Plan, highlighting any likely 
significant effects (both positive and negative, and taking into account the likely secondary, 
cumulative, synergistic, short, medium and long-term and permanent and temporary effects), 
making recommendations for improvements and clarifications that may help to mitigate negative 
effects and maximise the benefits of the policies.  It also describes the reasons for selecting or 
rejecting certain options during the preparation of the Draft Local Plan. 

                                                
6 Sites which have been found to be undeliverable in isolation (for varying reasons such as access) have often been brought forward as 
part of larger site options which resolve the deliverability issues of the smaller allocations.) 
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SA Stage D: Consultation on the Plan and the SA report 

2.45 NWBC is inviting comments on the Draft Local Plan and this SA Report, both of which will be 
published on the Council’s website for the consultation period between November 2016 and March 
2017.  Consultation comments on both the Draft Local Plan and the SA Report will be taken into 
account prior to the next phase of Local Plan preparation and consultation.   

SA Stage E: Monitoring implementation of the Plan 

2.46 Recommendations for monitoring the social, environmental and economic effects of implementing 
the Local Plan are presented in Chapter 7.     

Appraisal methodology 

2.47 The site and policy options for the Local Plan and the draft policies now included in the Draft Local 
Plan have been appraised against the 20 SA objectives in North Warwickshire’s SA framework 
(see Table 2.2 earlier in this section), with scores being attributed to each option or draft policy 
to indicate its likely sustainability effects on each objective as follows: 

Figure 2.1 Key to symbols and colour coding used in the SA of North Warwickshire’s 
Local Plan 

++ The option or policy is likely to have a significant positive impact on the SA 
objective(s). 

++/- The option or policy is likely to have a mixture of significant positive and 
minor negative impacts on the SA objective(s). 

+ The option or policy is likely to have a positive impact on the SA objective(s). 

0 The option or policy is likely to have a negligible or no impact on the SA 
objective(s). 

- The option or policy is likely to have a negative impact on the SA 
objective(s). 

--/+ The option or policy is likely to have a mixture of significant negative and 
minor positive impacts on the SA objective(s). 

-- The option or policy is likely to have a significant negative impact on the 
SA objective(s). 

? It is uncertain what effect the option or policy will have on the SA 
objective(s), due to a lack of data. 

+/- The option or policy is likely to have a mixture of positive and negative 
impacts on the SA objective(s). 

 

2.48 Where a potential positive or negative effect is uncertain, a question mark was added to the 
relevant score (e.g. +? or -?) and the score is colour coded as per the potential positive, 
negligible or negative score (e.g. green, yellow, orange, etc.).  Colour codes illustrating variations 
in the significance of mixed effects have been added to draw-out differences in the performance 
of site and policy options.   

2.49 The likely effects of the options and policies need to be determined and their significance 
assessed, and this inevitably requires a series of judgments to be made.  This appraisal has 
attempted to differentiate between the most significant effects and other more minor effects 
through the use of the symbols shown above.  The dividing line in making a decision about the 
significance of an effect is often quite small.  Where either (++) or (--) has been used to 
distinguish significant effects from more minor effects (+ or -) this is because the effect of an 
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option on the SA objective in question is considered to be of such magnitude that it would have a 
noticeable and measurable effect taking into account other factors that may influence the 
achievement of that objective.  However, scores are relative to the scale of proposals under 
consideration. 

Use of assumptions 
2.50 SA inevitably relies on an element of subjective judgement.  However, in order to ensure 

consistency in the appraisal of the site options, detailed sets of assumptions were developed and 
applied for each of the types of sites (residential, employment and open space).  These 
assumptions are set out in Appendix 6. 

2.51 A small number of the assumptions were amended between the SA of the Draft version of the Site 
Allocations DPD and the Pre-Submission version, in order to reflect the latest available evidence 
and to address consultation comments that were received in relation to that version of the report.  
These changes are described below.  The SA matrices for all site options were revised to reflect 
these updated assumptions to ensure consistency.  No further changes have been made to the 
assumptions since the SA of the Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan. 

SA objectives 4: housing, 7: landscape, 10: efficient use of land and 16: waste 
2.52 The threshold at which a site is considered to be large was reduced from 10ha to 5ha.  This was 

considered to be a more appropriate threshold, reflecting the range of sizes amongst the site 
options. 

SA objective 8: cultural heritage 
2.53 The assumption for SA objective 8 (cultural heritage) previously scored sites on the basis of their 

proximity to any designated heritage features.  English Heritage (now Historic England) expressed 
concerns about the limitations of this approach.  Partly in response to the comments raised by 
English Heritage, NWBC commissioned Oxford Archaeology to produce a detailed Historic 
Environment Assessment which provided a detailed assessment of the sensitivity of each 
preferred site (and reasonable alternative) in relation to the historic environment.  This locally 
specific study was taken into account in the SA through the amendments to the assumptions 
underpinning SA objective 8.  The SA scores recorded in respect of this objective now depend on 
the sensitivity rating of the site in question (i.e. a highly sensitive site will have a significant 
negative effect) rather than simply the proximity of the site to heritage features.  The Historic 
Environment Assessment defines sensitivity on the basis of a number of factors including 
proximity to archaeological features and listed buildings, the potential for impacts on the setting 
of and views from listed buildings, and potential impacts on historic landscape character.  

SA objective 11 
2.54 SA scores were previously influenced in part by the proximity of a site to an AQMA; however as 

there are no AQMAs within North Warwickshire, all sites were scored as having a negligible effect 
in relation to this part of the SA objective.  Therefore, reference to AQMAs was removed from the 
assumptions and it has been stated upfront that no site options are close to an AQMA. 

2.55 Reference to hydrological impacts was incorporated into the assumption, in response to 
consultation comments received and new information about the capacity of sewage treatment 
works.  Where a site is in an area where the sewage treatment works have limited capacity to 
accommodate new development, a significant negative effect is highlighted.  

Difficulties encountered 

2.56 The SEA Regulations require consideration to be given to any difficulties that were encountered 
during the SA process, including any data limitations.  A number of potential challenges have 
arisen from the scope of this SA, including in particular the large number of sites that needed to 
be subject to appraisal and the need to ensure that this was done in a consistent manner.  In 
order to address this issue, detailed assumptions relating to each of the SA objectives were 
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developed and applied during the appraisal of site options (as described above). 

2.57 Due to the scale of the site options appraisal work required, it was also recognised that not every 
local characteristic would be able to be investigated in detail for each site option.  For example, in 
relation to the proximity of the site options to biodiversity assets, it was necessary to base the 
score on proximity to designated sites only – while it was recognised that in some cases sites 
might be close to high value non-designated assets, the strategic nature of the SA meant that it 
was not possible to investigate this potential for each site and the score was based on designated 
sites only.  This approach was considered to be the best way of ensuring consistency and a 
comparable level of detail in each site appraisal.  Where consultees (for example, Natural England 
or the Wildlife Trust) have provided specific information on the potential biodiversity value of a 
site, this has been built into the assessment as far as possible.    

2.58 In terms of the available data, it was not possible to obtain a comprehensive and accurate dataset 
showing the locations of bus stops that are currently in use across the Borough.  While GIS data 
showing the location of individual bus stops could be obtained, it was not considered to be a 
reliable indicator of bus services as many bus stops within North Warwickshire are not in use.  
Therefore, the routes of bus services and the locations of stops were taken from the Warwickshire 
County Council website bus route maps and timetables, individual bus operator websites, route 
maps and timetables (e.g. Arriva) and on-site identification of bus stops via site visits. 

2.59 Similarly, it was recognised that there was a lack of comprehensive and up-to-date GIS data 
available from the County Council showing the location of biodiversity designations such as Local 
Nature Reserves (LNRs) and potential and designated Local Wildlife Sites.  It was necessary to 
double check whether sites that were marked on the most recent maps as potential SINCs, for 
example, had since been designated and so should be referred to as such.  In order to address 
this issue, North Warwickshire Borough Council officers carrying out the appraisal for the Site 
Allocations Plan (Pre-Submission document) undertook detailed cross-checking with other sources 
of data and had discussions with County Council Officers.  

2.60 Because the appraisal work for the site options has been undertaken over a period of a few years, 
some of the evidence used has been updated since earlier site appraisals were carried out.  The 
GIS data showing the locations of flood zones has been updated and the most recent dataset has 
been used for the SA of the new site options that have been appraised during the preparation of 
this SA report.  Site options that were appraised previously were appraised in relation to the flood 
mapping evidence that was the most up to date at the time. 

2.61 The Historic Environment Assessment which has been undertaken on behalf of NWBC to inform 
the appraisal and selection of site options for the Local Plan has not yet been carried out in 
relation to the new reasonable alternative site options which have been subject to SA during the 
preparation of this SA report.  Therefore, those sites are all scored as uncertain relation to SA 
objective 8.  This evidence will be taken into account during later stages of the SA once it 
becomes available.  

2.62 There were significant challenges for the SA work associated with NWBC’s site numbering system 
and the associated mapping of site options.  While a proportion of the sites are coded as per the 
first three letters of the town/village name where they are located, others have codes that reflect 
the Council’s SHLAA work, starting with PS, and others did not have codes.  In addition, NWBC 
have revaluated and rationalised the boundaries, including merging sites, of many site options as 
the Draft Local Plan has evolved.  Where site boundaries have changed or sites options have been 
duplicated or missed over the plan preparation process it has been necessary to assign new code 
numbers and appraise new site options as new reasonable alternatives in order to ensure that the 
audit trail of site options remains clear and consistent.  This issue was overcome through the 
preparation of clear audit trail tables for both the residential and mixed-use site options and the 
employment site options (see Appendix 8).  It was important to spend time with NWBC officers 
establishing clear, concise and consistent reasons for why sites were considered to be reasonable 
and unreasonable alternatives at this stage in the plan preparation process, as well as why 
particular sites have been identified as preferred site allocations.  
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2.63 Finally, following the drafting of site allocation policies in the Draft Local Plan, several 
inconsistencies were identified between the sites allocated within the Plan and those noted as 
preferred allocations in the site audit trails in Appendix 8.  This issue was overcome through 
meetings with NWBC officers preparing the Plan. 
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3 Sustainability Context for Development in 
North Warwickshire 

Review of plans, policies and programmes 

3.1 North Warwickshire’s Local Plan is not prepared in isolation, being greatly influenced by other 
plans, policies and programmes and by broader sustainability objectives.  It needs to be 
consistent with international and national guidance and strategic planning policies and should 
contribute to the goals of a wide range of other programmes and strategies, such as those 
relating to social policy, culture and heritage.  It must also conform to environmental protection 
legislation and the sustainability objectives established at an international, national and regional 
level.  

3.2 A review has been undertaken of the other plans, policies and programmes that are relevant to 
the Local Plan, as described in Chapter 2.  The review of relevant plans, policies and programmes 
can be seen in full in Appendix 2 and the key findings are summarised below.  

3.3 Schedule 2 of the SEA Regulations requires:  

(1) “an outline of the…relationship with other relevant plans or programmes”; and  

(5) “the environmental protection objectives established at international, Community or Member 
State level, which are relevant to the plan and the way those objectives and any environmental 
considerations have been taken into account during its preparation” 

3.4 It is necessary to identify the relationships between North Warwickshire’s Local Plan and the 
relevant plans, policies and programmes so that any potential links can be built upon and any 
inconsistencies and constraints addressed. 

Key international plans, policies and programmes 
3.5 At the international level, Directive 2001/42/EC on the assessment of the effects of certain plans 

and programmes on the environment (the ‘SEA Directive’) and Directive 92/43/EEC on the 
conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora (the ‘Habitats Directive’) are 
particularly significant as they require Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and Habitats 
Regulations Assessment (HRA) to be undertaken in relation to the emerging North Warwickshire 
Local Plan.  These processes should be undertaken iteratively and integrated into the production 
of the plan in order to ensure that any potential negative environmental effects (including on 
European-level nature conservation designations) are identified and can be mitigated. 

3.6 There are a wide range of other EU Directives relating to issues such as water quality, waste and 
air quality, most of which have been transposed into UK law through national-level policy; 
however the international directives have been included in Appendix 2 for completeness. 

Key national plans, policies and programmes 
3.7 The most significant development in terms of the policy context for North Warwickshire’s Local 

Plan has been the publication of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) in 2012 which 
replaced the suite of Planning Policy Statements (PPSs) and Planning Policy Guidance (PPGs).  The 
purpose of the NPPF was to streamline national planning policy, having reduced over a thousand 
pages of policy down to around 50 pages.  The Local Plan must be consistent with the 
requirements of the NPPF.  The NPPF sets out information about the purposes of local plan-
making, stating that: 

“Local Plans must be prepared with the objective of contributing to the achievement of 
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sustainable development.  To this end, they should be consistent with the principles and policies 
set out in this Framework, including the presumption in favour of sustainable development.” 

3.8 The NPPF also requires Local Plans to be ‘aspirational but realistic’.  This means that opportunities 
for appropriate development should be identified in order to achieve net gains in terms of 
sustainable social, environmental and economic development; however significant adverse 
impacts in any of those areas should not be allowed to occur. 

3.9 The NPPF requires local planning authorities to set out the strategic priorities for the area in the 
Local Plan.  This should include strategic policies to deliver: 

• the homes and jobs needed in the area; 

• the provision of retail, leisure and other commercial development; 

• the provision of infrastructure for transport, telecommunications, waste management, water 
supply, wastewater, flood risk and coastal change management, and the provision of minerals 
and energy (including heat); 

• the provision of health, security, community and cultural infrastructure and other local 
facilities; and 

• climate change mitigation and adaptation, conservation and enhancement of the natural and 
historic environment, including landscape. 

3.10 In addition, Local Plans should: 

• plan positively for the development and infrastructure required in the area to meet the 
objectives, principles and policies of the NPPF; 

• be drawn up over an appropriate time scale, preferably a 15-year time horizon, take account 
of longer term requirements, and be kept up to date; 

• be based on co-operation with neighbouring authorities, public, voluntary and private sector 
organisations; 

• indicate broad locations for strategic development on a key diagram and land-use 
designations on a proposals map; 

• allocate sites to promote development and flexible use of land, bringing forward new land 
where necessary, and provide detail on form, scale, access and quantum of development 
where appropriate; 

• identify areas where it may be necessary to limit freedom to change the uses of buildings, and 
support such restrictions with a clear explanation; 

• identify land where development would be inappropriate, for instance because of its 
environmental or historic significance; and 

• contain a clear strategy for enhancing the natural, built and historic environment, and 
supporting Nature Improvement Areas where they have been identified. 

3.11 National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) provides further guidance on national level planning 
policy.  It sets out guidance on a wide range of issues that are relevant to development 
management, including in relation to topics such as flood risk, the natural environment, climate 
change and waste.  The NPPG also provides additional guidance in relation to the preparation of 
Local Plans and the need for SA/SEA.  The emerging Local Plan for North Warwickshire must be in 
conformity with the higher level policy established in the NPPG.    
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Local plans, policies and programmes 
3.12 At the sub-regional and local levels there are a wide range of plans and programmes that are 

specific to Warwickshire and North Warwickshire Borough, and which provide further context for 
the emerging Local Plan.  These plans and programmes have also been reviewed in Appendix 2.   

3.13 A key document of relevance to the preparation of the Local Plan is the North Warwickshire 
Sustainable Community Strategy (2009-2026) which sets out a vision for rural North 
Warwickshire in 2026 and three key priorities for improving quality of life in the Borough: 

• Raising aspirations, educational attainment and skills; 

• Developing healthier communities; and 

• Improving access to services. 

3.14 Policies in the Local Plan should be prepared in the context of these aims and offer good 
opportunities to contribute to improving quality of life in North Warwickshire by bringing about 
high quality new development. 

Baseline information 

3.15 Baseline information provides the context for assessing the sustainability of proposals in North 
Warwickshire’s Local Plan and it provides the basis for identifying trends, predicting the likely 
effects of the plan and monitoring its outcomes.  The requirements for baseline data vary widely, 
but it must be relevant to environmental, social and economic issues, be sensitive to change and 
should ideally relate to records which are sufficient to identify trends. 

3.16 Schedule 2 of the SEA Regulations requires data to be gathered on biodiversity, population, 
human health, flora, fauna, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural heritage 
including architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the inter-relationship between 
the above factors.  As an integrated SA and SEA is being carried out, baseline information relating 
to other ‘sustainability’ topics has also been included; for example information about housing, 
education, transport, energy, waste and economic growth.  The baseline information is presented 
in Appendix 3. 

Key sustainability issues 

3.17 A set of key sustainability issues for North Warwickshire Borough was identified during the 
Scoping stage of the SA and have been revised since then to ensure that they remain relevant for 
the SA of the new Local Plan.   

3.18 In recognition of the SEA Regulation requirement (Schedule 2) that the relevant aspects of the 
current state of the environment and the likely evolution thereof without implementation of the 
plan or programme must be described in the Environmental Report, Table 3.1 overleaf describes 
the likely evolution of each key sustainability issue if the North Warwickshire Local Plan were not 
to be adopted.    
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Table 3.1: Evolution of Key Sustainability Issues in North Warwickshire without Implementation of the Local Plan 

Issue Likely Evolution without the new Local Plan 
An aging population coupled with a 
declining birth rate. 

The population is likely to continue to age if employment opportunities do not improve and attract young professionals.  
Policy NW9 (Employment) in the adopted Core Strategy provides for the development of at least 60ha of additional 
employment land in North Warwickshire between 2011 and 2029, which should attract young families and increase the 
birth rate and help to reverse the aging trend of the population.  Employment sites were not allocated through the Core 
Strategy and at the time were to be allocated through the Site Allocations Plan which has now been incorporated into the 
emerging Local Plan.  Therefore, without implementation of the new Local Plan there would be less certainty about the 
delivery of the employment land due to a lack of up to date site allocations.  In addition, without the detailed 
development management-style policies to be set out in the new Local Plan, new employment development may not be 
as high quality.  Therefore, while this issue is likely to be addressed to some extent even without implementation of the 
new Local Plan, the Local Plan will provide much more certainty about the delivery of high quality employment land in 
appropriate locations.   

The need to improve biodiversity 
assets, including designated nature 
conservation sites, especially the 
condition of SSSIs. 

The condition of SSSIs is likely to remain constant without specific intervention to improve them.  Policy NW13 (Natural 
Environment) in the adopted Core Strategy contributes to the protection and enhancement of the natural environment 
and wildlife features, which should help to address this issue.  In addition, Policy NW15 specifically states that SSSIs will 
be subject to a high degree of protection and the trend in SSSI condition may therefore improve.  Therefore, without 
implementation of the new Local Plan, this issue should be to some extent addressed through implementation of the Core 
Strategy and protection provided in the NPPF.    

High house prices. Policy NW6 (Affordable Housing Provision) in the adopted Core Strategy requires developments to incorporate a 
proportion of affordable homes – in developments of more than 15 homes the rate is 30% for brownfield sites and 40% 
for greenfield sites, while on smaller developments (fewer than 15 homes) the rate is 20%.  On smaller sites, provision 
can be made either through onsite provision or development contributions to offsite provision.  The implementation of this 
Core Strategy policy will help ensure that the issue of affordable housing is addressed and that more people in North 
Warwickshire have access to affordable housing.  Residential sites were not allocated through the Core Strategy and at 
the time were to be allocated through the Site Allocations Plan which has now been incorporated into the emerging Local 
Plan.  Therefore, without implementation of the new Local Plan there would be less certainty about the delivery of homes.   

The need to improve unsuitable 
properties. 

Policy NW4 (Housing Development) in the adopted Core Strategy aims to provide 3,650 new homes between 2011 and 
2029, which will increase the number of suitable properties in the area as an alternative to the existing unsuitable 
properties.  Sites for residential development were not allocated through the Core Strategy and at the time were to be 
allocated through the Site Allocations Plan which has now been incorporated into the emerging Local Plan.  Therefore, 
without implementation of the new Local Plan there would be less certainty about the delivery of suitable homes. 

The need to reduce the fear of crime. The adopted Core Strategy contains policies, such as NW16 (Green Infrastructure), which help improve the public realm 
and restore pride in some areas and reduce the fear of crime.  Supplementary Development Management Policies were to 
be allocated through the Site Allocations Plan which has now been incorporated into the emerging Local Plan.  Without 
implementation of the Development Management Policies in the merging Local Plan, the issue should still be addressed to 
some extent through the adopted Core Strategy, but it will be more successfully addressed through implementation of the 
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Issue Likely Evolution without the new Local Plan 
Development Management Policies and Core Strategy Policies together, particularly as the Development Management 
policies contains criteria aiming to improve the quality of new development, which should in turn improve the quality of 
the environment and help to reduce the fear of crime. 

Varying levels of access to key 
services, especially for residents in 
the more isolated rural areas of the 
Borough. 

Policy NW20 (Services and Facilities) in the adopted Core Strategy relates to the provision of services and facilities and is 
likely to address the issue of access to key services for residents in the Borough.  Also, policy NW21 (Transport) supports 
sustainable transport solutions that may help improve access to services from isolated rural areas.  Without the 
Development Management Policies within the emerging Local Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed to some 
extent; however the emerging Local Plan offers opportunities to include policies relating to the provision of services and 
facilities alongside new development. 

Relatively high levels of income 
deprivation and low income levels. 

Income deprivation and low income levels are likely to continue if there is a lack of high-quality employment opportunities 
in the area.  Policy NW9 (Employment) in the adopted Core Strategy aims to provide at least 60ha of additional 
employment land in North Warwickshire between 2011 and 2029, which should help address income deprivation.  
Employment sites were not allocated through the Core Strategy and at the time were to be allocated through the Site 
Allocations Plan which has now been incorporated into the emerging Local Plan.  Therefore, without implementation of the 
new Local Plan there would be less certainty about the quality of the employment development coming forward, i.e. the 
emerging Local Plan will further contribute to reversing the current trend.   

Relatively high levels of health 
deprivation and higher than the 
national average mortality rates. 

Policies in the adopted Core Strategy that improve quality of life such as NW6 (Affordable Housing Provision), NW16 
(Green Infrastructure) and NW20 (Services and Facilities) may help address health deprivation in North Warwickshire.  
Without the emerging Local Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed to some extent in the adopted Core Strategy, 
but the issue may not be addressed as successfully without more detailed Development Management Policies specifically 
relating to health.  For example, the emerging Local Plan contains Development Management Policies relating to the 
provision of open space and recreation facilities and seeks to resist the loss of existing community services and facilities 
both of which can contribute to improved health outcomes.     

Low levels of qualification and 
educational attainment. 

Policy NW20 (Services and Facilities) in the adopted Core Strategy ensures adequate provision of education facilities, by 
stating that new schools will be pursued in the area, and may have an effect on educational attainment.  Therefore, 
without the emerging Local Plan, this issue will be addressed to some extent in the adopted Core Strategy.  However, the 
issue may not be addressed as successfully without the Development Management Policies within the emerging Local 
Plan, which offers opportunities to include policies specifically relating to education.    

The need to protect Local Geological 
Sites (LoGS). 

Policy NW13 (Natural Environment) in the adopted Core Strategy requires development to protect and enhance the 
natural environment including geodiversity features, which would address this issue.  The location of development sites 
were not determined through the Core Strategy and at the time were to be allocated through the Site Allocations Plan 
which has now been incorporated into the emerging Local Plan.  All sites being considered for inclusion are being subject 
to SA which considers their likely impacts on geodiversity.  Without the implementation of the emerging Local Plan, this 
issue should be addressed through implementation of the adopted Core Strategy, but it is likely to not be as fully 
addressed as would be possible through the emerging Local Plan which will include carefully selected and mitigated site 
allocations.    
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Issue Likely Evolution without the new Local Plan 
The need to improve river quality. Baseline information for North Warwickshire (see Appendix 3) demonstrates that the quality of rivers in the Borough is 

generally poor.  Policy NW13 (Natural Environment) in the adopted Core Strategy requires development to protect and 
enhance the natural environment.  In addition, policy NW10 requires development to protect the quality and hydrology of 
ground and surface water sources.  Without the emerging Local Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed by the 
adopted Core Strategy.   

The need to protect and enhance air 
quality. 

There is no policy in the adopted Core Strategy that specifically relates to air quality, however paragraph 124 of the NPPF 
states that “planning decisions should ensure that any new development in Air Quality Management Areas is consistent 
with the local air quality action plan”.  North Warwickshire Borough does not include any declared AQMAs and a number 
of the policies in the adopted Core Strategy will help to protect and enhance air quality as a result of measures to 
increase sustainable transport use and reduce reliance on car travel.  Without the emerging Local Plan this issue will 
therefore still be addressed.    

The need to reduce carbon dioxide 
emissions. 

There is no policy in the adopted Core Strategy that specifically relates to carbon dioxide emissions, however Policy NW11 
(Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency), which supports renewable energy projects, and Policy NW21 (Transport), 
which promotes sustainable transport, may help reduce carbon emissions.  Without the emerging Local Plan this issue will 
therefore still be addressed to some extent by the adopted Core Strategy, although the Development Management 
Policies within the emerging Local Plan offer opportunities to include more specific policies relating to reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions, for example, through further support for sustainable modes of transport.    

High levels of flood risk in some 
areas. 

Baseline information for North Warwickshire (see Appendix 3) demonstrates that flood risk is widespread in the Borough.  
At the national level, paragraph 100 of the NPPF states that “inappropriate development in areas at risk of flooding should 
be avoided by directing development away from areas at highest risk”.  In addition, policy NW10 in the adopted Core 
Strategy requires development to manage the impacts of climate change through the design and location of development, 
including sustainable drainage, use of trees and natural vegetation and ensuring no net loss of flood storage capacity.  It 
also requires development to protect the quality and hydrology of ground or surface water sources so as to reduce the 
risk of flooding, on site or elsewhere.  Without the emerging Local Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed by the 
adopted Core Strategy.     

High levels of waste generation and 
lower rate of recycling in relation to 
the rest of the county. 

Although recycling rates are improving in the Borough, County-level targets are not being met.  Policy NW10 in the 
adopted Core Strategy states that development should seek to maximise opportunities to encourage re-use and recycling 
of waste materials, both during construction and operation.  In addition, National Planning Policy for Waste would apply.  
Additional housing and employment development will inevitably increase waste generation, however the sites being 
allocated for development in the emerging Local Plan have been subject to SA, considering the impacts of specific sites on 
waste generation, which should help to ensure that impacts are minimised as far as possible.  Without the emerging Local 
Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed to some extent by the adopted Core Strategy.     

Water supply and waste water 
capacity issues may pose restrictions 
to development in some locations. 

Policy NW10 in the adopted Core Strategy requires development to incorporate water efficiency measures and to protect 
the quality and hydrology of ground and surface water sources so as to reduce the risk of pollution.  Without the 
emerging Local Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed to some extent by the adopted Core Strategy. 

Reliance on fossil fuels for energy National reliance on fossil fuels is likely to continue despite government efforts to increase renewable energy production. 
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Issue Likely Evolution without the new Local Plan 
generation Policy NW11 in the adopted Core Strategy (Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency) supports renewable energy projects, 

where they adhere to specified environmental criteria, such as the need to respect the sensitivity and capacity of the 
landscape. Without the emerging Local Plan this issue will therefore still be addressed to some extent by the Core 
Strategy.     
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4 Sustainability Appraisal Findings for the Policy 
Options 

4.1 This chapter presents the SA findings for the options that have been considered for policies to be 
included in the North Warwickshire Local Plan.   

Strategic policies 

4.2 As described in Chapter 2, LUC undertook SA work in June 2016 in relation to the Growth 
Options paper that was prepared by NWBC in order to inform the preparation of the Local Plan. 

Background to the SA of the Growth Options Paper 
Housing requirements 

4.3 One of the key issues that the Council must address through the new Local Plan is the increased 
housing requirement for the Borough which has been identified since the Core Strategy was 
adopted.  The Core Strategy provided for the development of 3,150 new homes in the Borough 
between 2011 and 2029, as well as an additional 500 homes to provide for unmet housing need 
from Tamworth Borough.  This resulted in a total annual housing requirement of 203 dwellings 
over the Plan period.  However, since the Core Strategy was adopted, recent evidence has 
indicated that the new Local Plan will need to deliver at least 5,280 dwellings over the period 
2011-2031, which equates to an annual requirement of 264 homes.  This is a minimum figure and 
provides for the needs of North Warwickshire Borough, plus an allowance for Tamworth Borough 
and redistribution from Coventry and Warwickshire.  There will a requirement to provide 
additional housing to meet some of the unmet need from Birmingham City, and emerging 
indications are that an additional 3,790 homes may be required in North Warwickshire for this 
reason.  This would therefore represent a significant increase in the housing requirements set out 
in the Core Strategy. 

Employment land requirements 
4.4 In terms of employment land, the Core Strategy provided for 60ha over the Plan period; however 

this was based on the assumption that 2ha of land at Spring Hill Industrial Estate, Arley would be 
lost from employment use.  As this site has in fact remained in full employment use, the 
employment land requirement is reduced to 58ha.  The updated Employment Land Review found 
that this figure would be sufficient to support the minimum housing growth figure of 5,280 over 
the Plan Period.  In order to progress a new Local Plan the Borough Council took the decision in 
September 2015 to look at testing a possible provision to assist with the shortfall for the Greater 
Birmingham & Black Country HMA particularly as the Birmingham Local Plan would be adopted 
prior to the adoption of the new Local Plan.  Based on migration and commuting patterns it was 
considered that a figure of 10% of the shortfall should be tested.  This would mean a potential 
additional number of dwellings of 3790, resulting in a total of 9070 dwellings over the Plan Period.  
If the full 9070 dwellings is delivered, around 91 hectares of land will be required between 2011 
and 2031.  In addition, Tamworth Borough Council is seeking the Borough to deliver a proportion 
of 14 hectares of its employment land needs in partnership with Lichfield District Council.  A site 
allocation has been identified to satisfy a portion of the 14 hectares.  As any additional housing 
and employment needs to be considered in balance and Tamworth lies within the Greater 
Birmingham HMA any proportion delivered will be within the overall employment land 
requirements and not additional.  This will avoid double counting.  The Borough Council will 
continue to work with other local planning authorities to see what opportunities there are around 
the East and West Midlands to deal with an additional shortfalls in need.   
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The Growth Options Paper 
4.5 The Growth Options Paper considered the issues and challenges associated with providing for 

additional housing (and potentially employment land) over and above the level set out in the Core 
Strategy.  It identified alternative options for how the required growth could be delivered - five 
options were presented for delivering the growth required within the Borough, and five for dealing 
with growth required from outside of the Borough.  These options are shown in Table 4.1 below. 

Table 4.1: Options for delivering the growth required in North Warwickshire Borough 

Options for growth generated from within 
the Borough 

Options to deal with growth from outside 
the Borough 

IN1: Development in accordance with the Core 
Strategy settlement hierarchy. 

OUT1: Development against the relevant 
borough, district or city boundary. 

IN2: Development in and around the Main 
Settlements.  This option includes Coleshill, the 
Green Belt Market Town. 

OUT2: Develop in and around the closest 
settlements. 

IN3: Focus development along the A5 Corridor. OUT3: Add the housing to the overall North 
Warwickshire Borough figures and distribute 
according to the preferred option for the whole 
of the Local Plan. 

IN4: Development around transport hubs. OUT4: Development around public transport 
hubs. 

IN5: New settlement. OUT5: New settlement. 
 

4.6 This section presents the findings of the appraisal of these 10 options, considering the likely 
significant positive and negative effects of each and identifying ways in which the sustainability 
benefits of the options could be maximised and the potential negative impacts mitigated.  This SA 
work was originally presented to NWBC in June 2016 in order that the findings could inform the 
preparation of the Draft Local Plan. 

4.7 Although options IN5 and OUT5 are essentially the same, they were subject to SA separately 
within each group of options as the likely sustainability effects of a new settlement for meeting 
housing need from outside of the Borough (OUT5) will differ in some ways from the likely effects 
of a new settlement which meets only housing need from within North Warwickshire (IN5). 

SA findings for the Growth Options Paper 
Options for growth generated within the Borough 

4.8 A brief summary of each of the five options is provided below 

• IN1: Development in accordance with the Core Strategy settlement hierarchy would 
result in more than 50% of the housing and employment requirements being provided within 
or adjacent to the market towns of Atherstone with Mancetter and Polesworth with Dordon.  
After this, development would be directed within the development boundary of the market 
town of Coleshill, followed by local service centres (first those outside of the Green Belt and 
then those within it) and other settlements with a development boundary.  The smallest 
amount of development would be directed outside of these settlements.  This approach overall 
would result in development being fairly dispersed throughout the Borough, although with 
little in the very south.  This option would not involve the release of land from the Green Belt. 

• IN2: Development in and around the Main Settlements including Green Belt Market 
Town would focus almost all of the development required at the market towns, including 
Coleshill.  This approach differs from the Core Strategy approach in that it allows for 
development in the Green Belt around Coleshill instead of requiring all development to be 
within the development boundary.  Under this option, development outside of the market 
towns would be very limited. 

• IN3: Focus growth along the A5 corridor would direct all development along the corridor 
of the A5 which runs between the north western and eastern parts of the Borough, past 
Dordon, Atherstone and Mancetter.  The A5 corridor is outside of the Green Belt. 
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• IN4: Development around public transport hubs would involve development being 
dispersed fairly widely around the Borough, around public transport hubs including existing 
hubs (such as the railway stations at Atherstone, Coleshill Parkway and Water Orton), 
expected provision (HS2 interchange) and potential provision (including new or reopened 
railway stations at Polesworth, Kingsbury and Arley). 

• IN5: New settlement would involve developing a new and relatively self-contained 
settlement, to include commercial land and services and facilities alongside housing.  Although 
some high level criteria for search areas are identified, no specific locations within the 
Borough are proposed.  The search criteria include a minimum size of at least 4,000-5,000 
homes and accessibility to key transport routes.  

4.9 Table 4.2 below presents the SA scores for the five options for growth generated within North 
Warwickshire.  The detailed SA matrices can be found in Appendix 5. 

Table 4.2: Summary of SA findings for the options for growth generated within the 
Borough 

SA objective IN1 IN2 IN3 IN4 IN5 
1. Access to services  +/- ++/- +/- +/- ++/- 
2. Vibrant and active communities + 0 0 + ++ 
3. Health +/- ++ ++/- ++/- ++ 
4. Housing --? ++?/- --? ++? -? 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation and culture +/- ++/- +/- +/- ++ 
7. Landscape +/--? --? +/-? --? --? 
8. Cultural heritage --? --? --? --? -? 
9. Biodiversity -? -? -? -? +/--? 
10. Efficient use of land and infrastructure +/-? ++? + ++/- -- 
11. Air, water and soil pollution +/- +/-- +/- +/- +/--? 
12. Climate change +/- ++/- - + ++? 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Use of natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport +/- ++ +/- ++ ++ 
16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing of goods  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment +/- ++/- +/- ++/- ++/- 
20. Skills 0 0 0 0 0 
 

4.10 The effects of the five options on the SA objectives are broadly very mixed, reflecting the range of 
advantages and disadvantages associated with focussing development at the larger towns or 
dispersing it more widely throughout the Borough.  These issues are exemplified in the range of 
effects identified for SA objective 1: access to services and SA objective 6: recreation and 
culture.  Focussing most development at the larger Market Towns (under option IN2 and to a 
lesser extent, IN1) would mean that most people are easily able to access the services and 
facilities (including recreational and cultural facilities) located there; however it could also result in 
those services and facilities becoming overloaded unless new provision is made.  It could also 
mean that opportunities to stimulate improvements to services in the smaller settlements 
elsewhere in the Borough are lost.  Similarly, under option IN4 the proximity of development to 
public transport links would provide easy access to services and facilities, including for people 
without a car; however the development would be dispersed and in some cases would be on the 
periphery of settlements so further from services and facilities which tend to be centrally located.  
Option IN5 would have the most positive effects as the development of a stand-alone new 
settlement with services and facilities alongside new housing would ensure that new residents 
have easy access and the potential for existing facilities to become overloaded should be avoided.   

4.11 The distribution of growth will not have a strong influence on SA objective 2: vibrant and 
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active communities, although developing a new settlement with employment land and services 
alongside new housing under option IN5 would have a significant positive effect as this approach 
would support the creation of balanced communities and should avoid a new settlement becoming 
a dormitory town.  Options IN1 and IN4 would have minor positive effects because they would 
both provide for at least some development in the smaller and more rural communities in the 
Borough, which could stimulate their viability and vitality.  In contrast, options IN2 and IN3 would 
focus most or all development in and around the larger towns so this benefit would not occur. 

4.12 The effects of the options on SA objective 3: health depend largely on the extent to which they 
would provide opportunities for walking and cycling, as well as the access that they would provide 
to healthcare facilities.  Option IN5 would have a significant positive effect as providing jobs, 
services and facilities (assumed to include GP provision) alongside housing should mean that 
more people are able to walk and cycle day to day.  Option IN2 would also have a significant 
positive effect because almost all development would be at the Market Towns where access to 
existing healthcare facilities should be good and journeys should generally be shorter, which could 
enable more active travel.  The effects of the other three options are mixed as, although they 
would allow for some use of active travel (particularly options IN3 and IN4), option IN3 could also 
result in high levels of car use and options IN1 and IN4 would allow some development in the 
smaller settlements, where car use is likely to be high and access to healthcare facilities limited. 

4.13 Similarly, the effects of the five options on SA objective 12: climate change and SA objective 
15: sustainable transport are also influenced by the extent to which they will result in car use.  
The effects on these objectives are most positive where options would focus almost all 
development at the Market Towns under IN2 as day-to-day journeys are likely to be shorter and 
public transport links better, and where development would be focused at public transport hubs 
(IN4).  The effects of IN5 are also positive as co-locating employment development and services 
and facilities alongside new housing should enable more people to walk and cycle day to day.  
Effects on SA objective 12 are also influenced by the extent to which options would affect flood 
risk – this is difficult to assess until specific location come forward, although all of the options 
could involve at least some development in areas of Flood Zones 2 and 3 – this is probably least 
likely under IN3.  Also closely related to these SA objectives is SA objective 11: air, water and 
soil pollution, as the effects on air quality are in part influenced by the extent of likely car use.  
However, effects are also influenced by the proximity of new development to the AQMA that has 
been declared at Coleshill – option IN2 in particular would direct a significant amount of new 
development there which could compound air quality issues.  SA objective 11 also considers 
impacts on the loss of productive soils - this would potentially be most negatively affected by 
option IN5 which would involve the loss of a large area of greenfield land for a new settlement, 
although the location in relation to the highest quality soils in the Borough is not yet known.   

4.14 Options IN1 and IN3 could have significant negative effects on SA objective 4: housing as they 
may not provide enough land to meet the increased housing need for North Warwickshire.  
However, in both cases the effects are uncertain until the updated SHLAA is published and the 
exact housing target is known.  Option IN5 could have a minor negative effect as other sites may 
be required at least in the short term to meet the five year housing land supply, although longer 
term this option could provide enough land.  If options IN2 and IN4 would provide enough 
housing land to meet North Warwickshire’s needs (which cannot be determined with certainty at 
this stage) then they would be likely to have significant positive effects, although option IN2 
would have a mixed effect overall as this option would involve very limited housing provision 
outside of the Market Towns and so may not meet the housing needs of smaller communities 
elsewhere.   

4.15 The likely effects of the options on SA objective 7: landscape are difficult to determine until 
specific development sites are identified; however options IN1, IN2, IN4 and IN5 could all have 
significant negative effects.  Options IN2 and IN4 would require the release of land from the 
Green Belt which could have negative effects on the openness and character of the area and 
contribute towards settlement coalescence, although it is recognised that Green Belt land isn’t 
always the most sensitive or high quality in landscape terms.  IN1 would direct development to 
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settlements that have already seen substantial growth, which could affect their character and 
form.  However, the effects of option IN1 are mixed overall, as almost all development would be 
located at the Market Towns and away from the more sensitive rural parts of the Borough.  Option 
IN5 would result in the loss of a large area of greenfield land for the development of a new 
settlement which is likely to have significant landscape impacts although it is not possible to 
assess this in detail until the location is known, in particular its proximity to the Green Belt.  It is 
also noted that a new settlement location could be selected to minimise landscape impacts.  
Option IN3 would focus development along the A5 corridor which is well outside of the Green Belt; 
however this approach could result in a continuous thread of urban development along the A5 
corridor, affecting local character.   

4.16 The effects of all five options on SA objective 8: cultural heritage and SA objective 9: 
biodiversity are uncertain and cannot be determined until the design and specific location of 
development is known.  However, the scale of development resulting from the options means that 
in all cases negative effects are possible.  Focussing most development closer to the built up 
areas of the Borough under options IN1, IN2, IN3 and IN4 could mean that impacts on features 
such as listed buildings are more likely; therefore significant negative effects are likely for those 
options.  IN5 could have a minor negative effect as development is less likely to be close to a 
large number of heritage assets, if the choice of location seeks to avoid heritage rich areas.  
However, that option could have a significant negative effect on biodiversity as it would involve 
large-scale development on greenfield land while the other options could be less likely to affect 
biodiversity, focussing most development closer to built-up areas although there is still likely to be 
some development on greenfield land, particularly under option IN2.  Overall, the effects of option 
IN5 are mixed, however, as the development of a new settlement may offer good opportunities to 
incorporate green infrastructure enhancements and it may be possible to select a new settlement 
location to avoid areas of particular biodiversity interest. 

4.17 The effects of the five options on SA objective 10: efficient use of land and infrastructure 
are very varied.  Under Options IN1 and IN2 most development would be focussed at the Market 
Towns which could mean that there are more opportunities to redevelop brownfield sites, 
although IN2 would involve at least some development on greenfield land around Coleshill.  
Development would also be generally well-connected with existing physical infrastructure in the 
most sustainable locations under those options.  However, option IN1 still allows for a reasonable 
amount of development in other parts of the Borough where the opposite could be said.  Option 
IN3 would focus all new development along the A5 corridor where there are likely to be 
reasonable opportunities for reusing brownfield sites; however while this part of the Borough is 
well-connected in terms of the road network, this does not necessarily make it the most 
sustainable location.  Under Option IN4, more dispersed development is likely to be on the edge 
of settlements in many cases and so is not expected to offer good opportunities for redeveloping 
brownfield sites; however the development would be very well connected to existing sustainable 
transport infrastructure.  Under Option IN5 a new settlement would be developed which it is 
assumed would be entirely or largely remote from existing physical infrastructure and would 
require significant new infrastructure development to support it.  It is also likely to be mainly if 
not entirely on greenfield land.   

4.18 In relation to SA objective 19: employment, the same amount of employment land would be 
provided under all five options; however the spatial distribution of development will influence how 
easily people are able to access jobs.  The effects of option IN5 are most positive as the new 
settlement would include employment development alongside new housing which would be 
accessible and proportional to support the increased demand.  However, this approach would 
mean that (depending on the location of the new settlement) the new employment land and 
opportunities may be remote from residents in existing towns and villages, limiting access for 
them.  The significant positive effect is therefore mixed with a minor negative effect.   The other 
four options would also all have mixed effects.  Under Option IN2 and to a lesser extent IN1, most 
development would be at the Market Towns where the jobs created would be relatively accessible 
for most people.  IN1 still allows for some development at smaller settlements where any jobs 
created may be less accessible, particularly for people without a car; however it would also mean 
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that new jobs are distributed more widely within the Borough instead of being focussed in only a 
few locations.  Focussing most development along the A5 corridor (option IN3) could mean that 
access to jobs for people in other parts of the Borough is poor.  Conversely, under option IN4 
development would be more dispersed and well connected to the public transport network which 
would mean that more people are able to access jobs in other parts of the Borough, including 
those without a car.  However it may also mean that some employment land could be developed 
in areas that are more remote from the main centres of population.   

4.19 The effects of all five options on the remaining SA objectives are negligible, in most cases because 
the achievement of the SA objectives would not be affected by the spatial location of 
development.  In relation to SA objective 14: use of natural resources, it is not possible to 
identify differences between the options in terms of the extent to which they could result in the 
sterilisation of mineral resources, because of the wide extent of Minerals Safeguarding Areas 
which cover almost the whole Borough. 

Summary 
4.20 Options IN2 and IN5 would have more significant positive effects than the other options, most of 

which relate to the social and economic objectives.   

4.21 The social and economic objectives are generally affected well by option IN2, which would focus 
most development at the more built up parts of the Borough, although the fact that this option 
would require development in the Green Belt could have negative effects on the landscape, 
depending upon its quality.  This approach demonstrates the potential opportunities for building 
on and expanding existing settlements where most homes and jobs already exist, and where the 
identity of the settlements and their neighbourhoods have been long established. This approach 
would also make best use of existing services, facilities and other infrastructure, stimulating their 
ongoing viability and potential expansion.  However, it would be essential that additional provision 
is made to support population growth, in order to avoid existing services becoming overloaded.   

4.22 Under option IN5 (new settlement), co-locating housing with services, facilities and commercial 
land should create an integrated new community designed with sustainability principles in mind 
from the outset, and encouraged to develop in a relatively self-contained way.  This would help to  
reduce the need to travel, increasing levels of walking and cycling, as well as benefitting 
community cohesion.  However, the large-scale development on greenfield land that would occur 
under option IN5 means that the approach could have more negative effects on the 
environmental SA objectives in comparison to the other options although these effects are largely 
uncertain until potential locations for a new settlement can be considered.  It should also be 
recognised that a new settlement could take a significant amount of time to plan and deliver, not 
least the time required to identify an appropriate site where environmental impacts can be 
minimised and the sustainability benefits maximised, for example through proximity to transport 
links.  It will also require a significant amount of investment in completely new infrastructure, 
including community services and facilities as well as transport and utilities infrastructure.  It will 
take time to develop a critical mass.  For these reasons, this option would not be able to meet the 
Borough’s predicted increased housing target, at least in the short term, which could be a barrier 
to the viability of the option.   

4.23 IN1 would have largely mixed effects, reflecting the combination of positive and negative effects 
that would result from focussing most development at the larger towns – while this has a range of 
benefits in relation to issues such as sustainable transport use and accessibility to jobs and 
services, there is also the potential for activity to be drawn away from smaller and more rural 
settlements which could affect their viability.  

4.24 IN3 and IN4 would also have largely mixed effects; however the fact that those options would not 
provide enough land to meet the level of housing need expected to be identified in North 
Warwickshire is a significant barrier to their viability.  The mixed effects of option IN3 reflect the 
advantages and disadvantages of concentrating development in one part of the Borough, while 
the mixed effects of IN4 are largely associated with the fact that although development would be 
well-connected via public transport, much of it would be located outside of the main built up areas 
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in the Borough. 

Options for growth generated outside of the Borough 
4.25 A brief summary of each of the five options is provided below 

• OUT1: Development against the relevant borough, district or city boundary would 
focus the additional development narrowly along the western and southern edges of North 
Warwickshire (in most cases on the side of the motorways closest to the other districts), 
outside of the main settlements in both North Warwickshire and the other districts but as 
close as possible to the districts for which the additional housing is being provided.  Based on 
interpretation of the mapped existing settlement pattern, for the purposes of the SA it is 
assumed that it wouldn’t be possible to develop meaningful extensions within North 
Warwickshire to the settlements in those other districts (it may be possible for those other 
districts to plan to expand relevant settlements in their district to integrate with development 
provided in North Warwickshire but this has not been assumed in the SA). 

• OUT2: Develop in and around the closest settlements would also locate the additional 
development around the western and southern parts of the Borough, although it would be 
slightly further from the district boundaries and would be located at the settlements within 
North Warwickshire that are nearest to the relevant other districts. 

• OUT3: Add the housing to the overall North Warwickshire Borough figures and 
distribute according to the preferred option for the whole of the emerging draft 
Local Plan would depend on the option selected for dealing with the needs of the Borough. 

• OUT4: Develop around public transport hubs would be similar to option IN4 in that it 
would involve development being dispersed fairly widely around the Borough, focussed at 
locations with existing, planned or proposed public transport links. 

• OUT5: New settlement would be the same as option IN5, so it would involve developing a 
new and relatively self-contained settlement, to include commercial land and services and 
facilities alongside housing.   

4.26 Table 4.3 below presents the SA scores for the five options for growth generated outside of North 
Warwickshire.  The detailed SA matrices can be found in Appendix 5. 

Table 4.3: Summary of SA findings for the options for growth generated outside of the 
Borough 

SA objective OUT1 OUT2 OUT3 OUT4 OUT5 
1. Access to services  +/- ++/- ? +/- ++/- 
2. Vibrant and active communities - + +? + ++ 
3. Health +/- +/- ? ++/- + 
4. Housing ++ + ? - ? 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation and culture +/- ++/- ? +/- ++/- 
7. Landscape --? --? ? --? --? 
8. Cultural heritage -? --? ? -? -? 
9. Biodiversity -? -? ? -? --/+? 
10. Efficient use of land and infrastructure --/+ ++/- ? -/++ -- 
11. Air, water and soil pollution +/- +/-- ? +/- +/--? 
12. Climate change +/- +/- ? +/- +/-? 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Use of natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport +/- +/- ? +/- +/-? 
16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing of goods  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment +/- +/- ? --/+ +/-? 
20. Skills 0 0 0 0 0 
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4.27 As with the options for growth generated within the Borough, the effects of these five options on 
the SA objective are very mixed and will in many cases depend on the specific development 
locations, particularly the location of a new settlement under option OUT5.  In most cases, the 
effects of option OUT3 are uncertain and will depend on which preferred option is selected for the 
whole of the Local Plan.   

4.28 In relation to SA objective 1: access to services and SA objective 6: recreation and 
culture, the effects of Options OUT2 and OUT5 are the most positive as those options would 
focus development closest to the other districts for which housing is being provided and therefore 
access to services in those districts may be easiest.  However, in both cases the effects are mixed 
overall - under OUT1 development would be outside of existing settlements in both North 
Warwickshire and the adjacent districts, so people may need to travel further to access services 
day to day, and in the case of OUT2 there is potential for the additional demand to overload 
services and facilities in North Warwickshire’s settlements if new provision is not made.  Focussing 
development around public transport hubs throughout the Borough under OUT4 would provide 
people with good access to services and facilities in locations around the Borough and further 
afield; however distances to services and facilities in the other districts would be long in some 
cases.   

4.29 Option OUT5 could have a significant positive effect on SA objective 2: vibrant and active 
communities as a new settlement would be developed as a self-contained community with 
services and employment opportunities alongside the new housing which would contribute to the 
creation of a thriving and sustainable new community, although it is noted that the creation of 
this community would take considerable time to plan, develop and for community identity to 
emerge.  The purpose of the additional housing would be to meet the needs of other districts, so 
people are still likely to commute for work and other activities which could affect the overall 
cohesion and vitality of the new settlement, resulting in uncertainty whether the significant 
positive effects would be achieved.  Options OUT2, OUT3 and OUT4 could all have minor positive 
effects - under options OUT2 and OUT3, development for adjacent authorities would be well 
integrated within settlements in North Warwickshire so people may perceive themselves more as 
part of those communities and part of the wider Borough, and more dispersed development under 
option OUT4 could have a positive effect on the creation of vibrant and active communities in 
rural areas as more development would take place there.  Option OUT1 could have a minor 
negative effect as providing housing for other districts in peripheral areas of North Warwickshire, 
adjacent to the districts for which the housing is required.  This could mean that people living and 
working in those areas do not perceive themselves as part of North Warwickshire and do not 
integrate within the Borough’s communities but at the same time are not properly integrated 
within communities in the other districts (the housing provided along the periphery of the district 
boundaries would in most cases be a similar distance from communities in North Warwickshire 
and the other districts although this cannot be determined in more detail until specific 
development locations are known). 

4.30 The effects of the options on SA objective 3: health are determined by the extent to which they 
would allow for walking and cycling and the access that they would provide to healthcare facilities.  
Option OUT1 would focus development close to the boundaries of the other districts so people 
may be able to cycle to work there; however the fact that the development would be outside of 
the main settlements in both North Warwickshire and the other districts could mean that levels of 
car use are high and access to nearby healthcare facilities limited.  Conversely, option OUT2 
would locate development within settlements in North Warwickshire, which could mean that 
access to healthcare facilities is better but people are less likely to be able to cycle to work in 
other districts due to the longer distances.  Option OUT4 would focus development around public 
transport hubs which may benefit health as a result of reduced air pollution from car use and 
people may be more likely to undertake part of their journey on foot or by bicycle; however the 
longer distances from some of the development locations to the other districts could have the 
opposite effect and increase car use.  Developing a self-contained new community under option 
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OUT5 should mean that some people are able to live and work in close proximity and therefore 
undertake more journeys day-to-day on foot or by bicycle, benefitting health, although as the 
housing would be meeting the needs of other districts it is expected that a lot of people would still 
commute to work elsewhere which would have the opposite effect.     

4.31 In relation to SA objective 4: housing, option OUT1 would focus the housing required to meet 
the needs of other districts around the boundary of North Warwickshire Borough, adjacent to the 
boundary of the district for which the housing is required.  This would mean that it is functionally 
linked to those districts and should more effectively meet their needs, although not physically 
linked to existing settlements as it would still be outside of the main settlements within those 
districts.  Option OUT2 would focus development at the nearest settlements in North Warwickshire 
to the other districts, creating a physical link with existing settlements, and it would still be 
functionally linked (especially as transport links may be slightly better), although it would be 
slightly further from the other districts.  Option OUT4 would distribute development more widely 
across North Warwickshire and some of the housing would therefore be located far from the 
districts that it is being provided for.  The effects of Option OUT5 are uncertain and would depend 
largely on the location of the new settlement in relation to the districts for which housing is being 
provided and to what extent it would meet their needs by being functionally linked. 

4.32 The effects of the options on SA objective 7: landscape are largely uncertain until specific 
development sites come forward.  Options OUT1, OUT2 and OUT4 would all require some 
development within the Green Belt which could have a significant negative effect on the landscape 
in terms of reducing open space and risking the coalescence of urban areas, although it is 
recognised that Green Belt land is not necessarily the most sensitive in landscape terms.  It is 
also noted that not all of the closest settlements that would receive development under OUT2 
could accommodate potentially large amounts of development in their existing forms, so this 
approach could significantly alter the character and shape of those settlements.  Option OUT5 
could also have significant landscape impacts as the development of an entirely new settlement 
would be largely if not entirely on greenfield land and could be prominent visually, depending on 
its location.  This option could also require the release of land from the Green Belt; however 
effects cannot be assessed in detail until the location is known.   

4.33 The effects on SA objective 8: cultural heritage and SA objective 9: biodiversity are again 
largely uncertain until specific sites for development are identified.  However, the scale of 
development proposed under all options could have negative effects on heritage assets and their 
settings or on biodiversity.  Under Option OUT1, although not physically linked to existing 
settlements, development would be focussed along the western and southern edges of North 
Warwickshire Borough, where there is already extensive urbanisation including the M42 and M6 
motorways.  This would reduce the potential for new development to adversely affect the setting 
of heritage features although adverse effects may still occur.  Option OUT2 would locate 
development at the settlements in North Warwickshire closest to other districts; therefore it may 
be more likely to impact upon features such as listed buildings which tend to be more 
concentrated in built up areas, and also settlement setting and character.  Dispersed development 
under option OUT4 would have largely uncertain effects, depending on the location of specific 
development sites, although it is expected that there would be heritage assets in the towns and 
villages that could be affected by new development, particularly if this option were to stimulate 
additional transport infrastructure development.  A new settlement under Option OUT5 would 
direct development away from existing built up areas and therefore may be less likely to impact 
upon the setting of heritage features such as listed building although there may still be valuable 
heritage assets in rural areas that would be affected by the new development depending on its 
location, including on the setting of heritage interest in what are likely to be open locations.  
However, a new settlement location could be selected to avoid such interest features.  

4.34 In relation to biodiversity, option OUT1 would focus development along the very edge of North 
Warwickshire’s western and southern boundaries, outside of the main settlements; therefore it 
may be more likely to take place on greenfield land and result in habitat loss or disturbance to 
species.  However, the presence of the M42 and other urbanisation in this area is likely to limit 
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the potential for such effects as there may already be existing high levels of habitat degradation 
and disturbance.  Similarly, option OUT4 would also be likely to require development on greenfield 
land.  Under Option OUT2, development would be at existing settlements which may reduce the 
likelihood of habitat loss or disturbance to species, although some of the development would still 
be on greenfield sites and built up areas can also harbour valuable biodiversity.  The development 
of a new settlement under Option OUT5 is likely to result in the loss of large areas of greenfield 
land, which could impact upon biodiversity depending on the nature and value of the land; 
however a new settlement could offer good opportunities to incorporate green infrastructure 
which would benefit biodiversity and it may be possible to select a site which avoids sensitive 
habitats and species.   

4.35 The effects of the options on SA objective 10: efficient use of land and infrastructure are 
very mixed.  Option OUT1 is likely to result in the development of greenfield land as development 
would be focussed outside of the main settlements in North Warwickshire and the adjacent 
districts.  This would also mean that it is less well-connected via existing infrastructure and it is 
noted that additional transport infrastructure might be needed to connect developments with the 
settlements in the adjacent districts.  However, in terms of geographical proximity, development 
would be well-connected to the other districts.  Under Option OUT2 development would be located 
at the closest settlements in North Warwickshire to the district boundaries, so may offer some 
opportunities for redeveloping brownfield sites in built up areas although it is not currently clear 
from the available evidence exactly how much brownfield land is available.  However, Green Belt 
land would need to be released and most development is still likely to be on greenfield sites.  
Under this option, however, development would be better connected via public transport 
infrastructure to the other districts compared to OUT1 (although it is noted that the closest 
settlements may not currently allow for commuting via public transport), while still being 
reasonably close geographically.  Existing settlements also represents a more sustainable location 
for new development.  Under Option OUT4, development would be focussed at public transport 
hubs around the Borough.  This dispersed development is not expected to offer good 
opportunities for redeveloping brownfield sites; however the development would be very well 
connected to existing and potential sustainable transport infrastructure.  Under Option OUT5 a 
new settlement would be developed which it is assumed would be entirely or largely remote from 
existing physical infrastructure and would require significant new infrastructure development to 
support it.  It is also likely to be mainly if not entirely on greenfield land.   

4.36 The effects of the options on SA objective 11: air, soil and water are again very mixed.   
Under Option OUT1 levels of air pollution from car use could be high as development would be 
located outside of the main settlements in both North Warwickshire and the neighbouring districts 
and would therefore be unlikely to be well-connected via public transport.  However, locating 
development in North Warwickshire close to the border with other districts could mean that 
commuting distances to jobs and services there would be smaller, potentially enabling people to 
cycle.  Development would also be located outside of the AQMA that has been declared at 
Coleshill although there would be some development within reasonably close proximity of the 
town which may increase traffic there.  However, the option is likely to result in the development 
of greenfield sites which could result in the loss of high quality soils, particularly because the area 
where development would take place is largely Grade 3 agricultural land, with some Grade 2 land.  
Option OUT2 would focus development at the closest settlements to the relevant border, so 
people would still be relatively close geographically to jobs and services in the other districts but 
may have better public transport links which could reduce air pollution from car use.  However, 
journeys would be slightly longer and opportunities to walk and cycle are therefore likely to be 
limited.  In addition, development would be located at Coleshill where an AQMA has been 
declared, which could compound air pollution in that area.  The option would result in the 
development of greenfield sites which could result in the loss of high quality soils - as with OUT1, 
the area where development would take place is largely Grade 3 land with some Grade 2.  Option 
OUT4 would focus development at public transport hubs around the Borough which is likely to 
encourage the use of non-car based modes of transport, to the benefit of air quality.  However, 
under this option some development would be located a long way from the districts whose need it 
is proposed to meet so journeys may be longer and more likely to be undertaken by car.  In 
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addition, some development is directed towards the AQMA at Coleshill under this option.  The 
dispersed nature of development under this option means that it is difficult to assess the likely 
impacts on soils until specific development sites are known; however some development is 
directed to the central and northern parts of the Borough where high quality soils are found and 
the fact that development would take place outside of the largest towns could increase the 
likelihood of productive agricultural soils being lost.  A new settlement under option OUT5 would 
mean that people can work and access services closer to home, which would reduce the need for 
car use day-to-day and the associated air pollution.  However, as the housing is being proposed 
to meet the needs of other districts, people are still likely to commute elsewhere for work and for 
social activities which may be by car.  In addition, the development of a new settlement would 
involve the loss of a large area of greenfield land which could be high quality agricultural soil, 
depending on the location which is not yet known, although avoiding high quality soils could be a 
factor in identifying an appropriate site.  Similarly, the proximity of the new settlement to the 
AQMA at Coleshill is not known.   

4.37 The effects of the options on SA objective 12: climate change and SA objective 15: 
sustainable transport are similar, as the main way in which the options will affect climate 
change is through the extent to which they would result in car use.  The effects are also closely 
linked to those described above in relation to air quality.  Under option OUT1 levels of car use 
could be high as development would be located outside of the main settlements in both North 
Warwickshire and the neighbouring districts; however locating development close to the border 
with other districts could mean that there are opportunities to cycle to work there.  Option OUT2 
would focus development at the closest settlements to the relevant border, so people would still 
be relatively close geographically to jobs and services in the other districts but could have better 
public transport links.  However, journeys would be slightly longer and opportunities to walk and 
cycle are therefore likely to be limited.  Under Option OUT4 some development would be located 
quite far distance from the districts which it is proposed for, which could mean that levels of car 
use are higher; however focussing development around public transport hubs could improve 
levels of sustainable transport use.  The development of a new settlement under option OUT5 
should mean that people can work and access services closer to home, which would reduce the 
need for car use day-to-day.  However, as the housing being provided would be to meet the 
needs of other districts, it is assumed that people would still largely commute to work and for 
social activities elsewhere which may be by car depending on the location of the new settlement.  
Effects on SA objective 12 are also influenced by the extent to which options would affect flood 
risk – this is difficult to assess until specific location come forward, although all of the options 
could involve at least some development in areas of Flood Zones 2 and 3.  Under OUT5 it should 
be possible to select a location for a new settlement based on avoiding high flood risk areas.   

4.38 In relation to SA objective 19: employment, Option OUT1 would direct development closer 
geographically for people commuting to other districts for work, although the fact that the 
development would be outside of the main settlements in North Warwickshire could mean that 
accessibility for those without a car is less good, depending on the extent to which public 
transport provision would be integrated into the new developments and linked to settlement 
destinations in other districts as well as with North Warwickshire settlements.  Option OUT2 would 
focus development at the closest settlements to the relevant border, so people would still be 
relatively close geographically to jobs in the other districts but are likely to have better public 
transport links which could improve access for those without a car.  However, journeys would be 
slightly longer and the housing less functionally linked to employment in other districts.  Under 
option OUT4 development could be located some distance from the districts which it is proposed 
for, which could mean that it is difficult for people to access employment there if this requires 
commuting longer distances.  However, focussing development around public transport hubs 
could improve access to jobs for people without cars.  Option OUT5 would involve the 
development of a new settlement, with commercial development to be provided alongside 
housing.  This would ensure that jobs are provided for the growing population, in a location that is 
accessible from the new homes even for people without cars.  However, as the housing being 
provided would be to meet the needs of other districts, it is assumed that people would still 
largely commute to work elsewhere and depending on the location of the new settlement, this 
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distance could be either short or long.   

4.39 The effects of all five options on the remaining SA objectives are negligible, in most cases because 
the SA objectives would not be affected by the spatial location of development.  In relation to SA 
objective 14: use of natural resources, it is not possible to identify differences between the 
options in terms of the extent to which they could result in the sterilisation of mineral resources, 
because of the wide extent of Minerals Safeguarding Areas which cover almost the whole 
Borough. 

Summary 
4.40 In general, the effects of OUT1 and OUT2, both of which would focus development closer to the 

boundaries of the districts for which it is being provided, are generally likely to have the most 
positive effects on the SA objectives.  Compared to the other options, the housing and 
employment development would be more functionally linked to the other districts and distances to 
be travelled for commuting are likely to be shorter.  However, under OUT1 effects will depend to 
some extent on how well public transport infrastructure is integrated into the developments as the 
location of development outside of the main settlements in both North Warwickshire and other 
districts could mean that existing connections are more limited than under OUT2.  Given 
administrative boundaries and the existing settlement pattern it may be more difficult under OUT1 
to integrate development at the periphery of North Warwickshire with settlements in other 
districts whereas under OUT2 opportunities will be available to integrate development with 
existing settlements in North Warwickshire. 

4.41 The effects of OUT3 cannot be assessed in any detail without a preferred option for the 
distribution of North Warwickshire’s housing need having been identified; however the principle of 
locating additional development for other districts along with that provided to meet the needs of 
the Borough itself may benefit community cohesion and ensure that residents are integrated as 
part of the Borough’s communities. 

4.42 The effects of OUT4 are similar to those of IN4, representing a balance between the advantages 
of locating development close to public transport links and the potential disadvantages of 
development being dispersed throughout the Borough.  However, for OUT4 there is also the issue 
that the housing provided is to meet the needs of other districts and in some cases, development 
under this option would be located far from those districts which could result in difficultly 
accessing jobs and services there and could encourage high levels of car use.   

4.43 In contrast to the options considered for meeting housing need from within North Warwickshire 
Borough, the option of providing a new settlement (OUT5) to meet housing need from outside of 
the Borough does not have the same number of likely significant effects on the SA objectives.  
This is because where housing is being provided to meet the needs of other districts, the 
proximity and connectivity to those districts is key and the benefits of a self-contained new 
settlement may not be as clear.  Although providing jobs alongside new housing could offer good 
opportunities for shorter journeys and lower levels of car use, if the purpose of the housing is to 
meet the need of other districts it is most likely that people will continue to commute elsewhere 
for employment as well as some social activities. 

4.44 As with the ‘IN’ options, in many cases the potential effects identified are uncertain and will 
depend on the specific locations of development sites that are identified under each option.  
Decision making regarding which options to take forward to meet the needs of other districts may 
also depend on proposals in the neighbouring districts’ Local Plan, for example if it is possible to 
take an integrated approach, e.g. developing an urban extension to a settlement outside of North 
Warwickshire that is partly located across the North Warwickshire Borough boundary, taking into 
account potential barriers to expansion such as the motorway network. 

NWBC’s reasons for the selected growth option 
4.45 The growth options were disseminated to all Borough Parish Councils and Area Forums for 

consultation.  Consultation comments and the SA findings on the growth options were considered 
by Members in April 2016 and a new pattern of growth was identified based on a mixture of 
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growth options IN1 and IN2 and OUT1, OUT2 and OUT3.  Table 4.4 below summarises the 
Borough’s reasoning behind the selection and non-selection of growth options appraised above.   

Table 4.4: Justification for selected growth option   

Growth 
Options Reasons for selection Reasons for non-selection 

Growth options for meeting Borough’s needs  
IN1 Growth option IN1 is consistent with the 

Borough’s historic settlement hierarchy 
(outlined in the adopted Core Strategy), 
directing growth to the Borough’s existing 
market towns and other local centres for 
services, facilities and infrastructure.  The 
adverse effects associated with this 
growth option (notably impacts on the 
viability of smaller rural settlements) 
within the largely mixed effects identified 
in the SA are considered to be outweighed 
by the acute need for housing growth 
within the Borough and the wider region.    

N/A.  

IN2 The Council noted the greater number of 
significant positive effects associated with 
this growth option in the SA.  Growth 
Option IN2 allows for development growth 
in sustainable locations within Green Belt 
settlements, including adjacent to 
settlements in neighbouring authorities, 
as well as the larger centres for growth 
outside the Green Belt. 

N/A 

IN3 N/A The Council noted the largely mixed effects 
identified in the SA of this growth option.  The 
Council considered that growth option IN3 
would contribute to historic ribbon 
development along A5 and potentially the loss 
of strategic gaps between settlements within 
the Borough and neighbouring authorities, 
adversely affecting the Borough’s rural 
character.  Furthermore, it is considered that 
this growth option would reduce the 
opportunity for the Borough’s smaller 
settlements to grow and improve their local 
services and facilities. Given these constraints, 
it was considered unlikely that this growth 
option would be able accommodate the scale 
of growth required to meet the Borough’s 
needs. 

IN4 N/A The Council noted the largely mixed effects 
identified in the SA of this growth option 
associated with the disparate pattern of 
development outside the Borough’s main 
settlements.  Furthermore, many of transport 
hubs, both existing and proposed lie within 
Green Belt where large scale development is 
considered inappropriate.  

IN5 N/A The Council noted the significant positive 
effects identified in the SA of this growth 
option related to the creation of a relatively 
self-contained community but the potential for 
greater adverse effects against the 
environmental SA objectives.  The long lead-in 
time associated with the development of a new 
settlement and associated infrastructure was 
considered to significantly reduce the potential 
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Growth 
Options Reasons for selection Reasons for non-selection 

for this option to meet the Borough’s housing 
needs within the Plan period.  Furthermore, no 
appropriate site options large enough to be 
considered new settlements have been 
identified for consideration.  Subject to the 
successful adoption of an appropriate site 
search strategy, the Council will reconsider this 
growth option in the future.  

Growth options for meeting and appropriate proportion of neighbouring authorities’ needs 
OUT1 The Council note that growth option OUT1 

scored the most positively against SA 
objective 4 (Housing).  This is due to the 
fact that dwellings would be provided 
closer to the boundaries of the districts for 
which it is being provided.  Furthermore, 
appropriate site options adjacent to 
settlements in neighbouring authorities 
have been identified.. 

N/A 

OUT2 The Council note that growth option OUT2 
scored the greatest number of positive 
effects.  However, it is also noted that the 
growth option was the only option to score 
a significant adverse effect against SA 
objective 8 (cultural heritage).   
 
It is considered that the growth option, in 
certain areas, is consistent with the 
existing settlement hierarchy, including 
the  location of existing services, facilities 
and infrastructure identified for growth in 
growth option IN1. 

Growth option OUT2 has not been carried 
forward as the sole option to accommodate an 
appropriate proportion of neighbouring 
authorities’ local needs due to the fact that the 
growth option, in certain areas, lies within 
Green Belt or adjacent to small size (Category 
4 or less) settlements with limited services, 
facilities and infrastructure.  Such locations are 
not considered appropriate for accommodating 
the scale of growth needed over the Plan 
period. 

OUT3 Growth option OUT3 is consistent with the 
existing settlement hierarchy, including 
the location of existing services, facilities 
and infrastructure identified for growth in 
growth option IN1.   

N/A 
 

OUT4 N/A Growth option OUT4 was discounted due to the 
fact that a significant proportion of the 
Borough’s transport hubs, both existing and 
proposed, lie within the Green Belt where large 
scale development is considered to be 
inappropriate.  The Council note that the SA of 
growth option OUT4 states that “development 
under this option would be located far from 
those districts which could result in difficultly 
accessing jobs and services there and could 
encourage high levels of car use”. 

OUT5 N/A The Council noted the largely mixed effects 
identified in the SA of this growth option.  The 
long lead-in time associated with the 
development of a new settlement and 
associated infrastructure was considered to 
significantly reduce the potential for this option 
to meet neighbouring authorities housing 
needs within the Plan period.   
 
Meeting the needs of neighbouring authorities 
within a new settlement in North Warwickshire 
is likely to result in significant increases in 
traffic generation as new residents travel to 
and from employment, social, health and 
recreation services and facilities in 
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Growth 
Options Reasons for selection Reasons for non-selection 

neighbouring authorities.  
 
Finally, no appropriate site options outside the 
Green Belt and large enough to be considered 
new settlements have been identified for 
consideration.  Subject to the successful 
adoption of an appropriate site search 
strategy, the Council will reconsider this 
growth option in the future.  

 

4.46 In summary, the selected growth option responds to the findings of the SA and retains and builds 
on the Borough’s existing settlement hierarchy with the addition of Category 2 level sites 
immediately adjoining settlements within neighbouring authorities (see Policy LP2).   

4.47 The remaining growth options – notably the new settlement growth options (IN5 and OUT5), the 
growth option focussing development only in the A5 corridor (IN3) and options focussing 
development around public transport hubs (IN4 and OUT4) were discounted on the grounds that 
these options would focus a significant proportion of the Borough’s development needs within the 
Green Belt.  Members concluded that significant Green Belt release would be inappropriate, 
limiting the opportunity of sites to come forward in the south and west of the Borough. 

SA of options for development management policies 

4.48 This section describes the findings of the SA of the Development Management Plan: Draft Policies 
(September 2015) and the reasonable alternative approaches that were considered.  The detailed 
SA matrices can be found in Appendix 3 of the SA report for the Draft Development Management 
Plan (September 2015).  Appendix 4 of this SA Report contains an audit trail of policy 
development for the Draft Local Plan.  This appendix explains hoe the development management 
policy options described in this section (Chapter 4) relate to the preferred development 
management policies outlined and appraised in Chapter 6 below. 

4.49 Table 4.5 at the end of this section presents a summary of the SA scores for all of the 14 Draft 
Policies and the reasonable alternatives considered.  The likely effects of the Draft Policies on each 
SA objective are summarised below. 

SA objective 1: Equal access to services, facilities and opportunities for all, regardless 
of income, age, health, disability, culture or ethnic origin 

4.50 Most of the Draft Policies and reasonable alternative options would have negligible effects on 
access to services and facilities in North Warwickshire as they would not directly affect this issue.  
However, policy DM13: Services and Facilities would have a significant positive effect as its 
primary purpose is to avoid the loss of services and facilities and direct new services to 
appropriate locations.  This will help to ensure that an appropriate range of services is available to 
support the large-scale residential development coming forward through the adopted Core 
Strategy and emerging Site Allocations Plan.  The effects of the alternative ‘no policy’ option (to 
DM13) are less certain and are likely to be minor rather than significantly positive as, while the 
adopted Core Strategy policy NW20 addresses the provision of services and facilities to some 
extent, the additional level of detail in policy DM13 would be missing..   

4.51 Two of the other Draft Policies are likely to have minor positive effects on this SA objective: DM1: 
Housing Outside of Development Boundaries, and DM14: Transport Considerations.  These 
policies would both steer development to the built up areas of North Warwickshire where services 
and facilities are concentrated.  This would also ensure that development is well-connected via 
sustainable transport (as transport links in the built up areas are better), which would mean that 
people without a car are more easily able to access services elsewhere.  In both cases, the 
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alternative options of not including either Draft Policy DM1 or DM14 in the Development 
Management Plan would have less positive, or less certain, effects.  This is because the Local Plan 
would not include the same level of detail if Core Strategy policy NW20 alone were to be relied 
upon. 

4.52 All of the other Draft Policies would have negligible effects on this SA objective and no significant 
effects, either positive or negative, have been identified. 

SA objective 2: Developing and supporting vibrant and active communities and 
voluntary groups, who are able to express their needs and take steps towards meeting 
them 

4.53 Almost all of the Draft Policies and reasonable alternative options would have negligible effects on 
developing and supporting vibrant and active communities as they would not directly affect this 
issue.  However, policy DM13: Services and Facilities would have a minor positive effect because 
it seeks to avoid the loss of services and facilities in North Warwickshire and to ensure that new 
ones are appropriately located.  As such, community groups should be able to access well-located 
facilities to support their activities (e.g. community halls).  The alternative ‘no policy’ option would 
mean that this minor positive effect is less likely to occur - while Core Strategy policy NW20 
addresses the provision of services and facilities to some extent, the additional level of detail in 
the Draft Policy would be missing and therefore there would be less certainty about the likely 
effects.   

4.54 All of the other Draft Policies would have negligible effects on this SA objective and no likely 
significant effects, either positive or negative, were identified in relation to the Draft Policies or 
alternative options. 

SA objective 3: Tackling health inequalities and improve health by supporting local 
communities and by improving access and raising awareness 

4.55 A number of the Draft Policies are likely to have minor positive effects on this SA objective, 
including DM1: Housing Outside of Development Boundaries, DM2: Green Belt Considerations, 
DM3: Employment Sites, DM5: Development Matters, DM11: Rural Employment, DM13: Services 
and Facilities and DM14: Transport Considerations.  Two of these policies (DM1 and DM2) would 
indirectly improve access to services and facilities in the Borough, by supporting the overall 
development strategy set out in the Core Strategy and directing development to built-up areas in 
favour of rural areas where services such as GPs are more easily accessible.  DM13 would have a 
direct positive effect by aiming to avoid the loss of services, taken to include healthcare facilities, 
and ensuring that new ones are appropriately located.  Similarly, policy DM11 specifies that 
community services, again taken to include healthcare facilities, is a preferred re-use for existing 
rural buildings.  

4.56 Other draft policies would enable more people to walk and cycle day to day and to participate in 
active recreation, thereby increasing levels of activity amongst the population.  For example, 
DM5: Development Matters expects new developments to incorporate open space and recreation 
facilities, and DM14: Transport Considerations requires the preparation of Transport Assessments 
and Travel Plans for larger developments - this may have a minor positive effect on health if 
levels of walking and cycling increase as a result of measures in such Travel Plans. 

4.57 Policy DM3 could have a minor positive effect as it would restrict the change of use at an 
employment site within a residential area (Manor Road, Mancetter) to B8 uses (which include 
distribution).  Therefore, it would prevent the associated increase in HGV movements in that area 
which could otherwise impact upon local peoples’ health as a result of noise and air pollution. 

4.58 The alternative ‘no policy’ options would mean that these minor positive effects are less likely to 
occur - while a number of the Core Strategy policies address issues relating to services and 
facilities (taken to include healthcare facilities such as GPs) and encourage walking and cycling, 
the additional level of detail in the Draft Policies would be missing and therefore there would be 
less certainty about the likely positive effects.  In addition, without some of the provisions in the 
Draft Development Management Plan Policies, such as criterion ‘e’ in policy DM2 which restricts 
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the redevelopment of rural employment sites in the Green Belt for housing use, it is possible that 
more development would take place in rural areas where access to healthcare and opportunities 
to walk and cycle would be more limited. 

4.59 All of the other Draft Policies would have negligible effects on this SA objective and no likely 
significant effects, either positive or negative, are expected to result from the Draft Policies or the 
alternative options. 

SA objective 4: Providing decent and affordable housing to meet local needs 
4.60 The likely effects of the Draft Policies on this SA objective are generally more mixed than for most 

of the other SA objectives.  While the Development Management Plan includes a number of 
policies that should help to ensure that development (including new housing) is of high quality, 
e.g. DM6: Built Form), a number of the Draft Policies may prove restrictive to housing 
development because of the criteria that they include.  For example, DM9: Landscaping Proposals 
and DM10: The Historic Environment set out criteria that new development must conform to, with 
the aim of avoiding adverse impacts on the landscape or heritage features, and could therefore 
have minor negative effects if these measures were to make new housing developments less 
viable. 

4.61 However, the Development Management Plan also includes policies which support housing 
provided that it meets specific needs, in particular DM1: Housing Outside of Development 
Boundaries.  This policy would ensure that housing development can come forward in rural areas 
where it meets the specified criteria and therefore would help to meet the needs of rural workers 
and may contribute towards affordable housing provision in the longer term. 

4.62 Draft policy DM7: New Agricultural, Forestry and Equestrian Buildings could also have a minor 
positive effect on ensuring that housing is of decent quality, as it only permits new such buildings 
where they would not cause visual intrusion or the loss of residential amenity. 

4.63 The alternative ‘no policy’ options for the above two Draft Policies would make the identified 
minor positive effects less likely to occur as the additional detail to be set out in the Development 
Management Plan would not exist and there would therefore be less certainty about the likely 
effects of the higher level Core Strategy policies. 

4.64 Draft Policy DM2: Green Belt Considerations could have a significant negative effect on this SA 
objective as it is restrictive to residential development proposals in the Green Belt which cover a 
large proportion of North Warwickshire.  While it is consistent with the Core Strategy policy on 
Green Belt, the additional detail would further restrict residential development.  In particular, DM2 
specifies that the redevelopment of employment sites for residential uses will not be acceptable in 
the Green Belt, something that is not already stated in the NPPF or the adopted Core Strategy.  
Therefore, while the likely effects of the alternative ‘no policy’ option are still negative, the effect 
is minor rather than significant as the additional detail of policy DM2 would not apply.   

4.65 However, the same criterion (which restricts the redevelopment of employment sites for 
residential uses in the Green Belt) would also avoid the potential for the overall development 
strategy for the Borough to be undermined by piecemeal housing development in rural areas.  
Therefore, DM2 could also have a minor positive effect on maintaining the overall development 
strategy and ensuring that there is a co-ordinated approach to the delivery of high quality housing 
in appropriate locations in North Warwickshire.  A mixed (significant negative and minor positive) 
effect is therefore likely overall in relation to that policy. 

SA objective 5: Reducing crime, fear of crime and antisocial behaviour 
4.66 Most of the Draft Development Management Policies and the reasonable alternative options would 

have negligible effects on this SA objective as they do not relate to crime, fear of crime or 
antisocial behaviour.  However, Draft Policy DM6: Built Form could have a minor positive effect as 
it advocates the use of appropriate design principles to reduce opportunities for crime in the 
Borough.  The alternative option, of not including this policy in the Development Management 
Plan, would mean that this minor positive effect is less likely to occur.  While policy NW12 in the 
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adopted Core Strategy makes reference to new development deterring crime, without the 
additional detail in Draft Policy DM6 there is less certainty about a positive effect occurring. 

4.67 All of the other Draft Policies would have negligible effects on this SA objective and no likely 
significant effects, either positive or negative, are expected from any of the Draft Policies or 
reasonable alternative options. 

SA objective 6: Providing opportunities to participate in recreational and cultural 
activities 

4.68 Two of the Draft Development Management Policies could have a significant positive effect on this 
SA objective – DM5: Development Matters and DM13: Services and Facilities.  DM5 would require 
developments to either provide onsite open space, sport or recreational facilities or to make 
contributions to offsite provision as appropriate.  This should result in new sport and recreation 
facilities being provided to meet increased demand, and it should be located in close proximity to 
new housing developments.  Under the alternative option, of not including this policy in the 
Development Management Plan, Core Strategy policy NW10 would still apply which states that 
developments should expand or enhance the provision of open spaces and recreation facilities.  
However, without the additional detail included in DM5 there would be less certainty about the 
requirements for open space, sport and recreation facilities and a potential but uncertain minor 
positive effect is therefore identified for the alternative ‘no policy’ option. 

4.69 Draft Policy DM13 seeks to avoid the loss of services and facilities in North Warwickshire and to 
ensure that new ones are appropriately located.  This approach should have a positive effect on 
access to cultural activities in the Borough given that the policy provides for equivalent services or 
facilities to replace those lost through new development.  The policy also requires that community 
and social facilities are provided in town centres, which would mean they are accessible for more 
people.  Under the alternative ‘no policy’ option, Core Strategy policy NW20 would still apply 
which addresses the provision of services and facilities to some extent; however the additional 
level of detail in DM13 would be missing and therefore there would be less certainty about the 
likely positive effect. 

4.70 A number of minor positive effects on this SA objective are also identified as a result of Draft 
Policies in the Development Management Plan, where those policies would result in improved 
opportunities for people to access recreation facilities.  For example, policy DM12: The Meaningful 
Gap would retain the open space between Tamworth and Polesworth and Dordon which has value 
as open space for recreation.  However, a potential minor negative effect was identified in relation 
to DM2: Green Belt Considerations as the Draft Policy includes a criterion which is restrictive to 
the development of sports facilities in the Green Belt. 

4.71 In general, the alternative ‘no policy’ options for the Draft Policies would make the identified 
effects, both positive and negative, less likely to occur. 

SA objective 7: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the assets of the natural environment 
of North Warwickshire, including landscape character 

4.72 The cumulative effects of the Development Management Plan policies on the landscape of North 
Warwickshire are broadly very positive, with many of the policies including measures aiming to 
protect and enhance the rural character of the Borough.  In particular, policy DM2: Green Belt 
Considerations would restrict development outside of settlement boundaries within the Green 
Belt, thereby avoiding urban sprawl and maintaining the rural character of the Borough.  DM1: 
Housing Outside of Development Boundaries is also generally restrictive to housing development 
in rural areas and would strengthen the overall development strategy in the Core Strategy (policy 
NW2).  Draft Policy DM6: Built Form sets out detailed criteria to ensure that new development in 
the Borough is of high quality, which will again help to conserve and enhance the character of 
North Warwickshire.  In total, eight of the 14 Draft Policies are likely to have significant positive 
effects on this SA objective and no likely negative effects were identified, either minor or 
significant.   

4.73 In general, the alternative ‘no policy’ options for the Draft Policies would make the identified 
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positive effects less likely to occur.  While the NPPF and policies in the adopted Core Strategy 
would provide for the protection and enhancement of the landscape, including specifically in 
relation to the Green Belt, the additional detail set out in the Draft Policies would be missing 
which may introduce uncertainty in relation to the likely effects.  In particular, the terms used in 
the NPPF such as ‘disproportionate’ and ‘materially larger’ would not be defined. 

SA objective 8: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the quality and distinctiveness of the 
built environment, including the cultural heritage 

4.74 Most of the Draft Policies are likely to have positive effects, either minor or significant, on this SA 
objective.  In particular, policy DM6: Built Form sets out detailed criteria for the design and 
appearance of development in North Warwickshire and so should have a significant positive effect 
on the built environment in the Borough, including cultural heritage as it includes a number of 
criteria specifically relating to heritage features.  Similarly, DM10: The Historic Environment 
specifically aims to ensure that development does not have adverse impacts on heritage features 
in the Borough and so would have a significant positive effect. 

4.75 Draft Policy DM3: Employment Sites is likely to have a minor positive effect on the built 
environment as it restricts changes of use at a number of existing industrial estates, including one 
at Manor Road, Mancetter where access is through housing estates.  In that location, changes of 
use to B8 uses (which include distribution) would not be permitted, which could have a minor 
positive effect on conserving the quality of the built environment in that area as the restriction 
should help to avoid significant increases in HGV movements locally, which could otherwise 
adversely affect the area.  The alternative option of not including this policy in the Development 
Management Plan would mean that there could be a minor negative effect as conversely there 
would be the potential for the site at Mancetter to be used for distribution, which could result in 
an increase in HGV movements negatively affecting the quality of the built environment.  The 
other alternative ‘no policy’ options for the Draft Policies would generally make the identified 
positive effects less likely to occur, as the additional detail that those policies add to the NPPF and 
adopted Core Strategy policies would not apply.   

4.76 No likely significant negative effects were identified in relation to this SA objective, from either the 
draft policies or alternative options. 

SA objective 9: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the biodiversity of North 
Warwickshire 

4.77 Only one likely significant effect has been identified in relation to this SA objective, as a result of 
Draft Policy DM9: Landscaping Proposals which would have a significant positive effect on 
biodiversity.  This is because the Draft Policy requires new developments to retain existing trees, 
hedgerows and nature conservation features and to protect them from construction where 
necessary.  Biodiversity should be strengthened through hard and soft landscaping solutions, and 
the policy restricts development where demonstrable harm to woodland, trees and hedgerows 
would occur unless suitable mitigation is implemented.  New developments would also be 
designed as to allow existing and new trees and hedgerows to grow to maturity.  Under the 
alternative option, of not including this policy in the Development Management Plan, there could 
be a minor positive effect although this is uncertain as Core Strategy policy NW13 would still 
apply, which provides some overarching support for the protection and enhancement of the 
landscape; however without the additional detail in policy DM9 there would be less certainty about 
the effects.   

4.78 The likely effects of DM8: New Landscape Features are uncertain in relation to biodiversity.  The 
policy seeks to ensure that the impacts of development proposals that would alter the landscape, 
or that involve associated physical change to the landscape, are assessed.  This could have 
indirect effects on biodiversity as certain landscape features (e.g. reservoirs, lakes, pools and 
ponds) could provide valuable biodiversity benefits; however the impacts of this policy on their 
provision are uncertain and will depend on the landscape features of the proposal in question.  
The alternative option, of not including this policy in the Development Management Plan, would 
have a negligible effect - Core Strategy policy NW13 would still apply, which provides some 



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 43 February 2017 

overarching support for the protection and enhancement of the landscape; however it does not 
specifically address landscape features in new development which could potentially affect 
biodiversity.   

4.79 In general, the other policies in the Development Management Plan are likely to have minor 
positive effects as they include criteria to ensure that development is of high quality, many of 
which could benefit biodiversity either directly or indirectly.  The alternative ‘no policy’ options 
would generally make the identified positive effects less likely to occur.   

SA objective 10: Ensuring development makes efficient use of previously developed 
land, buildings and existing physical infrastructure in sustainable locations 

4.80 The Draft Policies in the Development Management Plan provide additional detail to supplement 
the policies in the adopted Core Strategy, including the overall spatial strategy which is to direct 
most development to the built up areas of the Borough and away from rural areas.  Therefore, the 
Development Management Policies are likely to have a number of minor positive effects on the 
efficient use of land as a result of steering development towards built up areas where there are 
likely to be better opportunities to reuse existing land and buildings.  This is the case for a 
number of policies including DM1: Housing outside of Development Boundaries, DM2: Green Belt 
Consideration and DM12: The Meaningful Gap.  

4.81 However, two of the Draft Policies are likely to have mixed effects overall – DM2: Green Belt 
Considerations and DM11: Rural Employment.  This is because both policies would restrict the 
redevelopment of brownfield sites – DM2 states that proposals involving the redevelopment of 
previously developed sites in the Green Belt for residential uses will be considered not to accord 
with Core Strategy policies, and DM11 sets out criteria relating to the re-use of farm and rural 
buildings which could be restrictive and therefore result in more development on greenfield sites.  
However, the policies would also help to ensure that development is located in more sustainable 
locations close to existing infrastructure; therefore mixed effects are likely overall. 

SA objective 11: Maintaining the resources of air, water and productive soil, minimising 
pollution levels 

4.82 Most of the Draft Policies that are likely to affect this SA objective are likely to have minor positive 
effects on maintaining air, water and soil quality.  This is because the policies generally direct 
development towards built up areas of North Warwickshire, supporting the development strategy 
set out in the Core Strategy, where there are better opportunities to reduce car use and the 
associated emissions and to make use of previously developed land thereby avoiding the loss of 
high quality soils. 

4.83 However, policy DM5: Development Matters could have mixed (minor positive and minor 
negative) effects on this SA objective.  It would require developments to be sited at locations 
which are integrated with existing cycle and footpath networks and larger developments would be 
expected to be designed to encourage the use of public and shared transport (as secured through 
a Travel Plan). This should encourage and enable people to make better use of sustainable means 
of transport and as such contribute to reduced air pollution in North Warwickshire.  However, the 
policy would also requires car parking to be provided within new developments in line with the 
indicated standards which may encourage ongoing car use (although it is noted that fewer parking 
spaces would be provided in locations that are connected to the public transport network).  
Overall a mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore expected on this SA 
objective.  The alternative option, of not including this policy in the Development Management 
Plan, would mean that these minor positive and negative effects are both less likely to occur.  
Core Strategy policy NW10 would still apply, which encourages the use of pedestrian transport 
and bikes, and so should still go some way towards reducing air pollution from vehicle traffic.  
However, it also refers to the provision of sufficient parking within new developments, which could 
mean that the minor negative also still occurs.  However, without the additional detail included in 
policy DM5 there would be less certainty about the requirements for developments in relation to 
transport, and therefore the potential impacts on air quality would also be less certain.   
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4.84 Draft Policies DM3: Employment Sites and DM4: Existing Employment Land are likely to have 
minor positive effects on this SA objective as they would help to reduce air pollution from 
employment-related development in rural areas (which is likely to involve high levels of vehicle 
use) or in areas close to residential development as they restrict development in rural areas and 
prevent the use of a particular existing employment site for distribution which could otherwise 
result in an increase in HGV traffic within a residential area.  However, the alternative ‘no policy’ 
options are like to have minor negative effects, because the Core Strategy does not include policy 
criteria addressing the same issues. 

4.85 No likely significant effects, either positive or negative, were identified in relation to this SA 
objective for any of the Draft Policies although two of the alternative options could have minor 
negative effects, as described above. 

SA objective 12: Minimising North Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of climate 
change whilst implementing a managed response to its unavoidable impacts 

4.86 As described above in relation to air quality, the Development Management policies are likely to 
have broadly positive effects on reducing greenhouse gas emissions from vehicle use as they 
generally support development in built up areas where there are better opportunities to reduce 
car use and the associated greenhouse gas emissions.  However, Draft Policy DM5: Development 
Matters could have a minor negative effect (as part of a mixed effect overall) as it requires car 
parking to be provided within new developments in line with the indicated standards which may 
encourage ongoing car use (although it is noted that fewer parking spaces would be provided in 
locations that are connected to the public transport network, and the policy also includes other 
criteria which would have positive effects on reducing car use). 

4.87 None of the draft policies in the Development Management Plan directly address the issue of flood 
risk and no likely significant effects, either positive or negative, were identified in relation to this 
SA objective. 

SA objective 13: Reducing overall energy use through sustainable design, increasing 
energy efficiency and increasing the proportion of energy generated from renewable 
sources 

4.88 None of the Draft Policies or alternative options are likely to affect the achievement of this SA 
objective and no likely significant effects, either positive or negative, have been identified. 

SA objective 14: Using natural resources efficiently 
4.89 None of the Draft Policies or alternative options are likely to affect the achievement of this SA 

objective and no likely significant effects, either positive or negative, have been identified. 

SA objective 15: Increasing use of public transport, cycling and walking and reducing 
use of the private car 

4.90 As described above in relation to SA objectives 11 (air quality) and 12 (greenhouse gas 
emissions), the Development Management policies are likely to have broadly positive effects 
increasing the use of sustainable transport as they generally direct development towards built up 
areas where there are better opportunities to reduce car use and the associated emissions. 

4.91 Draft Policy DM14: Transport Considerations is likely to have a significant positive effect on this 
objective as it includes a number of measures specifically aiming to encourage sustainable 
transport use.  Draft Policy DM5: Development Matters could have mixed (minor positive and 
minor negative) effects overall as it includes some measures to increase sustainable transport use 
but also provides for car parking in new development, as described under SA objective 12 above. 

SA objective 16: Encouraging and enabling waste minimisation, reuse, recycling and 
recovery to divert resources away from the waste stream 

4.92 Most of the Draft Policies and alternative options are not likely to affect the achievement of this 
SA objective.  However, Draft Policy DM5: Development Matters includes a criterion requiring 
adequate space to be provided within all new developments to enable the storage of waste and 
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for materials to be recycled.  A minor positive effect on this SA objective is therefore likely.  The 
alternative option, of not including that policy in the Development Management Plan, would mean 
that this minor positive effect would be less likely to occur.  Core Strategy policy NW10 would still 
apply, which requires developments to seek to maximise opportunities to encourage re-use and 
recycling of waste materials, both in construction and operation.  However, without the additional 
detail included in DM5 there would be less certainty about the requirements for developments in 
relation to waste management, and therefore the potential impact on this objective would also be 
less certain. 

4.93 None of the other draft policies or alternatives are likely to have an effect on this objective and no 
likely significant effects, either positive or negative, have been identified. 

SA objective 17: Encouraging local sourcing of goods and materials 
4.94 None of the Draft Policies or alternative options are likely to affect the achievement of this SA 

objective and no likely significant effects, either positive or negative, have been identified. 

SA objective 18: Creation of a modern, healthy and diverse economy which is able to 
adapt to changes in the wider economy while remaining relevant to the needs of local 
people 

4.95 The likely effects of the Draft Policies on this SA objective are generally more mixed than for most 
of the other SA objectives.  While the Development Management Plan includes a number of 
policies that provide support (either directly or indirectly) for the rural economy over and above 
what is set out in the Core Strategy (e.g. DM1: Housing Outside of Development Boundaries, 
which provides for housing to support workers in rural industries), the Development Management 
Plan also includes draft policies that may prove restrictive to development.  For example, DM9: 
Landscaping Proposals and DM10: The Historic Environment set out criteria which new 
development must conform to in order to improve the quality of new development and protect the 
historic environment; therefore these policies could potentially have minor negative effects if they 
result in new developments being less viable. 

4.96 In general, the alternative ‘no policy’ options for the Draft Policies would make the identified 
effects, both positive and negative, less likely to occur as they would involve relying on the NPPF 
and Core Strategy policies and therefore the additional detail in the Development Management 
Plan policies would not apply. 

SA objective 19: Maintaining and enhancing employment opportunities and reducing the 
disparities arising from unequal access to jobs 

4.97 The effects of the Development Management Plan on this SA objective are very similar to those 
described above for SA objective 18, as the effects on the economy will in turn affect the number 
of available jobs in the Borough.  The measures in the Plan that relate to sustainable transport 
(DM14: Transport Considerations) and locating development in the built up areas (DM1: Housing 
outside of development boundaries) will help to ensure that jobs are accessible, including for 
people without a car. 

4.98 No likely significant effects, either positive or negative, have been identified in relation to this SA 
objective. 

SA objective 20: Ensuring that people of all ages are provided with the opportunity to 
obtain the skills, knowledge, confidence and understanding to achieve their full 
potential 

4.99 Most of the Draft Policies would have negligible effects on this SA objective; however a likely 
minor positive effect has been identified in relation to DM1: Housing Outside of Development 
Boundaries.  This is because the policy would provide additional support for Core Strategy policy 
NW2 by strengthening the overall development strategy and so would further restrict housing 
development outside of development boundaries.  Therefore, it would result in development being 
directed mainly to the built up areas in the Borough where pre-schools, schools and colleges are 
generally concentrated and where sustainable transport links that would enable people to reach 
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schools and colleges further afield are more accessible.  The alternative option, of not including 
this policy in the Development Management Plan, could mean that this minor positive effect is less 
likely to occur.  Core Strategy policy NW2 would still apply, which provides some guidance on 
restricting housing development outside of settlement boundaries; however without the additional 
detail included in DM1 there will be less certainty about the extent to which development will be 
restricted in rural areas where access to education facilities is generally more limited.   

4.100 No likely significant effects, either positive or negative, have been identified in relation to this SA 
objective. 
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Table 4.5: Summary of SA scores for the policy options for North Warwickshire’s 
Development Management Plan 
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5 Sustainability Appraisal Findings for the Site 
Options 

5.1 This chapter presents the SA findings for the reasonable alternative site options that have been 
considered for allocation in the North Warwickshire Local Plan. 

5.2 As described in Chapter 2, reasonable alternative options for site allocations have been identified 
and subject to SA at each stage of the preparation of the Site Allocations Plan and now during the 
preparation of the current Draft Local Plan.  A number of site options that were considered during 
earlier stages of the process have now been discounted as they are no longer considered to be 
reasonable alternative options; for example because they are no longer available or have now 
been developed.  This chapter therefore presents the SA findings for the options that remain 
reasonable alternatives for allocation at the current stage of Local Plan preparation. 

5.3 Appendix 8 presents an audit trail of the residential and employment site options that have been 
considered at each stage of the Plan preparation process and shows where site options that were 
previously reasonable alternatives have now been excluded from the SA process.  It also provides 
information about the Council’s reasons for allocating and not allocating the current reasonable 
alternatives in the Draft Local Plan. 

5.4 The SA findings for the site options are summarised below, by type: residential and mixed-use 
sites, employment sites and open space sites. The appraisal work in Chapter 5 is ‘policy-off’, i.e. 
each site has been appraised on its own merits without consideration to the potential mitigation 
and enhancement measures that might be required through specific site allocations policies in the 
Plan. For the sites that are now allocated in the Draft Local Plan, further SA work has been carried 
out to reflect the additional detail set out in the site allocations policies in the Local Plan.  This 
later stage of SA work is summarised in Chapter 6. 

5.5 This SA of site options that was carried out and presented in this chapter is based on the 
assumptions that can be found in Appendix 6.  In this way, all site options were initially 
appraised on a consistent basis to inform the Council’s decision making.   

Residential and mixed-use site options 

5.6 This section presents the SA findings for the residential and mixed-use site options that have 
been considered for allocation in the Draft Local Plan.  Earlier stages of SA work for the residential 
site options were undertaken as part of the preparation of the Site Allocations Plan.  The 
residential and mixed-use site audit trail in Appendix 8 presents all the site options that have 
been considered at each stage along with the reasoning for their exclusion from the SA process.   

5.7 Table 5.1 outlines the residential and mixed-use site options considered for allocation in the Draft 
Local Plan and shows which sites are preferred site allocations and which sites are not preferred.  
The residential and mixed-use site audit trail in Appendix 8 presents the reasons for allocating 
and not allocating these reasonable alternatives. 

5.8 The SA findings for the residential and mixed-use sites appraised for the Draft Site Allocations 
Plan and Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan are summarised in the published SA Reports 
accompanying the Draft Site Allocations Plan and Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan.  
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Table 5.1: List of Preferred and Not Preferred Residential and Mixed-use Sites 

Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

Market Towns 

Atherstone and Mancetter 

ATH14: Atherstone Football Ground ATH1: Land adjacent South of Atherstone Station/Merevale Road 

ATH18: Britannia Mill, Coleshill Road ATH2: Land adjacent canal and South of Watling Street 

ATH20: Land at Holly Lane ATH3: Land East of Sheepy Road 

PS213 (Part): Land to the north-west of Atherstone ATH4: Land East of Holly Lane 

 ATH4 Part: Land East of Old Holly Lane 

 ATH5: Land West of Holly Lane 

 ATH5 Part: Land West of Holly Lane 

 ATH8: Durnos Nursery, Old Holly Lane 

 ATH9: Land at Westwood/Herring Road 

 ATH22: Land at Holly Lane 

 PS187: Land at Nuneaton Road, Mancetter 

 PS213: Land to the north-west of Atherstone 

Polesworth and Dordon 

POL/DOR1: Land to east of Polesworth & Dordon POL4: Former Polesworth Learning Centre, High St, Polesworth 

POL12: Land west of Woodpack Farm POL7: Land at Laurel Avenue/Common Lane 

POL18: Land at Rear Of 5/7 Fairfields Hill POL10: Land at Pooley Lane/Old Tamworth Road 

DOR25: Windy Ridge, Dunns Lane POL11: East of Pooley Lane 

DOR23: Chapel House, Dunns Lane POL13: Land at Rear Of Sycamore Avenue 

POL3: Larger area including former Polesworth High School DOR/POL16A: Land at Dordon/Polesworth 
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Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

 DOR/POL16B: Land at Rear Of Bardon View Road/ Whitehouse Road 

 DOR5: Land at Dunns Lane 

 DOR7: Land at Dunns Lane 

 DOR9/GRE9: Part of Land off Watling Street 

 DOR16C: Land at Rear Of Dunns Lane 

 DOR16D: Land at Rear Of Church Lane 

 DOR18: Land East of Gypsy Lane 

 DOR19: Dordon Sewerage Works 

 DOR26: Residential and Open Space 

 DOR27: Land at Chestnuts Watling Street 

 PS158: Land at Robeys Lane, Alvecote, Polesworth 

Adjacent adjoining Settlements 

POL23: Land West of Robeys Lane, adjacent Tamworth  

WIS1: Site at Lingridge Road, adjacent Langley Sue, Polesworth  

Coleshill 

COL1: Land at Grimstock Hill, Lichfield Road PS153: Land at Packington Lane, Coleshill 

COL3: Police Station and Leisure Centre Site COL13: Land off Hawkeswell Lane, Coleshill 

COL6: Land at Blythways SLA16: Land off Maxstoke Lane, Coleshill 

COL12: Allotments adjacent to Memorial Park, Coleshill SLA59: Land at Blythe Road, Coleshill 

Local Service Centres 

Baddesley Ensor/Grendon 

BE3: Land north of Grendon Community Hall (former Youth Centre) BE1: Watling Street, Grendon 

BE7/8: Land at Church Farm, Baddesley BE2: Land RO/Penmire Close 
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Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

GRE1: Former Sparrowdale School site, Spon Lane Grendon BE4: Land West of St. Nicholas Estate 

GRE2: Former Recycling centre site, Spon Lane Grendon BE5: Land adjacent Manor Close 

 BE7: Land RO Church Farm 

 BE8: Church Farm Buildings 

 BE12: Land adjacent 3 Meadow Gardens 

 GRE4: Dairy House Farm, Spon Lane 

 GRE6: Meadow Rise and Pasture 

 GRE7: Land adjacent Carts Lane 

 GRE10/ PS177: Land at Spring Farm, Watling Street 

 PS214: Land off the Crescent 

Hartshill/Ansley Common 

HAR3: Land between Church Rd and Nuneaton Rd, Hartshill HAR5: Land adjacent Elm Way 

ANSCOMM1: Land off Coleshill Rd, Ansley Common HAR6: Land at rear of 109/111 Oldbury Road 

ANSCOMM/HAR1: Land north of Coleshill Road, Ansley Common HAR8: Land at Moorwood Lane 

ANSCOMM/HAR2: Land south of Coleshill Road, Ansley Common HAR8 Part: Land at Moorwood Lane 

PS139: Land to the south of Coleshill Road, Ansley Common HAR9: Land at Moorwood Lane 

 ANSCOMM2: Land adjacent Spinney Garth, Ansley Common 

 ANSCOMM3: Land at Ansley Common 

 ANSCOMM4: Land at Ansley Common 

 ANSCOMM5: Land off Coleshill Road 

 ANSCOMM5 (Part) 

Kingsbury 

KIN9: Land North of Kingsbury Hall, Kingsbury SLA40: Land to the west of Tamworth Road, Kingsbury 
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Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

 SLA40 Part: Land at Ralph Crescent, Kingsbury 

 SLA139: Land at Coventry Road, Kingsbury 

Water Orton 

WO10: Former School redevelopment site (excluding original historic school 
building) 

SLA116: Land off Plank Lane/Adjoining Birmingham Road, Water Orton 

Other Settlements with a Development Boundary 

Ansley 

ANS4: Land rear of Village Hall, Birmingham Road ANS1: Paddock at Village Farm 

ANS1 (Part): Land at Village Farm, Birmingham Road ANS2: Land RO St Lawrence Road 

 ANS2B: Land at Village Farm, Birmingham Road 

 PS231: Ansley Social Club and Land 

Newton Regis 

NR3: Manor Farm NR1: Land adjacent Hames Lane 

 NR2: Land off Austrey Lane 

 NR4: Land at Seckington lane/Main Road 

 NR5: Rear Of Henneys Pond 

Shuttington 

SHUT1: Land South of Shuttington Village Hall SHUT1 (Part): Manor Farm Buildings 

 SHUT2: Land RO Milner Drive/Main Road 

 SHUT3: Land off Shuttington Lane 

 PS221: Land South of Shuttington Village Hall 

Warton 

WAR12: Land North of Orton Road, Warton  WAR3: Land Rear of Trinity Close 
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Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

 WAR5: Land SE of The Elms, Austrey Road 

 WAR8: Land at Orton Road 

 WAR8 (Part): Land North of Orton Road, Warton 

 WAR9: Land off Little Warton Road 

 WAR11: Orton Road 

 PS176: Land at Austrey Road/Curlew Close 

 PS182: Land at Church Road, Warton 

 PS184: Land at Austrey Road, Warton 

Wood End 

WE3/4: Land off Tamworth Road WE1: Land at Delves Farm 

 WE1B: Land RO 19-41 Tamworth Road 

 WE2: Land at Wood End 

 WE3: Land off Tamworth Road 

  WE4: Land south of Islington Farm, r/o 115 Tamworth Rd 

 WE5: RO The Oaks, Laurel Court 

 WE7: Land off Tamworth Road 

 PS202: Land at Islington Cottage, Wood End 

 PS87A: Land off Tamworth Road, Wood End (West) 

Other settlements with site options that have been assessed but are not allocated under policy LP39 

Old and New Arley 

 SLA62: Land South of Church Lane, Arley 

 PS08: Land at New Arley 

 PS62: Land at Gun Hill, Arley 
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Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

 PS120A: Land at Ansley Lane, Arley 

 PS164: Fir Tree Farm, Arley 

Austrey 

 AUS1: Crisp Farm, Church Lane 

 AUS1A (Part): Land South of Bishops Cleeve/ North of Crisp Farm  

 AUS1B: Crisp Farm, Church Lane 

 AUS3: The Croft, Norton Lane 

 AUS6: Land at Newton Lane 

 AUS8: Land off Main Road 

 AUS11: Land at Headlands, Warton Lane 

 AUS12: Land off Warton Lane 

 AUS15: The Crisp, Church Lane 

 PS170A: Land at Crisp Farm, Church Lane 

 PS170B: Land at Crisp Farm, Church Lane 

 PS170C: Land at Crisp Farm, Church Lane 

 PS208 (Part of AUS8): Land South of Windmill Lane, Austrey 

 PS225: Land off Appleby Hill, Austrey 

 PS226: Land at Appleby Hill/Windmill Lane, Austrey 

Curdworth 

 PS41: Land at Highfield Farm, Farthing Lane, Curdworth 

 SLA70: Land at Junction 9, M42, Curdworth 

 PS179C: Land at Kingsbury Road, Curdworth 

 PS207: Land East of Curdworth 



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 55 February 2017 

Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

Fillongley 

 FIL4: Site at Castle Close 

 PS236: Land at Village Farm, Fillongley 

 SLA60/PS72: Land at Eastlang Road, Fillongley 

 SLA91: Land off Coventry/Nuneaton Road, Fillongley 

 PS106: Land at Coventry Road, Fillongley 

 PS107: Land at Coventry Road, Fillongley 

Hurley 

 HUR3: Land at Knowle Hill, Hurley 

 PS76: Land at Brick Kiln Way, Hurley 

 PS86: Land at Heanley Lane, Hurley 

 PS209: Land off Brick Kilne Lane, Hurley 

Shustoke 

 SHUS1: South of Coleshill Road, Shustoke 
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Atherstone and Mancetter 
5.9 A total of 16 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Atherstone and 

Mancetter.  During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site 
allocations, a number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; 
however these are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of 
site options considered for allocation at Atherstone and Mancetter during each stage of the plan 
preparation process can be found in Appendix 8 and explains why certain options are no longer 
considered to be ‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.10 Figure 5.1 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Atherstone and Mancetter.  
Table 5.2 below presents the SA scores for the current set of reasonable alternative residential 
site options at Atherstone and Mancetter.  For ease of reference the table distinguishes between 
those sites that are now included as allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.11 Of the 16 residential site options appraised at Atherstone and Mancetter, four sites (ATH20, 
ATH18, ATH14 and PS213 (Part) have been allocated in the Draft Local Plan.  Some 
reasonable alternative sites are significantly larger than others and generally generate more 
significant effects (both positive and negative).  Site PS213 is particularly large at 114 hectares.  
Sites ATH20, PS213 (Part), ATH3, ATH4, ATH5, ATH22 and PS187 are also considered to be 
large (i.e. greater than 5ha).  Preferred allocation site ATH20 (Land at Holly Lane) represents an 
amalgamation of individually appraised sites ATH4, ATH5 and ATH8, which in isolation were not 
taken forward.  Sites ATH1, ATH2, ATH4 (Part), ATH5 (Part), ATH8, ATH9, ATH14 and 
ATH18 are considered to be small sites. 

Comments on preferred sites 
5.12 Two (ATH20 and PS213 (Part)) of the four preferred sites scored significant positive effects 

against SA objective 4 (Housing) because of the number of homes they would deliver.  ATH14 
and ATH18 only scored minor positive effects against SA objective 4. However, ATH14 is 
considered to have a positive effect against SA objective 19 (Employment) and ATH18 is 
considered to have significant positive effects against objectives 1 (Services and facilities), 3 
(Health) and 6 (Recreation). Preferred sites ATH20 and PS213 (Part) have generated the most 
significant negative effects. In this way, both sites scored significant negative effects against SA 
objective 7 (Landscape), SA objective 9 (Biodiversity), SA objective 10 (Efficient land use), SA 
Pollution 11 (Pollution), SA objective 12 (Climate change), and SA objective 16 (Waste).   

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.13 A number of not preferred sites – ATH1, ATH2, ATH4 (Part), ATH5 (Part), ATH8 and ATH9 – 

score better, or have fewer significant adverse effects, than the not preferred sites.  The 
remaining appraised but not preferred sites at Atherstone and Mancetter – ATH3, ATH4, ATH5, 
ATH22, PS213 and PS187 – score similarly to the preferred sites.   

5.14 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8.  
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Table 5.2: Atherstone and Mancetter Preferred and Not Preferred Sites Summary Table 
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Polesworth and Dordon 
5.15 A total of 23 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Polesworth and 

Dordon in the northern part of the Borough.  During previous stages of the SA work that has been 
undertaken in relation to site allocations, a number of other reasonable alternative options were 
identified and subject to SA; however these are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the 
Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options considered for allocation at Polesworth and Dordon 
during each stage of the plan preparation process can be found in Appendix 8 which explains 
why certain options are no longer considered to be ‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.16 Figure 5.2 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Polesworth and Dordon.  The SA 
scores for the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Polesworth and 
Dordon are set out in Table 5.3 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now 
included as allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.17 Of the 23 residential site options appraised at Polesworth and Dordon, six sites (POL/DOR1, 
POL12, POL18, DOR25, DOR23 and POL3) have been chosen as site allocations in the Draft 
Local Plan. All of the preferred sites, except site POL/DOR1, are considered to be small (under 
5ha). Eight reasonable alternative site options (POL10, DOR/POL16A, DOR/POL16B, 
DOR9/GRE9, DOR16C, DOR18, DOR26 and PS158) are considered to be large (over 5ha), and 
due to this, generally generate more significant negative effects than the other options but less 
significant positive effects as smaller sites, particularly against the social objectives.  The 
remaining sites (POL4, POL7, POL11, POL13, DOR5, DOR7, DOR16D, DOR19 and DOR27) 
are considered to be small sites (less than 5ha).  

Comments on preferred sites 
5.18 As above POL/DOR1 is considered to be the only preferred site to have a significant positive 

effect on SA objectives 4 (Housing), 19 (Employment) and 20 (Skills) but is equally the only site 
to have a significant negative score for SA objective 16 (Waste). The preferred sites generally 
score positively against the social SA objectives and significant positive effects are likely for sites 
POL18 and POL3 in relation to SA objective 1 (Services and facilities), POL/DOR1, DOR25, 
DOR23 and POL3 in relation to SA objective 3 (Health) and POL/DOR1, POL12, POL18 and 
POL3 in relation to SA objective 6 (Recreation). Site POL12 is the only site to have a significant 
negative score in relation to the social objectives and this is for SA objective 1 (Services and 
facilities) given its distance from urban areas. The preferred sites largely have negative effects on 
the environmental objectives, with significant negative scores being given for four of the six sites 
in relation to SA objective 9 (Biodiversity) and five of the six sites in relation to SA objective 11 
(Pollution).   

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.19 A number of not preferred sites (POL10, DOR9/GRE9 and DOR18) generally score worse than 

all other reasonable alternatives, particularly in relation to the environmental objectives, due to 
their size. Generally, large not preferred sites (over 5ha) score worse against the environmental 
objectives (or have more significant negative effects) than smaller sites. Sites POL4 and POL13 
are the only site options which do not generate significant positive or negative effects. The 
remaining appraised but not preferred sites score similarly to the preferred sites across all 20 SA 
objectives. 

5.20 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8.   



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 60 February 2017 

Table 5.3: Polesworth and Dordon Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table 
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SA Objectives 
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Adjacent Adjoining Settlements 
5.21 A total of two reasonable alternative residential site options adjacent to settlements adjoining 

North Warwickshire Borough have been identified and allocated in the Draft Local Plan, these 
being sites POL23 and WIS1. During previous stages of the SA work these sites were not 
appraised as they have only recently come forward as reasonable options.  No sites within 
adjacent settlements have been identified as not preferred and appraised. Appendix 8 explains 
why the above preferred sites have been included in the Draft Local Plan.  

5.22 Figure 5.3 illustrates the location of the site options identified adjacent to adjoining settlements.  
The SA scores for these sites are set out in Table 5.4 below.  

5.23 Both of the preferred sites are large (over 5ha), although site POL23 is ten times the size of 
WIS1, and generally generate the same number of significant positive and negative affects 
against the SA objectives. 

5.24 Both sites have been given significant positive effects against SA objective 4 (Housing) due to 
their size and the number of homes they will deliver. The sites both score significant negative 
effects in relation to SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient use of land) and 16 (Waste). 
Overall, site POL23 has been given more significant negative effects than WIS1 but is likely to 
have more minor positive effects than WIS1 in relation to a number of SA objectives, including (6 
(Recreation), 15 (Sustainable transport) and 19 (Employment).  
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Table 5.4: Adjacent Adjoining Settlements Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites 
Summary Table 

SA Objectives 

Preferred  
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1. Services and facilities 0 0 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 
3. Health + + 
4. Housing ++ ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 
6. Recreation + -? 
7. Landscape --? --? 
8. Built environment ? ? 
9. Biodiversity -- 0? 
10. Efficient land use -- -- 
11. Pollution --? -? 
12. Climate change 0 --? 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - 
15. Sustainable transport + - 
16. Waste -- -- 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 
19. Employment + - 
20. Skills -? - 
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Coleshill 
5.25 A total of 8 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Coleshill in the 

south-western part of the Borough.  During previous stages of the SA work that has been 
undertaken in relation to site allocations, a number of other reasonable alternative options were 
identified and subject to SA; however these are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the 
Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options considered for allocation at Coleshill during each stage of 
the plan preparation process can be found in Appendix 8 and explains why certain options are no 
longer considered to be ‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.26 Figure 5.4 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Coleshill.  The SA scores for the 
current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Coleshill are set out in Table 5.5 
below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as allocations in the 
Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.27 Of the 8 residential site options appraised at Coleshill, four sites (COL1, COL3, COL6 and 
COL12) have been chosen as site allocations in the Draft Local Plan. Two reasonable alternative 
site options (PS153 and COL13) are considered to be large (over 5ha), and due to this, generate 
more significant negative effects than the other options.  The remaining sites (COL1, COL3, 
COL6, COL12, SLA16 and SLA59) are considered to be small sites (less than 5ha). All sites 
generally generate the same number of significant positive effects against the 20 SA objectives. 

Comments on preferred sites 
5.28 All of the preferred sites (COL1, COL3, COL6 and COL12) are relatively small and will only have 

minor positive effects on SA objective 4 (Housing).  COL1 is considered to have a significant 
negative effect on SA objective 9 (Biodiversity) and also SA objective 11 (Pollution). The only 
other preferred site which is considered to have a significant negative effect is COL6, again in 
relation to SA objective 11. Three sites (COL3, COL6 and COL12) are likely to have significant 
positive effects against SA objectives 1 (Services and Facilities), 3 (Health) and 15 (Sustainable 
transport). Sites COL1, COL3 and COL4 are likely to have significant positive effects against SA 
objective 6 (Recreation). Site COL1 is considered to have only one significant positive effect, and 
this is in relation to SA objective 6 (Recreation).  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.29 The appraised but not preferred sites at Coleshill (PS153, COL13, SLA16 and SLA59) score 

similarly to the not preferred sites in terms of significant positive effects, although do generate 
more significant negative effects in terms of SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient land use) 
and 16 (Waste).  

5.30 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8.   
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Table 5.5: Coleshill Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table 

SA Objectives 
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1. Services and facilities + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 

2. Vibrant communities + + + 0 0 0 0 0 

3. Health + ++ ++ ++ + + ++ + 

4. Housing + + + + ++ ++ + + 

5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ + ++ ++ ++ ++ 

7. Landscape - 0 - - --? --? - - 

8. Built environment -? 0? -? ? ? ? ? ? 
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10. Efficient land use - + - - -- -- - - 
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12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

14. Natural resources - - - - - - - - 

15. Sustainable transport + ++ ++ ++ + ++ ++ ++ 

16. Waste - 0 - - -- -- - - 

17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

19. Employment + + + + + + + + 
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Baddesley Ensor/Grendon 
5.31 A total of 16 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Baddesley 

Ensor/Grendon.  During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to 
site allocations, a number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to 
SA; however these are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit 
trail of site options considered for allocation at Baddesley Ensor/Grendon during each stage of the 
plan preparation process can be found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no 
longer considered to be ‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.32 Figure 5.5 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Baddesley Ensor/Grendon.  The 
SA scores for the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Baddesley 
Ensor/Grendon are set out in Table 5.6 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that 
are now included as allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.33 Of the 16 residential site options appraised at Baddesley Ensor/Grendon, four sites (BE7/8, BE3, 
GRE1 and GRE2) have been chosen as site allocations in the Draft Local Plan. All of the preferred 
sites are considered to be small (under 5ha). Four reasonable alternative site options (BE2, 
GRE10 and PS214) are considered to be large (over 5ha), and due to this, generally generate 
more significant negative effects against the environmental objectives than the other options. 
Larger sites, however, do not generally score higher in terms of significant positive effects than 
smaller sites. The remaining sites (BE1, BE4, BE5, BE7, BE8, BE12, GRE4, GRE6 and GRE7 
are considered to be small sites (less than 5ha). 

Comments on preferred sites 
5.34 All the preferred sites are considered to have a significant positive effect in relation to SA 

objective 6 (Recreation). Site BE7/8 has also been given significant positive effects in relation to 
SA objectives 1 (Services and facilities) and 3 (Health) and has the most significant positive 
effects amongst all the preferred sites. All sites have been given a significant negative effect in 
relation to SA objective 9 (Biodiversity). The sites generally score evenly across the rest of the 20 
SA objectives and have less significant adverse effects than the not preferred sites. 

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.35 Sites BE2, GRE10, and PS214 score worse than all other reasonable alternatives in relation to 

the environmental objectives, and have been given significant negative effects in relation to SA 
objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 (Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient land use) and 16 (Waste). These sites, do, 
however, score the highest amongst all reasonable alternatives against SA objective 4 (housing) 
due to their size. All appraised but not preferred sites have been given significant negative effects 
for SA objective 9 (Biodiversity) with the exception of site BE5 which is considered to have no 
significant negative or positive effects. Sites, BE7, BE8, BE12 and PS214 are considered to have 
significant positive effects on SA objectives 1 (Services and facilities), 3 (Health) and 6 
(Recreation). The remaining appraised but not preferred sites score similarly to the preferred sites 
across all 20 SA objectives. 

5.36 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.6: Baddesley Ensor/Grendon Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table 

SA Objectives 

Preferred Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities ++ + + + + + + 0 ++ ++ ++ - + + + ++ 
2. Vibrant communities + + + + + + + 0 + + + 0 + + + + 
3. Health ++ + + + + + + + ++ ++ ++ + + + + + 
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Hartshill with Ansley Common 
5.37 A total of 15 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Hartshill.  

During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Hartshill during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.38 Figure 5.6 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Hartshill/Ansley Common.  The 
SA scores for the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Hartshill are set 
out in Table 5.7 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as 
allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.39 Of the 15 residential site options appraised at Hartshill, four sites (BHAR3, ANSCOMM1, 
ANSCOMM/HAR1, ANSCOMM/HAR2 and PS139) have been chosen as site allocations in the 
Draft Local Plan. All of the preferred sites are considered to be large (over 5ha) with the exception 
of site ANSCOMM1 which is under 5ha. Only three of the not preferred sites are considered to be 
large (HAR8, ANSCOMM5 and ANSCOMM5 (Part)) with the remaining sites being small. The 
large preferred and not preferred sites generally generate more significant negative effects 
against the environmental objectives than the other options.  

Comments on preferred sites 
5.40 Four out of five preferred sites are considered to have significant positive effects against SA 

objective 4 (Housing) given the number of dwellings they will deliver. Site ANSCOMM1 only 
scores a minor positive for objective 4, however has been given significant positive effects for SA 
objectives 3 (Health), 6 (Recreation) and 15 (Sustainable transport). The preferred sites are likely 
to have significant negative effects in relation to environmental objectives 9 (Biodiversity) and 11 
(Pollution). Generally the preferred sites perform negatively against all environmental objectives 
and worse than the majority of the not preferred sites. Site HAR3 has the most significant 
positive effects, but also the most significant negative effects.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.41 Sites HAR8, ANSCOMM5 and ANSCOMM5 (Part) are large sites and score similarly to the 

preferred sites against the environmental objectives given their size. All appraised but not 
preferred sites apart from ANSCOMM5 (Part) are considered to have a significant negative 
effect on SA objective 9 (Biodiversity) regardless of size. Sites ANSCOMM3 and ANSCOMM4 are 
considered to have the most significant positive effects of all not preferred sites with these scores 
being recorded for SA objectives 1 (Services and facilities), 3 (Health) and 6 (Recreation). 
Generally the not preferred sites are considered to have less significant positive effects than the 
not preferred sites, but perform better against the environmental objectives. 

5.42 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.7: Hartshill with Ansley Common Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 
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1. Services and facilities ++ + + 0 ++ 0 -- - - - + ++ ++ + + 
2. Vibrant communities + 0 + + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health ++ ++ + + ++ + + + + + - ++ ++ + + 
4. Housing ++ + ++ ++ ++ + + ++ + + + + + ++ ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ + + ++ + + + + + - ++ ++ + + 
7. Landscape --? - --? --? -- - - --? - - - - - --? - 
8. Built environment --? --? ? ? -? 0? 0? -? -? -? -? -? -? -? -? 
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12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
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Kingsbury 
5.43 A total of four reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Kingsbury.  

During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Kingsbury during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.44 Figure 5.7 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Kingsbury.  The SA scores for 
the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Kingsbury are set out in Table 
5.8 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as allocations in the 
Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.45 Of the four residential site options appraised at Kinsbury only one site (KIN9) has been preferred 
in the Draft Local Plan. Site KIN9 is considered to be small (under 5ha) whereas two of three of 
the not preferred sites (SLA40 and SLA40 (Part)) are large. The large not preferred sites 
generally generate more significant negative effects against the environmental objectives than the 
other options.  

Comments on preferred sites 
5.46 Site KIN9 scores similarly to the not preferred sites in terms of significant positive effects i.e. in 

relation to objectives 1 (Services and facilities), 3 (Health), 6 (recreation) and 20 (Skills) and has 
less significant adverse effects than the not preferred sites across the 20 SA objectives. Generally, 
site KIN9 scores very similarly to site SLA139 across all objectives.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.47 Sites SLA40 and SLA40 (Part) are large sites and are considered to have the most significant 

negative effects of all sites for SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient Land Use), 12 (Climate 
Change) and 16 (Waste). Generally the not preferred sites are considered to have more 
significant negative effects than the preferred sites.  

5.48 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.8: Kingsbury Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities ++ ++ ++ ++ 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 
3. Health ++ + ++ ++ 
4. Housing + ++ ++ + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - --? --? - 
8. Built environment ? ? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity --? --? --? --? 
10. Efficient land use - -- -- - 
11. Pollution -? -? -? -? 
12. Climate change 0 --? --? --? 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + 
16. Waste - -- -- - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + 
20. Skills ++? ++? ++? ++? 
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Water Orton 
5.49 A total of two reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Water Orton.  

During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Water Orton during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.50 Figure 5.8 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Water Orton.  The SA scores for 
the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Water Orton are set out in 
Table 5.9 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as 
allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.51 Of the two residential site options appraised at Water Orton only one site (WO10) has been 
preferred in the Draft Local Plan. Not preferred but appraised site SLA116 is considered to be 
large (over 5ha). 

Comments on preferred sites 
5.52 Significant positive effects have been given for site WO10 in relation to SA objectives 1 (Services 

and facilities), 3 (Health) and 6: (Recreation), with a significant negative effect given for SA 
objective 9 (Biodiversity). A minor positive effect is only given for this site in relation to objective 
4 (Housing) given its size and the limited number of houses it could deliver.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.53 Site SLA116 generates more significant negative effects than preferred site WO10. In this way, 

it has significant negative effects in relation to SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 (Biodiversity), 10 
(Efficient land use) and 16 (Waste). However, due to its size, it is the only site option which would 
have a significant positive effect on delivering housing.  

5.54 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.9: Water Orton Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred  Not 
Preferred  

W
O

1
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S
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1
1

6
 

1. Services and facilities ++ ++ 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 
3. Health ++ ++ 
4. Housing + ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - --? 
8. Built environment ? ? 
9. Biodiversity --? --? 
10. Efficient land use - -- 
11. Pollution -? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + 
16. Waste - -- 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 
19. Employment + + 
20. Skills -? +? 
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Ansley 
5.55 A total of seven reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Ansley.  

During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, 
another reasonable alternative option was identified and subject to SA; however this option is no 
longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Ansley during each stage of the plan preparation process can be found 
in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be ‘reasonable’ in 
SA terms. 

5.56 Figure 5.9 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Ansley.  The SA scores for the 
current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Ansley are set out in Table 5.10 
below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as allocations in the 
Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.57 Of the six residential site options appraised at Ansley only two sites (ANS1 (Part) and ANS4) 
has been preferred in the Draft Local Plan. Site ANS2 is the only site considered to be large (over 
5ha) with the remaining sites (ANS1 (Part), ANS4, ANS1, PS231 and ANS2B) being small 
(under 5ha).   

Comments on preferred sites 
5.58 Preferred sites ANS1 (Part) and ANS4 score very similarly against the 20 SA objectives. Both 

are likely to have significant positive effects on SA objective 6 (Recreation) and a significant 
negative effect on objective 11 (Pollution). The only difference in scoring between the two sites is 
that site ANS1 (Part) has scored a significant negative effect for objective 8 (Built environment), 
where site ANS4 has scored a minor negative. Given that ANS1 (Part) forms the remaining part 
of the former ANS1 site which has largely been developed and is now not preferred, both have 
scored the same against the 20 SA objectives.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.59 Site ANS2 generates more significant negative effects than the other site options. In this way, it 

has significant negative effects in relation to SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 (Biodiversity), 10 
(Efficient land use), 11 (Pollution) and 16 (Waste). However, due to its size, it is the only site 
option which would have a significant positive effect on delivering housing. All appraised but not 
preferred sites generally score positively against the social objectives in particular against 
objective 6 (Recreation) where significant positive effects are given, and negatively against the 
environmental objectives, in particular against SA objective 11 (Pollution) where significant 
negative scores have been given. On the whole, appraised but not preferred sites PS231 and 
ANS2B score similarly to preferred sites ANS1 (Part) and ANS4 across all 20 objectives. All 
sites score the same against the economic objectives.  

5.60 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 

  



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 81 February 2017 

Table 5.10: Ansley Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred Not Preferred  
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1. Services and facilities + + + + 0 0 
2. Vibrant communities + + + + + 0 
3. Health + + + + ++ + 
4. Housing + + + ++ + + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - - - --? - - 
8. Built environment --? -? --? -? ? 0? 
9. Biodiversity -? -? -? --? --? --? 
10. Efficient land use - - - -- - - 
11. Pollution --? --? --? --? --? --? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - 0 - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + + 
16. Waste - - - -- - - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + + 
20. Skills -? -? -? -? -? -? 
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Newton Regis 
5.61 Five reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Newton Regis.  During 

previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a number 
of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these are no 
longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Newton Regis during each stage of the plan preparation process can 
be found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.62 Figure 5.10 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Newton Regis.  The SA scores 
for the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Newton Regis are set out in 
Table 5.11 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as 
allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.63 Of the five residential site options appraised at Newton Regis only one site (NR3) has been 
preferred in the Draft Local Plan. All site options are considered to be small (under 5ha) and have 
generated minor positive effects rather than significant positive effects in relation to SA objective 
4 (Housing) given that they will not deliver a large number of homes.     

Comments on preferred sites 
5.64 Site NR3 generates less significant negative effects than most of the appraised but not preferred 

sites. Significant positive effects have been given for SA objectives 1 (Services and facilities) and 
6 (Recreation). This site scores positively against the social objectives but negatively against the 
environmental objectives.  No significant negative effects are considered likely for this site. 
Overall, site NR3 has scored better (in terms of number of significant positive effects and 
significant negative effects) against the 20 SA objectives than the other site options.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.65 Sites NR1 and NR2 have more significant negative effects than the other site options. Both 

generate significant negative effects in relation to objectives 8 (Built environment) and 11 
(Pollution). No significant negative effects have been given for site NR4 which scores very 
similarly to preferred site NR3. All site options have generated significant positive effects in 
relation to SA objective 6 (Recreation) due to their close proximity to recreational and cultural 
facilities.  

5.66 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.11: Newton Regis Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred  Not Preferred  
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1. Services and facilities ++ ++ ++ + + 
2. Vibrant communities + + + 0 0 
3. Health + + + + + 
4. Housing + + + + + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - - - - - 
8. Built environment -? --? --? -? --? 
9. Biodiversity -? -? -? -? -? 
10. Efficient land use - - - - - 
11. Pollution -? --? --? 0/-? 0/- 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + 
16. Waste - - - - - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + 
20. Skills +? +? +? +? +? 
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Shuttington 
5.67 Five reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Shuttington.  During 

previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a number 
of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these are no 
longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Shuttington during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.68 Figure 5.11 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Shuttington.  The SA scores 
for the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Shuttington are set out in 
Table 5.12 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as 
allocations in the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.69 Of the five residential site options appraised at Shuttington only one site (SHUT1) has been 
preferred in the Draft Local Plan. All site options are considered to be small (under 5ha) and have 
generated minor positive effects rather than significant positive effects in relation to SA objective 
4 (Housing) given that they will not deliver a large number of homes.     

Comments on preferred sites 
5.70 Site SHUT1 is the largest of all Shuttington site options albeit it is only 1.2ha. This site has not 

generated any significant positive effects unlike the not preferred but appraised sites. A significant 
negative score has been given, however, in relation to objective 9 (Biodiversity). This site 
generally scores positively against the social objectives but negatively against the environmental 
objectives. Overall, site SHUT1 has not scored as favourably as the not preferred but appraised 
sites. 

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.71 Site PS221 has scored better than the other site options in terms of the number of significant 

positive effects generated. In this way, a significant positive score has been given in relation to 
objective 1 (Services and facilities) and 6 (Recreation). The other not preferred sites SHUT1 
(Part), SHUT2 and SHUT3 have also generated a significant positive score against objection 6 
(Recreation). Like preferred site SHUT1, all not preferred sites generally have positive effects on 
the social objectives and negative effects on the environmental objectives.  No significant 
negative scores have been given for sites SHUT1 (Part) and SHUT2 which score similarly 
against the 20 SA objectives. Sites PS221 and SHUT2, however, generate a significant negative 
effect in relation to objective 9 (Biodiversity) like preferred site SHUT1. All site options have 
scored the same in relation to the economic objectives.  

5.72 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.12: Shuttington Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred  Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities + + ++ + + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 + 0 + + 
3. Health + + + + + 
4. Housing + + + + + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation + ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - - - - - 
8. Built environment ? 0? ? -? -? 
9. Biodiversity --? -? -- -? --? 
10. Efficient land use - - - - - 
11. Pollution -? -? -? -? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + 
16. Waste - - - - - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + 
20. Skills -? -? -? -? -? 
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Warton 
5.73 10 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Warton.  During previous 

stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a number of other 
reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these are no longer 
reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options considered for 
allocation at Warton during each stage of the plan preparation process can be found in Appendix 
8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be ‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.74 Figure 5.12 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Warton.  The SA scores for the 
current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Warton are set out in Table 5.13 
below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as allocations in the 
Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.75 Of the 10 residential site options appraised at Warton only one site (WAR12) has been preferred 
in the Draft Local Plan. None of the 10 sites are large (over 5ha), and as such, none of the site 
options have generated a significant positive effect for SA objective 4 (Housing).  Preferred site 
WAR12 is an amalgamation of site options WAR8, WAR8 (Part) and WAR9 which have been 
appraised individually as site options.   

Comments on preferred sites 
5.76 Preferred site WAR12 has not generated any significant positive effects but has generated a 

significant negative effect in relation to SA objective 11 (Pollution).  This site generally scores 
positively against the social objectives, negatively against the environmental objectives and 
positively against the economic objectives. Overall, site WAR12 has not scored as favourably as 
some of the not preferred but appraised sites such as PS176 and PS182 which have generated 
more significant positive effects and less significant negative effects.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.77 Sites WAR3, PS176, PS182 and PS184 have generated a significant positive score for SA 

objectives 1 (Services and facilities) and 6 (Recreation). Only two significant negative effects have 
been identified for the not preferred sites and this is in relation to SA objectives 8 (Built 
environment) for site WAR11 and 9 (Biodiversity) for site PS184.  Sites WAR8 and WAR8 
(Part) have scored very similarly to preferred site WAR12 across the 20 SA objectives. All the 
not preferred sites generally have positive effects on the social objectives, negative effects on the 
environmental objectives and positive effects on the economic objectives.   

5.78 Overall, the Warton site options score very similarly across the 20 SA objectives, and the same 
scores are likely for SA objectives 3 (Health), 4 (Housing), 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient land use), 
15 (Sustainable transport), 16 (Waste) and 19 (Employment).  

5.79 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.13: Warton Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities 0 ++ + 0 0 + 0 ++ ++ ++ 
2. Vibrant communities 0 + + 0 0 + 0 + + + 
3. Health + + + + + + + + + + 
4. Housing + + + + + + + + + + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation + ++ + + + + + ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - - - - - - - - - - 
8. Built environment ? -? -? 0? 0? -? --? -? -? -? 
9. Biodiversity -? -? -? 0? 0? 0? 0? -? -? --? 
10. Efficient land use - - - - - - - - - - 
11. Pollution --? -? -? 0/-? 0/-? 0/- 0/-? -? -? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 - - 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 - - - - - - - - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + + + + + + 
16. Waste - - - - - - - - - - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + + + + + + 
20. Skills +? +? -? +? +? +? +? +? +? +? 
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Wood End 
5.80 10 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Wood End.  During 

previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a number 
of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these are no 
longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Wood End during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.81 Figure 5.13 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Wood End.  The SA scores for 
the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Wood End are set out in Table 
5.14 below.  The table distinguishes between those sites that are now included as allocations in 
the Draft Local Plan and those that are not.    

5.82 Of the 10 residential site options appraised at Wood End only one site (WE3/4) has been 
allocated in the Draft Local Plan. Four of the ten site options (WE1, WE2, WE7, and PS87A) are 
considered to be large (over 5ha) and have generally generated more significant negative effects 
than the smaller site options (WE4, WE1B, WE3, WE3/4, WE5 and PS202) although these 
sites have generated significant positive effects in relation to SA Objective 4 (Housing) given their 
capacity to deliver a large number of homes.     

Comments on preferred sites 
5.83 Site WE3/4 has generated only one significant positive effect and this is in relation to SA 

objective 6 (Recreation). A significant negative effect is likely for this site in relation to SA 11 
(Pollution).  This site scores positively against the social objectives but generally negatively 
against the environmental objectives and mixed in relation to the economic objectives. Overall, 
site WE4 has not scored as favourably as some appraised but not preferred sites (in terms of 
number of significant positive effects generated). WE3/4 has scored very similarly to sites WE3 
and WE4.  

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.84 Site WE1 has scored better than the other site options in terms of the number of significant 

positive effects and significant negative effects generated. In this way, a significant positive score 
has been given in relation to objective 1 (Services and facilities), 4 (Housing) and 6 (Recreation). 
Only one significant negative effect has been generated and this is in relation to SA objective 9 
(Biodiversity). Site WE7 has scored the worst in terms of significant positive effects and 
significant negative effects generated. Whilst a significant positive effect is likely for SA objective 
4 (Housing), significant negative effects have been generated for this site in relation to objectives 
7 (Landscape), 9 (Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient land use), 11 (Pollution) and 16 (Waste). The other 
not preferred sites SHUT1 (Part), SHUT2 and SHUT3 have also generated a significant positive 
score against objection 6 (Recreation). Like preferred site WE3/4, all not preferred sites 
generally have positive effects on the social objectives and negative effects on the environmental 
objectives. The majority of all Wood End site options have scored the same in relation to the 
economic objectives. No significant scores have been given for site PS202.  

5.85 The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Table 5.14: Wood End Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Preferred  Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities + ++ ++ + + + ++ 0 + ++ 
2. Vibrant communities + + + + + + + + + + 
3. Health + + + + + + + + + + 
4. Housing + ++ + ++ + + + ++ + ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ + ++ ++ ++ + + ++ 
7. Landscape - - - --? - - - --? - --? 
8. Built environment 0? -? -? -? 0? 0? -? -? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity -? --? --? --? -? -? --? --? -? -? 
10. Efficient land use - - - -- - - - -- - -- 
11. Pollution --? -? -? -? --? --? -? --? -? -/? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -? 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - - - - - 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + + + + + + 
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Old and New Arley 
5.86 Five reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Old and New Arley but 

none of these have been preferred within the Draft Local Plan.  

5.87 During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Old and New Arley during each stage of the plan preparation process 
can be found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.88 Figure 5.14 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Old and New Arley.  The SA 
scores for the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Old and New Arley 
are set out in Table 5.15 below.   

5.89 Of the five not preferred but appraised residential site options at Old and New Arley, two (SLA62 
and PS08) are considered to be large (over 5ha) and have generated more significant and 
positive negative effects than the smaller site options (PS62, PS120A and PS164). Site PS08 
scores the worst of all Old and New Arley site options in terms of the number of significant 
negative effects it generates, but the best in terms of the number of significant positive effects it 
generates. 

5.90 Significant positive effects have been generated for sites SLA62 and PS08 in relation to SA 
objective 4 (Housing) given their size and the large number of dwellings they could potentially 
deliver.  

5.91 Significant positive effects have been identified for all site options in relation to SA objective 1 
(Services and facilities) and 6 (Recreation) given their close proximity to services, facilities, public 
transport modes and recreational opportunities.  

5.92 Sites SLA62 and PS08 score very similarly across the 20 SA objectives, as do sites PS62, 
PS120A and PS164.  

5.93 Overall, all sites score positively against the social objectives, negative against the environmental 
objectives and generally positive against the economic objectives.  
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Table 5.15: Old and New Arley Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary 
Table   

SA Objectives 

Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health + ++ + + + 
4. Housing ++ ++ + + + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape --? --? - - - 
8. Built environment ? ? ? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity -? --? -? --? -? 
10. Efficient land use -- -- - - - 
11. Pollution -? -? -? -? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 - - 0 - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + 
16. Waste -- -- - - - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + 
20. Skills +? +? +? +? +? 
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Austrey 
5.94 A total of 15 reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Austrey but 

none of these have been allocated within the Draft Local Plan.  

5.95 During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Austrey during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.96 Figure 5.15 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Austrey.  The SA scores for the 
current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Austrey are set out in Table 5.16 
below.   

5.97 Of the 15 not preferred but appraised residential site options at Austrey, only one site (PS226) is 
considered to be large (over 5ha) and has therefore generated more significant negative effects 
than the smaller site options. In this way, significant negative effects are likely in relation to 
objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient land use) and 16 (Waste). However, given its size and 
capacity to deliver a number of new dwellings, site PS226 is the only site to generate a 
significant positive effect against SA objective 4 (Housing).   

5.98 Given their proximity to services, facilities, public transport modes and recreational opportunities, 
sites AUS1, AUS1A (Part), AUS1B, AUS3, AUS8, AUS15, PS170A, PS170C and PS208 have 
generated a significant positive score for SA objectives 1 (Services and facilities) and 6 
(Recreation). 

5.99 Due to their proximity to cultural heritage assets and the potential for affecting the setting of 
heritage assets, sites AUS1, AUS11, AUS12, PS170A and PS170C have generated significant 
negative effects against SA objective 8 (Built environment).  

5.100 In addition, the only site to have a significant negative effect in relation to SA objective 9 
(Biodiversity) due to its proximity and likelihood for causing habitat loss/disturbance is AUS12. 

5.101 Sites PS208 and PS225 have generated significant negative effects in relation to objective 11 
(Pollution) due to their potential impacts on soil and water quality.   

5.102 Sites AUS1A (Part), AUS1B, AUS3, AUS8 and AUS15 have scored the best of all Austrey site 
options given that they have generated two significant positive effects and no significant negative 
effects.  

5.103 Site PS170B is the only site that has not generated any significant positive or negative effects 
against the 20 SA objectives.    

5.104 Overall, all sites score positively against the social objectives, negative against the environmental 
objectives and generally positive against the economic objectives. 
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Table 5.16: Austrey Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   
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1. Services and facilities ++ ++ ++ ++ 0 ++ 0 0 ++ ++ + ++ ++ + + 
2. Vibrant communities + 0 + + 0 0 0 0 + + + + 0 0 0 
3. Health + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 
4. Housing + + + + + + + + + + + + + + ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ + + ++ ++ + ++ ++ + + 
7. Landscape - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --? 
8. Built environment --? -? -? -? -? -? --? --? -? --? -? --? ? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? --? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 
10. Efficient land use - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- 
11. Pollution -? -? 0/-? 0/-? -? -? -? -? 0/-? -? -? -? --? --? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 
16. Waste - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 
20. Skills +? +? +? +? +? +? +? +? +? +? -? +? +? +? +? 
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Curdworth 
5.105 A total of four reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Curdworth 

but none of these have been allocated within the Draft Local Plan.  

5.106 During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Curdworth during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.107 Figure 5.16 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Curdworth.  The SA scores for 
the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Curdworth are set out in Table 
5.17 below.   

5.108 Of the four not preferred but appraised residential site options at Curdworth, two sites (SLA70 
and PS207) are considered to be large (over 5ha) and have therefore generated more significant 
negative effects than the smaller site options (PS41 and PS179C) . Both sites have generated 
significant negative effects in relation to objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 (Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient 
land use) and 16 (Waste). However, given their size and capacity to deliver a number of new 
dwellings, both sites generate a significant positive score against SA objective 4 (Housing) whilst 
the remaining sites only generate minor positive effects. Site SLA70 has performed the worst in 
terms of the number of significant negative effects it generates, however, it has also generated 
the most number of significant positive effects of all Curdworth options. In addition, site PS207 
has generated the least number of significant positive effects of all options.  

5.109 Given their proximity to services, facilities, public transport modes and recreational opportunities, 
all sites apart from PS207 have generated a significant positive score for SA objectives 1 
(Services and facilities) and 6 (Recreation). Moreover, all sites generate a significant negative 
score for objective 9 (Biodiversity) due to their proximity to nature conservation sites their 
potential to cause habitat loss and disturbance to species.  

5.110 Sites SLA70 and PS179C have generated a significant negative score against objective 11 
(Pollution) due to their potential impact on soil and water quality.   

5.111 Overall, all sites score positively against the social objectives, negative against the environmental 
objectives and generally positive against the economic objectives. 
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Table 5.17: Curdworth Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 

Not Preferred 
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1. Services and facilities ++ ++ ++ 0 
2. Vibrant communities + + + + 
3. Health + + + + 
4. Housing + ++ + ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ + 
7. Landscape - --? - --? 
8. Built environment ? ? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity --? --? --? --? 
10. Efficient land use - -- - -- 
11. Pollution -? --? --? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + - 
16. Waste - -- - -- 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + - 
20. Skills +? +? +? +? 
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Fillongley 
5.112 A total of six reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Fillongley but 

none of these have been allocated within the Draft Local Plan.  

5.113 During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Fillongley during each stage of the plan preparation process can be 
found in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be 
‘reasonable’ in SA terms. 

5.114 Figure 5.17 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Fillongley.  The SA scores for 
the current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Fillongley are set out in Table 
5.18 below.   

5.115 Of the six not preferred but appraised residential site options at Fillongley, two sites (SLA91 and 
PS106) are considered to be large (over 5ha) and have therefore generated more significant 
negative effects than the smaller site options (FIL4, PS236, SLA60/PS72 and PS107). Both 
sites have generated significant negative effects in relation to objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 
(Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient land use) and 16 (Waste). However, given their size and capacity to 
deliver a number of new dwellings, both sites generate a significant positive score against SA 
objective 4 (Housing) whilst the remaining sites only generate minor positive effects. Site SLA91 
has performed the worst of all Fillongley site options in terms of the number of significant 
negative effects it generates.  

5.116 Given their proximity to services, facilities, public transport modes and recreational opportunities, 
all sites have generated a significant positive score for SA objectives 1 (Services and facilities) 
and 6 (Recreation).  

5.117 Site FIL4 is the only site that has generated a significant positive score for SA objective 3 
(Health) given its proximity to healthcare facilities, open space and recreational opportunities. 
However, this site is the only option to generate a significant negative score against objective 11 
(Pollution) due to its potential impact on soil and water quality.  

5.118 Overall, the majority of the Fillongley site options have scored positively against the social 
objectives, negative against the environmental objectives and generally positive against the 
economic objectives. 
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Table 5.18: Fillongley Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table   

SA Objectives 
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1. Services and facilities ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
2. Vibrant communities + 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health ++ + + + + + 
4. Housing + + + ++ ++ + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - 0 - --? --? - 
8. Built environment -? ? ? ? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity --? -? -? --? --? -? 
10. Efficient land use - + - -- -- - 
11. Pollution --? -? -? -? -? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 --? --? 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + + + 
16. Waste - 0 - -- -- - 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + + + 
20. Skills +? +? +? +? +? +? 
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Hurley 
5.119 A total of four reasonable alternative residential site options have been identified at Hurley but 

none of these have been preferred within the Draft Local Plan.  

5.120 During previous stages of the SA work that has been undertaken in relation to site allocations, a 
number of other reasonable alternative options were identified and subject to SA; however these 
are no longer reasonable options for allocation in the Local Plan.  The audit trail of site options 
considered for allocation at Hurley during each stage of the plan preparation process can be found 
in Appendix 8 which explains why certain options are no longer considered to be ‘reasonable’ in 
SA terms. 

5.121 Figure 5.18 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Hurley.  The SA scores for the 
current set of reasonable alternative residential site options at Hurley are set out in Table 5.19 
below.   

5.122 Of the four not preferred but appraised residential site options at Hurley, two sites (PS86 and 
PS209) are considered to be large (over 5ha) and have therefore generated more significant 
negative effects than the smaller site options (HUR3 and PS76). Both sites have generated 
significant negative effects in relation to objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient land use) and 16 
(Waste). However, given their size and capacity to deliver a number of new dwellings, both sites 
generate a significant positive score against SA objective 4 (Housing) whilst the remaining sites 
only generate minor positive effects. Site PS86 has performed the worst of all Hurley site options 
in terms of the number of significant negative effects it generates.  

5.123 Given their proximity to community services and facilities and public transport modes, HUR3 and 
PS76 are the only sites to have generated a significant positive score for SA objective 1 (Services 
and facilities). All sites have generated significant positive effects in relation to objective 3 
(Health) and 6 (Recreation) given their proximity to healthcare facilities, open space, recreational 
opportunities and cultural facilities.  

5.124 Sites PS76 and PS86 have generated significant negative effects in relation to objective 11 
(Pollution) due to their potential impacts on soil and water quality.  

5.125 Site HUR3 performs the best of all the not preferred site options in terms of the least significant 
negative effects generated. 

5.126 Overall, the majority of the Hurley site options have scored positively against the social 
objectives, negative against the environmental objectives and mostly positive against the 
economic objectives. 
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Table 5.19: Hurley Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table 

SA Objectives 
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H
U

R
3

 

P
S

7
6

 

P
S

8
6

 

P
S

2
0

9
 

1. Services and facilities ++ ++ + + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 
3. Health ++ ++ ++ ++ 
4. Housing + + ++ ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ ++ ++ ++ 
7. Landscape - - --? --? 
8. Built environment ? ? ? ? 
9. Biodiversity -? -? -? -? 
10. Efficient land use - - -- -- 
11. Pollution -? --? --? -? 
12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + + + + 
16. Waste - - -- -- 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + + + + 
20. Skills +? -? +? -? 
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Shustoke 

5.127 Only one reasonable alternative residential site option has been identified at Shustoke (site 
SHUS1) but this has not been allocated within the Draft Local Plan.  

5.128 There were no other reasonable alternative options identified or subject to SA for Shustoke. The 
audit trail can be found in Appendix 8 and explains why SHUS1 has not preferred. 

5.129 Figure 5.19 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Shustoke.  This site is small 
(under 5ha) and is therefore not considered to have capacity to deliver a large number of new 
dwellings. A minor positive effect is therefore given for objective 4(Housing) as can be seen from 
Table 5.20 below.  

5.130 SHUS1 has generated mostly positive effects in relation to the social objectives. In this way, it 
has minor positives effects in relation to objectives 1 (Services and facilities), 2 (Vibrant 
communities), 3 (Health) and 6 (Recreation).  

5.131 The site is considered to have negative effects in relation to the environmental objectives and has 
generated significant negative effects in relation to 8 (Built environment), 9(Biodiversity) and 11 
(Pollution). Minor negative effects have been generated for objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient 
land use), 14 (Natural resources) and 16 (Waste).  

5.132 SHUS1 has generated mostly positive scores against the economic objectives. Whilst a negligible 
effect is considered likely for objective 18 (Economy), minor positive effects have been given for 
19 (Employment) and 20 (Skills).  

5.133 No significant positive effects have been generated for this site in relation to the 20 SA objectives.   
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Table 5.20: Shustoke Preferred and Not Preferred Residential Sites Summary Table 

SA Objectives 

Not 
Preferred  
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1. Services and facilities + 
2. Vibrant communities + 
3. Health + 
4. Housing + 
5. Crime 0 
6. Recreation + 
7. Landscape - 
8. Built environment --? 
9. Biodiversity --? 
10. Efficient land use - 
11. Pollution --? 
12. Climate change 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 
14. Natural resources - 
15. Sustainable transport + 
16. Waste - 
17. Local sourcing  0 
18. Economy 0 
19. Employment + 
20. Skills +? 
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Employment site options 

5.134 This section presents the SA findings for the employment sites that have been considered for 
allocation in the Draft Local Plan.  As with the residential site options, earlier stages of SA work 
for the employment site options was undertaken as part of the preparation of the Site Allocations 
Plan.  The employment site audit trail in Appendix 8 presents all the site options that have been 
considered at each stage along with the reasoning for their exclusion from the SA process.  The 
audit trail also outlines the reasons for allocating and not allocating reasonable alternatives. 

5.135 This section also explains the employment site options that were considered for inclusion in the 
Draft version of the Site Allocations Plan, and those that were preferred at that stage, and 
describes the changes that were then made to the sites that were allocated in the Pre-Submission 
version of the Site Allocations Plan.   

5.136 The SA findings for the employment sites appraised for the Draft Site Allocations Plan and Draft 
Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan are summarised in the published SA Reports accompanying 
the Draft Site Allocations Plan and Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan. 
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Draft Local Plan 
5.137 A number of changes to the employment site allocations have been made in the Draft Local Plan, 

as described below. 

Existing Employment Sites 
5.138 The Draft Local Plan identifies the same nine existing employment areas to be safeguarded.  

Because these sites are already in employment use and will not be redeveloped, it has not been 
necessary to subject each site to SA in the same way as the proposed new employment site 
allocations. The Draft Local Plan takes the same approach as the Pre-Submission Site Allocations 
Plan. Therefore the effects of these allocations are considered to be the same as those outlined 
above.     

Employment Site Allocations 
5.139 Seven allocations have been made for new employment sites at Atherstone and Mancetter, 

Polesworth and Dordon, Coleshill and adjacent to settlements in neighbouring Districts.  These 
are: 

• ATH15 (land at Rowland Way) this site was carried forward from Site Allocations Plan 
allocation and employment proposal EMP8. Site identified for future Aldi expansion land 
and/or B1, 2 & 8 uses. 

• ATH23 was formerly part of residential site allocation ATH5. However, Aldi purchased part of 
the ATH5 site and the subsequent residential planning application covered the remaining Holly 
Lane area but excluded this area. This area was identified as potential Aldi expansion land and 
has been therefore allocated in the New Local plan for employment purposes. 

• DOR10 (playing fields south of A5 Dordon) – this site was a preferred option in the Draft Site 
Allocations Plan and remained as an allocation in the Pre-Submission version.  

• DOR22 (land west of Birch Coppice) – site immediately adjoins Birch Coppice to west 
(including Council Allotments area) with direct access achievable off Arley Drive on main 
Business Park estate road. The site came forward at the Draft Site Allocations Plan stage and 
was allocated to contribute towards the identified need for employment land. 

• DOR24 (Land to west of Junction 10 M42 at Centurion Park) – site carried forward from Site 
Allocations Plan, but has now received planning consent (PAP/2014/0014) and construction is 
now underway. Site was also retained as a clear allocation with intention of transferring site 
and/or consent area (8.5 ha) to Tamworth to address their 14 ha shortfall of employment land 
under Duty to Co-operate.   

• EM4 Hams Hall Power Station B – site retained for potential renewable energy generation 
schemes.  This site was previously preferred in the Draft version of the Site Allocations Plan 
and was referred to as option EM4 at that time.  The site was not appraised for other potential 
uses (e.g. housing) as the Council considered that the location of the site in the green belt 
meant that the only reasonable option for the development of the site would be the 
reinstatement of the power station for alternative power generating uses, which would have 
regional and national significance. 

• PS235 (MIRA – Land South of A5) – site has come forward following A5 highway 
improvements as part of negotiation and consideration of opportunity to expand on recent 
MIRA Regional Growth Bid and proposed/approved redevelopment of the MIRA facility. 

5.140 In addition, a number of employment site options have been appraised as potential reasonable 
alternatives to these allocations.  Table 5.21 outlines the employment site options considered for 
allocation in the Draft Local Plan and shows which sites are preferred site allocations and which 
sites are not preferred.  The employment site audit trail in Appendix 8 presents the reasons for 
allocating and not allocating these reasonable alternatives.   
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 Table 5.21: List of Preferred and Not Preferred Employment Sites  

Preferred Site Allocations Not Preferred Site Allocations 

Market Towns 

Atherstone and Mancetter 

ATH15: Land south of Rowlands Way, east of ALDI (for ALDI expansion) ATH6: Whole site - Land North of A5, East of Whittington Lane 

ATH23: Land to north-west of Atherstone, off Whittington Lane ATH6: West – Land North of A5, East of Whittington Lane 

 ATH6: East – Land North of A5, East of Holly Lane north and south of the canal  

Coleshill 

EM4: Power station B Site, Hams Hall  

Polesworth and Dordon 

DOR10: Playing Fields South of A5 DOR11: Land East of Birch Coppice 

DOR22: Land West of Birch Coppice Allocated site  DOR18: Land East of Gypsy Lane, DOR19: Dordon Sewerage Works and DOR20: 
Land at Junction of A5 and Gypsy Lane 

Old and New Arley 

 ARL4: Land at Spring Hill Industrial Estate 

Adjacent Adjoining Settlements 

DOR24: Land to west of Junction 10 M42  

PS235: Land South of A5 (Mira)  
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5.141 The following figures illustrate the the locations of the employment site options appraised: 

• Figure 5.20 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Atherstone and Mancetter. 

• Figure 5.21 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Coleshill. 

• Figure 5.22 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Polesworth and Dordon. 

• Figure 5.23 illustrates the location of the site options identified at Old and New Arley. 

• Figure 5.24 illustrates the location of the site options identified adjacent to adjoining 
settlements. 

5.142 The SA scores for the employment site options (both those that are allocated in the Draft Local 
Plan and the reasonable alternative options) are summarised in Table 5.22 and the detailed 
appraisal matrices for each site can be found in Appendix 7. 

  



North
Warwickshire

District

ATH6

ATH15

ATH23 Hinckley and
Bosworth
District

© Crow n  copyrig ht an d database rights, Ordn an ce Survey licen ce n umber 100019265, (2017)
©  DCLG copyrig ht 2016. Co n tain s Ordn an ce Survey data ©  Crow n  copyrig h t an d database rig ht 2016

CB:VT EB:Tzampoura_V LUCEDI 6543_Employmen t_A4P  07/02/2017

Map Scale @ A4: 1:35,000

Source: NW DC, OS

Sustain ability Appraisal 
of No rth W arwickshire’s 

Local Plan

North W arwickshire boun dary
Green  Belt
Preferred employmen t sites
(allocatio n s)
Not preferred employmen t 
sites (reason able 
altern atives)

0 0.75 1.5kmE

Figure 5.20: Employment
Site Options
Atherstone and Mancetter



North
Warwickshire

District

EM4

Birmingham
District

Solihull
District

© Crow n  copyrig ht an d database rights, Ordn an ce Survey licen ce n umber 100019265, (2017)
©  DCLG copyrig ht 2016. Co n tain s Ordn an ce Survey data ©  Crow n  copyrig h t an d database rig ht 2016

CB:VT EB:Tzampoura_V LUCEDI 6543_Employmen t_A4P  07/02/2017

Map Scale @ A4: 1:35,000

Source: NW DC, OS

Sustain ability Appraisal 
of No rth W arwickshire’s 

Local Plan

North W arwickshire boun dary
Green  Belt
Preferred employmen t sites
(allocatio n s)

0 0.75 1.5kmE

Figure 5.21: Employment
Site Options
Coleshill



North
Warwickshire

District

DOR11
DOR18,19&20

DOR10

DOR22

Tamworth
District

Part
DOR18, 19

& 20

©Crow n copyright and database rights, Ordnance Survey licence num ber 100019265, (2017)
© DCLG copyright 2016. Contain s Ordnance Survey data © Crow n copyright and database right 2016

CB:V T EB:Tzam poura_V  LUCEDI 6543_Em ploym ent_A4P  07/02/2017

Map Scale @ A4: 1:30,000

Source: NWDC, OS

Sustainability Appraisal 
of North Warwick shire’s 

Local Plan

North Warwick shire boundary
Green Belt
Preferred em ploym ent sites
(allocations)
Not preferred em ploym en t 
sites (reasonable 
alternatives)
Mixed com m ercial/ 
em ploym ent and residential 
sites (reasonable alternatives)

0 0.65 1.3kmE

Figure 5.22: Employment
Site Options
Polesworth and Dordon



North
Warwickshire

District
ARL4

Nuneaton
and Bedworth

District

© Crow n  copyrig ht an d database rights, Ordn an ce Survey licen ce n umber 100019265, (2017)
©  DCLG copyrig ht 2016. Co n tain s Ordn an ce Survey data ©  Crow n  copyrig h t an d database rig ht 2016

CB:VT EB:Tzampoura_V LUCEDI 6543_Employmen t_A4P  07/02/2017

Map Scale @ A4: 1:35,000

Source: NW DC, OS

Sustain ability Appraisal 
of No rth W arwickshire’s 

Local Plan

North W arwickshire boun dary
Green  Belt
Not preferred employmen t 
sites (reason able 
altern atives)

0 0.75 1.5kmE

Figure 5.23: Employment
Site Options
Old and New Arley



North
Warwickshire

District

DOR24

PS235

Hinckley and
Bosworth
District

Tamworth
District

Nuneaton
and Bedworth

District

© Crow n  copyrig ht an d database rights, Ordn an ce Survey licen ce n umber 100019265, (2017)
©  DCLG copyrig ht 2016. Co n tain s Ordn an ce Survey data ©  Crow n  copyrig h t an d database rig ht 2016

CB:VT EB:Tzampoura_V LUCEDI 6543_Employmen t_A4P  07/02/2017

Map Scale @ A4: 1:65,000

Source: NW DC, OS

Sustain ability Appraisal 
of No rth W arwickshire’s 

Local Plan

North W arwickshire boun dary
Green  Belt
Preferred employmen t sites
(allocatio n s)

0 1 2 kmE

Figure 5.24: Employment
Site Options
Adjacent Adjoining
Settlements



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 122 February 2017 

Table 5.22: SA Scores for the Preferred and Not Preferred Employment Sites 
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Preferred and Not Preferred Employment Sites 

5.143 A total of 13 reasonable alternative employment site options have been identified across the 
Borough, namely within Atherstone and Mancetter, Coleshill, Polesworth and Dordon and Old and 
New Arley. Sites were also identified adjacent to settlements within neighbouring authorities.   

5.144 Of the 13 employment site options appraised, seven sites, including ATH15 and ATH23 
(Atherstone and Mancetter), EM4 (Coleshill), DOR10, DOR22 and DOR24 (Polesworth and 
Dordon) and PS235 (Caldecote) have been chosen as site allocations in the Draft Local Plan. Nine 
reasonable alternative site options (EM4, ATH6 (whole site), ATH6 (east), PS235, ATH15, 
ATH6 (west), DOR11, DOR22 and DOR24) are considered to be large (over 5ha), and due to 
this, generate more significant negative effects than the other options.  The remaining sites 
(ATH23, DOR10, DOR 18/DOR19 /DOR20 and ARL4) are considered to be small sites (less 
than 5ha). The large employment sites generally generate more significant positive effects against 
the 20 SA objectives than the smaller sites. 

Comments on preferred sites 
5.145 Of the seven preferred employment site options, five are considered to be large (EM4, ATH15, 

DOR22, DOR24 and PS235). These sites have significant positive effects on SA objectives 18 
(Economy), 19 (Employment) and 20 (Skills) as they will provide good opportunities for 
businesses to locate, will provide a number of job opportunities and also opportunities for a higher 
numbers of people to obtain skills and training. The remaining two smaller preferred sites 
(ATH23 and DOR10) are likely to provide less employment and economic opportunities and have 
been given minor positive effects for these objectives. Given that sites ATH15, DOR22, DOR24 
and PS235 are large and on greenfield land, they are likely to have significant negative effects on 
SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 (Efficient land use) and 16 (Waste). Sites ATH15, DOR22 
and DOR24 recorded significant negative effects against SA objective 11 (pollution) principally 
due to the fact that the developments have the potential to exacerbate capacity issues at local 
Sewage Treatment Works, resulting a risk of increased water pollution.  The same adverse effect 
is also recorded against SA objective 11 (pollution) for site DOR10 for the same reason.    

5.146 Site allocations ATH15 and EM4 are recorded as having significant negative effects against SA 
objective 9 (biodiversity).  This is because ATH15 contains a section of the River Anker (a 
potential LWS) and EM4 is within 340m of a Local Wildlife site (Whitacre Heath Nature Reserve) 
which is also a SSSI.  

5.147 The preferred sites score mostly negatively against the environmental objectives and mostly 
neutral or positive against the social objectives, although all score negatively against SA objective 
1 (Services and facilities) given their distance from town centres. Site EM4 has the greatest 
number of significant positive effects, scoring significantly positive against SA objectives 3 
(health), 12 (climate change) and 13 (energy efficiency) and fewest significant adverse 
effects with only one against SA objective 9 (biodiversity). 

Comments on not preferred sites 
5.148 Of the six not preferred employment site options, four are considered to be large ATH6 (whole 

site), ATH6 (west), ATH6 (east) and DOR11. These sites score more or less the same as the 
large preferred sites in terms of significant positive and significant negative effects and generally 
score worse (or have more significant negative effects) than the smaller not preferred sites 
(DOR18/DOR19/DOR20 and ARL4). Site DOR11 scores worst of all the reasonable 
alternatives (in terms of the number of significant negative effects), particularly in relation to the 
environmental objectives. The remaining appraised smaller not preferred sites score similarly to 
the smaller preferred sites.  

The detailed reasoning for why specific reasonable alternatives are judged as having potential to 
generate significant adverse and significant positive effects can be found in the detailed SA 
matrices in Appendix 7. Again, explanations for why specific allocations were and were not taken 
forward can be found in Appendix 8. 
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Open space sites 

5.149 This chapter presents the SA findings for the open space site options that have been considered 
for inclusion in the Draft Local Plan.  It explains the site options that were considered for inclusion 
in the Draft and Pre-Submission versions of the Site Allocations Plan, and those that were 
preferred at that stage, and describes the changes that have now been made to the sites that are 
allocated for open space in the Draft Local Plan.   

5.150 In the Site Allocations Plan, a small number of sites were identified that were previously allocated 
in the Local Plan (for open space) but will be deleted once the new Local Plan is adopted.  One of 
these sites now has planning permission for housing development and the others are being 
considered for either housing development or allocation as formal open space in the new Local 
Plan.  While the loss of these existing areas of open space could have an effect on some of the SA 
objectives, this is considered as part of the appraisal of housing proposals where relevant.  The 
allocation of new open space sites, as described in this chapter, will balance out the loss of those 
existing allocations and in fact the area of open space to be newly allocated will more than 
compensate for the loss of those existing sites. 

Draft Site Allocations Plan 
5.151 Three broad options for open space were put forward in Chapter 6 of the Draft Site Allocations 

Plan, as follows: 

• OS1: Maintain current Open Space designations within current development boundaries as 
identified in the adopted Local Plan (Current Local Plan open space designation). 

• OS2: Include additional Open Space sites, based on a review and responses received (within 
development boundaries only). 

• OS3: Remove Open Space designations either on an individual basis or wholly to allow re-
development where supported by evidence. 

5.152 Due to the broad nature of these options, it was not possible to subject them to SA using the 
detailed appraisal matrices and assumptions that have been used for the SA of the detailed site 
options.  However, it was possible to reach some broad conclusions regarding the likely 
sustainability effects of the options, and these are summarised below. 

5.153 Allocating additional open space sites (OS2) would have positive effects primarily in terms of SA 
objective 6: recreational and cultural activities, as the additional open space provision would 
ensure that people have good access to areas that can be used for recreation.  New open space 
allocations would help to ensure that provision is adequate for the growing population brought 
about by the residential site allocations, although the effects will depend largely on the proximity 
of new open space sites to existing and new residential development.  Positive effects would also 
be likely in relation to SA objective 3: health as new open space may help to encourage greater 
levels of physical activity amongst local people. 

5.154 Conversely, the loss of open space (OS3) would have negative effects on those objectives, 
although it may have positive effects on other social and economic SA objectives (e.g. SA 
objectives 4: housing, 18: economic growth and 19: employment) as the loss of open space could 
lead to opportunities for other types of development including residential development and 
employment land.  Maintaining the current level of open space allocations (OS1) would have 
negligible effects on these objectives as it would not result in any change. 

5.155 In terms of the natural environment (e.g. SA objectives 7: landscape character and 9: 
biodiversity), broadly positive effects would be expected from the provision of additional open 
space (OS2) as it will allow for new areas of habitat and could help to reduce the potential for 
habitat fragmentation to result from new residential and employment development.  Positive 
effects may result in relation to SA objective 12: climate change (including flood risk) as the 
increased area of greenspace will help to increase infiltration and help mitigate the potential 
adverse impacts of new development in terms of increased impermeable surfaces.  Again, the 
removal of open space (OS3) would have the opposite effect, while maintaining current levels of 
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provision (OS1) would have broadly negligible effects due to a lack of change from the current 
situation. 

Open Space site allocations 
5.156 As well as the above broad options for open space, Chapter 6 of the Draft Site Allocations Plan 

also included three specific site allocations for open space in North Warwickshire, two of which 
were at Dordon (site codes DOR13 and DOR17) and one of which was at Atherstone (part of site 
ATH47).   There were no reasonable alternative options considered for open space that were not 
taken forward as preferred options in the Draft Plan. 

Other Atherstone Recreation Option 
5.157 In addition to the site allocation that was preferred for open space at site ATH4, a second option 

for open space at Atherstone was put forward in the Draft version of the Site Allocations Plan – 
known as Atherstone Recreation Option 2.  This option was: 

• Do not allocate additional land but concentrate/target off-site contributions to existing 
recreational facilities only, including Roral Meadow Recreation Area and facilities at Queen 
Elizabeth School Sports Specialist College. 

5.158 As with the initial open space options, it was not considered appropriate to attempt to subject this 
option to the same type of detailed appraisal as the specific site allocations; however 
consideration was given to its broad sustainability effects.   

5.159 This option was not taken forward into the Draft Pre-Submission version of the Site Allocations 
DPD as the Council wanted to maintain flexibility for either onsite delivery of open space or offsite 
contributions. 

Former Rail Routes 
5.160 The Draft version of the Site Allocations Plan previously identified six options for former rail routes 

in North Warwickshire, the first of which related to continuing to safeguard the one potential off-
road cycle recreation route identified in the Adopted Local Plan: 

• Option RR1: Maintain safeguarding of former rail route between Baddesley Old Colliery and 
Birch Coppice. 

5.161 In addition, there were five other potential options for safeguarding former rail route links from 
future development: 

• Option RR2: Hampton in Arden to Whitacre. 

• Option RR3: Former Colliery route Ansley Common to Ridge Lane.   

• Option RR4: Baddesley Colliery/Folly Lane to A5/West Coast Main Lane (Holly Lane 
Roundabout Atherstone). 

• Option RR5: Wood End – Kingsbury Wood – Kingsbury Link and Piccadilly former Tramway. 

• Option RR6: All or part of the above links. 

5.162 These options were all subject to SA, using broadly the same approach as the open space site 
allocations.  However, Option RR6 was not subject to an individual appraisal as it involved a 
combination of the other five options.   

Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan 
5.163 In the Draft Pre-Submission version of the Site Allocations Plan, option OS1 was included as a 

policy, i.e. to maintain open space designations within current development boundaries.  The 
Council selected this option because it reflected a desire to maintain the existing sites which 
option OS3 would not achieve, and multiple realistic new options for additional open space sites 
were not forthcoming, making option OS2 less deliverable.  However, while the primary policy aim 

                                                
7 This is the part of site ATH4 that is not allocated for residential development – see Chapter 5. 



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 126 February 2017 

was to maintain designations, the Council also made two additional allocations (see below). 

Open Space site allocations 
5.164 In the Draft Pre-Submission version of the Plan, the same three sites identified in the Draft Site 

Allocations Plan were taken forward as allocations.  However, at this later stage, the old site 
DOR17 had since been combined with some adjacent parcels of land (known as DOR17 (east), 
DOR17 (west) and DOR5), renamed DOR26 and allocated for mixed-use development comprising 
housing and open space.  

5.165 No additional reasonable options for open space sites came forward for appraisal at this stage.   

Former Rail Routes  
5.166 The Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan identified the following two former rail routes in 

North Warwickshire to be safeguarded: 

• Safeguarded Route RR1: Maintain safeguarding of former rail route between Baddesley Old 
Colliery and Birch Coppice. 

• Safeguarded Route RR2: Maintain safeguarding of former rail route Hampton in Arden to 
Whitacre. 

5.167 These options were taken forward because they remain in a state that makes them suitable for 
future off-road cycle recreation routes or new sustainable transport links.  The other three routes 
were not in an appropriate condition and the remains of the routes were not considered sufficient 
to safeguard.  This means that option RR6 (safeguarding all or part of the five route options) was 
also not deliverable. 

5.168 The SA findings for the open space sites appraised for the Draft Site Allocations Plan and Draft 
Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan are summarised in the SA Reports accompanying the Draft 
Site Allocations Plan and Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan.  

Draft Local Plan 
5.169 A number of changes to the open space site allocations have been made in the Draft Local Plan.  

These changes largely relate open space sites which have in part received planning permission for 
alternative uses.  These include: 

• Land at Queen Elizabeth Secondary school, used as the location for the new replacement 
secondary school and associated sports/recreation hall. 

• Land at Holly Lane Atherstone, PAP/2014/0542, which also included open space provision and 
a commuted financial sum to address the open space/recreation needs of the proposal 
through improvements off-site (part of safeguarded allocation ATH20). 

• Minor changes to recognise open spaces at Shuttington at Milner Drive, but excluding the pub 
beer garden previously identified. (These amendments slightly increased the area of protected 
open space at Shuttington). 

5.170 These changes are not considered to be significant enough to result in any changes to the effects 
recorded during the appraisal of the Draft Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan open space site 
allocations.  

Local nature reserves 

5.171 The Pre-Submission version of the Site Allocations Plan put forward four sites which were 
proposed Local Nature Reserve Designations.  These sites were: 

• Dafferns Wood, New Arley 

• Riverside, Atherstone 
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• Abbey Green Park, Polesworth 

• Cole End Park, Coleshill 

5.172 Because these sites were not proposed for development, it was not considered appropriate to 
subject them to the detailed SA process using matrices and assumptions.  However, the likely 
effects in SA terms of the principle of designating these sites as Local Nature Reserves (LNRs) was 
described in the SA report for the Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan.  Those same four sites are 
now allocated in policy LP19 in the Draft Local Plan, which has been subject to SA (see Chapter 
6)8. 

NWBC’s reasons for selecting the preferred site allocations 

5.173 NWBC’s selected growth option represents a combination of defined growth options IN1 and IN2 
and OUT1, OUT2 and OUT3.  This selected growth option responds to the findings of the SA and 
ensures that the Borough will accommodate its own needs through IN1 and IN2 as well as an 
appropriate proportion of adjoining authorities’ needs through OUT1, OUT2 and OUT3.  

5.174 In combination, growth options IN1 and IN2 direct development to existing growth area in 
accordance with the existing Core Strategy’s settlement hierarchy, focussing the delivery of the 
Borough’s housing and employment requirements within or adjacent to the market towns of 
Atherstone with Mancetter and Polesworth with Dordon outside the Green Belt and within the 
development boundary of the market town of Coleshill.   

5.175 The pattern of preferred site allocations named within the Plan is consistent with the selected 
pattern for growth.  The vast majority of the preferred allocations are located within or adjacent 
to the market towns of Atherstone with Mancetter and Polesworth with Dordon outside the Green 
Belt and within the development boundaries of Green Belt the settlements of Coleshill, New and 
Old Arley and Fillongley.  The number and size of allocations within the Green Belt and not within 
or neighbouring market towns is relatively limited. For example a small area of Green Belt release 
has been proposed at Water Orton to reflect the Impact of HS2 and the need for the Primary 
School to relocate. The original school site (which is partly in Green Belt) is now allocated for 
housing.  Furthermore, small portions of Green Belt have been proposed for release at Kingsbury 
and at Wishaw adjoining Birmingham’s boundary. 

5.176 In combination, growth options OUT1, OUT2 and OUT3 direct development that meets an 
appropriate proportion of neighbouring authorities’ needs as close as possible to the districts for 
which the additional housing is being provided and, where possible, creating extensions within 
North Warwickshire to the settlements in neighbouring authorities.    

5.177 NWBC believes that the preferred pattern of growth acknowledges North Warwickshire’s duty to 
cooperate with its neighbouring authorities in accommodating regional shortfalls in housing and 
employment needs.  North Warwickshire Borough lies wholly within two Housing Market Areas 
(HMAs): the Greater Birmingham & Black County Housing Marketing Area and the Coventry and 
Warwickshire Housing Market Area.  Consequently, any growth within North Warwickshire can be 
attributed to the needs of either HMA.  However, a number of preferred site options are allocated 
immediately adjacent to settlements within neighbouring authorities to help directly address 
shortfalls in neighbours’ needs, as well as the Borough’s own needs.  Notable preferred site 
allocations making a contribution to the needs of neighbouring authorities include preferred 
residential site allocations: 

• POL23: Land West of Robeys Lane, adjacent Tamworth 

• WIS1: Site at Lingridge Road, adjacent Langley Sue, Polesworth 

                                                
8 Site allocated as ‘Riverside, Atherstone’ in the Pre-Submission Site Allocations Plan has subsequently been renamed ‘River Anker, 
Atherstone’ in the Draft local Plan 
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5.178 Preferred employment site allocation DOR24 (Land to west of Junction 10 M42) is also adjacent to 
a neighbouring authority’s settlement. 
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6 Sustainability Appraisal Findings for the Draft 
Local Plan 

6.1 This chapter presents the SA findings for the policies (including site allocations) in the Draft Local 
Plan (November 2016).  The SA findings are summarised below in line with the chapters in which 
the policies and site allocations are presented in the Draft Local Plan.  Detailed SA matrices for 
the policies can be found in Appendix 9, with the exception of the individual site allocation 
policies.  The residual effects of the individual site allocation policies are outlined below using the 
appraisals of the preferred residential, mixed-use and employment site options outlined in 
Appendix 7 and summarised in Chapter 5 as a baseline. 

Vision and strategic objectives 

6.2 Table 6.1 below presents the SA scores for the Vision and Strategic Objectives that appear in 
Chapters 4 and 5 of the Draft Local Plan. 

Table 6.1: SA Scores for the Vision and Strategic Objectives 
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1. Services and facilities + + 0 + + ++ 0 0 0 ++ 
2. Vibrant communities + 0 + + 0 + 0 0 + 0 
3. Health + 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 + ++ 
4. Housing + 0 ++ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5. Crime + + 0 0 0 0 + 0 + + 
6. Recreation + + 0 0 0 0 0 + + 0 
7. Landscape + 0 + 0 + + 0 ++ ++ 0 
8. Built environment + ++ ++ + ++ 0 + 0 + 0 
9. Biodiversity + + 0 0 0 0 + + + 0 
10. Efficient land use + ++ + + + + ++ + 0 0 
11. Pollution + + + 0 + 0 + 0 0 0 
12. Climate change + + + + + 0 + 0 ++ 0 
13. Energy efficiency + + + 0 + 0 ++ 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources + + + 0 + 0 ++ 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 
16. Waste + + 0 0 + 0 ++ 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  + + 0 0 + + + 0 0 + 
18. Economy + + 0 ++ ++ ++ 0 0 0 + 
19. Employment + + 0 ++ + + 0 0 0 + 
20. Skills + 0 0 ++ 0 + 0 0 0 + 

 

6.3 North Warwickshire Borough has produced an overall Vision and nine Strategic Objectives for the 
new Local Plan. 
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Vision 
6.4 As shown in Table 6.1 above, minor positive effects are expected for all the SA objectives in 

relation to the Vision.  This reflects the Vision’s aspirational and sustainable approach to 
development in the Borough ensuring North Warwickshire remains a great area to live, work and 
visit.  

6.5 The Vision sets out that there is to be provision of safe and inclusive places that meet the needs 
of the diverse range of current and future residents in the Borough through providing a variety of 
tenure homes and home catering accessible to public transport.  Further aspirations in the Vision 
call for the integration of local services and communities and for there to be public access to 
green and open spaces.  Minor positive effects are therefore likely for SA objectives 1: services 
and facilities, 2: vibrant communities, 3: health, 4: housing, 5: crime, 6: recreation and 
15: sustainable transport.  

6.6 Environmental aspirations set out in the Vision include the protection, restoration and 
enhancement of North Warwickshire’s natural and historic assets.  Minor positive effects are 
therefore identified for SA objectives 7: landscape, 8: built environment, 9: biodiversity, 10: 
efficient land use, 11: pollution, 12: climate change, 13: energy efficiency, 14: natural 
resources and 16: waste. 

6.7 Economic aspirations outlined in the Vision include ensuring that new economic regeneration is to 
be beneficial to the Borough’s residents and provide opportunities to enhance their skills.  It is 
therefore expected that minor positive effects are likely for SA objectives 17: local sourcing, 18: 
economy, 19: employment and 20: skills.  

6.8 Due to the Vision’s high level aspirations, it is not anticipated that any significant positive effects 
are to occur on the SA objectives.  The Local Plan’s more details policies will support the outcome 
of this Vision.  These policies have been appraised separately below.  

Strategic Objectives 
6.9 Generally, the Local Plan Strategic Objectives are likely to have a negligible effect on the SA 

objectives as they are generally incompatible.   

6.10 Significant positive effects are identified when the aim of the Strategic Objective directly aligns 
with that of the SA objective’s and are identified below: 

• Strategic Objective 1 in relation to SA Objectives 8: built environment and 10: efficient 
use of land. 

• Strategic Objective 2 in relation to SA Objectives 4: housing and 8: built environment. 

• Strategic Objective 3 in relation to SA Objectives 18: economy, 19: employment and 20: 
skills. 

• Strategic Objective 4 in relation to SA Objectives 8: built environment and 18: economy. 

• Strategic Objective 5 in relation to SA Objectives 1: services and facilities and 18: 
economy. 

• Strategic Objective 6 in relation to SA Objectives 10: efficient use of land, 13: energy 
efficient, 14: natural resources and 16: waste. 

• Strategic Objective 7 in relation to SA Objective 7: landscape. 

• Strategic Objective 8 in relation to SA Objectives 7: landscape and 13: energy efficiency.  

• Strategic Objective 9 in relation to SA Objectives 1: services and facilities and 3: housing. 

6.11 Minor positive effects are likely for a proportion of the SA objectives as although not having a 
direct link to the aims of the Strategic Objectives, positive effects are expected as an indirect 
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result. 

6.12 Similarly to the Vision, the success of the Strategic Objectives in helping to achieve the SA 
objectives will depend on the implementation of more detailed policies within the Local Plan.  
These policies have been subject to SA and their findings can be found below. 

Chapter 6 – Sustainable Development 

6.13 Table 6.2 below presents the SA scores for the only policy in the Sustainable Development 
chapter of the Draft Local Plan. 

Table 6.2: Summary of SA Scores for the Sustainable Development policy 
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6.14 The effects of policy LP1 on the SA objectives are broadly very positive, although the general 
nature of the policy means that the positive effects identified are minor.  The policy reflects the 
NPPF’s presumption in favour of sustainable development and identifies a number of requirements 
for new development in order to ensure its quality.  These requirements relate to issues 
associated with providing the required infrastructure; therefore positive effects are identified in 
relation to SA objectives 1: services and facilities, 3: health, 6: recreation and 20: 
education and skills.  In addition, the policy requires developments to conserve and enhance 
the quality of the natural and historic environment in North Warwickshire and further minor 
positive effects are therefore identified in relation to SA objectives 7: landscape, 8: built 
environment and 9: biodiversity. 

6.15 The potential minor positive effects identified in relation to SA objectives 11: pollution, 12: 
climate change and 15: sustainable transport are currently uncertain as the policy refers to 
the provision of transport infrastructure but it is not specified if this includes sustainable transport 
infrastructure which could have benefits for these SA objectives. 

6.16 No likely negative effects, either minor or significant, were identified for policy LP1. 

Chapter 7 – Spatial Strategy 

6.17 Table 6.3 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Spatial Strategy chapter of the 
Draft Local Plan. 
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Table 6.3: SA Scores for the Spatial Strategy policies 
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1. Services and facilities + 0 0 0 + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health + 0 0 0 + 
4. Housing + +/- 0 -? ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation + +/- 0 + 0 
7. Landscape + ++ 0 ++ -? 
8. Built environment ? + 0 + -? 
9. Biodiversity +? + 0 + -? 
10. Efficient land use +? 0 0 + 0 
11. Pollution + 0 0 0 -/+ 
12. Climate change + 0 0 0 -?/+ 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + 0 0 0 + 
16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy + 0 0 -? ++ 
19. Employment + 0 0 -? ++ 
20. Skills 0 0 0 0 + 

 

6.18 The policies in the Spatial Strategy chapter of the Draft Local Plan outline at a strategic scale the 
selected pattern for growth (a combination of defined growth options IN1 and IN2 and OUT1, 
OUT2 and OUT3 appraised in Chapter 4).  Responding to the findings of the SA of the growth 
options strategic policies, LP2 – LP6 set out the approach of the Borough to accommodate its own 
needs and an appropriate proportion of adjoining authorities’ needs (see Policy LP6).  Policy LP2 
and LP 4 build on the Borough’s existing settlement hierarchy with the addition of Category 2 
level sites immediately adjoining settlements within neighbouring authorities.  Policy LP3 and LP5 
protect the Green Belt and other important areas of open countryside from significant 
development. 

6.19 These policies are expected to have broadly positive effects on the SA objectives, although a 
small number of minor negative effects are identified in relation to LP3, LP5 and LP6.  These 
minor negative effects are on  SA objectives 4: housing, 6: recreation, 7: landscape, 8: built 
environment, 9: biodiversity, 11: pollution and 12: climate change.  The adverse effects 
associated with LP3 and LP5 are as a result of the restrictions put on development within the 
Green Belt and Meaningful Gap, potentially restricting the delivery of, homes, new employment 
land and jobs.  The adverse effects associated with LP6 are a result of the potential for 
development within sensitive locations effecting the Borough’s landscape and townscapes, cultural 
and natural heritage and contributions to local and global pollution, including the associated 
impacts of climate change.   
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6.20 The potential minor positive effects of LP2 identified in relation to SA objectives 9: biodiversity 
and 10: efficient land use are currently uncertain because the effects of the policy will depend 
on the specific location of development.  Significant positive effects are recorded for LP6 in 
relation to SA objectives 4: housing, 18: economy and 19: employment.  This is due to the 
fact that the policy provides for the delivery of at least 5,280 new dwellings and 90 hectares of 
employment land up to 2031.    

6.21 A significant positive effect is expected in relation to SA objective 7: landscape for policy LP3 and 
LP5. LP3 protects and enhances the character of the landscape in the Green Belt, while LP5 avoids 
settlement coalescence. 

6.22 LP4 is expected to have a negligible effect on all SA objectives because permanent development 
on safeguarded land will only occur through a change to the allocation through a review of the 
Local Plan.  

Chapter 8 - Housing 

6.23 Table 6.4 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Housing chapter of the Draft Local 
Plan. 

Table 6.4: SA Scores for the Housing policies 
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1. Services and facilities + 0 0 + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 
3. Health + 0 0 + 
4. Housing ++ + ++ ++ 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation + 0 0 0 
7. Landscape + 0 + + 
8. Built environment + 0 0 + 
9. Biodiversity 0 0 0 0 

10. Efficient land use ++ 0 + + 
11. Pollution + 0 + + 
12. Climate change + 0 + + 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + 0 0 + 
16. Waste 0 0 0 +? 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment + 0 0 + 
20. Skills 0 0 0 + 
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6.24 The policies in the Housing chapter of the Draft Local Plan are expected to have broadly positive 
effects on the SA objectives.   

6.25 Unsurprisingly, the most positive effects expected are in relation to SA objective 4: housing 
given that these polices would address this issue directly.  The policies combine to ensure that an 
appropriate amount of homes are delivered in North Warwickshire, including affordable housing 
and accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers.  All of the policies apart from LP8 would have a 
significant positive effect, and LP8 would have a minor positive effect by allowing for a windfall 
contribution to be taken into account, which could provide some flexibility in terms of meeting the 
overall housing figure.   

6.26 A significant positive effect is also expected in relation to SA objective 10: efficient land use for 
policy LP7 given that the policy requires higher housing densities at town centre locations.  This 
approach will have a number of minor positive effects on other SA objectives including SA 
objectives 11: pollution, 12: climate change and 15: sustainable transport as it will help to 
reduce journey distances and enable more people to make use of sustainable modes of transport.  
Policies LP9 and LP10 are expected to have minor positive effects on SA objective 10: efficient 
land use as they may help to protect greenfield sites by guiding more development to previously 
developed brownfield locations. 

6.27 The wide ranging criteria addressed in policy LP10 mean that a number of minor positive effects 
are identified, as the policy text seeks to ensure that Gypsy and Traveller sites are appropriately 
located.   

6.28 The Housing policies are not expected to have any negative effects on the SA objectives, either 
minor or significant.  

6.29 The effects identified for these preferred Local Plan policies are broadly consistent with the effects 
identified for the comparable policy options appraised in Chapter 4.  

Chapter 9 - Employment 

6.30 Table 6.5 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Employment chapter of the Draft 
Local Plan.  

Table 6.5: SA Scores for the Employment policies 
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1. Services and facilities + 0 + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 
3. Health + 0 0 
4. Housing 0 0 + 
5. Crime 0 0 0 
6. Recreation + 0 + 
7. Landscape + 0 + 
8. Built environment + 0 + 
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SA Objectives 
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9. Biodiversity + 0 + 
10. Efficient land use + + + 
11. Pollution -? + + 
12. Climate change -? + +/- 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport -? + +/- 
16. Waste 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 
18. Economy ++ ++ ++ 
19. Employment ++ ++ + 
20. Skills + 0 0 

 

6.31 The policies in the Employment chapter of the Draft Local Plan are expected to have broadly 
positive effects on the SA objectives although a small number of minor negative effects are 
identified in relation to LP11 and LP13 as they may result in higher levels of car use due to 
development taking place in rural areas – potential minor negative effects are identified in relation 
to SA objectives 11: pollution, 12: climate change and 15: sustainable transport.  However, in the 
case of LP13 these are part of mixed effects overall as the policy also provides support for the re-
use and adaptation of existing rural buildings which is readily accessible to the Main Towns and 
Local Service Centres via a range of modes of transport.   

6.32 Each of the policies in the Employment chapter of the Draft Local Plan addresses the economy and 
employment development in the Borough.  Mostly significant positive effects have therefore been 
identified in relation all three of the policies for SA objectives 18: economy and 19: 
employment.  Policy LP11 is also expected to result in a minor positive effect on SA objective 
20: skills given that this policy seeks to encourage higher skilled employment generating uses in 
the Borough. 

6.33 The criteria set out in policy LP11 which must be met by proposals for new economic regeneration 
and employment development mean that broadly positive effects were also identified in relation to 
the environmental SA objectives including objectives 7: landscape, 8: built environment and 
9: biodiversity. 

6.34 No likely significant negative effects are identified for any of the Economy policies.   

6.35 The effects identified for these preferred Local Plan policies are broadly consistent with the effects 
identified for the comparable policy options appraised in Chapter 4. 

Chapter 10 - Environment 

6.36 Table 6.6 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Environment chapter of the Draft 
Local Plan.  
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Table 6.6: SA Scores for the Environment policies 
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1. Services and facilities 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health 0 0 + + + + + 
4. Housing 0 -? -? 0 0 0 0 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation 0 0 + ++ ++ + ++ 
7. Landscape ++ 0 + + + + + 
8. Built environment + ++ 0 + 0 0 + 
9. Biodiversity + 0 ++ + + ++ + 

10. Efficient land use 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

11. Pollution 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 
12. Climate change + + + + 0 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 
16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 -? -? 0 0 0 0 
19. Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
20. Skills 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

6.37 Given the quite specific nature of the policies in the Environment chapter of the Draft Local Plan, 
the likely effects identified are mainly negligible.  Where effects have been identified they are 
likely to be mostly positive although there are some exceptions. 

6.38 The most positive effects for the environment policies have been identified in relation to SA 
objective 6: recreation.  Policies LP17, LP18 and LP20 are all likely to have significant positive 
effects on this SA objective given that they would provide spaces for residents to engage in 
recreation activities.  Generally very positive effects are also likely on SA objective 9: 
biodiversity.  Two policies (LP16 and LP19) specifically address the protection of biodiversity 
including designated sites in the Borough and therefore are expected to have significant positive 
effects on this SA objective.  SA objective 7: Landscape is also expected to be particularly 
positively affected by these policies due to the measures included in them to protect green spaces 
and biodiversity features which contribute to the overall landscape character of North 
Warwickshire.  Given that LP14 directly addresses consideration for landscaping proposals as well 
as new landscape features within the natural environment a significant positive effect is likely for 
that policy.  The measures in these policies seeking to protect and improve the local environment 
also mean that broadly positive effects are likely in relation to SA objective 8: built environment 
with the most positive effects likely from policy LP15 which includes specific measures which are 
directly aimed at protecting the historic environment. 
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6.39 Minor positive effects have been identified in relation to health (SA objective 3) for most of the 
policies given that they would provide for the protection and enhance of natural and green spaces 
in which residents may engage in active recreation activities.  The protection of green spaces and 
natural environment features may also improve the Borough’s resilience to climate change (SA 
objective 12); for example by maintaining permeable surfaces which facilitate the infiltration of 
surface water, meaning minor positive effects on that objective have been identified for several of 
the environment policies. 

6.40 The only potential minor negative effects from the Environment policies are associated with LP15 
and LP16 in relation to SA objectives 4: housing and 18: economy.  These effects could occur if 
the criteria set out in those policies were to restrict housing or commercial developments.  
However, in all cases the potential negative effects are uncertain depending on whether the policy 
criteria do in fact affect the delivery of proposals which would contribute to housing or economic 
growth in the Borough. 

6.41 No likely significant negative effects are identified for any of the Environment policies.   

6.42 The effects identified for these preferred Local Plan policies are broadly consistent with the effects 
identified for the comparable policy options appraised in Chapter 4. 

Chapter 11 – Services and Facilities 

6.43 Table 6.7 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Services and Facilities chapter of 
the Draft Local Plan.  

Table 6.7: SA Scores for the Services and Facilities policies 

SA Objectives 

LP
2

1
: 

To
w

n
 C

en
tr

es
 a

n
d

 
N

ei
g

h
b

ou
rh

oo
d

 C
en

tr
es

 

LP
2

2
: 

N
ew

 S
er

vi
ce

s 
an

d
 

Fa
ci

lit
ie

s 

LP
2

3
: 

Lo
ss

 o
f 

S
er

vi
ce

s 
an

d
 

Fa
ci

lit
ie

s 

LP
2

4
: 

R
ec

re
at

io
n

 P
ro

vi
si

on
 

1. Services and facilities + ++ ++ 0 
2. Vibrant communities 0 + + 0 
3. Health + + + + 
4. Housing 0 0 + 0 
5. Crime + 0 0 0 
6. Recreation 0 + + ++ 
7. Landscape 0 0 0 + 
8. Built environment + 0 0 + 
9. Biodiversity 0 0 0 + 
10. Efficient land use 0 0 0 0 
11. Pollution 0 + 0 0 
12. Climate change 0 + 0 0 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport 0 + 0 0 
16. Waste 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 
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SA Objectives 
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18. Economy ++ + + 0 
19. Employment 0 0 0 0 
20. Skills 0 0 0 0 

 

6.44 The policies in the Services and Facilities chapter of the Draft Local Plan are expected to have 
broadly positive effects on the SA objectives.  Unsurprisingly given the subject matter of these 
policies, the most significantly positive effects likely are in relation to the provision of services 
and facilities (SA objective 1).  LP22 and LP23 are expected to have significant positive effects 
on this SA objective given that they would direct the development of new services and facilities 
towards areas where it is most accessible and would also protect against the loss of services and 
facilities in the Borough. 

6.45 Positive effects are also expected from these policies in relation to recreation (SA objective 6).  
LP24 directly addresses improvements in opportunities for recreation activities in the Borough and 
as such is expected to have a significant positive effect on this SA objective.  LP22 and LP23 
would help to provide recreation provision in central areas of the Borough and would also prevent 
the loss of such facilities where they contribution to the functioning of a settlement.  The effect of 
these policies in relation to economy (SA objective 18) is also likely to be positive overall.  The 
protection of town centre vitality and viability through policy LP21 is likely to have a significant 
positive effect on this SA objective.  Minor positive effects are also likely in relation to LP22 and 
LP23 given that these policies would only allow the provision of services in town centre locations 
which benefit economic health and prevent the loss of retail uses at these locations. 

6.46 All policies in the Services and Facilities chapter are expected to have minor positive effects on 
health (SA objective 3).  These polices will combine to prevent the over concentration of hot food 
takeaways, place healthcare facilities in central easily accessibly locations, prevent the loss of 
healthcare facilities and provide for outdoor recreation within new development.   

6.47 Two of the policies (LP22 and LP23) are likely to have positive effects on vibrant communities 
(SA objective 2) given that they would promote the provision of and prevent the loss of existing 
services and facilities in the Borough - this might include facilities such as community halls which 
can be valuable in terms of promoting community cohesion and providing opportunities for people 
to get involved with groups and opportunities.  Positive effects are also expected in relation to two 
of the policies (LP21 and LP24) for the built environment (SA objective 8).  These policies would 
help to promote the vitality and viability of the Borough’s urban centres and thus prevent over 
concentrations of vacant units.  They also support the provision of open spaces which could 
enhance the setting of the built environment. 

6.48 Given that policy LP22 would direct the provision of new service and facility development towards 
the central locations of the Borough where access by active and more sustainable modes of 
transport is stronger, positive effects have been identified in relation to pollution (SA objective 
11), climate change (SA objective 12) and sustainable transport (SA objective 15).   

6.49 No negative effects, either minor or significant, have been identified in relation to any of the 
Services and Facilities policies. 
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6.50 The effects identified for these preferred Local Plan policies are broadly consistent with the effects 
identified for the comparable policy options appraised in Chapter 4. 

Chapter 12 - Transport 

6.51 Table 6.8 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Transport chapter of the Draft 
Local Plan.  

Table 6.8: SA Scores for the Transport policies 
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1. Services and facilities + + 0 + + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health + + +? +/- + 
4. Housing 0 0 0 0 0 
5. Crime 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation 0 0 0 0 + 
7. Landscape 0 0 -? 0 0 
8. Built environment 0 0 -? 0 0 
9. Biodiversity 0 0 -? 0 0 
10. Efficient land use 0 0 +? 0 0 
11. Pollution + + +? +/- + 
12. Climate change + + +? +/- + 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 
14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 
15. Sustainable transport + ++ +? +/- ++ 
16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy + + +? + 0 
19. Employment + + 0 + 0 
20. Skills 0 0 0 0 0 

 

6.52 The policies in the Transport chapter of the Draft Local Plan are expected to have broadly positive 
effects on the SA objectives.    Policies LP26 and LP29 are expected to have significant positive 
effects on sustainable transport (SA objective 15) because they directly encourage the 
provision and maintenance of more sustainable alternatives to the private car, , notably by 
improving connectivity to and between all railway stations and developing a Walking and Cycling 
Strategy. 

6.53 Three minor negative effects are identified in relation to LP27 on SA objectives –7: landscape, 8: 
built environment and 9: biodiversity because the policy highlights the possibility of re-
instating two former railway lines, (the former Baddesley Mineral Railway and the route of the 
former Whitacre Line), which could affect landscape character, cultural heritage and biodiversity 
along the routes. Furthermore, Policy LP28 relates to improvements to the strategic road network, 
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which may encourage ongoing car use and detract from other, more sustainable transport modes.  

6.54 The effects identified for these preferred Local Plan policies are broadly consistent with the effects 
identified for the comparable policy options appraised in Chapter 4. 

Chapter 13 – Development Considerations 

6.55 Table 6.9 below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Development Considerations 
chapter of the Draft Local Plan.  

Table 6.9: SA Scores for the Development Considerations policies 
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1. Services and facilities + 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 
2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3. Health + + 0 0 + +/- 0 0 
4. Housing 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5. Crime + + 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6. Recreation + + 0 0 0 0 0 + 
7. Landscape 0 ++ 0 + 0 0 + 0 
8. Built environment + ++ ++ 0 + + + 0 
9. Biodiversity + 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 
10. Efficient land use + 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 
11. Pollution + + 0 0 ++ - + + 
12. Climate change + + 0 0 + - ++ + 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 ++ 0 
14. Natural resources + 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 
15. Sustainable transport + 0 0 0 0 +/- 0 0 
16. Waste + 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
18. Economy 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 + 
19. Employment + 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 
20. Skills + 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 

 

6.56 The policies in the Development Considerations chapter are likely to have broadly positive effects 
on the SA objectives.  This group of policies seeks to ensure that development in the Borough 
demonstrates sustainability by addressing a variety of social, economic and environmental issues. 

6.57 The most positive effects from these policies are expected to be experienced in relation to the 
built environment (SA objective 8) in North Warwickshire.  Policies LP32 and LP33 would 
provide protection for local character in terms of layout, form and density at new developments 
with LP33 giving specific consideration for the design of retail-related development.  The 
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remaining policies which are expected to have minor positive effects on the built environment 
(LP31, LP35, LP36 and LP37) require that the built environment is appropriately considered in 
relation to all development (and specifically renewable energy schemes), protect heritage assets 
from flood risk and allow for a reduced level of car parking where the conservation of built 
heritage would be benefited.   

6.58 Mostly positive effects have also been recorded in relation to pollution (SA objective 11) and 
climate change (SA objective 12).  Policies LP31 and LP38 are expected to help reduce the need 
to travel by private car in the Borough meaning there may be benefits in terms of reduced 
emissions of air pollutants and greenhouse gases.  Further benefits of reducing the potential for 
light and water pollution in the Borough are expected in relation to LP32 and LP35.  The positive 
effect on water pollution in relation to LP35 is likely to be significant considering that the policy 
directly addresses this issue, requiring that new developments do not have harm the ecological 
status of a waterbody.  A significant positive effect is also likely on climate change in relation to 
support for the provision of renewable energy developments (LP37) which would reduce the 
Borough’s dependency upon fossil fuels with a related minor positive effect also expected in terms 
of minimising air pollution. 

6.59 The Borough’s landscape (SA objective 7) is expected to be well protected by the policies in the 
Development Considerations chapter.  As policy LP32 requires that all new development sits 
appropriately within the landscape and does not have adverse impacts in terms of visual 
appearance, a significant positive effect is likely.  Further requirements through policies LP34 and 
LP37 reduce the potential for the visual intrusion of agricultural buildings and development for 
renewable energy on landscape character in North Warwickshire, meaning that further minor 
positive effects have been identified for these policies. 

6.60 Only one policy (LP37) is expected to have any direct effect on energy efficiency (SA objective 
13).  This effect is likely to be significantly positive as the policy introduces several requirements 
relating to the provision of energy from renewable resources at developments in the Borough. 

6.61 The only negative effects identified in relation to any of the Development Considerations policies 
are likely to be minor and relate to policy LP36.  The policy provides for car parking provision 
meaning there is potential for negative effects on pollution (SA objective 11) and climate 
change (SA objective 12) as a result of the potential increase in number of journeys undertaken 
by private car in North Warwickshire.  In addition, negative effects may occur in relation to 
health (SA objective 13) and sustainable transport (SA objective 15) given that increased 
numbers of journeys made by private car may reduce the likelihood of residents making journeys 
by sustainable and more active modes of transport.  The negative effects identified for these two 
SA objectives are likely to be combined with minor positive effects, however, as the policies may 
provide improved access to healthcare facilities and also provide for lower levels of car parking 
within main towns where appropriate. 

6.62 The effects identified for these preferred Local Plan policies are broadly consistent with the effects 
identified for the comparable policy options appraised in Chapter 4. 

Chapter 14 - Allocations 

6.63 Error! Reference source not found. below presents the SA scores for the policies in the Allocations 
chapter of the Draft Local Plan. The effects recorded in  below represent the cumulative effects of 
the housing allocation policies and the cumulative effects of the employment allocation policies 
outlined in Table 6.11 below.  These cumulative effects are summarised in detail in the 
‘Cumulative Effects’ section below, alongside the other policies within the Draft Local Plan. 
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Table 6.10: SA Scores for the Allocations policies 

SA Objectives 
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1. Services and facilities ++ - 
2. Vibrant communities + 0 
3. Health ++ + 
4. Housing ++ 0 
5. Crime 0 0 
6. Recreation ++ +/- 
7. Landscape -- -- 
8. Built environment --? -? 
9. Biodiversity --? --? 
10. Efficient land use -- -- 
11. Pollution --? --? 
12. Climate change -? +/-? 
13. Energy efficiency 0 0 
14. Natural resources - - 
15. Sustainable transport + + 
16. Waste -- -- 
17. Local sourcing  0 0 
18. Economy 0 ++ 
19. Employment + ++ 
20. Skills +?/-? ++ 

 

6.64 The Borough’s selected growth option responds to the findings of the SA of growth options 
outlined in Chapter 4 and ensures that the Borough will accommodate its own needs and an 
appropriate proportion of adjoining authorities’ needs.  

6.65 The pattern of preferred site allocations named within the Plan is consistent with the selected 
pattern for growth.  The vast majority of the preferred allocations are located within or adjacent 
to the market towns of Atherstone with Mancetter and Polesworth with Dordon, outside the Green 
Belt and within the development boundaries of the Green Belt settlements of Coleshill, New and 
Old Arley and Fillongley.  The number and size of allocations within the Green Belt and not within 
or neighbouring market towns is relatively limited.  

6.66 While any growth within North Warwickshire can be attributed to the needs of the two HMAs the 
Borough falls wholly within, a number of preferred site options have been allocated immediately 
adjacent to settlements within neighbouring authorities to help directly address shortfalls in 
neighbours’ needs.  Notable preferred site allocations making a contribution to the needs of 
neighbouring authorities include preferred residential site allocations: 

• POL23: Land West of Robeys Lane, adjacent Tamworth 

• WIS1: Site at Lingridge Road, adjacent Langley Sue, Polesworth 
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6.67 Preferred employment site allocation DOR24 (Land to west of Junction 10 M42) is also adjacent to 
a neighbouring authority’s settlement. 

6.68 Table 6.11 below outlines the effects of all the preferred site allocation policies (residential and 
employment sites) within the Draft Local Plan.  
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Table 6.11: SA Scores for Preferred Residential and Mixed-Use and Employment Site Allocation Policies 

SA Objectives 
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1. Services and facilities ++ - 0? + + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ -- ++ 0 0 + 0 0 ++ 

2. Vibrant communities + 0 0 + + + + 0 + + + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 

3. Health ++ ++ ++ + + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ + + + ++ + ++ + ++ 

4. Housing + ++ ++ + + + + + ++ + + + + + + ++ ++ ++ + 
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6. Recreation ++ ++ + + ++ ++ ++ + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ + + + ++ -? ++ 
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10. Efficient land use 0 -- -- - - + - - -- + + - - - - -- -- -- - 
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SA Objectives 
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13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

14. Natural resources - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

15. Sustainable transport + + + + + ++ ++ ++ + + + - + - - + + - + 

16. Waste 0 -- -- - - 0 - - -- 0 0 - - - - -- -- -- - 

17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

19. Employment + ++ ++ ++ + + + + ++ + + - + - - + + - + 

20. Skills -? -? -? -? +? +? -? +? ++? +? +? -? +? -? -? -? -? - +? 
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SA Objectives 
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SA Objectives 

Preferred Residential Sites Preferred Employment Sites  
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12. Climate change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0? -? ++ 0 0 -? 0 

13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ++ 0 0 0 0 

14. Natural resources - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 - - - - - - - - 

15. Sustainable transport + + + + ++ ++ + + + + + + + + + + - + ++ + - ++ 

16. Waste - 0 0 -- -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -- -- -- 

17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

18. Economy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ++ + ++ + ++ ++ ++ 

19. Employment + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + ++ + ++ + ++ ++ ++ 

20. Skills -? -? -? ++? ++? -? -? ++? -? -? -? +? -? +? -? ++ + ++ + ++ ++ ++ 

 



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 148 February 2017 

Residential and Mixed-use Site Allocation Policies 
6.70 Chapter 5 presents the SA findings for the residential and mixed use site options considered for 

allocation in the North Warwickshire Local Plan.  The appraisal work in Chapter 5 is ‘policy-off’, 
i.e. each site has been appraised on its own merits without consideration to the potential 
mitigation and enhancement measures that might be required through specific site allocations 
policies in the Plan.  The ‘policy-off’ effects recorded for the preferred sites in Chapter 5 have 
been used as a baseline against which to consider whether any site-specific mitigation and 
enhancement measures outlined within the Draft Local Plan may influence the overall effects of 
each site allocation policy within the Draft Local Plan.  These ‘residual’ effects are recorded in 
Table 6.11 above and summarised below.  While significant adverse effects still remain, other 
development management policies within the plan play some role towards mitigating these 
adverse effects (see Table 6.13).    

Atherstone and Mancetter 

6.71 ATH18 (Brittania Mill, Coleshill Road): the policy text for ATH18 states that any development 
on the site will need to consider the impact and retention, wherever possible, of the existing listed 
buildings. Safeguarding of the listed buildings onsite is likely to go some way towards mitigating 
the minor negative uncertain effect (-?) recorded against SA objective 8 (Built heritage).  
However, the HEA found that this site is of medium sensitivity to development in relation to 
archaeology and the impact on preserved industrial landscape.  In isolation the retention of the 
listed buildings is likely to be insufficient to comprehensively mitigate the potential for minor 
negative effects.  Therefore the score has been retained. The uncertainty remains as the 
measures to retain listed buildings and minimise impacts will be dependent on design which is not 
known at this stage. No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s potential adverse 
effects against SA objectives 9 (Biodiversity) and 11 (Pollution).  

6.72 ATH20 (Land at Holly Lane): The policy states that the site should provide for a mix of types 
and tenures including the opportunity to provided serviced plots for potential self-build dwellings.  
This policy provision will contribute towards achieving the significant positive effect (++) recorded 
against SA objective 4 (Housing). The policy states that significant landscaping will be required 
along the site’s north and north-western boundaries to address landscape sensitivity.  The 
landscaping will go some way to mitigating the significant adverse effects (--?) recorded against 
SA objective 7 (Landscape).  However, the site is large and on greenfield land.  Further details 
are required on the scale and design of these landscaping measures before the residual effects of 
the development of the wider landscape can be determined.  Therefore, at this stage, the 
significant uncertain adverse effect against SA objective 7 (Landscape) has been retained. The 
policy states that open space provision should be provided onsite or part via financial 
contributions towards improvements at Royal Meadow, including the provision of a landscaped 
walk/cycle link along Innage Brook. Given that this is specific as to what provision/improvements 
should be made to open space and cycle paths/footpaths associated with the site, it is considered 
that the minor positive effects (+) originally recorded against objectives 3 (Health) and 6 
(Recreation) in Chapter 5 could be increased to significant positive effects (++). No measures 
are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objectives 9 
(Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient land use), 11 (Pollution) and 12 (Climate change). 

PS213 (Part) Land to the north-west of Atherstone: The policy text states that pedestrian 
and cycling links and facilities will be required to access the services and facilities in Atherstone, 
Grendon and Baddesley and that green infrastructure links will be provided to access the river 
Anker corridor and Coventry Canal. Given that these measures will improve access to surrounding 
towns as well as increasing opportunities for recreation and exercise, it is considered that the 
minor negative effect (-) originally recorded against objective 1 (Services and facilities) can be 
changed to negligible (0?), the minor positive (+) effect recorded against objective 3 (Health) 
can be increased to significant positive (++) and the minor negative uncertain effect recorded 
against objective 6 (Recreation) can be increased to minor positive (+). Incorporating the 
existing buildings at Whittington into a service centre allowing for their conservation and 
preservation is likely to go some way towards mitigating the uncertain effect (?) recorded against 
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SA objective 8 (Built heritage). However, given that the effects of this site on built heritage on 
the whole is not yet known, this score has been retained. No measures are identified to mitigate 
the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 
(Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient land use), 11 (Pollution), 12 (Climate change) and 16 (Waste). 

6.73 ATH14 (Atherstone Football Ground): The policy text states that a Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment Level 2 will be required to address potential flood issues. It is considered that this 
would help to identify and mitigate potential flooding issues within the site, and so the significant 
adverse effect (--?) originally recorded against SA objective 12 (Climate change) in Chapter 5 
can be downgraded to a minor negative effect (-?). The uncertainty reflects the fact that the 
detailed design, layout and flood alleviation measures of the allocation are yet to be determined. 
No measures are identified mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA 
objectives 9 (Biodiversity), 11 (Pollution) and 12 (Climate change). 

Coleshill 

6.74 COL1 (Land at Grimstock Hill, Lichfield Road): There is no site-specific policy wording 
associated with the allocation of COL1.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects 
recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.75 COL3 (Police Station and Leisure Centre Site): There is no site-specific policy wording 
associated with the allocation of COL3.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects 
recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.76 COL6 (Land at Blythways): There is no site-specific policy wording associated with the 
allocation of COL6.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.77 COL12 (Allotments adjacent to Memorial Park, Coleshill): No mitigation measures are 
outlined within or associated with the site-specific policy.  Therefore, no changes have been made 
to the effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.78 COL-COMM1 (Land off Maxtoke Lane, south of St Peter and St Pauls Cemetery): 
Approximately 2.5 hectares of land north of Maxtoke Lane, south of St Peter and St Paul’s 
Cemetery, Coleshill is proposed for release from the Green Belt for allocation as a cemetery, a 
need identified in the Coleshill Neighbourhood Plan.  Having reviewed the location of the site, the 
site is not at risk of flooding and does not pose a significant risk to ecological and heritage assets 
within the immediate vicinity.  Consequently, no significant effects are considered to be generated 
through the development of this site allocation. 

Polesworth and Dordon 

6.79 POL/DOR1 (Land to east of Polesworth and Dordon): The policy states that the site will 
include a mix of types and tenures including the opportunity for self-build dwellings. This policy 
provision will contribute towards achieving the significant positive effect (++) recorded against SA 
objective 4 (Housing). The policy makes provision for the retention and long term management 
of designated and non-designated Local Wildlife Sites and the delivery of open space within the 
site including the creation of a country park and nature reserve. Whilst this would help to manage 
other local sites, it is unlikely to help mitigate effects on the existing SINC and ancient woodland 
within the site and so the significant adverse effect (--) is retained for objective 9 (Biodiversity). 
Significant positive effects (++) have already been recorded against objective 3 (Health) and 6 
(Recreation) and so the site specific provision of open space and pedestrian/cycling networks as 
set out in the policy contributes towards these effects rather than enhancing them.  The policy 
states that a hub will be created which will include retail, community and health facilities.  The 
provision of a new local centre with new local services and facilities in close proximity to this 
urban extension is likely generate positive effects against SA objectives 1 (Services and 
facilities), increasing the minor positive effect (+) recorded against this objectives to significant 
positive (++).  No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects 
against SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 9 (Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient use of land) 11 
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(Pollution) and 16 (Waste). 

6.80 POL3 (Larger area including former Polesworth High School): There is no site-specific 
policy wording associated with the allocation of POL3.  Therefore, no changes have been made to 
the effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.81 POL4 (Former Polesworth Learning Centre, High St, Polesworth): The policy states that 
development of this site will need a high quality of design and landscaping to reflect the proximity 
of the Abbey, its grounds, curtilage and associated buildings and provision made for retaining 
views into the Abbey from the High Street. High quality design and landscaping will go some way 
to mitigating the significant adverse effect recorded against SA objective 8 (Built environment).  
Consequently, the residual effect of this allocation policy on SA objective 8 (Built environment) 
has been reduced to a minor adverse effect however, this minor adverse effect is still recorded as 
uncertain until the scale, design and layout of the development are known.  No measures are 
identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objectives 9 
(Biodiversity) and 11 (Pollution). 

6.82 POL12 (Land west of Woodpack Farm): There is no site-specific policy wording associated 
with the allocation of POL12.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in 
Chapter 5. 

6.83 POL18 (Land RO 5/7 Fairfields Hill): There is no site-specific policy wording associated with 
the allocation of POL18.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in 
Chapter 5. 

6.84 DOR23 (Chapel House, Dunns Lane): There is no site-specific policy wording associated with 
the allocation of POL23.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in 
Chapter 5. 

6.85 DOR25 (Windy Ridge, Dunns Lane): There is no site-specific policy wording associated with 
the allocation of POL25.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in 
Chapter 5. 

6.86 PS158 (Land at Robeys Lane, Alvecote, Polesworth): There is no site-specific policy wording 
associated with the allocation of PS158.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects 
recorded in Chapter 5. 

Adjacent Adjoining Settlements 

6.87 POL23 (Land West of Robeys Lane, adjacent Tamworth): The policy states that the site will 
need to include a mix of types and tenures including the opportunity for self-build dwellings.  This 
policy provision will contribute towards achieving the significant positive effect (++) recorded 
against SA objective 4 (Housing).  The policy states that open space provision should be 
provided onsite including the provision of walking/cycling access to Coventry Canal. Given that 
this is specific as to what provision/improvements should be made to open space and cycle 
paths/footpaths associated with the site, the minor positive effects (+) originally recorded against 
objectives 3 (Health) and 6 (Recreation) in Chapter 5 have been increased to significant 
positive effects (++). The policy states that development of this site will need a high quality 
landscaping buffer along the site boundary with Robey’s Lane. High quality design and 
landscaping will go some way to mitigating the significant adverse effect recorded against SA 
objective 7 (Landscape).  However, given the size of the site and its location on greenfield land, 
further details are required on the scale of these landscaping and design measures before it can 
be determined whether the residual effects of the development on the wider landscape, including 
built heritage, can be appropriately mitigated.  Therefore, the significant adverse effect against SA 
objective 7 (Landscape) has been retained.  No measures are identified to mitigate the 
allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objectives 9 (Biodiversity), 10 (Efficient use 
of land), 11 (Pollution) and 16 (Waste). 
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6.88 WIS1 (Site at Lindridge Road adjacent Langley Sue, Wishaw): The policy text states that 
the location of residential development and open space is to take account of the proximity of the 
Langley Mill Sewage Treatment Works off Lindridge Road to the north-west of the site. Whilst this 
has potential to increase positive effects against SA objective 3 (Health) by improving amenity, 
this positive influence is not considered to be of a magnitude to result in any changes to the minor 
positive score (+) originally recorded and summarised in Chapter 5. No measures are identified to 
mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objectives 7 (Landscape), 10 
(Efficient land use), 12 (climate change) and 16 (Waste). 

Baddesley & Grendon 

6.89 BE7/8 (Land at Church Farm, Baddesley): The policy text states that a high level of design 
and care is required to address the setting of the nearby Grade II* Listed Church and the 
sensitive landscape edge and setting of the site as highlighted in the Council’s Landscape 
Character Assessment for the settlement. The HEA found that this site is of medium sensitivity to 
development in relation to the potential for impact on the site of Baddesley Hall with regards to 
archaeology, and possible impact on the medieval settlement core with regards to the historic 
landscape.  The site is also of medium sensitivity with regards to the Church House. High quality 
design and landscaping will go some way to mitigating the minor negative effect (-?) recorded 
against SA objective 8 (Built environment).  Consequently, the residual effect of this allocation 
policy on SA objective 7 (built heritage) has been changed to a negligible effect (0?); however, 
this effect is still recorded as uncertain until the scale, design and layout of the development are 
known.  No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against 
SA objective 9 (Biodiversity).  

6.90 BE3 (Land north of Grendon Community Hall (former Youth Centre)): The policy text 
states that development of the site should ensure retention of the mature trees to the boundaries 
of the site to reflect the character of the site and aid in integrating the site into the existing 
village. The site is part brownfield part greenfield site and of moderate sensitivity. This will go 
some way to mitigating any potential adverse effects against SA objective 7 (Landscape).  
However, this is not considered to be significant enough to change the score.  No measures are 
identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objective 9 
(Biodiversity).  

6.91 GRE1 (Former Sparrowdale School site, Spon Lane Grendon): The policy text states that a 
pedestrian cycle link will be expected to the east of the site as well as the provision of a play area. 
This policy provision will contribute towards achieving the significant positive effect (++) recorded 
against SA objective 6 (Recreation) in Chapter 5. In addition, the provision of a cycle link to 
supplement the already existing nearby footpaths and recreation ground is likely to encourage 
people to live healthier lifestyles. As such, this is considered to have potential to generate positive 
effects against SA objective 4 (Health) in Chapter 5.  Consequently the score against this 
objective has changed from minor positive (+) to a significant positive effect (++). No measures 
are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objective 9 
(Biodiversity). 

6.92 GRE2 (Former Recycling centre site, Spon Lane Grendon): There is no site-specific policy 
wording associated with the allocation of GRE2.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the 
effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

Hartshill with Ansley Common 

6.93 HAR3 (Land between Church Rd and Nuneaton Rd, Hartshill): The policy states that the 
development will include a range of house types to cater for the elderly and young people. This 
policy provision will contribute towards achieving the significant positive effect (++) recorded 
against SA objective 4 (housing) in Chapter 5. Provision is also made for a net improvement in 
educational, sport and recreation facilities within and adjoining the site to include educational 
infrastructure as well as the retention and long term management of designated Local Wildlife 
sites. Again, this policy provision will contribute towards achieving the significant positive effects 
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(++) recorded against SA objectives 3 (Health), 6 (Recreation) and 20 (Skills) in Chapter 5. 
Provision for the retention and long term management of the Local Wildlife Site has the potential 
to mitigate the potential for significant adverse effects against SA objectives 9 (Biodiversity); 
however, the score has been retained until further details of these mitigation measures are 
known.  No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against 
SA 7 (Landscape), 8 (Built environment), 10 (Efficient use of land), 11 (Pollution) and 16 
(Waste). 

6.94 ANSCOMM/HAR1 (Land north of Coleshill Road, Ansley Common) and ANSCOMM/HAR2 
(Land south of Coleshill Road, Ansley Common). No mitigation measures are outlined within 
or associated with the site-specific policy.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects 
recorded for these sites in Chapter 5. 

6.95 ANSCOMM1 (Land off Coleshill Rd, Ansley Common): There is no site-specific policy wording 
associated with the allocation of PS158.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects 
recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.96 PS139 (Land to the south of Coleshill Road, Ansley Common): There is no site-specific 
policy wording associated with the allocation of PS158.  Therefore, no changes have been made to 
the effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

Kingsbury 

6.97 KIN9 (Land North of Kingsbury Hall, Kingsbury): The policy text states that a schedule of 
works will be agreed prior to any development taking place to minimise the impact of 
development on the Kingsbury Hall and to maximise the potential for delivering a quality 
development whilst restoring and conserving the building and its surrounding curtilage. The 
current HEA does not assess this site option. Therefore, it is currently unknown what the 
sensitivity of the site is and whether the policy provision would remove this uncertainty, and so 
the uncertain effect (?) is therefore retained.  No measures are identified to mitigate the 
allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA objectives 9 (Biodiversity). 

Water Orton 

6.98 WO10 (Former School redevelopment site (excluding original historic school building): 
The policy text states that the development of the site will include a range of house types which 
will include homes for the elderly and young people. This has a positive influence on the current 
minor positive (+) effect recorded for SA objective 4 (Housing) and it is considered that an 
increase in effect to a significant positive (++) is justified.  The provision of a landscape buffer to 
the southern boundary to separate the site from the HS2 railway line will go some way to 
contributing to health and wellbeing and the significant positive effect (++) already recorded in 
Chapter 5. No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects 
against SA objectives 9 (Biodiversity). 

Ansley 

6.99 ANS1 (Part) (Land at Village Farm, Birmingham Road): The policy states that development 
of this site should consider retaining the 19th century farm dwelling within the site to reflect its 
character. This has the potential to influence the significant adverse effect (--?) recorded against 
SA objective 8 (Built environment), however, in isolation and without further details as to the 
design and scale of the development across the rest of the site, it is not considered to be of a 
magnitude to result in any overall changes to the score originally recorded and summarised in 
Chapter 5. No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects 
against SA objective 11 (Pollution).  

6.100 ANS4 (Land rear of Village Hall, Birmingham Road): No mitigation measures are outlined 
within or associated with the site-specific policy.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the 
effects recorded for these sites in Chapter 5. 
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Newton Regis 

6.101 NR3 (Manor Farm): The policy text states that this site needs to be sensitively developed due to 
the conservation area, listed buildings and important local buildings. The HEA found that this site 
is of medium sensitivity to development in relation to the potential for possible impact upon 
unrecorded archaeological features and due to its location within the Conservation Area.  Careful 
design will go some way to mitigating the minor adverse effect (-?) recorded against SA objective 
8 (Built environment).  Consequently, the residual effect of this allocation policy on SA objective 
8 (Built heritage) has been reduced to a negligible effect (0?; however, this effect is still 
recorded as uncertain until the scale, design and layout of the development are known.  

Shuttington  

6.102 SHUT1 (Land South of Shuttington Village Hall): The policy text states that this site can 
provide for a range of housing needs. Given that the site is relatively small, it is not considered 
sufficient to change the current minor positive (+) effect recorded for objective 4 (Housing). No 
measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effects against SA 
objectives 9 (Biodiversity). 

Warton 

6.103 WAR12 (Land North of Orton Road, Warton): The policy text states that the development of 
the site will include the provision of a pedestrian/cycle access route to the west onto Little Warton 
Road. Given that this will improve access to services at Warton as well as increasing opportunities 
for recreation and exercise (route would supplement three existing footpaths) , it is considered 
that the negligible effect (0) originally recorded against objective 1 (Services and facilities) can 
be increased to minor positive (+), the minor positive (+) effect recorded against objective 3 
(Health) can be increased to significant positive (++) and the minor positive effect (+) recorded 
against objective 6 (Recreation) can be increased to a significant positive (++).  

Wood End 

6.104 WE4 (Land south of Islington Farm, r/o 115 Tamworth Rd): The policy text states that this 
site can provide for a range of housing needs. Given that the site is relatively small, it is not 
considered sufficient to change the current minor positive (+) effect recorded for objective 4 
(Housing).  No measures are identified to mitigate the allocation’s significant adverse effect (--?) 
against SA objective 11 (Pollution). 

Employment Site Allocation Policies 
6.105 As with the residential and mixed-use site options, Chapter 5 also presents the SA findings for 

the employment site options considered for allocation in the North Warwickshire Local Plan.  
Again, the ‘policy-off’ effects recorded for the preferred sites have been used as a baseline against 
which to consider whether any site-specific mitigation and enhancement measures outlined within 
the Draft Local Plan may influence the overall ‘residual’ effects of each site allocation policy within 
the Draft Local Plan. These ‘residual’ effects are recorded in Table 6.11 above and summarised 
below. While significant adverse effects still remain, other development management policies 
within the plan play some role towards mitigating these adverse effects (see Table 6.13) 

Changes to baseline effects  
6.106 ATH15 (Land at Holly Lane / Rowland Way, Atherstone): The text accompanying this 

employment site allocation ATH15 states that a Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk assessment will be 
necessary to assess the implications of the development in close proximity to flood zones 2 and 3.  
The text goes on to say that the areas of higher flood risk within the site may be appropriate for 
other uses, such as parking, landscaping and natural open space.  Safeguarding the areas of the 
site at risk of flooding for alternative uses is likely to mitigate the minor uncertain adverse (-?) 
recorded against SA objective 12 are likely to reduce to a negligible uncertain (0?) effect.  The 
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uncertainty reflects the fact that the detailed design, layout and landscaping of the allocation are 
yet to be determined, therefore this effect may change.  No measures are identified to mitigate 
the allocations potential significant adverse effects against SA objectives 7 (landscape), 9 
(biodiversity), 10 (efficient land use), 11 (pollution) and 16 (waste).  Therefore these 
significant adverse effects have been retained. 

6.107 ATH23 (Land to north-west of Atherstone off Whittington Lane): There is no site-specific 
policy wording associated with the allocation of ATH23 for employment uses.  Therefore, no 
changes have been made to the effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.108 EM4 (Power station B Site, Hams Hall, Coleshill): No mitigation measures are outlined within 
or associated with the site-specific policy.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects 
recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.109 DOR10 (Site of playing fields south of A5 Dordon, adjacent to Hall End Farm): The text 
accompanying employment site allocation DOR10 states that the playing fields on site will be 
relocated to a site closer to existing residential areas.  The text also highlights to opportunity to 
rationalise access onto the A5.  These measures are acknowledged within the appraisal 
summarised in Chapter 5.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in 
Chapter 5. 

6.110 DOR22 (Land to the immediate west of Birch Coppice Business Park, Dordon): The text 
accompanying employment site allocation DOR10 states that the allotments on site will be 
relocated to a site closer to existing residential area and suggests land north of the A5 in 
association with DOR10 and the open space at DOR13.  The policy states that landscaping will be 
required along the A5 and to the residential properties on the A5 and identifies a need to 
accommodate new open space/recreation uses on site to facilitate improved recreational provision 
in the area.  The landscaping along the A5 will go some way to mitigating the significant adverse 
effects recorded against SA objective 7 (landscape).  However, the site is relatively large and 
predominantly on greenfield land.  Further details are required on the scale and design of these 
landscaping measures before the residual effects of the development of the wider landscape can 
be determine.  Therefore, at this stage, the significant uncertain adverse effect against SA 
objective 7 (landscape) has been retained.  The potential increased provision of open space 
facilities on site has the potential to increase positive effects against SA objectives 1 (facilities), 
3 (health) and 6 (recreation); however, again, this positive  influence is not considered to be of 
a magnitude to result in any changes to the scores originally recorded and summarised in Chapter 
5.  No measures are identified to mitigate the allocations potential significant adverse effects 
against SA objectives 9 (biodiversity), 10 (efficient land use), 11 (pollution) and 16 (waste).  
Therefore these significant adverse effects have been retained. 

6.111 DOR24 (Land to the South-west of Junction 10, M42 extension to Centurion Park, 
Tamworth): No mitigation measures are outlined within or associated with the site-specific 
policy.  Therefore, no changes have been made to the effects recorded in Chapter 5. 

6.112 PS235 (MIRA – Land South of A5): The policy accompanying the allocation states that 
extension of the technology park and enterprise zone will be carried out in accordance with an 
agreed Master Plan to include the provision of a cycle and footpath link along the A5 to Atherstone 
and Mancetter, access to the cycle/pedestrian route to the south east of the site and a landscape 
buffer to the southern and south eastern boundaries of the site. The landscaping along the 
southern and eastern boundaries of the site will go some way to mitigating the significant adverse 
effects recorded against SA objective 7 (landscape).  However, the site is relatively large and 
predominantly on greenfield land.  Further details are required on the scale and design of these 
landscaping measures before the residual effects of the development of the wider landscape can 
be determine.  Therefore, at this stage, the significant uncertain adverse effect against SA 
objective 7 (landscape) has been retained.  The provision of new and connection to existing 
cycle and pedestrian routes is likely to increase the potential for people commuting to and from 
the technology park to travel via sustainable transport routes, increasing the positive effects 
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associated with SA objective 15 (sustainable transport) from minor positive to significant 
positive. 

Summary of strategic and development management policies in the Draft Local Plan 
6.113 Table 6.12 below presents a summary of the scores for all the strategic and development 

management policies in the Draft Local Plan. 
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Table 6.12: SA Scores for Draft Local Plan Strategic and Development Management Policies 
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1. Services and facilities + + 0 0 0 + + 0 0 + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

3. Health + + 0 0 0 + + 0 0 + + 0 0 0 0 + + + 

4. Housing + + +/- 0 -? ++ ++ + ++ ++ 0 0 + 0 -? -? 0 0 

5. Crime + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6. Recreation + + +/- 0 + 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 0 + ++ ++ 

7. Landscape + + ++ 0 ++ -? + 0 + + + 0 + ++ 0 + + + 

8. Built environment + ? + 0 + -? + 0 0 + + 0 + + ++ 0 + 0 

9. Biodiversity + +? + 0 + -? 0 0 0 0 + 0 + + 0 ++ + + 

10. Efficient land use 0 +? 0 0 + 0 ++ 0 + + + + + 0 + 0 0 0 

11. Pollution +? + 0 0 0 -/+ + 0 + + -? + + 0 0 + 0 0 

12. Climate change +? + 0 0 0 -?/+ + 0 + + -? + +/- + + + + 0 

13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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15. Sustainable transport +? + 0 0 0 + + 0 0 + -? + +/- 0 0 0 + 0 

16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 +? 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

18. Economy + + 0 0 -? ++ 0 0 0 0 ++ ++ ++ 0 -? -? 0 0 

19. Employment + + 0 0 -? ++ + 0 0 + ++ ++ + 0 0 0 0 0 

20. Skills + 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 + + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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1. Services and facilities 0 0 + ++ ++ 0 + + 0 + + + 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 

2. Vibrant communities 0 0 0 + + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

3. Health + + + + + + + + +? +/- + + + 0 0 + +/- 0 0 

4. Housing 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5. Crime 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + + 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6. Recreation + ++ 0 + + ++ 0 0 0 0 + + + 0 0 0 0 0 + 

7. Landscape + + 0 0 0 + 0 0 -? 0 0 0 ++ 0 + 0 0 + 0 

8. Built environment 0 + + 0 0 + 0 0 -? 0 0 + ++ ++ 0 + + + 0 

9. Biodiversity ++ + 0 0 0 + 0 0 -? 0 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 

10. Efficient land use 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 +? 0 0 + 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

11. Pollution 0 0 0 + 0 0 + + +? +/- + + + 0 0 ++ - + + 

12. Climate change 0 0 0 + 0 0 + + +? +/- + + + 0 0 + - ++ + 

13. Energy efficiency 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ++ 0 
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14. Natural resources 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 

15. Sustainable transport 0 0 0 + 0 0 + ++ +? +/- ++ 0 0 0 0 0 +/- 0 0 

16. Waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

17. Local sourcing  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

18. Economy 0 0 ++ + + 0 + + +? + 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 + 

19. Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 + + 0 + 0 + 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 

20. Skills 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 
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Cumulative effects 

6.114 Table 6.11 and Table 6.12 above present a summary of the scores for all the preferred site 
allocation policies and all the strategic and development management policies in the Draft Local 
Plan.  This enabled an assessment to be made of the likely significant effects of the Draft Local 
Plan as a whole on each of the SA objectives, i.e. an assessment of cumulative effects as required 
by the SEA Regulations. 

SA objective 1: Equal access to services, facilities and opportunities for all, regardless 
of income, age, health, disability, culture or ethnic origin 

6.115 The Draft Local Plan includes policies seeking to ensure that there are adequate community 
facilities available to support population growth, in particular by safeguarding existing community 
facilities (LP21: Town centres and Neighbourhood centres and LP23: Loss of Services and 
Facilities) and the provision on new facilities and services (LP22P: New Services and Facilities and 
LP24: Recreational Provision).  Co-locating new housing allocations near services and facilities will 
ensure that new and existing residents can easily access such facilities and services.  In addition, 
the improvements to the sustainable transport network outlined in the Draft Local Plan (LP25 – 
LP29) will also improve the permeability of the Borough. This will in turn help to address social 
deprivation and exclusion.   

6.116 Most of the development proposed through the Draft Local Plan is to be located in the northern 
half of the Borough adjacent to two of the Borough’s largest urban areas: Atherstone and 
Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon. These allocations have good access to the settlements’ 
concentrations of existing services and facilities and good transport connections via the railway 
line and A5.  However, there are also many smaller allocations within and adjacent to smaller 
rural villages to the north and south, which will contribute to stimulating improvements to and 
maintaining the viability of existing community services and facilities in the rural areas of the 
Borough.  Preferred Allocation on Site POL12 scored a significant adverse effect against SA 
objective 1 due to the fact there are no bus routes within 600m walking distance of this site and 
the nearest Post Office is over 1km away at Bridge Street.  However, this is an exception to the 
general rule.   

6.117 The rural nature of North Warwickshire means that it is not realistic to expect that all residents 
will be within walking distance of a school or GP surgery; however the measures in the Plan 
relating to improvements to the sustainable transport network (LP25 – LP29) will help to ensure 
that more people are able to travel to such facilities and services by means other than car.   

6.118 Residential development proposed through the Draft Local Plan could result in increased pressure 
on existing services and facilities, such as education and health facilities, in some parts of the 
Borough – with adverse effects against this objective.     

6.119 Overall a cumulative minor positive (+) effect is likely in relation to this objective. 

SA objective 2: Developing and supporting vibrant and active communities and 
voluntary groups, who are able to express their needs and take steps towards meeting 
them 

6.120 The location of new developments will not have a significant effect on this objective; however 
where there are existing or planned community centres within or in close proximity to new 
developments, it is likely to be easier for community and voluntary groups to access space for 
meetings and other activities.   

6.121 The Draft Local Plan includes policies seeking to ensure that there are adequate community 
facilities available to support population growth, in particular by safeguarding existing community 
facilities, for example LP21: Town centres and Neighbourhood centres, LP23: Loss of Services and 
Facilities and LP22: New Services and Facilities.  Over half of the allocations are within close 
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proximity to some community facilities with minor positive effects.  One site allocation policy 
(POL/DOR1) makes provision for a new local centre complete with new retail, community and 
health facilities, which is considered to have significant positive effects on this objective.   

6.122 Overall a cumulative minor positive (+) effect is likely in relation to this objective. 

SA objective 3: Tackling health inequalities and improve health by supporting local 
communities and by improving access and raising awareness 

6.123 Many of the development management policies within the Draft local Plan have direct and indirect 
minor positive effects on the health of the Borough’s residents, workers and visitors, for example 
the policies which protect and enhance the natural environment (LP14-LP20), policies which 
promote the protection and provision of local services and facilities (LP21-LP24) and policies 
which encourage active modes of transport, such as walking and cycling (LP29).  

6.124 All of the site allocation policies within the Draft Local Plan are within walking distance of health 
care facilities and services and/or facilities which promote active lifestyles such as open spaces, 
public rights of way or sports facilities helping to ensure that residents have good access to 
healthcare and maintain active lifestyles. 

6.125 Consequently, a cumulative significant positive (++) effect is likely in relation to this 
objective.       

SA objective 4: Providing decent and affordable housing to meet local needs 
6.126 Policy LP6: Amount of Development in the Draft Local Plan plans for the provision of a minimum 

of 5,280 new dwellings over the Plan Period.  In addition, there is an aspiration for the provision 
of an additional 3,790 dwellings to meet the unmet housing needs of neighbouring local 
authorities, including Tamworth and Birmingham.  Furthermore, 9 residential and5 transit gypsy 
and traveller pitches will be provided between 2011 and 2028.     

6.127 Policies LP7: Housing Development, LP8: Windfall, LP9: Affordable Housing and LP10: Gypsy and 
Travellers promotes the development of both affordable and market housing, and housing for a 
range of ages and abilities. 

6.128 Consequently, a cumulative significant positive (++) effect is likely in relation to this 
objective.        

SA objective 5: Reducing crime, fear of crime and antisocial behaviour 
6.129 Most of the policies in the Local Plan will not have a direct effect on this objective, although 

policies LP1: Sustainable Development, LP31: Development Considerations and LP32: Built Form 
make reference to supporting developments that create safe, secure, low crime environments.  
The site allocation policies make no mention of the crime prevention measures.  In general this 
SA objective will be affected by the design and layout of new development (e.g. the incorporation 
of lighting) which will not be detailed until the planning application stage.   

6.130 Overall a cumulative negligible (0) effect is likely in relation to crime and antisocial behaviour. 

SA objective 6: Providing opportunities to participate in recreational and cultural 
activities 

6.131 Population growth in the Borough accommodated by the residential development planned with the 
Draft Local Plan is likely to put pressure on the existing network of open spaces and cultural 
centres in the Borough.  However, the Draft Local Plan contains a number of policies which protect 
and enhance the Borough’s town and neighbourhood centres and green infrastructure network, 
including public open spaces and local green spaces: 

• LP17: Green Infrastructure 

• LP18: Tame Valley including Kingsbury Water Park 
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• LP19: Local Nature reserves 

• LP20: Green Spaces 

• LP21: Town Centres and Neighbourhood Centres 

• LP22: New Services and facilities 

• LP23: Loss of Services and Facilities 

• LP24: Recreational Provision 

6.132 The provision of improved green infrastructure, open spaces and culture and sport facilities 
through these policies will contribute to increasing the attractiveness of the Borough, both 
aesthetically and as a regional destination for recreation, including active recreation. 

6.133 Many of the site allocation policies within the Draft Local Plan make provision for new open space 
facilities and/or enhancements to the local footpath and cycle network, encouraging local 
residents to engage in more active lifestyles.  Therefore, overall a cumulative significant 
positive (++) effect is likely in relation to this objective. 

SA objective 7: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the assets of the natural environment 
of North Warwickshire, including landscape character 

6.134 The landscape of North Warwickshire Borough is largely rural in nature.  Therefore the residential 
and employment development proposed through the Draft Local Plan could have significant 
adverse effects on it natural environment, including landscape character.  The majority of the site 
allocation policies are located on greenfield land where the potential for adverse effects are 
greater.  Several of the site allocation policies make provision for the need for landscaping 
measures to protect the wider landscape character, including the historic landscape, of the area, 
which is likely to maintain even improve landscape character.  In addition, some site allocation 
policies which direct development to areas of previously developed land where there is greater 
potential to regenerate the visual appearance of the area within the immediate vicinity with 
positive effects.        

6.135 The Draft Local Plan makes provision for mitigating the general impacts of new development on 
the natural environment through policies: 

• LP14: Natural Environment 

• LP16: Nature Conservation 

• LP17: Green Infrastructure 

6.136 Overall, the effects of the PPLP on the natural environment are to some extent uncertain until 
detailed proposals for particular sites come forward at the planning application stage.  However, a 
cumulative mixed minor positive and significant negative (+/--) effect is identified. 

SA objective 8: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the quality and distinctiveness of the 
built environment, including the cultural heritage 

6.137 The large scale housing and employment development proposed throughout the Borough, but 
particularly on greenfield sites, could adversely affect heritage assets directly through their 
removal or indirectly through significant changes to their setting.  The majority of the preferred 
site allocations are in close proximity to at least one heritage asset which has the potential to be 
adversely affected by new development, including six sites which have the potential to have 
significant adverse effects.  However, until the detailed design, layout and landscaping of each 
development site are known, the effects of each individual allocation on cultural heritage are 
uncertain. 

6.138 The Drat Local Plan makes provision for the protection and enhancement of cultural heritage 
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assets through development management policy LP15: Historic Environment as well and policy 
LP32: Built Form.  

6.139 Overall a cumulative mixed minor positive and significant negative (+/--) effect is likely 
in relation to the historic environment. 

SA objective 9: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the biodiversity of North 
Warwickshire 

6.140 The large scale development proposed through the Local Plan is likely to adversely affect 
biodiversity due to the fact that a significant proportion of the allocated development sites are 
located on greenfield sites.  Although it is recognised that brownfield sites can still harbour 
valuable biodiversity species and habitats, the loss of significant areas of greenfield land is likely 
to result in the loss of habitats and as well as disturbance species during construction and longer 
term through increases in the rates of localised recreation.  Twenty five site allocations have the 
potential to have significant adverse effects on biodiversity assets.   

6.141 The Draft Local Plan makes provision for the protection and enhancement of biodiversity through 
policies LP16: Nature Conservation, LP17: Green Infrastructure, LP19: Local Nature Reserves and 
LP20: Green Spaces.   

6.142 Overall a cumulative mixed minor positive significant negative (+/--) effect is likely in 
relation to biodiversity. 

SA objective 10: Ensuring development makes efficient use of previously developed 
land, buildings and existing physical infrastructure in sustainable locations 

6.143 Prioritising the development of previously developed (brownfield) land can help to ensure that 
greenfield land is protected from unnecessary development.  However, the Draft Local Plan 
allocates a significant area of greenfield land for residential and employment development, which 
would result in the loss of large areas of undeveloped land, some of which is good quality 
agricultural land.  There are allocation policies which direct new development to previously 
developed land.   

6.144 Overall a cumulative mixed minor positive and significant negative (+/--) effect is likely 
in relation to the efficient use of land. 

SA objective 11: Maintaining the resources of air, water and productive soil, minimising 
pollution levels 

6.145 The allocation of new development sites will increase the local population and result in significant 
levels of construction activity and traffic all of which has the potential to increase levels of 
localised ground, water and air pollution.   

6.146 In relation to the capacity of the foul and combined sewer network to accommodate additional 
development, the Water Cycle Study identifies potential capacity issues associated with 
development in close proximity to certain wastewater treatment works in the Borough.  
Development in these areas could therefore increase the risk of wastewater overflows, with 
significant adverse effects on water quality unless increased capacity is found.   

6.147 Some site allocation policies locate new development on the Borough’s best and most versatile 
land.   

6.148 Preferred development management policies LP13: Rural Employment and LP31: Development 
Considerations protect the quality and hydrology of ground or surface water sources to reduce the 
risk of water pollution. Furthermore, policy LP31: Development Considerations guards against the 
sterilisation of viable mineral reserves and the degradation of soil quality.  The policies that seek 
to manage flood risk (as described under SA objective 12) will also indirectly benefit water quality 
by reducing the likelihood of water pollution resulting from flood events. 
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6.149 Some of the site allocation policies make provision for improvements to the footpath and cycle 
network within their immediate vicinity.  Furthermore, the following development management 
policies promote improvements to the sustainable transport network, which will have indirect 
positive effects on reducing traffic-based air pollution:  

• LP26: Stations 

• LP27: Railway Lines 

• LP28: Strategic Road Improvements 

• LP29: Walking and Cycling    

6.150 Overall, despite potential for some indirect positive effects associated with flood risk mitigation 
and sustainable transport measures, a cumulative significant negative (--) effect is likely in 
relation to pollution and soil degradation.  

SA objective 12: Minimising North Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of climate 
change whilst implementing a managed response to its unavoidable impacts 

6.151 The allocation of significant areas of greenfield land across the Borough will have a cumulative 
effect in reducing the extent of permeable surfaces increasing flood risk, particularly within and in 
close proximity to site allocations which include areas of higher flood risk, e.g. ATH20, P213 and 
WIS1.  However, the Draft Local Plan encourages the use of SuDS and other mitigation measures 
to reduce flood risk.  Policy LP31: Development Considerations promotes the management of the 
impacts of climate change through the design and location of development, including sustainable 
drainage, water efficiency measures, use of trees and natural vegetation and ensuring no net loss 
of flood storage capacity.  Policy LP35: Water Management promotes the objectives Water 
Framework Directive, including several flood risk mitigation measures.  Furthermore, some of the 
site allocations policies require development proposals to be supported by a Flood Risk 
Assessment. 

6.152 In addition, policy LP17: Green Infrastructure require developments to contribute to maintaining 
and enhancing green infrastructure, which will help to mitigate the effects of climate change, for 
example increased flood risk more extreme changes in temperature.   

6.153 Overall a cumulative mixed minor positive and minor negative (+/-) effect is likely in 
relation to climate change adaptation. 

SA objective 13: Reducing overall energy use through sustainable design, increasing 
energy efficiency and increasing the proportion of energy generated from renewable 
sources 

6.154 The development proposed through the Draft Local Plan will inevitably result in an increase in 
greenhouse gas emissions from new buildings, increased rates of construction an associated 
increases in traffic.  Policy LP37: Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency in the Draft Local Plan 
requires new development to meet high standards of energy efficiency and encourage the 
incorporation of renewable energy generation.     

6.155 Overall a cumulative minor positive (+) effect is likely in relation to climate change 
mitigation. 

SA objective 14: Using natural resources efficiently 
6.156 The Draft Local Plan allocates a significant amount of new development over the Plan Period, 

which is likely to increase consumption of natural resources through construction and by 
increasing the local population.  In most cases the location of development is not expected to 
have a direct effect on this objective, with effects depending more on the energy efficiency of 
buildings and the use of good design and construction techniques.  However, development within 
and in close proximity to Minerals Safeguarding and Consultation Areas (as identified in the 
Warwickshire Minerals Core Strategy) has the potential to sterilise mineral resources and restrict 
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the availability of resources in the Borough.  All but one of the site allocation policies within the 
Draft Local Plan are within close proximity to mineral resources and are therefore have the 
potential to have negative effects  on this objective.     

6.157 Despite a significant proportion of the site allocation policies allocating land within or in close 
proximity to mineral safeguarding areas, not all of them are likely to have adverse effects on such 
resources.  Therefore, overall, a cumulative minor negative (-) effect is likely in relation to 
natural resources. 

SA objective 15: Increasing use of public transport, cycling and walking and reducing 
use of the private car 

6.158 The Draft Local Plan makes good provision for improvements to the sustainable transport network 
through development management policies:  

• LP25: Transport Assessment and Travel Plans  

• LP26: Stations 

• LP27: Railway Lines 

• LP28: Strategic Road Improvements 

• LP29: Walking and Cycling    

6.159 In addition policy LP31: Development Considerations encourages sustainable forms of transport 
focussing on pedestrian access and provision of bike facilities and  some of the site allocation 
policies make provision for improvements to the footpath and cycle network within their 
immediate vicinity. 

6.160 The fact that most new housing and employment development will be focussed within some of the 
Borough’s largest built-up areas, for example Atherstone and Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon, 
should mean that most people have shorter journeys to access jobs, services and facilities, and 
they may be more easily able to walk and cycle day to day, reducing emissions from car use, 
traffic congestion on the road network and promoting active lifestyles.   

6.161 Overall a cumulative significant positive (++) effect is likely in relation to sustainable 
transport. 

SA objective 16: Encouraging and enabling waste minimisation, reuse, recycling and 
recovery to divert resources away from the waste stream 
The development proposed through the Draft Local Plan will inevitably involve an increase in 
waste generation, regardless of the location of development, particularly where sites are large.  
However, new developments may offer good opportunities for incorporating sustainable waste 
management practices, and where housing development is proposed on brownfield land, there 
may be good opportunities for using existing buildings and materials. 

6.162 The majority of the site allocation policies promote development on greenfield sites where there is 
limited opportunity to reuse existing buildings and recycling materials.  Therefore, a significant 
proportion of the site allocation policies are considered to have potential for negative effects 
against this objective.   

6.163 Policy LP31: Development Considerations seeks to maximise opportunities to encourage re-use 
and recycling of waste materials, both in construction and operation. 

6.164 Overall, a cumulative minor negative (-) effect is likely in relation to waste. 
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SA objective 17: Encouraging local sourcing of goods and materials 
6.165 While there may be opportunities for using locally sourced goods and materials during the 

construction of new development in the Borough, no policies with Draft Local Plan significantly 
promote this practice and the location of new development will not influence this significantly.   

6.166 Therefore, a cumulative negligible (0) effect is likely in relation to locally sourcing goods and 
materials. 

SA objective 18: Creation of a modern, healthy and diverse economy which is able to 
adapt to changes in the wider economy while remaining relevant to the needs of local 
people 

6.167 Policy LP6: Amount of Development in the Draft Local Plan plans for the delivery of around 90ha 
of employment development over the Plan Period to ensure that there are jobs available to meet 
the needs of the growing population, both within the Borough and the wider area.   

6.168 Six new employment site allocation policies are outlined in the Draft Local Plan.  The provision of 
new employment sites is likely to have a positive effect on this objective by ensuring that new job 
opportunities are provided to match the population growth.   Four of the six employment 
allocation policies are considered to be large sites where there is greater potential for significant 
positive effects. 

6.169 Policy LP11: Economic Regeneration promotes the broadening of the employment base to improve 
employment choice and opportunities for local people.  Policy LP12: Employment Areas 
safeguards nine existing industrial estates for continued use as employment areas.  Finally, Policy 
LP21: Town Centres and Neighbourhood Centres contribute to the protection and diversification of 
Borough’s retail centres. 

6.170 Overall a cumulative significant positive (++) effect is likely in relation to employment.  

SA objective 19: Maintaining and enhancing employment opportunities and reducing the 
disparities arising from unequal access to jobs 

6.171 Policy LP6: Amount of Development in the Draft Local Plan plans for the delivery of around 90ha 
of employment development over the Plan Period to ensure that there are jobs available to meet 
the needs of the growing population, both within the Borough and the wider area.   

6.172 Six new employment site allocation policies are outlined in the Draft Local Plan.  The provision of 
new employment sites is likely to have a positive effect on this objective by ensuring that new job 
opportunities are provided to match the population growth.   Four of the six employment 
allocation policies are considered to be large sites where there is greater potential for significant 
positive effects. 

6.173 New employment sites will be developed in accordance with the development management 
policies within the Draft Local Plan, so it is assumed that they will be high quality, increasing their 
attractiveness to investors. 

6.174 Policy LP11: Economic Regeneration promotes the broadening of the employment base to improve 
employment choice and opportunities for local people.  Finally, policy LP12: Employment Areas 
safeguards nine existing industrial estates for continued use as employment areas. 

6.175 Overall a cumulative significant positive (++) effect is likely in relation to employment.  

SA objective 20: Ensuring that people of all ages are provided with the opportunity to 
obtain the skills, knowledge, confidence and understanding to achieve their full 
potential 

6.176 The effects of housing development on this objective depend on the availability of school and 
college places to serve the growing population, which will depend in part on whether new 
developments contribute to the provision of additional capacity within the Borough’s primary, 
secondary and higher education institutions.  Four of the residential site allocation policies are 
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within 600m of at least two of either a pre-school, a primary school, a secondary school or a 
college and therefore record significant positive effects; nine are within 600m of one of either a 
primary or secondary school or a college resulting in a minor positive effect being recorded.  The 
remaining 21 residential site allocation policies are more than 600m from any school or college, 
resulting in minor negative effects being recorded for the majority of the residential site allocation 
policies.   

6.177 The new employment allocation policies within the Draft Local Plan are considered to generally 
have positive effects against this objective.  This is because such developments are likely to 
increase opportunities for work-based training and skills development.  Four of the six 
employment allocation policies are considered to be large sites where there is greater potential for 
significant positive effects.  

6.178 Overall, a cumulative minor positive (+) effect is likely in relation to the promotion of skills 
development. 

Cross-boundary Cumulative Effects 
6.179 North Warwickshire Borough is bordered by eight neighbouring Districts each with their own 

spatial strategies for development: 

• Birmingham City Council 

• Coventry City Council 

• Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council 

• Lichfield District Council  

• North West Leicestershire District Council 

• Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council  

• Solihull Council 

• Tamworth Borough Council   

6.180 North Warwickshire’s Draft Local Plan commits to the delivery of 500 dwellings for Tamworth 
Borough Council from the previous North Warwickshire Core Strategy and new requirements for a 
further 825 dwellings and 14 hectares of employment land to be split between North Warwickshire 
and Lichfield.  In addition, North Warwickshire Borough Council has been working with partners 
across the Greater Birmingham & Black Country Housing Market Area (HMA), as well as other 
local authorities beyond the HMA, to agree a redistribution of the HMA’s identified shortfall, which 
has resulted in the drafting of a ‘Memorandum of Understanding’.  Consequently, and overall, the 
Borough therefore plans to deliver up to 9,070 dwellings over the Plan Period to accommodate its 
own needs and a proportion of its neighbours’ needs.  The development of a significant proportion 
of both Tamworth Borough Council’s and the Greater Birmingham & Black Country HMA housing 
and employment needs with North Warwickshire Borough is likely to have significant positive 
effects in relation to the following SA objectives – both for the Borough and the wider region: 

• SA4: Providing decent and affordable housing to meet local needs. 

• SA19: Maintaining and enhancing employment opportunities and reducing the disparities 
arising from unequal access to jobs.   

6.181 Development within the neighbouring Districts close to the administrative boundary of North 
Warwickshire have the potential to generate cumulative significant negative effects, 
particularly in relation to SA objectives: 

• SA7: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the assets of the natural environment of North 
Warwickshire, including landscape character 
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• SA9: Valuing, enhancing and protecting the biodiversity of North Warwickshire. 

• SA10: Ensuring development makes efficient use of previously developed land, buildings and 
existing physical infrastructure in sustainable locations. 

• SA12: Minimising North Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of climate change whilst 
implementing a managed response to its unavoidable impactsSA8: Conserve, and where 
relevant enhance, the quality, character and local distinctiveness of the landscape and 
townscape. 

6.182 Furthermore, strategic employment and retail allocations along the region’s main transport links 
have the potential to attract North Warwickshire residents which has the potential to generate 
significant adverse effects of the viability of North Warwickshire Borough’s employment sites and 
town and village centres, with the potential for significant negative effects in relation to SA 
objectives:  

• SA1: Equal access to services, facilities and opportunities for all, regardless of income, age, 
health, disability, culture or ethnic origin. 

• SA18: Creation of a modern, healthy and diverse economy which is able to adapt to changes 
in the wider economy while remaining relevant to the needs of local people. 

• SA19: Maintaining and enhancing employment opportunities and reducing the disparities 
arising from unequal access to jobs. 

6.183 There is also the potential for synergistic significant positive effects on SA objectives 1, 18 and 19 
associated with the combined effects of multiple employment and retail allocations in the region 
helping to achieve a critical mass that will attract and retain growth industries and higher skilled 
employees. 

6.184 North Warwickshire Borough Council is working with its neighbouring authorities to mitigate the 
potential for such cumulative adverse effects and maximise the opportunities for cumulative 
benefits for the region. 

Mitigation and recommendations 

6.185 It is a requirement of the SEA Regulations that consideration is given to “the measures envisaged 
to prevent, reduce and as fully as possible offset any significant adverse effects on the 
environment of implementing the plan or programme”.  For many of the potential negative effects 
identified in relation to the site allocations, mitigation will be provided through the implementation 
of other policies in the Draft Local Plan itself. 

6.186 A significant number of site allocation policies have residual significant adverse effects against SA 
objectives.  The following SA objectives have residual significant negative effects associated with 
site allocation policies: 

• SA1 – Services and Facilities: POL12. 

• SA7 – Landscape: AT20, SS213, POL/DOR1, PS158, POL23, WIS1, HAR3, ANSCOMM/HAR1, 
PS139, ATH15, DOR22, DOR24 and PS235. 

• SA8 – Built Environment: POL3, POL18, DOR25, HAR3, ANSCOMM1 and ANS1 (Part). 

• SA9 – Biodiversity: ATH18, ATH20, PS213, ATH14, COL1, POL/DOR1, POL3, POL4, DOR23, 
DOR25, PS158, POL23, BE7/8, BE3, GRE1, GRE2, HAR3, ANSCOMM/HAR1, ANSCOMM1, 
PS139, KIN9, WO10, SHUT1, ATH15 and EM4. 

• SA10 – Efficient Use of Land: ATH20, PS213, POL/DOR1, PS158, POL23, WIS1, HAR3, 
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ANSCOMM/HAR1, PS139, ATH15, DOR22, DOR24 and PS235. 

• SA11 – Pollution: ATH18, ATH20, PS13, ATH14, COL1, COL6, POL/DOR1POL3, Pol4, Pol12, 
DOR23, DOR25, POL23, HAR3, ANSCOMM/HAR1, ANSCOMM1, PS139, ANS1 (Part) ANS4, 
WAR12, WE4, ATh15, DOR10, DOR22 and DOR24. 

• SA12 – Climate Change: ATH20, PS213 and WIS1. 

• SA16 – Waste: ATh20, PS213, POL/DOR1, PS158, POL23, WIS1, HAR3, ANSCOMM/HAR1, 
ATH15, DOR22, DOR24 and PS235. 

6.187 For many of the potential negative effects identified in relation to the Draft Local Plan, mitigation 
will be provided through the implementation of other policies in the Draft Local Plan.  Table 6.13 
below identifies the preferred Draft Local Plan policies that are expected to provide mitigation for 
the potential significant negative effects of other preferred Draft Local Plan policies.  Note that 
only those SA objectives for which potential significant negative effects were identified have been 
included in the table. 12 out of the 20 SA objectives are unlikely to be significantly negatively 
affected by the preferred policies or site allocations in the Draft Local Plan.  

Table 6.13: Mitigation for potential significant negative effects identified 

SA objectives for which 
potential significant 
negative effects have been 
identified 

Other Local Plan policies providing possible mitigation 

SA1. Equal access to services, 
facilities and opportunities for 
all, regardless of income, age, 
health, disability, culture or 
ethnic origin. 

LP 22: New Services and Facilities promotes multiple uses, including new 
shopping, office, entertainment, hotel and leisure uses together with new 
community, social, health and education facilities or mixed 
residential/commercial uses, stating that they should be directed towards the 
town centres of the Market Towns or within the development boundaries of the 
Local Service Centres.  LP 23: Loss of Services and Facilities prevents the 
loss of existing local services or facilities unless an equivalent service or facility 
is provided in an equally or more accessible location; the land and buildings are 
no longer suitable; there is no prospect of an alternative service or facility 
using the site; and its loss will harm the vitality of the settlement. LP 24: 
Recreational Provision promotes the development of a range of recreational 
facilities such as parks and amenity space in  new developments, including 
mechanisms for their long term maintenance. LP 25: Transport 
assessments requires transport assessments to accompany development 
proposals that generate significant amounts of movement, helping to ensure 
that new development is well connected to existing road, cycle and footpath 
networks.  This will contribute towards increasing accessibility services and 
facilities, for all sections of the community.  LP 26: Stations will also improve 
access to public transport through the provision of new footbridges and parking 
facilities, improved connectivity between railway stations and integrated bus, 
walking and cycling networks.   

SA7. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the assets of the 
natural environment of North 
Warwickshire, including 
landscape character.  

LP 3: Green Belt prohibits significant development in the open countryside, 
protecting the natural environment, including the Borough’s landscape 
character. LP 5: Meaningful Gap designates a wedge of open land between 
Tamworth and Polesworth and Dordon, protecting the natural environment in 
this area from future development. LP 14: Natural Environment requires 
development to protect and enhance the quality, character, diversity and local 
distinctiveness of the natural environment. LP 16: Nature conservation 
requires development to increase biodiversity and geological interest by 
avoiding adverse impacts first then providing appropriate mitigation measures 
and finally seeking positive enhancements wherever possible. LP 17: Green 
Infrastructure upholds that development must maintain and enhance Green 
Infrastructure. LP19: Local Nature Reserves designates four Local Nature 
Reserves: Dafferns Wood, Riverside, Abbey Green Park and Cole End Park, 
ensuring their long term protection and local management LP 20: Green 
Spaces promotes the retention and protection of local green spaces.  

SA8. Valuing, enhancing and LP14: Natural Environment requires development to protect and enhance 
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SA objectives for which 
potential significant 
negative effects have been 
identified 

Other Local Plan policies providing possible mitigation 

protecting the quality and 
distinctiveness of the built 
environment, including the 
cultural heritage.  

specific landscape, geo-diversity, wildlife and historic features which contribute 
to local character. LP15: Historic Environment requires development to 
protect, enhance and where appropriate restore the quality, character, 
diversity and local distinctiveness of the historic environment.   

SA9. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the biodiversity of 
North Warwickshire 

LP 3: Green Belt prohibits significant development in the open countryside, 
indirectly protecting the biodiversity of the Borough. LP14: Natural 
Environment requires development to protect and enhance the quality of the 
natural environment, therefore enhancing and protecting the biodiversity of 
North Warwickshire. LP16: Nature Conservation requires development to 
increase biodiversity and geological interest by avoiding adverse impacts first, 
secondly providing appropriate mitigation measures and finally seeking positive 
enhancements wherever possible. LP17: Green Infrastructure upholds that 
development must maintain and enhance green infrastructure, enhancing the 
biodiversity of an area. LP19: Local Nature Reserves designates four Local 
Nature Reserves: Dafferns Wood, Riverside, Abbey Green Park and Cole End 
Park, ensuring their long term protection and local management. This helps 
protect the biodiversity of North Warwickshire.   
LP 20: Green Spaces promotes the retention of Green Spaces, protecting 
biodiversity.  

SA10. Ensuring development 
makes efficient use of 
previously developed land, 
buildings and existing physical 
infrastructure in sustainable 
locations.  

LP 3: Green Belt prohibits significant development in the open countryside, 
encouraging the use of previously developed land, buildings and existing 
physical infrastructure before the use of greenfield land. LP 5: Meaningful 
Gap designates a Meaningful Gap between Tamworth and Polesworth and 
Dordon, ensuring development makes efficient use of previously development 
land in this area. LP31: Development Considerations requires development 
to be targeted at using brownfield land. 

SA11. Maintaining the 
resources of air, water and 
productive soil, minimising 
pollution levels. 

LP 3: Green Belt prohibits significant development in the open countryside, 
safeguarding a significant proportion of the Borough’s Best and Most Versatile 
agricultural land. LP 5: Meaningful Gap designates a Meaningful Gap between 
Tamworth and Polesworth and Dordon; safeguarding some of the Borough’s 
Best and Most Versatile agricultural land. LP14: Natural Environment 
requires development to protect and enhance the quality of the natural 
environment. LP16: Nature Conservation requires development to increase 
biodiversity and geological interest by avoiding adverse impacts first then 
providing appropriate mitigation measures and finally seeking positive 
enhancements wherever possible. LP17: Green Infrastructure upholds that 
development must maintain and enhance green infrastructure, sustaining the 
resources of air, water and productive soil. LP29: Walking and cycling 
requires the development of a Walking and Cycling Strategy, which will reduce 
the need to travel by private car and minimise road pollution.     

SA12. Minimising North 
Warwickshire’s contribution to 
the causes of climate change 
whilst implementing a 
managed response to its 
unavoidable impacts.  

LP 25: Transport assessments requires transport assessments to 
accompany development proposals that generate significant amounts of 
movement, helping to ensure that new development is well connected to 
existing cycle and footpath networks.  This will encourage the use of public 
transport, helping minimise North Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of 
climate change. LP 26: Stations will also improve access to public transport 
through the provision of new footbridges and parking facilities, and improved 
connectivity between railway stations to ensure integrated facilities for buses, 
walking and cycling. This will encourage the use of public transport and other 
sustainable modes of transport, helping minimise North Warwickshire’s 
contribution to the causes of climate change. LP29: Walking and cycling 
requires the development of a Walking and Cycling Strategy, which will 
minimise North Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of climate change. 
LP27: Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency supports the development 
of renewable energy projects in the Borough, which will help minimise North 
Warwickshire’s contribution to the causes of climate change.         

SA16. Encouraging and 
enabling waste minimisation, 
reuse, recycling and recovery 

LP 3: Green Belt prohibits significant development in the open countryside, 
encouraging the use of previously developed land, buildings and existing 
physical infrastructure before the use of greenfield land. LP 5: Meaningful 
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SA objectives for which 
potential significant 
negative effects have been 
identified 

Other Local Plan policies providing possible mitigation 

to divert resources away from 
the waste stream. 

Gap designates a Meaningful Gap between Tamworth and Polesworth and 
Dordon, ensuring that development in this area is directed to previously 
development land and urban areas within this part of the Borough. LP31: 
Development Considerations requires development to be targeted at using 
brownfield land where there is likely to be more opportunity to reuse and 
recycle existing buildings and their materials. 

LP1: Sustainable Development and LP21: Development Considerations contribute towards mitigating all 
potential significant adverse effects generated by the site allocation policies. 
 

6.188 Despite the comprehensive range of mitigation measures outlined in the Draft Local Plan’s 
strategic and development management policies, it is recommended that the draft site allocation 
policies include specific measures that address the potential significant adverse effects identified 
through the SA process.  For example: 

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effect identified under SA objective 1 (Services 
and Facilities) for site allocation policy POL12 it is recommended that the policy contain 
measures to improve the local transport network to make the local facilities and services 
closest to the allocation more readily accessible.  The Council might also consider requiring 
new facilities and services to be located within or in close proximity to this new housing 
allocation. 

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 7 
(Landscape) it is recommended that the site allocation policies likely to generate significant 
adverse effects on the character of the wider countryside include detailed, site-specific design 
measures relating to the sensitive scaling, laying out and landscaping of development sites. 

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 8 (Built 
Environment) it is recommended that the site allocation policies likely to generate significant 
adverse effects on the Borough’s cultural heritage include detailed, site-specific design 
measures relating to the protection and where appropriate enhancement of the historic 
character of the designated and non-designated heritage assets within the immediate vicinity, 
their setting and any wider historic landscape character.  In addition, areas considered to have 
potential for buried archaeology, should include requirements for appropriate archaeological 
investigation works.     

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 9 
(Biodiversity) it is recommended that the site allocation policies likely to generate significant 
adverse effects on the Borough’s species and habitats include requirements for appropriate 
ecological surveys to determine how sensitive the immediate area is to development change, 
both in the short term during construction and the medium and long term once the 
development is occupied, and to put in place mitigation as appropriate to ensure no net loss of 
biodiversity.  In addition, developments in sensitive locations should incorporate green 
infrastructure. 

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 10 (Efficient 
Use of Land) it is recommended that the site allocation policies identifying large greenfield 
sites for development should where possible utilise brownfield land, including the reuse of any 
buildings and their materials on each site, and incorporate appropriate green spaces .   

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 11 
(Pollution) it is recommended that the site allocation policies likely to generate significant 
adverse effects through increased risks of air, water and ground pollution should include 
measures that attempt to isolate the sources of pollution, minimise the pathways along which 
the pollution could travel and protect local receptors, including local residents and biodiversity, 
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from harm.  

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 12 (Climate 
Change) it is recommended that the site allocation policies likely to generate significant 
adverse effects associated with local flood risk should include measures to incorporate 
appropriate Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS) and prohibit the development of 
land designated as Flood Zones 2 and 3 in accordance with the sequential test.  In addition, 
flood risk could be further reduced through the incorporation of open green spaces, and other 
forms of green infrastructure, within new developments. 

• To mitigate the residual significant adverse effects identified under SA objective 16 (Waste) it 
is recommended that the site allocation policies likely to generate significant adverse effects 
as a result of their limited capacity to reuse and recycle existing building materials and 
brownfield land should include requirements to source materials from the local area where 
possible and follow sustainable design and construction practices to minimise waste 
generation during construction and facilitate sustainable waste management in the medium 
and long term.  



 SA of North Warwickshire's Draft Local Plan 173 February 2017 

7 Monitoring 

7.1 The SEA Regulations require that “the responsible authority shall monitor the significant 
environmental effects of the implementation of each plan or programme with the purpose of 
identifying unforeseen adverse effects at an early stage and being able to undertake appropriate 
remedial action” and that the environmental report should provide information on “a description 
of the measures envisaged concerning monitoring”.  Monitoring proposals should be designed to 
provide information that can be used to highlight specific issues and significant effects, and which 
could help decision-making.   

7.2 The Planning Advisory Service guidance on SA states that it is not necessary to monitor 
everything.  Instead, monitoring should be focused on the significant sustainability effects that 
may give rise to irreversible damage (with a view to identifying trends before such damage is 
caused) and the significant effects where there is uncertainty in the SA and where monitoring 
would enable preventative or mitigation measures to be taken.  Therefore, monitoring measures 
have been proposed in this SA Report in relation to all of the SA objectives in the SA framework 
for which likely (or uncertain) significant positive or negative effects have been identified from the 
Draft Local Plan.  This is the case for all of the SA objectives 2 (Vibrant Communities), 5 
(Crime), 14 (Natural Resources) and 17 (Local Sourcing). 

7.3 Table 7.1 overleaf sets out a number of suggested indicators for monitoring the potential 
significant effects of implementing the Local Plan.  Where possible, the indicators proposed draw 
from those in the monitoring framework prepared by North Warwickshire Borough Council and 
presented in the Draft Local Plan.   

7.4 The data used for monitoring in many cases will be provided by outside bodies.  Information 
collected by other organisations (e.g. the Environment Agency) can also be used as a source of 
indicators.  It is therefore recommended that the Council continues the dialogue with statutory 
environmental consultees and other stakeholders that has already been commenced, and works 
with them to agree the relevant sustainability effects to be monitored and to obtain information 
that is appropriate, up to date and reliable.   
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Table 7.1: Proposed Monitoring Framework for the North Warwickshire Local Plan 

SA objectives for which likely (or uncertain) 
significant positive or negative effects have been 
identified for the Draft Local Plan 

Proposed monitoring indicators 

1. Equal access to services, facilities and opportunities 
for all, regardless of income, age, health, disability, 
culture or ethnic origin. 

Amount of new residential development within 30 minutes public transport time of GP, hospital, 
primary school, secondary school, area of employment, major retail centre. 

Amount of completed local services including retail, office, and leisure development in Town 
Centre and the in the wider Borough. 

% of households in North Warwickshire Borough that are within 4km of a bank/building society. 

3. Tackling health inequalities and improve health by 
supporting local communities and by improving access 
and raising awareness 

Life expectancy. 

Proportion of the population aged over 85. 

% of people classifying themselves as having good health. 

Obesity rates. 

Amount of new residential development within 30 minutes public transport time of GP and 
hospital. 

4. Providing decent and affordable housing to meet local 
needs. 

Net additional gypsy and traveller pitches. 

Number of people on social housing waiting lists. 

Number and tenure type of existing housing stock. 

Gross affordable housing completions. 

% of Housing meeting Building for Life Assessment. 
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SA objectives for which likely (or uncertain) 
significant positive or negative effects have been 
identified for the Draft Local Plan 

Proposed monitoring indicators 

6. Providing opportunities to participate in recreational 
and cultural activities. 

Amount of eligible Open Spaces Managed to Green Flag Award Standards. 

Amount of completed leisure developments. 

Amount of new residential development within 30 minutes public transport time of recreational 
and cultural facilities (including pubs, shops, community facilities, open/greenspaces, playing 
fields and footpaths and cycle routes).   

7. Valuing, enhancing and protecting the assets of the 
natural environment of North Warwickshire, including 
landscape character. 

Number of changes inconsistent and consistent with defined landscape character. 

Proportion of new development built on previously developed land. 

8. Valuing, enhancing and protecting the quality and 
distinctiveness of the built environment, including the 
cultural heritage. 

Additions and losses of cultural heritage designations in the Borough. 

Number of designated assets identified as being ‘at risk’. 

9. Valuing, enhancing and protecting the biodiversity of 
North Warwickshire 

Changes in areas and populations of biodiversity importance. 

% of SSSIs in Favourable or Unfavourable Recovering condition. 

Achievement of BAP targets. 

10. Ensuring development makes efficient use of 
previously developed land, buildings and existing 
physical infrastructure in sustainable locations. 

% of new and converted dwellings on previously developed land. 

% of employment completions on previously developed land.  

% of housing completions in main towns and service centres.  

% of housing development being built at densities of over 30 dwellings per hectare. 

% of new housing/employment development on areas of Grades 1, 2 or 3a agricultural land.   
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SA objectives for which likely (or uncertain) 
significant positive or negative effects have been 
identified for the Draft Local Plan 

Proposed monitoring indicators 

11. Maintaining the resources of air, water and 
productive soil, minimising pollution levels. 

% of new housing/employment development on areas of Grades 1, 2 or 3a agricultural land.   

Water stress in the Borough. 

NO2 levels. 

Chemical and biological quality of rivers and lakes. 

CAMS river status (over licenced, water available etc.) 

12. Minimising North Warwickshire’s contribution to the 
causes of climate change whilst implementing a 
managed response to its unavoidable impacts. 

CO2 emissions by source. 

GWh of installed low/ zero carbon energy. 

Renewable energy capacity installed by type. 

Number of buildings built that meet the Code for Sustainable Homes Standards Level 4 or 
higher 

Number of planning permissions granted contrary to Environment Agency advice on flooding. 
13. Reducing overall energy use through sustainable 
design, increasing energy efficiency and increasing the 
proportion of energy generated from renewable sources. 

Renewable energy capacity installed by type. 
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SA objectives for which likely (or uncertain) 
significant positive or negative effects have been 
identified for the Draft Local Plan 

Proposed monitoring indicators 

15. Increasing use of public transport, cycling and 
walking and reducing use of the private car. 

Car ownership levels within the Borough. 

% of journeys to work by private car. 

New cycle facilities. 

Increases in frequency and use of public transport services. 

Amount of new residential development within 30 minutes public transport time of GP, hospital, 
primary school, secondary school, area of employment, major retail centre. 

Amount of new residential development within 30 minutes public transport time of recreational 
and cultural facilities (including pubs, shops, community facilities, open/greenspaces, playing 
fields and footpaths and cycle routes).   

16. Encouraging and enabling waste minimisation, 
reuse, recycling and recovery to divert resources away 
from the waste stream. 

% of household waste sent for re-use, recycling and compost. 

% of Construction and demolition waste re-used. 

18. Creation of a modern, healthy and diverse economy 
which is able to adapt to changes in the wider economy 
while remaining relevant to the needs of local people. 

Unemployment Rate. 

Employment Rate.  

Job-Seekers Allowance (JSA) claimant rate. 

Number of Employment Completions. 

Amount of new Employment floorspace by type. 

Employment land available by type. 

Amount of completed floor space for ‘town centre uses’. 
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SA objectives for which likely (or uncertain) 
significant positive or negative effects have been 
identified for the Draft Local Plan 

Proposed monitoring indicators 

19. Maintaining and enhancing employment 
opportunities and reducing the disparities arising from 
unequal access to jobs. 

Business survival rates. 

Job-Seekers Allowance (JSA) claimant rate by ward. 

Indices of Employment Deprivation. 

20. Ensuring that people of all ages are provided with 
the opportunity to obtain the skills, knowledge, 
confidence and understanding to achieve their full 
potential. 

The number of persons not in education, employment or training (NEETs). 

% of pupils obtaining Level 2 or higher qualification. 

% of North Warwickshire’s residents employed in knowledge based occupations. 

Indices of Education, Skills and Training Deprivation. 
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8 Conclusions 

8.1 The reasonable alternative site and policy options, as well as the policies and site allocations now 
included in the Draft North Warwickshire Local Plan have been subject to a detailed appraisal 
against the SA objectives which were developed at the Scoping stage of the SA process.   

8.2 While it should be noted that the policy approaches and site options within the Draft Local Plan 
are guided by a range of political and planning considerations, in general, the policy approaches 
and site options that have been taken forward in the Draft Local Plan represent those that 
perform more positively, or at least as well, against the SA objectives than the options that are 
not preferred. 

8.3 The Draft Local Plan proposes as a minimum the development of 5,280 dwellings and 90ha of 
employment land by 2031, with an aspiration deliver a further 3,790 dwellings to meet some of 
the unmet housing need for Tamworth and the Birmingham & Black Country HMA.  Therefore, the 
SA has identified the potential for negative effects on many of the environmental objectives 
including biodiversity, cultural heritage and the landscape.  However, the Local Plan also includes 
many strategic and development management policies that will help to protect and enhance the 
economic, social and environmental conditions of the Borough.  These should go a long way 
towards mitigating the potential negative effects of the overall scale and distribution of 
development proposed.  

8.4 The Borough’s preferred development strategy responds to the needs of the Borough and its 
neighbours, as well as the findings of the SA of growth options and site options.  The Draft Local 
Plan directs most new development to greenfield sites on the edge of the Borough’s larger urban 
areas in the northern half of the Borough, most notably Atherstone with Mancetter and Polesworth 
with Dordon, both of which lie outside the Green Belt.  The large number of greenfield sites 
preferred for development is a product of the rural nature of the Borough and the limited number 
of brownfield sites available for development within the Plan Period.  Atherstone and Mancetter, 
Polesworth and Dordon have a good range of existing local services and facilities.  These larger 
sustainable urban extensions will meet a significant proportion of the Borough’s housing and 
employment needs with significant social and economic benefits along a strategic transport 
corridor that connects the Borough to the regional centres of Tamworth to the west, Birmingham 
to the south west and Coventry, Nuneaton and Bedworth to the south east.   

8.5 In addition to these sustainable urban extensions, the Draft Local Plan allocates a range of sites 
throughout the rural areas of the Borough – for example within the development boundaries of 
the Green Belt settlements of Coleshill, New and Old Arley and Fillongley.  Although relatively 
small, few and far between these smaller, more disparate allocations will help to maintain the 
vibrancy of the Borough’s rural communities by providing targeted pockets of new affordable 
homes and local job opportunities.   

8.6 While any growth within North Warwickshire can be attributed to the needs of the two HMAs the 
Borough falls wholly within, a number of preferred site options have been allocated immediately 
adjacent to settlements within neighbouring authorities (for example, Tamworth) to help directly 
address shortfalls in neighbours’ needs.   

8.7 In conclusion, the Draft Local Plan’s preferred development strategy represents an appropriate 
balance between meeting the Borough’s needs and the needs of its neighbours.  However, the 
Draft Local Plan would benefit from more detailed site allocation policies to address some of the 
residual significant adverse effects on the Borough’s environmental assets.  It is therefore 
recommended that the site allocation policies include site-specific design measures relating to the 
sensitive scaling, laying out and landscaping of development sites.  
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Next steps 

8.8 This SA Report will be available for consultation alongside the Draft Local Plan between February 
2017 and March 2017.  

8.9 Following the consultation on the Draft Local Plan, the responses received and the findings of the 
SA will be taken into account by NWBC as it prepares the next iteration of the Local Plan.   

LUC 
February 2017
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