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Appendix 4  

Audit trail of policy development for the Draft Local Plan
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Table A4.1: Audit trail of Draft Local Plan policy development from the adopted Core Strategy (October 2014) and Draft Development 

Management Plan (September 2015) 

Core Strategy/Draft 
Development 

Management Plan policies 

Equivalent policy in the 
Draft Local Plan 

(November 2016) 

Changes to policy since it appeared in the 
adopted Core Strategy/Draft Development 

Management Plan  

NWBC’s reasons for policy changes 

Core Strategy policies 

NW1: Sustainable 
Development 

LP1: Sustainable 
Development 

Policy has been extended to add sections on the 
quality of development/place (previously Core 

Strategy Policy NW12) and implementation and 
infrastructure (NW22) 

The quality of the development and the 
infrastructure requirements along with making 

sure that the development is sustainable needed 
to be at the start of the Local Plan setting a clear 
steer on making places and not just development. 

NW2: Settlement Hierarchy LP2: Settlement Hierarchy Takes forward the same broad settlement 
hierarchy as set out in the Core Strategy with 
some changes to the categories of certain 

settlements.  Also now includes ‘settlements 
adjoining the outer boundary of the borough’. 

This is to reflect consistency with, and historic 
policy link to, the current Adopted Core Strategy 
approach with the additional changes proposed in 

the New Local Plan. 

NW3: Green Belt LP3: Green Belt Policy has been extended to also include what was 
covered by policy DM2 in the Draft Development 

Management Plan. 

To add detail to the CS policy 

NW4: Housing Development LP6: Amount of 
Development 

Policy now also covers the amount of employment 
development to be provided.  Policy no longer 
refers to allocations being made in a separate 
Plan.  The amount of housing development to be 
provided has increased and Plan dates referred to 
have changed.   

It was felt that the amount of development 
needed to be made clearer and put into one single 
policy covering, employment, housing and Gypsy 
pitches. 

NW5: Split of Housing 
Between Settlements 

LP39: Housing Allocations Policy now makes specific allocations for housing 
sites at each settlement rather than just allocating 
a total figure. 

The Plan now includes allocations so there was no 
need to put a minimum housing figure to each 
settlement. 

NW6: Affordable Housing 

Provision 

LP9: Affordable Housing 

Provision 

Policy has been reworded and the threshold for 

providing affordable housing has been reduced. 

This is to reflect national guidance. 

NW7: Gypsies and Travellers LP6: Amount of 
Development 

This is now incorporated into LP6 Amount of 
Development. 

It was felt that the amount of development 
needed to be made clearer and put into one single 
policy covering, employment, housing and Gypsy 
pitches. 

NW8: Gypsy & Travellers 
Sites 

LP 10: Gypsy & Travellers 
Sites 

Section on ‘safeguarding established Gypsy, 
Traveller and Travelling Showpeople sites’ has 
been added. 

This is to reflect national guidance. 

NW9: Employment LP6: Amount of 
Development 

Policy now also covers the amount of housing 
development to be provided.  The amount of 

employment development to be provided has 
increased and Plan dates referred to have 
changed.   

It was felt that the amount of development 
needed to be made clearer and put into one single 

policy covering, employment, housing and Gypsy 
pitches. 
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Core Strategy/Draft 
Development 
Management Plan policies 

Equivalent policy in the 
Draft Local Plan 
(November 2016) 

Changes to policy since it appeared in the 
adopted Core Strategy/Draft Development 
Management Plan  

NWBC’s reasons for policy changes 

Parts of the policy are taken forward into LP11: 
Economic Regeneration (see below). 

NW10: Development 
Considerations 

LP31: Development 
Considerations 

Some changes to policy criteria, policy also now 
includes the part of Draft Development 
Management Plan policy DM5: Development 
Matters relating to waste management. 

The changes reflect the more detailed nature of 
the Local Plan and following the Development 
Management consultation on the Draft Plan. 

NW11: Renewable Energy 
and Energy Efficiency 

LP37: Renewable Energy 
and Energy Efficiency 

No changes to policy. N/A 

NW12: Quality of 
Development 

N/A Policy has been incorporated into LP1: Sustainable 
Development (see above). 

N/A 

NW13: Natural Environment LP14: Natural 

Environment 

Policy now also includes what was covered in 

Draft Development Management policies DM8: 
New Landscape Features and DM9: Landscaping 
Proposals.  Wording changes are minor. 

These changes reflect the representations made 

during the consultation on the Draft DM Plan 

NW14: Historic Environment LP15: Historic 
Environment 

Policy has been incorporated into LP15 along with 
Draft Development Management policy DM10.  

Some wording changes and a section on ‘traffic 
and the historic environment’ has been added. 

Historic England requested some additional 
wording to make it clearer 

NW15: Nature Conservation LP16: Nature 
Conservation 

No changes to policy. N/A 

NW16: Green Infrastructure LP17: Green 

Infrastructure 

No changes to policy. N/A 

NW17: Economic 
Regeneration 

LP11: Economic 
Regeneration 

Policy has been extended to also cover parts of 
what was previously addressed in Core Strategy 
policy NW9: Employment and Draft Development 

Management Plan policy DM4: Existing 

Employment Land. 

N/A 

NW18: Atherstone N/A Policy is not taken forward in the Draft Local Plan. It was felt that the detail in the Local Plan and 
through the site allocations will provide the 
relevant information on how to deal with 
proposals. 

NW19: Polesworth & Dordon LP5 Meaningful Gap The section on the Meaningful Gap has been put 
into LP5. 

The Meaningful Gap however was considered to 
be important to retain and became and individual 
policy with clear boundaries being provided on the 
proposals map. 

It was felt that the detail in the Local Plan and 
through the site allocations will provide the 
relevant information on how to deal with 

proposals. 

NW20: Services & Facilities LP21: Town Centres and Policy has been expanded to cover a wider range It was felt that there were some gaps in policy 
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Core Strategy/Draft 
Development 
Management Plan policies 

Equivalent policy in the 
Draft Local Plan 
(November 2016) 

Changes to policy since it appeared in the 
adopted Core Strategy/Draft Development 
Management Plan  

NWBC’s reasons for policy changes 

Neighbourhood Centres of considerations. coverage 

NW21: Transport Local Plan section on 
Transport 

A chapter on transport has been incorporated into 
the Local Plan  

The chapter has been introduced to reflect the 
wide range of issues and infrastructure issues that 
need to be addressed. 

NW22: Infrastructure LP1 Policy has now been incorporated into LP1 It was felt that the issue of infrastructure 
provision should at the heart of the Plan so was 

incorporated  into LP1 

Draft Development Management Plan Policies 

DM1: Housing Outside of 
Development Boundaries 

LP2: Settlement Hierarchy Policy text is incorporated within the settlement 
hierarchy policy rather than being a stand-alone 
policy. 

To make the Plan clearer 

DM2: Green Belt 
Considerations  

LP3: Green Belt  Policy has been extended to also include what was 
covered by policy NW3 in the Core Strategy. 

To have all Green Belt matters together 

DM3: Employment sites  LP12: Employment Areas  Some changes to policy wording. To make the plan clearer 

DM4: Existing Employment 

Land 

LP11: Economic 

Regeneration 

Policy has been extended to also cover parts of 

what was previously addressed in Core Strategy 
policies NW9: Employment and NW17: Economic 
Regeneration. 

To make the plan clearer 

DM5: Development Matters LP24: Recreational 
Provision 

LP25: Transport 
Assessments 
LP36: Parking 

Section of the policy covering ‘open space, sport 
and recreation facilities’ has been taken forward 

as policy LP24. 
Section of the policy covering travel plans has 
been taken forward as policy LP25 along with 
Draft Development Management Plan policy 
DM14. 

Section of the policy covering parking has been 

taken forward as policy LP36 and the policy 
wording has been extended.  
Section of the policy covering waste management 
has been taken forward as part of LP31. 

The policy in the DM Plan expanded on policy 
NW10 in the Core Strategy.  By drawing the 

policies together in to the Draft Local Plan it 
seemed more logical to divide these items into 
separate polices so to make the Plan clearer. 

DM6: Built Form  LP32: Built Form  
LP33: Shop Fronts, 

Signage and External 
Installations 

Most of the policy is taken forward as LP32.  The 
section on shop fronts, signage and external 

installations has been taken forward as a separate 
policy (LP33) with some minor wording changes. 

To make the Plan clearer 

DM7: New Agricultural, 

Forestry and Equestrian 
Buildings  

LP34: New Agricultural, 

Forestry and Equestrian 
Buildings  

No changes to policy. N/A 

DM8: New Landscape 
Features 

LP14: Natural 
Environment 

Policy has been incorporated into LP14 along with 
DM9 and Core Strategy policy NW13. 

To make the Plan clearer 

DM9: Landscaping Proposals LP14: Natural Policy has been incorporated into LP14 along with To make the Plan clearer 
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Core Strategy/Draft 
Development 
Management Plan policies 

Equivalent policy in the 
Draft Local Plan 
(November 2016) 

Changes to policy since it appeared in the 
adopted Core Strategy/Draft Development 
Management Plan  

NWBC’s reasons for policy changes 

Environment DM8 and Core Strategy policy NW13. 

DM10: The Historic 
Environment  

LP15: Historic 
Environment   

Policy has been incorporated into LP15 along with 
Core Strategy policy NW14: Historic Environment.  
Some wording changes and a section on ‘traffic 
and the historic environment’ has been added. 

To make the Plan clearer 

DM11: Rural Employment  LP13: Rural Employment  Some changes to policy wording. To make the Plan clearer 

DM12: The Meaningful Gap LP5: Meaningful Gap  Some changes to policy wording. To make the Plan clearer 

DM13: Services and Facilities  LP22: New Services and 
Facilities and LP23: Loss 
of Services & Facilities 

Policy now split into these two separate policies 
with some wording changes. 

To make the Plan clearer 

DM14: Transport 
Considerations  

LP25: Transport 
Assessments  

Taken forward as LP25 along with part of DM5. To make the Plan clearer 

Draft Local Plan policies that do not directly relate to Core Strategy or Draft Development Management Plan policies 

N/A LP4: Safeguarded Land 

for Potential Future 

Development 

N/A This is a policy introduced following the Green Belt 

Study and considering the future needs of the 

Borough. 

N/A – Core Strategy policy 
NW4 previously touched on 
the issue of housing mix but 
in far less detail. 

LP7: Housing 
Development 

N/A  This policy brings forward the saved housing 
polices and looks to introduce the need for a mix 
of housing and for special needs accommodation.  
This was included in the justification of the Core 

Strategy policy but not directly from a policy. 

N/A LP8: Windfall Allowance N/A This is a new policy.  Having considered past 
permissions and the expectation that some 
windfall development will continue through the 
Plan period an allowance is felt to be appropriate. 

N/A LP18: Tame Valley 
including Kingsbury Water 
Park 

N/A This is a new policy reflecting the work within the 
Tame Valley Management Partnership and the 
future need to consider the area more holistically.  
Kingsbury Water Park, a regionally significant 
visitor attraction, sites within the Tame Valley but 
is under pressure from HS2 and will probably 

require some if not all buildings to be moved and 
this is an enabling policy to allow their relocation. 

N/A LP19: Local Nature 
Reserves 

N/A This policy has been carried forward from the 
Draft Site Allocations Plan 2014. 

N/A LP20: Green Spaces N/A This policy has been carried forward from the 
Draft Site Allocations Plan 2014 and was also 
contained in the 2006 Local Plan. 

N/A LP26: Stations N/A This is a new policy which reflects the saved policy 
which had not been carried forward into the CS or 
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Core Strategy/Draft 
Development 
Management Plan policies 

Equivalent policy in the 
Draft Local Plan 
(November 2016) 

Changes to policy since it appeared in the 
adopted Core Strategy/Draft Development 
Management Plan  

NWBC’s reasons for policy changes 

other Plan. 

N/A LP27: Railway Lines N/A This policy has been carried forward from the 
Draft Site Allocations Plan 2014 and was also 
contained in the 2006 Local Plan. 

N/A LP28: Strategic Road 
Improvements 

N/A This policy has been carried forward from the 
Draft Site Allocations Plan 2014 and was also 

contained in the 2006 Local Plan. 

N/A LP29: Walking and Cycling N/A This is a new policy reflecting the issues of health 
within the Borough and the need to promote even 
in a rural area an alternative to the motor car.  It 
also reflects the central government’s Walking and 
Cycling Investment Strategy. 

N/A LP35: Water Management N/A This is a new policy at the request of the 
Environment Agency. 

N/A LP38: Information and 
Communication 

Technologies 

N/A This is a new policy which has been introduced as 
a result of representations made by CSW 

Broadband Project.  It ensures that all 
developments are broadband ready. 

N/A LP40: Employment 
Allocations 

N/A This is a new policy which specifically allocates the 
sites for employment use.  Similar policies were in 
the Draft Site Allocations Plan 2014 and also 
contained the 2006 Local Plan. 
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Appendix 5  

Detailed SA matrices for the policy options
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SA Matrices for the Growth Options (prepared in June 2016) 
Options for growth generated within the Borough 

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

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

 IN3: Focus growth along the A5 corridor. 

 IN4: Development around transport hubs. 

 IN5: New settlement. 

SA objectives IN1 IN2 IN3 IN4 IN5 Commentary/justification 

1. Equal access to 

services, facilities and 

opportunities for all, 

regardless of income, age, 

health, disability, culture 

or ethnic origin. 

+/- ++/- +/- +/- ++/- 

Option IN1 would involve most new development being focussed at the 
larger settlements i.e. the Market Towns of Atherstone with Mancetter and 
Polesworth with Dordon.  This would provide more people with relatively 
easy access to the services and facilities which are concentrated in those 

areas, and would also stimulate those existing services in terms of potential 
expansion and ensuring their ongoing viability.  However, there is also a risk 
of existing services in the larger towns being overloaded if adequate new 

provision is not made and this option would still involve a reasonable 
amount of development coming forward at smaller settlements in the more 
rural areas of the Borough, where access to existing services would be less 
good.  While new development in those areas may stimulate the provision of 
new services, this is less likely if development there is relatively small in 
scale.  Overall, a mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is likely.  

Under Option IN2, the majority of development would take place in the 
Market Towns, with less in the rural areas compared to option IN1.  This 
approach would have even more positive effects in terms of most people 
being able to access the existing services and facilities located there and 
potentially stimulating their ongoing viability or expansion.  However, there 
is an increased risk of those services becoming overloaded if new provision 
is not made and the potential benefits of stimulating service provision in the 

rural areas would be even less likely to be achieved.  A mixed (significant 
positive and minor negative) effect is therefore identified. 
Option IN3 would involve all development being focussed along the A5 

corridor, including at the two non-Green Belt Market Towns in that area 
(Atherstone and Dordon).  Therefore, access to the existing services in those 
towns would be good and enhancements to services may be stimulated.   
However, as with options IN1 and IN2, the potential benefits of stimulating 

service provision in other areas would not be achieved and people in the 
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south of the Borough particularly may be disadvantaged.  Existing services 
in the A5 corridor may also become overloaded if new provision is not made.  
A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore identified. 
Under Option IN4, development would be focussed around public transport 
hubs throughout the Borough.  While this would provide people (particularly 
those without a car) with good access to services and facilities in locations 

around the Borough and further afield, some of the railway stations 
identified as hubs are on the edge of settlements or are not obviously linked 
to settlements with a good range of services and facilities.  Therefore, 

opportunities for people to access existing services in close proximity of their 
homes may be limited.  New development in such locations may help to 
stimulate new provision and address these issues; however this is not yet 
certain and the relatively small scale of development at each location could 

make it less likely.  Overall a mixed (minor positive and minor negative) 
effect is identified. 
The provision of a new settlement under Option IN5 would involve the 
provision of new services and facilities alongside housing and other 
development, which would ensure that residents of the new settlement have 
good access to services close to their homes and would avoid existing 

services becoming overloaded.  However, opportunities for new development 
to stimulate the viability and potential expansion of existing services 
elsewhere would be lost.  A mixed (significant positive and minor negative) 
effect is therefore identified. 

2. Developing and 
supporting vibrant and 

active communities and 
voluntary groups, who are 
able to express their needs 
and take steps towards 

meeting them. 

+ 0 0 + ++ 

The achievement of this SA objective would be largely affected by factors 
other than the spatial location of development (i.e. the extent to which 

facilities such as community centres are provided).  However, some of the 
options could affect the objective as described below. 
Option IN1 would involve most new development coming forward at the 
Market Towns; however the option also provides for some development at 

the smaller settlements in the more rural areas.  This is likely to have a 
minor positive effect on helping to create and retain vibrant communities in 
those areas. 

Option IN2 would involve only minimal development coming forward 
outside of the Market Towns, therefore the same benefits would not be 
achieved for rural communities and a negligible effect is likely. 
Option IN3 would focus all new development along the A5 corridor, 
including at the market towns of Atherstone and Mancetter, Polesworth and 
Dordon.  This would again direct development away from the smaller 

settlements in the rural areas of the Borough, and a negligible effect is likely 

in terms of stimulating vibrant rural communities. 
Option IN4 would involve development being more dispersed around the 
Borough, focussed around public transport hubs.  This could have a positive 
effect on the creation of vibrant and active communities in rural areas as 
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development wouldn’t only be focussed in the larger towns.  A minor 
positive effect is therefore likely. 
Option IN5 would involve the development of a new settlement which 
would be designed as a stand-alone community, with supporting services 
and facilities alongside housing.  This should enable the new settlement to 
develop as an active and vibrant community, particularly as it would include 

commercial development so should avoid becoming a dormitory commuter 
town.  A significant positive effect is therefore likely.  

3. Tackling health 

inequalities and improve 
health by supporting local 
communities and by 

improving access and 
raising awareness 

+/- ++ ++/- ++/- ++ 

Option IN1 would involve most new development being located at the 

Market Towns where more people would be able to walk and cycle day-to-
day (benefitting health) due to the closer proximity of jobs, services and 
facilities.  In addition, more people would have good access to the 

healthcare facilities that are concentrated at the Market Towns.  However, 
the option would still involve a reasonable amount of development coming 
forward at smaller settlements where opportunities to walk and cycle are 
likely to be limited and access to healthcare facilities less good.  Overall, a 
mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
Under Option IN2, the majority of development would take place in the 

Market Towns, with less in the rural areas compared to IN1.  This would 

have even more positive effects in terms of most people being able to walk 
and cycle day to day and access healthcare facilities easily.  A significant 
positive effect is therefore likely. 
Option IN3 would focus all development along the A5 corridor, including at 
the market towns of Atherstone and Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon.  
This would have the same positive effects as Options IN1 and IN2 as a 

reasonable amount of people should be able to make use of active modes of 
travel day to day and to access the healthcare facilities in those towns.  
However, this is mixed with a minor negative effect as the focus on the A5 
corridor could encourage high levels of car use which could adversely impact 

health as a result of people leading more sedentary lives as well as 
increasing air pollution.   
Option IN4 would focus development around public transport hubs which 

may benefit health as a result of reduced air pollution from car use.  In 
addition, people may be more likely to undertake part of their journey on 
foot or by bicycle, for example to reach a nearby railway station for onward 
travel.  A significant positive effect is therefore likely; however this is mixed 
with a minor negative effect as access to healthcare services may be poor 
for some, because some of the transport hubs where development would be 

focussed are not obviously linked to settlements with a good range of 

services and facilities. 
Option IN5 would involve developing a new settlement as a relatively self-
contained community, incorporating both housing and commercial land as 
well as supporting services and facilities.  This should mean that people are 
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able to live and work in close proximity and therefore undertake more 
journeys day-to-day on foot or by bicycle, benefitting health.  It is assumed 
that new healthcare facilities would be provided within the new settlement 
which would ensure residents have easy access and should avoid existing GP 
surgeries becoming overloaded.  A significant positive effect is therefore 
likely. 

4. Providing decent and 
affordable housing to meet 
local needs. 

--? ++?/- --? ++? -? 

Option IN1 may not provide enough land to deliver the required housing in 
North Warwickshire - the 2013 SHLAA indicated that there were sites 
available in accordance with the settlement hierarchy that could 

accommodate up to 4,966 homes which falls significantly short of the 
emerging housing target.  A potential significant negative effect on this 
objective is therefore identified, although this is uncertain until the 2016 

SHLAA update is complete and the updated housing target is finalised. 
Option IN2 could allow for the provision of enough homes to meet the 
emerging increased housing target although this is not yet certain; however 
the option would involve very limited housing provision outside of the Main 
Settlements and so may not meet the housing needs of smaller communities 
elsewhere.  A mixed (uncertain significant positive and minor negative) 

effect is therefore identified. 

Option IN3 would have a potential significant negative effect on housing 
delivery, as sufficient sites may not be available to meet identified needs.  
However, as with Option IN1, this is uncertain until the updated SHLAA is 
published and the updated housing target is finalised. 
Option IN4 could allow for the provision of enough homes to meet the 
emerging increased housing target although this is not yet certain, and the 

option would involve housing provision being more dispersed around the 
Borough and so is likely to meet the housing needs of smaller communities 
as well as the Market Towns.  A potential but uncertain significant positive 
effect is therefore likely. 

Option IN5 would provide a significant amount of new homes; however 
other provision will also be required at least in the short term in order to 
meet the five year housing land supply.  A minor negative effect is therefore 

identified although this is again uncertain until the 2016 SHLAA update is 
complete. 

5. Reducing crime, fear of 
crime and antisocial 
behaviour. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the options for the distribution of growth generated within the 
Borough would affect levels of crime or antisocial behaviour.  The effects of 
new development in any location on this objective will depend on factors 

such as its design (e.g. the incorporation of lighting) which cannot be 
determined at this stage.  Negligible effects are therefore identified for all 

five options.    

6. Providing opportunities 
to participate in 
recreational and cultural 

+/- ++/- +/- +/- ++ 
Option IN1 would involve most new development being focussed at the 
larger Market Towns which would provide residents with relatively easy 
access to the recreational and cultural facilities which are concentrated in 
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activities. those areas.  However, this option would still involve a reasonable amount of 
development coming forward at smaller settlements elsewhere in the 
Borough, where access to recreational and cultural facilities would be less 
good.  While new development in those areas may stimulate the provision of 
new facilities, this is less likely if development is relatively small in scale.  
Overall, a mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is likely. 

Under Option IN2, the majority of development would take place in the 
Market Towns, with less in the rural areas compared to IN1.  This would 
have even more positive effects in terms of most people being able to access 

the existing recreational and cultural facilities located there.  However, the 
potential benefits of stimulating provision elsewhere would not be achieved.  
A mixed (significant positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 
identified. 

Option IN3 would involve all development being focussed along the A5 
corridor, including at Atherstone and Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon.  
Therefore, access to the existing recreational and cultural facilities in those 
towns would be good and enhancements to facilities may be stimulated.   
However, as with option IN2, the potential benefits of stimulating provision 
in other areas would not be achieved and people in the south of the Borough 

particularly may be disadvantaged.  A mixed (minor positive and minor 
negative) effect is therefore identified. 
Under Option IN4, development would be focussed around public transport 
hubs throughout the Borough and while this would provide people 
(particularly those without a car) with good access to recreational and 
cultural facilities in other locations around the Borough and further afield, 
some of the railway stations identified as hubs are on the edge of 

settlements or are not obviously linked to settlements with a good range of 
facilities.  Therefore, opportunities for people to access existing facilities in 
close proximity of their homes may be limited.  New development in such 

locations may help to stimulate new provision and address these issues; 
however this is not yet certain and the relatively small scale of development 
at each location could make it less likely.  Overall a mixed (minor positive 
and minor negative) effect is identified. 

Option IN5 would involve the development of a relatively self-contained 
new settlement with supporting infrastructure (assumed to include 
recreational and cultural facilities) being provided alongside the new 
housing.  As well as providing residents with easy access to facilities in close 
proximity of their homes, this will avoid existing facilities becoming 
overloaded.  The development could be comprehensively masterplanned to 

incorporate open space for recreation, and a significant positive effect is 
likely. 

7. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the assets of 

+/--? --? +/-? --? --? 
All of the effects on this SA objective are currently uncertain as they will 
depend to some extent on the specific location and design of development 
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the natural environment of 
North Warwickshire, 
including landscape 
character. 

sites, which is not yet known for any of the options. 
Option IN1 would not involve the removal of land from the Green Belt and 
so could help to retain open spaces and avoid settlement coalescence, 
although it is noted that the Green Belt is not necessarily the highest quality 
landscape in the Borough.  Some settlements that have already seen 
substantial growth would grow even more under this option, which could 

affect their character and form.  While the option would permit some 
development in the smaller settlements of the Borough where it may be 
more likely to have prominent landscape impacts, it would be very limited 

and affordable housing outside of development boundaries will only be 
permitted where it is small in scale and adjacent to a village.  Overall a 
mixed (minor positive and significant negative) effect is identified although 
this is uncertain. 

Option IN2 would involve development outside of the existing built up area 
of Coleshill, extending into the Green Belt, which would significantly alter the 
character of the town and its setting in the wider landscape.  The 2010 
North Warwickshire Landscape Character Assessment classified three of the 
five landscape character areas around Coleshill of being of high sensitivity.  
A potential but uncertain significant negative effect is therefore identified. 

Option IN3 would focus development along the A5 corridor which is well 
outside of the Green Belt and so Green Belt land releases would not be 
required.  However, this approach could result in a continuous thread of 
urban development along the A5 corridor, changing the character of that 
area.  A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely.  
Option IN4 would focus development at public transport hubs around the 
Borough.  It would require the release of Green Belt land in five areas and a 

potential significant negative effect is therefore identified.  While Green Belt 
land may not necessarily be the highest quality in terms of its landscape 
value, releases could change the character and built form of those areas. 

Option IN5 could 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 
would also probably require the release of land from the Green Belt.  

However, a site could be selected on the basis of lower landscape impacts.  
Effects cannot be assessed in detail until the location is known; therefore a 
potential but uncertain significant negative effect is identified.  

8. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the quality and 

distinctiveness of the built 

environment, including the 
cultural heritage. 

--? --? --? --? -? 

All of the effects on this SA objective are currently uncertain as they will 
depend to some extent on the specific location and design of development 

sites, which is not yet known for any of the options. 

Option IN1 would focus most development in the Market Towns, which 
could mean that it is more likely to affect the setting of heritage assets such 
as listed buildings which are more concentrated in those built up areas.  
However, some development would still come forward in smaller and more 
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rural settlements under this option.  It is noted that there are heritage 
constraints around Atherstone and Mancetter which restrict opportunities for 
growth there.  Overall, a potential but uncertain significant negative effect is 
identified. 
Option IN2 would focus even more new development in the Main 
Settlements, and the same potential issues at Atherstone and Mancetter 

exist; therefore again a potential significant negative effect is identified. 
Option IN3 would focus most development along the A5 corridor including 
at Atherstone and Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon; therefore the same 

potential issues associated with development at Atherstone and Mancetter 
exist.  A potential significant negative effect is again identified. 
Option IN4 would focus development at public transport hubs throughout 
the Borough and would therefore be relatively widespread, including some 

development around Atherstone.  A potential significant negative effect is 
therefore again identified. 
A new settlement under Option IN5 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 buildings.  However, there may 
still be valuable heritage assets in rural areas that would be affected by the 

new development depending on its location, although it may be possible to 
select a site based on minimising impacts on heritage assets.  A potential 
minor negative effect is therefore identified.  

9. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the biodiversity 
of North Warwickshire 

-? -? -? -? +/--? 

All of the effects on this SA objective are currently uncertain as they will 
depend to some extent on the specific location and design of development 
sites, which is not yet known for any of the options. 

Option IN1 would focus most development at the Market Towns, which 
could mean that it is less likely to affect biodiversity as a result of 
development on greenfield land in rural areas.  However, some development 
would still come forward in smaller and more rural settlements under this 

option.  It is noted that there are biodiversity constraints around Atherstone 
and Mancetter which restrict opportunities for growth there.  Overall, a 
potential but uncertain minor negative effect is identified. 

Option IN2 would focus even more new development in the Main 
Settlements, although the same potential issues at Atherstone and 
Mancetter exist; therefore again a potential minor negative effect is 
identified.  This option could also result in habitat loss through development 
on greenfield land around Coleshill in particular. 
Option IN3 would focus all development along the A5 corridor including at 

Atherstone; therefore the same potential issues would exist there.  Again, a 

potential minor negative effect is identified. 
Option IN4 would focus development around the transport hubs throughout 
the Borough and would therefore be relatively widespread throughout the 
Borough, including around Atherstone  which is constrained in relation to 
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biodiversity features.  A potential minor negative effect is therefore again 
identified. 
The development of a new settlement under Option IN5 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, in order to reduce habitat fragmentation and mitigate habitat 
loss from development, and it may be possible to select a site based on 
minimal impacts on biodiversity features.  Therefore, a potentially mixed 

(significant negative and minor positive) effect is identified, although this will 
depend largely on the location of the new settlement. 

10. Ensuring development 

makes efficient use of 
previously developed land, 
buildings and existing 
physical infrastructure in 
sustainable locations. 

+/-? ++? + -/++ -- 

Under Option IN1 most development would be focussed in the Market 

Towns which could mean that there are more opportunities to redevelop 
brownfield sites.  Development would also be generally well-connected with 
existing physical infrastructure in the most sustainable locations.  However, 
the option still allows for a reasonable amount of development in other parts 
of the Borough i.e. the smaller and more rural settlements where the 
opposite could be said.  Overall a mixed (minor positive and minor negative) 

effect is therefore identified although this is uncertain depending on the 

specific location of development sites and whether they are on brownfield 
land. 
Option IN2 would focus even more new development in the larger Market 
Towns where it would be well-connected with existing infrastructure and 
opportunities to make use of brownfield land are likely to be good.  
Development in the smaller settlements would be very limited under this 

option; therefore a potential significant positive effect is identified although 
this is again uncertain until the location of specific development sites is 
known. 
Option IN3 would focus all new development along the A5 corridor where 

there are likely to be reasonable opportunities for reusing brownfield sites, 
particularly at the towns of Atherstone and Mancetter, Polesworth and 
Dordon.  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.  A minor rather than significant positive effect is therefore likely. 
Under Option IN4, development would be focussed at public transport hubs 
around the Borough.  This 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.  A mixed (minor negative and significant positive) effect is 
therefore likely. 
Under Option IN5 a new settlement would be developed which it is 
assumed would be entirely or largely remote from existing physical 
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infrastructure and would require significant new infrastructure development 
to support it.  It is also likely to be mainly if not entirely on greenfield land.  
A significant negative effect is therefore likely. 

11. Maintaining the 

resources of air, water and 

productive soil, minimising 

pollution levels. 

+/- +/-- +/- +/- +/--? 

Option IN1 would focus most development at the Market Towns, which 
each have a railway station with either a good existing service or potential to 

improve, and where journeys to jobs, services and facilities would be 
shorter; therefore levels of car use and the associated air pollution should be 
reduced.  However, a reasonable amount of development would still come 
forward in the more rural areas where levels of car use would be higher.  

This option would also focus a reasonable amount of development at 
Coleshill (Category 2 in the settlement hierarchy) where an AQMA has 
already been declared.  Impacts on maintaining productive soils are largely 

uncertain until specific development sites are known.  Although some 
development would be located in the central and northern parts of the 
Borough where the highest quality agricultural land is generally found, 
focussing most development at the Market Towns should minimise impacts 
on agricultural soil loss.  Overall a mixed (minor positive and minor 
negative) effect is therefore likely. 

Option IN2 would focus even more new development in the Main 

Settlements where levels of car use and the associated emissions would be 
lower.  Development in the smaller settlements would be very limited under 
this option.  However, a significant amount of new development would take 
place at Coleshill where an AQMA has already been declared.  Again, impacts 
on maintaining productive soils are largely uncertain until specific 
development sites are known.  As with option IN1, although some 

development would be located in the central and northern parts of the 
Borough where the highest quality agricultural land is generally found, 
focussing most development at the Market Towns should minimise impacts 
on agricultural soil loss.  Overall a mixed (minor positive and significant 

negative) effect is therefore identified. 
Option IN3 would focus all development along the A5 corridor where road 
connections are good and therefore levels of car use are more likely to be 

high – this could have a negative effect on air quality.  However, 
development would be directed away from the existing AQMA at Coleshill.  
Again, impacts on maintaining productive soils are largely uncertain until 
specific development sites are known - although some high quality soils are 
found in the vicinity of the A5 corridor, focussing most development in this 
built up area should minimise impacts on agricultural soil loss.  Overall a 

mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore identified. 

Option IN4 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, some development is still 
directed to Coleshill under this option, where an AQMA has already been 
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declared.  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 

mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely.  
Option IN5 would involve developing a new settlement, which would 
function as a relatively self-contained town due to the provision of 

commercial development, services and facilities alongside housing.  This 
should 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, 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 it is noted 
that the location could be selected to avoid BMV land.  Similarly, the 
proximity of the new settlement to the existing AQMA at Coleshill is not 
known.  A mixed (minor positive and significant negative) effect is therefore 
likely although there are currently uncertainties. 

12. Minimising North 

Warwickshire’s 

contribution to the causes 

of climate change whilst 

implementing a managed 

response to its 

unavoidable impacts. 

+/- ++/- - + ++? 

The effects of the five options on this SA objective will depend to some 
extent on the design of built development rather than its spatial distribution, 
which is not known at this stage.  However, the options will affect this SA 
objective in terms of the extent to which they will result in car use, and 
whether they direct development to the areas of the Borough at highest risk 
from flooding as flood risk is expected to increase as a result of climate 

change. 
Option IN1 would focus most development at the Market Towns, which 
each have a railway station with either a good existing service or potential to 
improve.  This would enable more people to undertake day to day journeys 

via rail; therefore reducing car use and the associated greenhouse gas 
emissions.  In addition, journeys to jobs, services and facilities are likely to 
be generally shorter.  However, the option would still involve a reasonable 

amount of development in the more rural parts of the Borough where levels 
of car use and the associated emissions would be higher.  It is also noted 
that development at the Market Towns is restricted by the presence of Flood 
Zone 3.  Overall a mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is 
therefore identified. 
Option IN2 would focus even more development at the Market Towns 

where levels of car use and the associated greenhouse gas emissions would 

be lower.  Development in the smaller settlements would be very limited 
under this option.  However, the same issues with regards to flood risk 
around the Market Towns would apply, and a mixed (significant positive and 
minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
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Option IN3 would focus all development along the A5 corridor where road 
connections are good and therefore levels of car use are more likely to be 
high – this could have a negative effect on greenhouse gas emissions from 
transport.  A minor negative effect is therefore likely.  This is reinforced by 
the fact that some development would be at Atherstone and Mancetter 
where there are flood risk constraints, and it is noted that there is an area of 

high flood risk just to the north of the A5 corridor. 
Option IN4 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 transport-related greenhouse gas emissions.  A 
positive effect is therefore likely although this is expected to be minor rather 
than significant as the dispersed development is also likely to mean that 
opportunities to walk and cycle day to day are limited.  Effects on flood risk 

are difficult to determine at this stage due to the dispersed nature of 
development and will depend largely on the specific development sites.  
Option IN5 would involve developing a new settlement, which would 
function as a relatively self-contained town due to the provision of 
commercial development, services and facilities alongside housing.  This 
should 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 
greenhouse gas emissions.  A significant positive effect is therefore likely, 
although it is uncertain depending on the location of the new settlement in 
relation to areas of high flood risk in the Borough. 

13. Reducing overall 
energy use through 

sustainable design, 
increasing energy 
efficiency and increasing 
the proportion of energy 

generated from renewable 
sources. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the five options will have a direct effect on this SA objective, which 
will be affected by the design of development and the behaviour of 

residents, rather than the spatial distribution of development.   

14. Using natural 
resources efficiently 

0 0 0 0 0 

All of the options would result in the same amount of built development and 
therefore resource consumption.  The spatial location of development could 
affect the sterilisation of minerals resources.  Mineral deposits in the 
Borough include sand and gravel to the west and north-east and exposed 
coalfield (predominantly a band running north to south from Shuttington 
through Polesworth and Dordon, as far as Ansley).  Minerals Safeguarding 

Areas for the whole of Warwickshire are identified in the British Geological 
Survey document, ‘Minerals Safeguarding Areas for Warwickshire’ (Figure 

A16).  When all types of safeguarding areas are taken into account, the vast 
majority of the Borough is covered and so it is not possible to identify 
differences between the options with regards to the sterilisation of 
resources.  Negligible effects are therefore identified for all five options. 
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15. Increasing use of 
public transport, cycling 
and walking and reducing 
use of the private car. 

+/- ++ +/- ++ ++ 

Under Option IN1 high numbers of people may be able to walk and cycle 
day-to-day as most new development would be at the Market Towns where 
there are more jobs, services and facilities and so journeys may be shorter.  
People should also be able to make good use of public transport due to links 
generally being better in the larger towns.  However, some growth is still 
proposed in rural areas under this option, where use of sustainable transport 

is likely to be more limited.  Overall a mixed (minor positive and minor 
negative) effect is identified. 
Option IN2 would focus almost all new development in the Main 

Settlements, where opportunities to use sustainable transport are likely to 
be good.  A significant positive effect is therefore likely.  
Option IN3 would involve focusing all new development along the A5 
corridor.  This could encourage high levels of car use due to the close 

proximity of the strategic road network, although it is noted that Atherstone 
and Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon both have railway stations which 
serve the A5 corridor area.  A mixed (minor negative and minor positive) 
effect is therefore likely. 
Option IN4 focuses development at public transport hubs around the 
Borough, which would ensure that people have good access to the rail and 

bus network.  This could stimulate improvements to the network which could 
make it more attractive to users, and a significant positive effect is likely. 
Option IN5 would involve developing a new settlement, which would 
function as a relatively self-contained town due to the provision of 
commercial development, services and facilities alongside housing.  This 
should mean that people can work and access services closer to home, 
which would reduce the need for car use day-to-day.  A significant positive 

effect is therefore likely. 

16. Encouraging and 

enabling waste 

minimisation, reuse, 

recycling and recovery to 

divert resources away 

from the waste stream. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the five options will have a direct effect on this SA objective, which 
will instead be affected by the onsite waste management practices used.   

17. Encouraging local 
sourcing of goods and 
materials. 

0 0 0 0 0 
None of the options for the distribution of growth will have a direct effect on 
this 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 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the options will have a direct effect on this SA objective.  While the 
spatial distribution of development will influence the extent to which people 

are able to access the jobs that they need, this is addressed under SA 
objective 19 below.  The spatial distribution of development will not affect 
the health of the local economy as the same amount of employment land 
would be provided under all five options. 
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needs of local people. 

19. Maintaining and 

enhancing employment 

opportunities and reducing 

the disparities arising from 

unequal access to jobs. 

+/- ++/- +/- ++/- ++/- 

The same amount of employment land would be provided under all five 
options; however the spatial distribution of development will influence how 
easily most people are able to access jobs.  
Under Option IN1 most development would be at the Market Towns where 
the jobs created would be relatively accessible for most people.  The option 

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 that new jobs are distributed more widely within 

the Borough instead of being focussed in only a few locations.  Overall a 
mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is likely. 
Under Option IN2, the majority of development would take place in the 
Market Towns, with less in the rural areas compared to IN1.  This would 

have even more positive effects in terms of most people being able to access 
jobs; however the new jobs created would be heavily focussed in limited 
locations and hardly any employment provision would be made in more rural 
areas to meet the needs of people outside of the Market Towns.  Overall a 
mixed (significant positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
Option IN3 would focus all development along the A5 corridor.  This would 

mean that people would be well-connected to the road network; however 
there are capacity issues along that road which could affect the ease at 
which people can commute to work.  It could also encourage road-based 
transport which would disadvantage non-drivers in terms of accessing jobs 
although there are railway stations serving the A5 corridor at Atherstone and 
Mancetter, Polesworth and Dordon.  Development would be focussed in a 
limited area of the Borough which could mean that access to jobs for people 

elsewhere (i.e. in the south of the Borough) is poor.  Overall a mixed (minor 
positive and minor negative) effect is likely. 
Under Option IN4, development would be focused around public transport 

hubs throughout the Borough which would mean that more people are able 
to access jobs in other parts of the Borough, including those without a car.  
Development would be generally more dispersed than under the other 
options, which could stimulate employment provision in other parts of the 

Borough than just the Market Towns; however it may also mean that some 
jobs are coming forward in less accessible areas.  An overall mixed 
(significant positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
Option IN5 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.  A significant 
positive effect is therefore likely.  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 
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villages, limiting access for them.  The significant positive effect is therefore 
mixed with a minor negative effect.    

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. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the options will have a direct effect on this SA objective.  While the 
spatial distribution of development will influence the extent to which people 
are able to access jobs and the associated opportunities for work-based 

training and skills development, this is addressed under SA objective 19 
above. 
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Options to deal with growth from outside the Borough 

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

 OUT2: Develop in and around the closest settlements. 

 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. 

 OUT4: Development around public transport hubs. 

 OUT5: New settlement. 

SA objectives OUT1 OUT2 OUT3 OUT4 OUT5 Commentary/justification 

1. Equal access to 

services, facilities and 

opportunities for all, 

regardless of income, age, 

health, disability, culture 

or ethnic origin. 

+/- ++/- ? +/- ++/- 

Option OUT1 would focus development along the western and 
southern boundaries of North Warwickshire Borough and 
therefore within close proximity geographically of the districts 

that the housing is proposed for.  This could mean that people 

have relatively good access to services there although public 
transport options are likely to be limited as the new development 
would be outside of the main settlements in both North 
Warwickshire and the other districts.  This would also mean that 
access to existing services within North Warwickshire could be 
poor.  A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is 

therefore identified. 
Option OUT2 would focus development at the closest 
settlements in North Warwickshire to the other districts, rather 
than on the very fringe of North Warwickshire; therefore people 

would be expected to have better access to existing services 
within those settlements although it is noted that those services 
could become overloaded if additional provision is not made.  

Distances to access services in the other districts would also be 
slightly longer, although there may be better opportunities to use 
public transport, benefitting access for those without cars.  A 
mixed (significant positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 
identified. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 

will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 

the Local Plan. 
Under Option OUT4, development would be focussed around 
public transport hubs throughout the Borough.  While this would 
provide people (particularly those without a car) with good access 
to services and facilities in locations around the Borough and 
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further afield, additional investment would be required and 
distances to services and facilities in the other districts would be 
long in some cases.  A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) 
effect is therefore identified. 
The provision of a new settlement under Option OUT5 would 
involve the provision of new services and facilities alongside 

housing and other development, which would ensure that 
residents of the new settlement have good access to services 
close to their homes and would avoid existing services becoming 

overloaded.  However, opportunities for new development to 
stimulate the viability and potential expansion of existing services 
elsewhere would be lost and residents may not be functionally 
linked with services in the other districts, depending on where the 

new settlement is located.  A mixed (significant positive and 
minor negative) effect is therefore identified. 

2. Developing and 
supporting vibrant and 
active communities and 

voluntary groups, who are 

able to express their needs 
and take steps towards 
meeting them. 

- + +? + ++ 

Providing housing for other districts in peripheral areas of North 
Warwickshire, adjacent to the districts for which the housing is 
required under Option OUT1 could mean that people living and 

working in those areas do not perceive themselves as part of 

North Warwickshire 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 probably be approximately equal distance from 
communities in North Warwickshire and the other districts 
although this cannot be determined in more detail until specific 

development locations are known).  A minor negative effect is 
therefore likely. 
Under Option OUT2, development for adjacent authorities would 
be integrated within settlements in North Warwickshire so people 

may perceive themselves more as part of those communities, and 
a minor positive effect is likely. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are largely 

uncertain depending on which preferred option is selected for the 
whole of the Local Plan.  However, the fact that the additional 
housing would be integrated within the housing to be provided to 
meet North Warwickshire’s needs should mean that people are 
more likely to view themselves as part of the Borough, which 
would have a minor positive effect. 

Option OUT4 would involve development being more dispersed 

around the Borough, focussed around public transport hubs.  This 
could have a positive effect on the creation of vibrant and active 
communities in rural areas as more development would take 
place there.  A minor positive effect is therefore likely. 
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Option OUT5 would involve the development of a new 
settlement which would be designed as a stand-alone community, 
with supporting services and facilities alongside housing.  This 
should enable the new settlement to develop as an active and 
vibrant community, although it is noted that the creation of this 
community would take considerable time to plan, develop and for 

community identity to emerge.  A significant positive effect is 
therefore likely. 

3. Tackling health 

inequalities and improve 
health by supporting local 
communities and by 

improving access and 
raising awareness 

+/- +/- ? ++/- + 

Option OUT1 would focus development close to the boundaries 

of the other districts so people may be able to cycle to work 
there, although the fact that the development would be outside of 
the settlements of North Warwickshire and the other districts 

could mean that levels of car use are high and access to nearby 
healthcare facilities limited.  A mixed (minor positive and minor 
negative) effect is therefore identified. 
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.  A mixed 

(minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore again 
identified. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 
Option OUT4 would focus development around public transport 

hubs which may benefit health as a result of reduced air pollution 
from car use.  In addition, people may be more likely to 
undertake part of their journey on foot or by bicycle, for example 
to reach a nearby railway station for onward travel.  A significant 

positive effect is therefore likely; however this is mixed with a 
minor negative effect as the longer distances from some of the 
development locations to the other districts could have the 

opposite effect and increase car use. 
Option OUT5 would involve developing a new settlement as a 
relatively self-contained community, incorporating both housing 
and commercial land as well as supporting services and facilities.  
This 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 it is 

expected that a lot of people would still commute to work in the 
other districts which would have the opposite effect.  It is 
assumed that new healthcare facilities would be provided within 
the new settlement which would ensure residents have easy 



 SA of  73  

access and should avoid existing GP surgeries becoming 
overloaded.  A minor positive effect is therefore likely overall. 

4. Providing decent and 
affordable housing to meet 
local needs. 

++ + ? - ? 

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.  A significant positive effect is therefore likely. 
Option OUT2 would focus development at the nearest 

settlements in North Warwickshire to the other districts, so it 
would still be functionally linked (especially as transport links may 
be slightly better), although it would be slightly further from the 

other districts.  A minor positive effect is therefore likely. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 
Option OUT4 would distribute development more widely across 
North Warwickshire and some would therefore be located some 

distance from the districts that it is being provided for.  A minor 

negative effect is therefore identified. 
The effects of Option OUT5 are also uncertain and would depend 
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. 

5. Reducing crime, fear of 
crime and antisocial 
behaviour. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the options for the distribution of growth generated 
outside of the Borough would affect levels of crime or antisocial 
behaviour.  The effects of new development in any location on 
this objective will depend on factors such as its design (e.g. the 
incorporation of lighting) which cannot be determined at this 

stage.  Negligible effects are therefore identified for all five 
options.    

6. Providing opportunities 
to participate in 
recreational and cultural 
activities. 

+/- ++/- ? +/- ++/- 

Option OUT1 would focus development along the western and 
southern boundaries of North Warwickshire Borough and 
therefore within close proximity geographically of the districts 
that the housing is proposed for.  This could mean that people 
have good access to cultural and recreational facilities there 

although public transport options are likely to be limited as the 
new development would be outside of the main settlements in 
both North Warwickshire and the other districts.  This would also 

mean that access to existing cultural and recreational facilities 
within North Warwickshire could be poor.  A mixed (minor 
positive and minor negative) effect is therefore identified. 
Option OUT2 would focus development at the closest 
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settlements in North Warwickshire to the other districts, rather 
than on the very fringe of North Warwickshire; therefore people 
would be expected to have better access to existing cultural and 
recreational facilities within those settlements although it is noted 
that those services could become overloaded if additional 
provision is not made.  Distances to access cultural and 

recreational facilities in the other districts would also be slightly 
longer, although there may be better opportunities to use public 
transport, benefitting access for those without cars.  A mixed 

(significant positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 
identified. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 

the Local Plan. 
Under Option OUT4, development would be focussed around 
public transport hubs throughout the Borough.  While this would 
provide people (particularly those without a car) with good access 
to cultural and recreational facilities in locations around the 
Borough and further afield, additional investment would be 

required and distances to cultural and recreational facilities in the 
other districts would be long in some cases.  A mixed (minor 
positive and minor negative) effect is therefore identified. 
The provision of a new settlement under Option OUT5 would 
involve the provision of new services and facilities alongside 
housing and other development, which would ensure that 
residents of the new settlement have good access to cultural and 

recreational facilities close to their homes and would avoid 
existing facilities becoming overloaded.  However, opportunities 
for new development to stimulate the viability and potential 

expansion of existing facilities elsewhere would be lost and 
residents may not be functionally linked with services in the other 
districts, depending on where the new settlement is located.  A 
mixed (significant positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 

identified. 

7. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the assets of 
the natural environment of 
North Warwickshire, 

including landscape 

character. 

--? --? ? --? --? 

Option OUT1 would require some development within the Green 
Belt in the south and west of the district.  This could have a 
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 could accommodate potentially large amounts 
of development in their existing forms, so this approach could 
significantly alter the character and shape of those settlements.  
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A potential but uncertain significant negative effect is therefore 
identified. 
Option OUT2 would also require the release of land from the 
Green Belt, so could also have a significant negative effect 
although it is noted that focussing development at existing 
settlements could reduce landscape impacts in comparison with 

OUT1. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 

the Local Plan. 
Option OUT4 would focus development at public transport hubs 
around the Borough.  It would also require some development 
within Green Belt and a potential significant negative effect is 

therefore identified. 
Option OUT5 could 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, although it may be possible 

to select a site based on minimising landscape impacts.  Effects 
cannot be assessed in detail until the location is known; however 
a potential significant negative effect is identified. 

8. Valuing, enhancing and 
protecting the quality and 
distinctiveness of the built 

environment, including the 
cultural heritage. 

-? --? ? -? -? 

Under Option OUT1, 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, which reduces the potential for new 
development to adversely affect the setting of heritage features.  
However, it is still likely that some assets would be within 
proximity of development and a potential minor negative effect is 

identified. 
Option OUT2 would locate development at the settlements 
closest to other districts; therefore may be more likely to impact 

upon features such as listed buildings which tend to be more 
concentrated in built up areas.  A potential significant negative 
effect is therefore identified. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 

Option OUT4 would involve dispersed development, around 

public transport hubs.  The effects will be largely uncertain 
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, 
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particularly if this option were to stimulate additional transport 
infrastructure development; therefore a potential minor negative 
effect is identified.  
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 

buildings.  However, there may still be valuable heritage assets in 
rural areas that would be affected by the new development 
depending on its location, although it may be possible to select a 

location based on minimising impacts on heritage assets.  A 
potential minor negative effect is therefore identified. 

9. Valuing, enhancing and 

protecting the biodiversity 
of North Warwickshire 

-? -? ? -? --/+? 

All of the effects on this SA objective are currently uncertain as 

they will depend to some extent on the specific location and 
design of development sites, which is not yet known for any of 
the options. 
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 and/or 

disturbance to species.  However, the presence of the M42 and 
other urbanisation in this area is likely to limit the potential for 
such effects as there may already be existing high levels of 
disturbance.  A potential minor negative effect is therefore 
identified although this is dependent on the location of 
development sites in relation to specific biodiversity features. 

Under Option OUT2 development would be at existing 
settlements so may be less likely to result in habitat loss or 
disturbance to species, although some of the development would 
still be on greenfield sites and built up areas can still harbour 

valuable biodiversity.  A potential minor negative effect is 
therefore identified although this is dependent on the location of 
development sites in relation to specific biodiversity features. 

The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 
Option OUT4 would focus development around the transport 
hubs throughout the Borough and would therefore be relatively 
widespread throughout the Borough.  Development on greenfield 

land is likely, resulting in the potential loss of habitat; therefore a 

potential minor negative effect is identified. 
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 
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of the land.  However, a new settlement could offer good 
opportunities to incorporate green infrastructure, in order to 
reduce habitat fragmentation and mitigate habitat loss from 
development, and it may be possible to select a location based on 
minimising impacts on biodiversity features.  Therefore, a 
potentially mixed (significant negative and minor positive) effect 

is identified, although this will depend largely on the location of 
the new settlement. 

10. Ensuring development 

makes efficient use of 
previously developed land, 
buildings and existing 

physical infrastructure in 
sustainable locations. 

--/+ ++/- ? -/++ -- 

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.  A mixed (significant negative and minor 
positive) effect is therefore likely. 

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.  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 allow for commuting via public transport), 
while still being reasonably close geographically.  Existing 
settlements also represents a more sustainable location for new 

development.  A mixed (significant positive and minor negative) 
effect is therefore likely. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 

will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 
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.  A mixed (minor negative and significant positive) 
effect is therefore likely. 
Under Option OUT5 a new settlement would be developed which 
it is assumed would be entirely or largely remote from existing 



 SA of  78  

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.  A significant negative 
effect is therefore likely. 

11. Maintaining the 

resources of air, water and 

productive soil, minimising 

pollution levels. 

+/- +/-- ? +/- +/--? 

Under Option OUT1 levels of car use and the associated air 

pollution 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 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, although it is noted that generally soil quality is higher in 

the central and northern parts of the Borough.  A mixed (minor 

positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
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 are likely to have better public transport links which 
could reduce air pollution from car use (although it is noted that 

not all of the closest settlements would allow for commuting via 
public transport).  However, journeys would be slightly longer and 
opportunities to walk and cycle are therefore likely to be very 
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, although it is noted that generally soil quality is 
higher in the central and northern parts of the Borough.  A mixed 
(minor positive and significant negative) effect is therefore likely. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 

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 



 SA of  79  

journeys may be longer and more likely to be undertaken by car.  
In addition, some development is directed to Coleshill under this 
option, where an AQMA has already been declared.  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 mixed 
(minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely.  
Option OUT5 would involve developing a new settlement, which 
would function as a relatively self-contained town due to the 

provision of commercial development, services and facilities 
alongside housing.  This should 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.  

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 it may be possible to select a location based 
on avoiding BMV land.  Similarly, the proximity of the new 
settlement to the existing AQMA at Coleshill is not known.  A 
mixed (minor positive and significant negative) effect is therefore 

likely although there are currently uncertainties until the location 
of the new settlement is known. 

12. Minimising North 

Warwickshire’s 

contribution to the causes 

of climate change whilst 

implementing a managed 

response to its 

unavoidable impacts. +/- +/- ? +/- +/-? 

The effects of the five options on this SA objective will depend to 

some extent on the design of built development rather than its 
spatial distribution, which is not known at this stage.  However, 
the options will affect this SA objective in terms of the extent to 

which they will result in car use, and whether they direct 
development to the areas of the Borough at highest risk from 
flooding as flood risk is expected to increase as a result of climate 
change. 
Under Option OUT1 levels of car use and the associated 
emissions 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 
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be smaller, potentially enabling people to cycle.  Flood risk in this 
part of the Borough is not generally high although effects will 
depend on the specific location of development.  A mixed (minor 
positive and minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
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 are likely to have better public transport links which 
could reduce emissions from car use (although it is noted that not 

all of the closest settlements would allow for commuting via 
public transport).  However, journeys would be slightly longer and 
opportunities to walk and cycle are therefore likely to be very 
limited.  In addition, there are some areas of high flood risk in 

this part of the Borough which could be affected, depending on 
the location of development sites.  A mixed (minor positive and 
minor negative) effect is therefore also likely for this option. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 

Under Option OUT4 development could be located some 
distance from the districts which it is proposed for, which could 
mean that levels of car use and the associated emissions are 
higher as people are travelling over longer distances.  However, 
focussing development around public transport hubs could 
improve levels of sustainable transport use, reducing emissions 
from transport.  A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) 

effect is therefore likely. 
Option OUT5 would involve developing a new settlement, which 
would function as a relatively self-contained town due to the 

provision of commercial development, services and facilities 
alongside housing.  This should 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 greenhouse gas emissions.  

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 distance could be either short 
or long and levels of car use and the associated emissions could 
be high.  The proximity of the new settlement to flood risk areas 

is also unknown at this stage.  A mixed (minor positive and minor 
negative) effect is therefore identified although this is uncertain 
until the location of the new settlement in relation to the other 
districts is known. 
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13. Reducing overall 
energy use through 
sustainable design, 
increasing energy 
efficiency and increasing 
the proportion of energy 

generated from renewable 
sources. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the five options will have a direct effect on this SA 
objective, which will be affected by the design of development 
and the behaviour of residents, rather than the spatial 
distribution of development.   

14. Using natural 

resources efficiently 

0 0 0 0 0 

All of the options would result in the same amount of built 

development and therefore resource consumption.  The spatial 
location of development could affect the sterilisation of minerals 
resources.  Mineral deposits in the Borough include sand and 

gravel to the west and north-east and exposed coalfield 
(predominantly a band running north to south from Shuttington 
through Polesworth and Dordon, as far as Ansley).  Minerals 
Safeguarding Areas for the whole of Warwickshire are identified in 
the British Geological Survey document, ‘Minerals Safeguarding 
Areas for Warwickshire’ (Figure A16).  When all types of 

safeguarding areas are taken into account, the vast majority of 

the Borough is covered and so it is not possible to identify 
differences between the options with regards to the sterilisation 
of resources.  Negligible effects are therefore identified for all five 
options. 

15. Increasing use of 

public transport, cycling 
and walking and reducing 
use of the private car. 

+/- +/- ? +/- +/-? 

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 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, particularly as the development would in 

most cases be on the side of the motorways closest to the other 
districts (motorways could otherwise form a barrier to access).  A 
mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 
likely. 
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 are likely to have better public transport links which 

would improve access for those without a car (although it is noted 
that not all of the closest settlements would allow for commuting 
via public transport).  However, journeys would be slightly longer 
and opportunities to walk and cycle are therefore likely to be very 
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limited, particularly as more development would take place on the 
side of the motorways furthest from the other districts.  A mixed 
(minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore also likely 
for this option. 
The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 
will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 

the Local Plan. 
Under Option OUT4 development could be located some 
distance from the districts which it is proposed for, which could 

mean that levels of car use are higher as people travelling over 
longer distances may be more inclined to drive.  However, 
focussing development around public transport hubs could still go 
some way towards improving levels of sustainable transport use, 

despite the longer journey lengths.  A mixed (minor positive and 
minor negative) effect is therefore likely. 
Option OUT5 would involve developing a new settlement, which 
would function as a relatively self-contained town due to the 
provision of commercial development, services and facilities 
alongside housing.  This 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 elsewhere and 
depending on the location of the new settlement, this distance 
could be either short or long and levels of car use could be high.  
A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 

identified although this is uncertain until the location of the new 
settlement in relation to the other districts is known. 

16. Encouraging and 

enabling waste 

minimisation, reuse, 

recycling and recovery to 

divert resources away 

from the waste stream. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the five options will have a direct effect on this SA 

objective, which will instead be affected by the onsite waste 
management practices used.   

17. Encouraging local 
sourcing of goods and 
materials. 

0 0 0 0 0 
None of the options for the distribution of growth will have a 
direct effect on this SA objective. 

18. Creation of a modern, 

healthy and diverse 

economy which is able to 

adapt to changes in the 

wider economy while 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the options will have a direct effect on this SA objective.  

While the spatial distribution of development will influence the 
extent to which people are able to access the jobs that they need, 
this is addressed under SA objective 19 below.  The spatial 
distribution of development will not affect the health of the local 

economy as the same amount of employment land would be 
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remaining relevant to the 

needs of local people. 

provided under all five options. 

19. Maintaining and 

enhancing employment 

opportunities and reducing 

the disparities arising from 

unequal access to jobs. 

+/- +/- ? --/+ +/-? 

Under Option OUT1 development would be closer geographically 
for people commuting to other districts for work, although the 
fact that the development would be outside of the main 
settlements in both North Warwickshire and the adjacent districts 
could mean that transport connections for those without a car are 

limited.  A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is 
therefore identified. 

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 would improve 
access for those without a car (although it is noted that not all of 

the closest settlements would allow for commuting via public 
transport).  However, journeys would be slightly longer and the 
housing less functionally linked to employment in other districts.  
A mixed (minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore 
also likely for this option. 

The effects of Option OUT3 on this objective are uncertain and 

will depend on which preferred option is selected for the whole of 
the Local Plan. 
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 residents to access employment in the 
other districts if this requires commuting longer distances.  
However, focussing development around public transport hubs 

could improve access to jobs for people without cars, although 
journey lengths would be longer from some parts of the district.  

A mixed (significant negative and minor positive) effect is 
therefore likely. 
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 distance could be either short or long.  A mixed 

(minor positive and minor negative) effect is therefore identified 
although this is uncertain until the location of the new settlement 
in relation to the other districts is known. 
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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. 

0 0 0 0 0 

None of the options will have a direct effect on this SA objective.  
While the spatial distribution of development will influence the 
extent to which people are able to access jobs and the associated 
opportunities for work-based training and skills development, this 
is addressed under SA objective 19 above. 

 


