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	1.0 INTRODUCTION & PURPOSE OF THE FURTHER SA ADDENDUM REPORT

	



Background
1.1
Warwick District Council (WDC) has been undertaking Sustainability Appraisal (SA) incorporating Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) since 2011 to inform the preparation of the Warwick Local Plan.  The SA and Local Plan progress to date may be summarised as follows:
Table 1.1: Local Plan and SA/sea published documents to date
	LDP Stage and Documents

Consultation 
	SA/SEA Stage and Documents

Consultation 

	Issues and Scenarios 

Public consultation17 March to 15 July 2011
	SA Scoping Report 

Public consultation17 March to 15 July 2011

	Preferred Options 

Public consultation 01 June to 03 August 2012
	Initial SA Report 

Public consultation 01 June to 03 August 2012

	Revised Development Strategy

Public consultation 14 June to 29 July 2013
	Interim SA Report 

Public consultation 14 June to 29 July 2013

	Village Housing Options and Settlement Boundaries 
Public Consultation 22 November 2013 to 20 January 2014
	SA of Potential Village Site Allocations 
Public Consultation 22 November 2013 to 20 January 2014

	Publication Draft Local Plan 

Public Consultation w/c 12 May to w/c 23 June 2014 
	Publication Draft SA Report 

Public Consultation w/c 12 May to w/c 23 June 2014

	Submission Local Plan

Submitted in Jan 2015 to be examined by an independent inspector
	Submission SA Report  
Submitted alongside the Local Plan in Jan 2015 to be examined by an independent inspector

	Proposed Modifications

Public consultation from 11 March to 22 April 2016
	SA Addendum Report (Feb 2016)

Public consultation from 11 March to 22 April 2016

	Proposed Modifications

Submitted to Inspector June 2016
	SA Addendum Report (June 2016) incorporating responses to representations made during consultation
Submitted to Inspector June 2016

	Main Modifications (February 2017)
Public consultation commencing March 2017 

	Further SA Addendum Report (February 2017) 

Public consultation commencing March 2017 

	Adoption of Local Plan

Provisionally scheduled for Summer 2017
	SA/SEA Adoption Statement

Provisionally scheduled for Summer 2017



Submission of the Local Plan (2015), Examination (2015) 
1.2
The Local Plan and all associated documents, including the SA Report, were submitted to the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government on 30 January 2015 for independent examination.  Initial hearing sessions were held from 6 to 12 May 2015 to consider the duty to co-operate (Matter 1), housing provision Matter 2) and the supply and delivery of housing land (Matter 3).
1.3
The Inspector’s initial findings on Matters 1, 2 & 3 were received by WDC on 01 June 2015
.  The Council requested that the Inspector suspend the examination to allow additional work to address the issues identified, in particular the unmet housing need arising from Coventry
, and this was agreed until May 2016
. The Council undertook a range of further work including on site options in order to accommodate the potential uplift in housing requirement and this informed the development of Proposed Modifications to the Local Plan.
1.4
In October 2015, the Council commissioned Enfusion Ltd to provide specialist, independent services to undertake any further SA work required during the suspension of the Examination.  The method and findings of the further SA work were presented in the SA Addendum Report
 (February 2016) that accompanied the Proposed Modifications
 on public consultation from 11 March to 22 April 2016.  
Resumed Examination (2016)
1.5
Representations on the Proposed Modifications received from the public consultation were taken into account by the Council and the Inspector. Representations on the SA Addendum Report (February 2016) [SA11PM] were taken into account with responses provided in Appendix V of the finalised SA Addendum Report (June 2016) and submitted to the Inspector. The Examination of the Submitted Local Plan with Proposed Modifications was resumed
 from 27 September to 15 December 2016.  

Proposed Main Modifications (2017) 

1.6
The Inspector confirmed in his letter of 16 December 2016 [EXAM155] that he considered that the submitted Local Plan (publication draft incorporating focussed changes) can be made sound by modifications. A Sustainability Appraisal should be undertaken of the Main Modifications and a full public consultation. The Inspector will take account of the SA and comments received from consultation in producing his final report to the Council. 
Purpose and Structure of this Further SA Addendum Report

1.7
The purpose of this Further SA Addendum Report is to clearly set out the method and findings of further SA work carried out as a result of issues raised and discussed at the resumed Hearings (September – December 2016).  The Main Modifications document prepared by the Council for consultation in March 2017 includes modifications that were previously subject to SA and reported in February 2016 and with responses to comments received in June 2016. Therefore, this SA Report builds upon the earlier SA work and only considers the additional modifications to the Local Plan that were arising through the Hearings in late 2016. As this SA only considers the changes to the Submitted Plan (ie Publication plus the Focused Changes), any changes that had been made after the plan was submitted but that are no longer incorporated (such as sites at Barford, Hatton Park, Radford Semele, North of Milverton, and Cubbington) are not specifically addressed in this SA.

1.9
This Further SA Addendum Report has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the SEA Regulations
 and the NPPF
 and thus constitutes part of the Sustainability Report for compliance purposes. Following this introductory Section 1, this report is structured into further sections as follow:
· Section 2 explains the approach taken and details the methods used for further SA work 
· Section 3 provides a summary of the findings of the further SA
· Section 4 sets out the overall summary findings and next steps for the Local Plan and the SA
· Technical Appendices: Appendix I provides details of the screening of Main Modifications for significance with regard to the SA & likely significant effects and Appendix II details new & refreshed SA of Site Allocation Options  
	2.0    APPROACH & METHODS

	


SA Issues raised at Resumed Examination (2016)

2.1
Comments made on the SA Addendum Report (February 2016) that accompanied the Proposed Modifications on consultation were considered and responses made in Appendix V of the finalised SA Addendum Report (June 2016) that was submitted to the Inspector – with no further actions identified for the SA.   
2.2
Issues for the SA were raised by one respondent (Nexus Planning for CEG) regarding their site option S1 (part of C31 in the SHLAA 2015 & Update 2016). There was concern that site S1 had not been assessed as a reasonable alternative to the allocated site H42 (option C13) at Westwood Heath.  Accordingly, a comparative SA was undertaken of the two sites – H42 and S1. The SA used the same SA framework of Objectives with key questions and significance criteria as detailed in the Submission SA Report (February 2015); the assessors sought to apply the same level of detail and style as had been used in the original comparative assessment of options for site allocations by settlement and as reported in detail in Appendix V of the Submission SA Report. 
2.3
There was discussion at the Examination about delivery of secondary education requirements and the allocation for Kenilworth School (DS12-ED2) as a consequence of housing growth in proposed in the Plan with a suggestion that provision could be directed to Kings Hill. However, it is considered by both the District and the County Councils that this is not a reasonable alternative for a number of reasons, especially associated with its distance from the town, and therefore, there is no further action required for the SA.

2.4
A third issue was raised regarding land South of Coventry (alternatively known as land south of Baginton) – SHLAA Ref C10.  This site was assessed in the February 2015 SA (Appendix V).  However, as this SA was undertaken in the context of a lower housing requirement and specifically without detailed knowledge of the level of unmet need arising from Coventry, the site promoters have suggested that the SA of this site should have been updated.  This is not considered necessary since the option of additional housing to the south of Coventry has been appraised (June 2016 SA Addendum, SA11PM) and because the site specific appraisal of this site undertaken in 2015 remained unchanged.   
2.5
The Examination also found two minor errors with regard to SHLAA site C05 in the technical appendices of the Submission SA Report (SA11PM). SA Appendix IV pages 8-9 Westwood Heath, C05 is not part of the allocation; SA Appendix II page 9, C05 is not part of the allocation for H42. This Further SA Addendum provides the opportunity to report the correction of these errors. Overall, this is not significant with regard to the findings of the SA (Submission and Main Modifications). 

Screening Proposed Main Modifications for SA Significance


2.6
Many of the proposed changes/modifications to the Warwick Local Plan are minor with regard to significance for the SA process; they are concerned with correcting errors, addressing omissions, providing more clarity, and updating of information. The proposed Main Modifications were screened for their significance with regard to SA using professional judgment, namely – do the changes, deletions and additions significantly affect the findings of the Submission SA Report (February 2015) and the SA Addendum Report (February & June 2016) accompanying the Proposed Modifications (February 2016), and/or do they give rise to significant environmental/sustainability effects?

 2.7
A pragmatic and proportionate approach was taken, as relevant to this stage of plan-making and assessment. A professional judgment was made for SA significance taking into account the proposed change and using the same method and SA Framework of Objectives for sustainable development as the previous SA work, thus providing continuity and consistency of process. The work was undertaken to the same level and by the same independent specialist consultants and as detailed in the Submission SA Report [SA10]. 

SA of the Local Plan with Proposed Main Modifications  

2.8
The SEA Regulations require assessment of the overall implementation of the Plan, taking into account the aims, policies and site allocations. Professional judgment and the SA Framework were used to consider the overall implementation of the Local Plan with the proposed Main Modifications identified as being of any significance to the SA process. 
	3.0    SA FINDINGS

	


SA Issues raised at Resumed Examination (2016)


Site Allocation Options at Westwood Heath: 

3.1
Appendix II details the new and refreshed SA of the two site allocation options - H42 (previously C13) & S1 (previously part of C31) raised at the Examination Hearings in September to December 2016 in relation to site options at Westwood Heath. The SA found similar effects for both site options: positive effects for sustainability objectives on housing, economy, communities, health & well-being & social inclusivity; neutral effects for biodiversity, historic environment, air & water quality, flood risk and crime; uncertainty/neutral effects for the built environment as all development will have to comply with other Plan Policies including BE1-3 for quality of the built environment. 
3.2
Minor negative effects were indicated for both options with regard to transport objectives and the likely additional car usage on nearby congested roads. However, there are nearby bus services, both options are adjacent to the existing urban area of Westwood Heath, and there are footpaths across both site areas such that sustainable transport can be promoted with minor positive effects for reducing the need to travel. These effects will be synergistic and cumulative in the longer term. 
3.3
Development at both site options will lead to loss of greenfield and Green Belt land with major negative effects for sustainability objectives on the prudent use of land. Development at both sites would have an impact on landscape quality. Mitigation measures have been identified through the updated landscape studies (February 2016) that indicate opportunities for development in this area without substantial adverse impacts to the wider landscape setting or Green Belt function. Further mitigation measures may be available at the detailed project design level but some uncertainty remains at this level of assessment. Both options will result in the loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land with negative effects that will be cumulative in the longer-term. 
3.4
There are no international, national or local nature conservation designations on the site options although The Pools, a local wildlife site, is adjacent to the south of option S1, and Bockendon Grange Pond & Black Waste Wood are potential Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINCs) nearby to the south of option H42. However, other Plan Policies are in place as mitigation measures to guide development and protect locally important biodiversity with neutral effects. There may be opportunities for biodiversity enhancements, particularly through an agreed Green Infrastructure strategy, for both options but uncertainty of such potential positive effects at this stage. 
3.5
Neither option is within an area of high flood risk and there are no known important historic assets, so neutral effects for these SA Objectives. 
3.6
Overall, the SA found similar effects for the two site allocation options. However, it should be noted that the SA findings are not the sole source of evidence to inform decision-making and other factors, including consultation representations, other technical information, and political reasons may inform the development of the Local Plan. It is understood that the reason for progressing site allocation H42 at this time is because development is limited to 425 new homes to ensure that the wider area issues for transport capacity are not adversely affected; the reason for not allocating S1 at this time is that it is safeguarded for future development when the required transport infrastructure is established to accommodate higher numbers of new housing. 
Screening of Main Modifications for SA Significance

3.7
Most of the main modification amendments, deletions, additions or corrections were made to provide clarification and enhance guidance for development. These main modifications are not significant with regard to the SA. Other main modifications include provision of new/amended wording and removal/addition of sites and policies – and these may have significance with regard to sustainable development and consequently implications for the SA. Appendix I of this report details the findings of the screening of relevant Main Modifications and any likely significant effects for the SA. 

3.8
The screening for SA significance identified that most Main Modifications (MMs) do not significantly affect the findings of the previous SA Reports (Submission, February 2015; Addendum February/June 2016), nor do they give rise to significant environmental effects. Many of the MMs had been considered and reported in the SA Addendum (February 2016) and responses provided to representations made through the public consultation and reported (June 2016). The requirement for refreshed or new sustainability appraisal of some MMs was identified and the findings are summarised in the following paragraphs.

New & Refreshed Sustainability Appraisal of Sites & Policies

3.9
The Appendix details the screening of the Main Modifications to the Local Plan for their significance with regard to the SA process and the potential for any significant effects, as required by the SEA Regulations. Most of the MMs are not significant with regard to the SA process as they provide correction, clarification or updating as a result of the Examination Hearings. Some MMs provide clarity with regard to development requirements and this confirms implementation of mitigation measures thus removing any uncertainty from the SA findings. 
3.10 
Other clarifications and updating may enhance positive or negative effects. Generally, any increase in housing numbers is likely to enhance the positive effects on housing and communities but may increase likely negative effects on sensitive environmental factors – and conversely with any decrease in housing numbers. These changes are not significant to the findings of the previous SA and are reported where relevant as a narrative in the Appendix. Summaries of the SA screening findings for key MMs are provided in the following paragraphs: 
3.11
MM4 & MM7 Policy DS7 & DS10 Meeting the Housing Requirement: The categories are updated & the key change in the finalised figures is the updating of sites allocated in the Plan from 9,369 (Proposed Modifications February 2016) to 6,454 and the overall total of housing from 17,577 (Proposed Modifications 2016) to 17,139 homes. This takes account of sites completed and those with outstanding planning permissions during 2016, and the allowance for windfall sites. It should be noted that in comparison with the Submitted Local Plan, the housing numbers have increased from 12,964 dwellings to 17,139.  However, the effects of this uplift has been appraised and reported in the February 2016 SA Addendum.  
3.12
The number of sites allocated in the Plan since the Proposed Modifications (February 2016) reverts to a number of sites/homes (6,454) similar to that considered by the SA in the Submission Plan (6,188) and published in the SA Report (February 2015). This reflects the updating of evidence, particularly with many sites having been granted planning permission, and has potential implications for the SA. However, each component site option & allocated site has been subject to individual SA and the findings of the previous appraisals have been reported (February 2015 & February 2016). 

3.13
Overall, the uplift in housing allocations from 6,188 to 6,454 new homes and the overall total housing change from 17,577 to 17,139 homes is not considered to be significant with regard to the previous overall findings of the SA (February 2015 & Table 4.1 2016).
3.14
MM8 Policy DS11 Allocated Housing Sites: The significant change from the individual sites assessed as part of the Submission and Proposed Modifications and as reported in the SA Addendum (February & June 2016) is the deletion of 6 site allocations: H04, H44, H47, H50, H52, & H53 – as a result of discussions at the resumed Examination September – December 2016. This has potential implications for each affected settlement/area, particularly with regard to cumulative effects. The removal of sites H44, H47, H50, H52, & H53 from the Modifications means that the SA findings revert to those reported in the Submission SA (January 2015) as any changes arising from Proposed Modifications are longer relevant. 
3.15
One site allocation Red House Farm (HO4 for 250 dwellings) that had been in the Submission Plan was deleted from the Policy as a result of the Examination. The previous SA found positive effects for housing & communities; potential negative effects for loss of soil/greenfield, & SA Objectives associated with transport/car travel, and landscape. However, it was considered that there were sufficient mitigation measures through other Plan Policies to at least neutralise potential negative effects on landscape. The deletion of this one allocation will reduce the cumulative positive effects and may reduce the positive effects on poverty/social inclusion as the site is adjacent to Lillington, the most deprived neighbourhood in the District, introducing some uncertainty for this SA Objective. However, it will also reduce the potential negative effects associated with transport and loss of greenfield/soil resource. Overall, no significant changes to the SA findings. 
3.16
MM34 Policy H1 Directing New Housing:  The additional text, particularly in Policy Clause (d) provides clear mitigation measures for potential effects of small scale development on settlements, capacity of infrastructure & services, sustainable transport, and environmental factors. Generally, this will confirm the likely positive effects identified from previous SAs and remove any uncertainties by confirming mitigation for potential negative effects – both for individual settlements and cumulatively for the whole District. 
3.17
MM45 Policy HNEW1 Custom & Self-Build Housing Provision: The new policy encourages developers to consider including dwellings for sale as self-build, custom-build or self-finish opportunities. The policy and new supporting text set the parameters for this requirement, and the justification for the inclusion of these opportunities, in line with the Self-Build and Custom Housebuilding Act 2015. The new policy was subject to SA and the findings presented in the SA Addendum Report (February 2016). The new policy will increase the mix of housing types within the District and expand opportunities for residents in choosing a home that is best suited to them. This also allows for development to cater for specialist needs (e.g. adaptable accommodation for the elderly and disabled) with the potential for major positive effects on housing, communities and health.
3.18
A key change from Proposed Modifications to Main Modifications is the removal of reference to sites over 100 dwellings – this will confirm the likely cumulative positive effects identified in the SA Addendum (February 2016) by not limiting possibilities to large developments. The further significant change is that proposals are now “encouraged” rather than “required” to consider custom & self-build which may introduce some uncertainty into the previous SA findings. However, overall, it is considered that the potential for positive effects remains – and this will be cumulative for the District in the longer term.


SA of Main Modifications to the Local Plan
3.19
The likely effects of the implementation of the proposed Main Modifications to the Local Plan remain similar to those reported in the SA Addendum Report (February & June 2016). Table 4.1 describes the likely changes arising from the initial proposed Modifications, most notably the uplift in housing numbers. The uplift in housing allocations from 6,188 to 6,454 new homes and the overall total housing change from 17,577 to 17,139 homes is not considered to be significant with regard to the previous overall findings of the SA.
3.20
Various modifications have provided clarity and further guidance and/or requirements for new development and this is likely to confirm positive effects. These modifications are also likely to confirm mitigation measures and this will reduce negative effects and any uncertainties that had been previously reported in the SA. These are unlikely to be significant individually but overall will improve the positive cumulative effects of the Local Plan; however, the cumulative negative effects on landscape and loss of greenfield remain – particularly for the urban extensions on the edge of Coventry. 

	4.0    SUMMARY & NEXT STEPS


	
	


4.1
Proposed Main Modifications (MMs) have been made to the Warwick District Local Plan following the consultation on the Proposed Modifications to the Local Plan in February 2016 as a result of updated evidence, concerns raised from consultation, discussion during the Examination (2015), and the Inspector’s initial views [EXAM 23], and the resumed Examination (2016). These MMs are required to make the Local Plan sound and capable of adoption.  Most changes to the Local Plan are concerned with correcting errors, addressing omissions, updating, and providing clarity. 
4.2
As part of the iterative and ongoing SA process, the proposed Main Modifications were screened for their significance with regard to the SA process and any likely significant effects. Many of the MMs were addressed in the initial SA Addendum Report (February & June 2016) that accompanied the Proposed Modifications on public consultation from 11 March to 22 April 2016. This report only appraises the effects of MMs that have not already been addressed through the 2016 SA Addendum Report.
4.3
Overall, and as reported in the previous SA Addendum (February 2016), the uplift in housing numbers (in comparison with the submitted Local Plan) is likely to increase the significance of positive effects for housing and communities, by addressing a known housing issue within the wider Housing Market Area. However, also as reported in the SA Addendum (February 2016), the uplift is likely to increase the significance of negative effects, particularly in relation to traffic/transport and landscape, which will be cumulative in the longer-term. Other modifications confirm mitigation measures and reduce uncertainties in the earlier SAs.
4.4
The Main Modifications and accompanying evidence, including this Further SA Addendum Report, will be placed on public consultation in March 2017. Any representations received will be taken into account by the Inspector in his final considerations of the soundness of the Local Plan. When the Local Plan is found sound, it will be adopted and a SA/SEA Adoption Statement will be prepared in accordance with statutory requirements. 
Appendix I: Screening of Main Modifications for SA Significance 

The screening matrix below should be read in conjunction with The Local Plan Main Modifications (MMs) 2017 Consultation Document (https://www.warwickdc.gov.uk/info/20410/new_local_plan) that sets out the detailed modifications along with the reasons and Council’s justification for the changes, deletions and additions. 

This Further SA Addendum Report (February 2017) only addresses the Main Modifications that are arising from the resumed Examination in May 2016. Other Proposed Modifications were considered through the SA process and have been reported previously in the SA Addendum Report (February 2016) and subject to public consultation between 11 March and 22 April 2016.

Some MMs are changes, additions, deletions to provide clarification or correction/enhancement to wording, for example, MM5 on Policy DS8 Employment Land changes The Council will provide to Provision will be made... and MM51 on Policy TR2 Traffic Generation – additional of “both residential and non-residential”. Such changes have no significance with regard to the SA/SEA process and previous findings such that they are not included here in this matrix.

	Main Modification Reference & 

Policy
	Summary of Changes, Deletions and Additions
	Screening - do the changes, deletions and additions significantly affect the findings of the Submission Local Plan SA Report (February 2015) & the SA Addendum Report (February 2016), or do they give rise to significant environmental effects?



	MM1

Policy DS2 
	Providing the Homes the District Needs:

Proposed Modifications as per consultation February 2016. 
	MM addressed in SA Addendum Report (February 2016). 

	MM2

Policy DS4
	Spatial Strategy: Wording changes to provide further clarification & making explicit the growth areas – urban areas of Warwick, Leamington & Kenilworth; southern edge of Coventry; growth villages Policy H1. 
	The further changes provide clarification and do not significantly affect the findings of the previous SA Reports (February 2015 & February 2016).

	MM3

Policy DS6 
	Level of Housing Growth: Change to reflect updated assessment of housing need “Provision will be made for a minimum of 16,776 new homes between 2011 and 2029.  The average annual housing requirement for 2011/12 to 2016/17 is 600 new homes and for 2017/18 to 2028/29 it is 1,098 new homes.” 

New paragraph 2.20 explains the updated assessment of housing need and how the Local Plan is helping to provide new homes towards Coventry’s housing needs. 


	MM addressed in SA Addendum Report (February 2016).

The uplift in the housing requirement reflects the Memorandum of Understanding (Dec 2015) in which it was agreed that Warwick District will contribute to meeting the housing need for the Coventry area, in line with the Duty to Cooperate. The SA Addendum (February 2016) addressed this change & potential effects arising from the uplift in housing to 16,776 new homes between 2011 & 2029. 



	MM4

Policy DS7
	Meeting the Housing Requirement: The changes update the new table from the 2016 Proposed Modifications to reflect the final figures for supply from different categories as set out in APP1a of EXAM147 as amended (and see Policy DS11). 

The categories are updated & the key change in the finalised figures is the updating of sites allocated in the Plan from 9,369 (Proposed Modifications February 2016) to 6,454 and the overall total of housing from 17,577 to 17,139 homes. This takes account of sites completed & those with outstanding planning permissions during 2016, and the allowance for windfall sites. 
	The overall total of housing in comparison with the submitted Local Plan changes from 12,964 to 17,139 homes. 

Whilst this modification is significant, the effects are similar to those considered in the SA Addendum Report February 2016. This SA Report considered an uplift in the housing provision to 17,577.  

Overall, this is not considered to be significant with regard to the previous findings of the SA (February 2016). 

	MM7

DS10
	Broad Location of Allocated Houses Sites: 

Additional sites for 2,245 homes on the edge of Coventry; additional homes on edges of Kenilworth & Warwick, Leamington & Whitnash. 
	The likely effects of allocating more housing to the south of Coventry & around Kenilworth was addressed by the SA Addendum Report (paragraphs 3.20-3.25 February 2016). 


	MM8

Policy DS11
	Allocated Housing Sites: Updating and clarification of table listing site allocations with ref no, no of dwellings & any infrastructure requirements after discussion at Examination.

The following sites that were suggested in Proposed Modifications February 2016 are not to be taken forward: H04, H44, H47, H50, H52, H53.
	Each new and changed housing allocation was considered through the SA process and the findings reported in SA Addendum Report (February 2016). 

The removal of allocations will reduce the overall cumulative effects - both positive and negative as found in the SA Addendum Report (February 2016) and detailed in Appendices II & III. 

Overall, no significant change with regard to the SA and no further SA work required at this stage – the implications for each affected settlement/area & the implementation of the changed Local Plan are discussed in the main text of this Further SA Addendum Report section 3. 

	MM12

Policy DS15
	Comprehensive Development of Strategic Sites: 

New strategic sites allocated. 
	A number of refreshed and new site appraisals were undertaken and the SA findings presented in Appendix III & summarised in the main text of the SA Addendum Report (February 2016). 

	MM14

Policy DS18
	Regeneration of Lillington:

Policy deleted. 
	The deletion of this Policy is unlikely to have significant environmental effects as it provided for a specific change to retail and other policies relating only to this area.  The deletion of the Policy will not prevent regeneration initiatives taking place in Lillington but may marginally impact on the nature of these initiatives. 

	MM15

Policy DS19
	Green Belt: Changes to reflect the site allocation amendments and identify where extra land will be removed from the Green Belt to accommodate new sites.
	A number of refreshed and new site appraisals were undertaken and the SA findings presented in Appendix III & summarised in the main text of the SA Addendum Report (February 2016).

	MM16

Policy DS20
	Review of the Local Plan: The policy has been amended to reflect discussion at the Examination regarding a future review of the plan. The supporting text has also been amended to provide further clarification around these scenarios, and justification for potential reviews.
	The changes reflect the agreements in the Memorandum of Understanding (December 2015) and discussion at the Examination in May 2016. The further changes provide clarification as well as mitigation for future development pressures and do not significantly affect the findings of the previous SA Reports (February 2015 & February 2016).

	MM17

Policy DSNEW1
	The new policy on directions for growth south of Coventry set out in the Proposed Modifications (February 2016) has been rewritten for clarification and updating as a result of discussion at the Examination in accordance with EXAM159. 

The description of the broad location is made explicit & development requirements are organised within a number of broad principles. New explanatory text provides further clarification. The overall approximate capacity of 4,000 has increased to 4,500 new homes from 2016 Proposed Modifications. 


	The new policy and new sites around Coventry were subject to SA with the findings presented in Appendix III of the SA Addendum Report (February 2016), accompanying the Proposed Modifications on public consultation.

These modifications arising from discussion at the Examination are essentially rewriting and restructuring to provide clarification and updating. They do not significantly affect the findings of the previous SA as published in the SA Addendum Report (February 2016). The increase in overall approximate capacity of some 500 new homes is not significant with regard to such strategic allocations and SA – generally, such an increase will enhance the positive effects on socio-economic SA Objectives; strong mitigation for any increased pressures on SA Objectives for protecting environmental factors is provided through other Polices and principles/requirements set out in DSNEW1 – overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2015 & February 2016). 

	
	Appendix B: Vision & Strategic Objectives for MM17 & DSNEW1
	As above

	MM18

DSNEW2


	Safeguarded Land: 

Changes to safeguarded land including removal of SA Milverton and new land identified on policies map SA South of Westwood Heath Road. 
	A number of refreshed and new site appraisals were undertaken and the SA findings presented in Appendix III & summarised in the main text of the SA Addendum Report (February 2016).

S1 Land south of Westwood Heath Road had not previously been subject to comparative SA with the allocated site option H42, so undertaken and reported in this Further SA Addendum Report (Appendix II, February 2017). 

	MM19

Policy DSNEW3
	Former Police HQ, Leek Wootton: The new policy has been amended to reflect discussion at the Examination with an additional criterion (h) that requires the developer to enter into an agreement/agree a mechanism in order to provide certainty both the new housing & the Woodcote House conversion are delivered simultaneously or within mutually acceptable timescale. 

Small boundary change. 

	The new policy was subject to SA & the findings presented in Appendix III of the SA Addendum Report (February 2016). 

The further changes with boundary change & a new criterion (h)provide mitigation measures to help ensure delivery of 2 elements of proposed development providing further certainty for the previous SA findings – overall, not significant with regard to the SA. 

	MM20
Policy DSNEW4
	SP1 & 2 allocated for provision of outdoor sport as in Proposed Modifications. 
	Addressed in the SA Addendum Report (February 2016) but incorrectly listed as DSNEW5 on page 21. 

	MM22

Policy EC3


	Protecting Employment Land & Buildings: additional text to Policy with new Clause (e) specifying DS16 & E2 as the sub-regional employment land – thus providing clarification; further information on reasoning for protection of employment land & the former Green Belt status of locations provided in additional paragraph 3.43a in Explanatory Text. 


	Additional Clause (e) in Policy & additional paragraph in Explanatory Text provide explicit clarification. 

Overall the changes do not significantly affect the findings of the previous SAs (February 2015 & February 2016).

	MM24

Policy TC6/7
	Primary Retail Frontages: Additional paragraph 3.76 in Policy to address vacancies for long periods; additional paragraph 3.78 in Explanatory Text provides further information & clarification. 
	Further details for clarification that will enhance positive effects on SA Objectives for economy & communities but helping to ensure that retail units do not remain vacant for long periods. Overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017). 

	MM29

Policy CT5 
	Infrastructure Contributions to Meeting Places, Cultural Facilities & Public Art: 

Policy deleted. 
	Covered by other Policies, so deleted to avoid duplication. Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM30

Policy CT7 
	Warwick Castle/St Mary’s Lands, Warwick: 

Additional paragraph 3.142a requiring that the Masterplan should be kept under review & any other development proposals not included in the Masterplan will only be considered in the light of (a) to (e) & other policies in the Plan. 
	The additional requirement makes explicit that the Masterplan should be kept under review and this ensures that mitigation measures are in place to resolve any potential negative effects removing any uncertainty from the previous SA findings. However, overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM31

Policy MS1
	University of Warwick: 

Additional Policy text that defines 4 elements that the Masterplan should identify; the importance of the University in supporting the local economy is further set out in new text in the Explanatory Text. 
	The specific requirements set out in (c) require demonstrating how proposals will mitigate any potential adverse impacts, providing strong mitigation measures that will remove any uncertainty from the previous SAs. However, overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM32 

Policy MS2
	Major Sites in the Green Belt:

Updating and clarification with rewording of Policy & Explanatory Text 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM33

Policy HO
	Overarching Policy on Housing:

Additional text updating for the uplift in housing to meet the unmet need arising from outside the district. 
	The uplift in housing was subject to SA with the findings presented in Appendix III and summarised in the main text of the SA Addendum Report (February 2016), accompanying the Proposed Modifications on public consultation. No further SA studies needed here now. 



	MM34

Policy H1
	Directing New Housing:

Confirmation of modifications to address the uplift in housing & as proposed in February 2016; addition of “as shown on Policies Map” in Clause (b); clarification in Clauses (d) & (e) to set out where development will or will not be permitted in the countryside. 
Additional information in the Explanatory text that defines open countryside, clarifies the Council’s position with regard to contribution to local unmet housing need, and explains the approach for small scale development. 
	The additional text, particularly in Policy Clause (d) provides clear mitigation measures for potential effects of small scale development on settlements, capacity of infrastructure & services, sustainable transport, and environmental factors. Generally, this will confirm the likely positive effects identified from previous SAs and remove any uncertainties by confirming mitigation for potential negative effects – both for individual settlements and cumulatively for the whole District. 
Overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM35

Policy H2
	Affordable Housing: 

Additional text for updating and clarification in Policy; additional text to explain about the contribution to meeting Coventry’s affordable housing needs in Explanatory Text.  
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM36

Policy H3
	Affordable Housing on rural Exception sites: 

Changes to Clause c) I & iii for clarification. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM37

Policy H4 
	Securing a Mix of Housing:

Additional text in Policy “including the housing needs of different age groups”; also in Explanatory text “…including older people”. 
	Making explicit the needs of different age groups will confirm positive effects for SA Objectives on housing, communities & health/well-being. 

Overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM38

Policy H5
	Specialist Housing for Older People:

Additional text in Policy for clarification. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM39

Policy H7
	Meeting the Accommodation Needs of Gypsies & Travellers: 

Clarification regarding the production of a Gypsy & Traveller DPD and ensuring that the District’s transit need will be met.  
	As reported in the SA Report (February 2016), the policy amendments provide further flexibility in meeting specialist housing needs within the District to ensure that these needs can be met. This may help to increase the significance of positive effects on housing and communities and health, however, overall the changes do not significantly affect the findings of the previous SA (February 2015).

Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM40

Policy H8
	New Gypsy & Traveller Sites: Text amendments on co-location for clarification. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM41

Policy H10
	Bringing Forward Allocated Sites in the Growth Villages: 

Amending new paragraph 4.77 in Explanatory Text to make it clear that a collaborative approach will be encouraged. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM44

Policy H13
	Replacement Dwellings in the Open Countryside:

Amendments for clarification. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM45

Policy HNEW1
	Custom & Self-Build Housing Provision: The new policy encourages developers to include dwellings for sale as self-build, custom-build or self-finish opportunities. The policy and supporting text set the parameters for this requirement, and the justification for the inclusion of these opportunities, in line with the Self-Build and Custom Housebuilding Act 2015.
	The new policy will increase the mix of housing types within the District and expand opportunities for residents in choosing a home that is best suited to them. This also allows for development to cater for specialist needs (e.g. adaptable accommodation for the elderly and disabled) with the potential for major positive effects on housing, communities and health. The new policy was subject to SA and the findings presented in the SA Addendum Report (February 2016). 
A key change from Proposed Modifications to Main Modifications is the removal of reference to sites over 100 dwellings – this will confirm the likely cumulative positive effects identified in the SA Addendum (February 2016) by not limiting possibilities to large developments. The further significant change is that proposals are now” encouraged” rather than “required” to consider custom & self-build which may introduce some uncertainty into the previous SA findings. However, overall, it is considered that the potential for positive effects remains – and this will be cumulative for the District in the longer term.

	MM46

Policy BE1
	Layout & Design:

Amendments for clarification, including explicit mention of retention of sustainable water management features, and access to water bodies/watercourses.
	Confirms mitigation measures with neutral or positive effects on SA Objectives for water quality & flood risk. Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).



	MM47

Policy BE2 
	Developing Significant Housing Sites:

Confirmation of amendments to include clarification of guidance & Clause (k) protection/enhancement of the historic environment. 
	Confirms mitigation measures with neutral or positive effects on SA Objectives for the protection of the environment. Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM48

Policy BE5
	Broadband Infrastructure:

Developments “encouraged…” to provide. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM49

Policy BE6
	Electronic Communications: 

New policy for updating Plan to reflect requirements of national policy for LPAs to support the expansion of electronic communications. 
	New Policy & needs to be subject to SA to the same level of detail & in same style as other Policies. 

	MM50

Policy TR2
	Access & Choice:

Amendments for clarification – addition of “emergency services” to Criterion (b); “where practical” to Criterion (d); clarification in Explanatory Text paragraph 5.40 regarding updating in line with guidance on low emission vehicles. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM52

Policy TR3
	Transport Improvements: 

Policy deleted. 
	Covered by other Policies, so deleted to avoid duplication. Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM54

Policy TR5
	Safeguarding for Transport Infrastructure:

Criterion (b) Kenilworth Station deleted & “areas of search for park & ride” added; Explanatory text changes set out the need for one P&R facility to the south of Warwick/Leamington & one to the north, former no longer needed as met by planning permission, latter – 2 areas identified. 
	Updating to reflect changed need since planning permission granted. Safeguarding land for Park & Ride sites will progress SA Objectives for sustainable transport and health/well-being. Overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM57

Policy CC2
	Planning for Renewable Energy & Low Carbon Generation: 

Amendments for clarification; addition of new Criteria (h) & (i) relating to wind energy proposals & support from the local community. 
	Changes will provide further specific mitigation measures for potential negative effects on SA Objectives for communities but overall, not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM58

Policy CC3
	Buildings Standards “& other Sustainability” Requirements:

Updating to reflect relevant national standards. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	MM60

Policy HE1
	Designated Heritage Assets & their Setting: 

Policy deleted and replaced by new policy wording & associated explanatory text – for clarification & updating in line with NPPF requirements. 
	New wording ensures mitigation measures are clearly in place to protect heritage assets and their settings, removing any uncertainties and confirming neutral or positive effects for SA Objectives on historic environment – this will be cumulative in the longer-term overall. 

	MM61-63

Policy HE2, HE3 & HE4 
	Conservation Areas; Historic Parks & Gardens: 

As above for HE1. 
	As above for HE1. 

Changes to explanatory text for deleted policy HE4 provides detailed information on Historic Parks & Gardens, including listing those of national and local importance – this will help confirm mitigation measures are in place for any potential negative effects, removing uncertainty and confirming neutral or positive effects for SA Objectives on historic & landscape assets. 

	MM65

Policy HE6
	Archaeology:

Updating in line with NPPF & additional information provided in the Explanatory Text
	Additions to explanatory text provides detailed information on archaeology– this will help confirm mitigation measures are in place for any potential negative effects, removing uncertainty and confirming neutral or positive effects for SA Objectives on the historic environment and recreation/education/well-being.

	MM74


	Delivery & Monitoring: 

Changes to provide clarity on reviewing the Plan – as set out in Policy DS20; further information/explanation setting out relationships between LP and NP Policies. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).

	Policies Map


	Amendments to reflect changes to policies and site allocations. 
	Not significant with regard to the previous SA findings (February 2016 & 2017).


Appendix II:
New & Refreshed SA of Site Allocation Options

Key:

	Categories of Significance

	Symbol
	Meaning
	Sustainability Effect

	++
	Major Positive
	Proposed development encouraged as would resolve existing sustainability problem

	+
	Minor Positive


	No sustainability constraints and proposed development acceptable

	=
	Neutral


	Neutral effect

	?


	Uncertain
	Uncertain or Unknown Effects

	-
	Minor Negative


	Potential sustainability issues: mitigation and/or negotiation possible

	--
	Major Negative
	Problematical and improbable because of known sustainability issues; mitigation likely to be difficult and/or expensive

	+
	-


	SA Objectives 2, 5, 6, 13 and 14 consider more than one topic/ issue and as a result there is the potential for different effects upon each topic considered.  For example, Objective 2 has decision-aiding questions that relate to encouraging the use of public transport, walking and cycling as well as reducing traffic congestion.  Development could have a negative effect on traffic; however, it could also improve public transport or provide new cycle/waling routes with a positive effect. Therefore, two symbols would be shown.

	
	


	Options: Westwood Heath


SHLAA Ref: C13 (Lodge Farm, Westwood Heath Road) = H42 in Policy DS11 for Proposed Main Modifications; part of C31 (Hurst Farm) = S1 safeguarded land in Proposed Main Modifications 

	SA 

Objectives

Appraisal Summary
	Economy
	Sustainable transport  
	Reduce need to travel
	Waste & Recycling
	Prudent use of land and natural resources
	Landscape & Biodiversity 
	Built environment
	Historic environment
	Air, water & soil quality
	Climate change mitigation
	Climate change adaptation - flood risk
	Housing needs
	Local services & community facilities
	Health & well being
	Poverty & social exclusion
	Crime

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16

	H42 (C13)


	+
	+
	-
	+
	-?
	--
	-?
	=?
	?
	=
	=
	-
	-
	=
	++
	+
	+


	+
	=?

	S1 (part of C31)
	+
	+
	-
	+
	-?
	--
	-?
	=?
	?
	=
	=
	-
	-
	=
	++
	+
	+
	-?
	+
	=?

	Summary:

Development at both these site options has the potential for a significant medium to long term positive effect on SA objectives relating to housing. There will also be indirect positive effects on economy (potential increase supply of labour and consumer spending in the area), local community services (likely increased use), health & wellbeing, and poverty & social exclusion (access to good quality housing). For Option S1, the potential loss of a playing field, sports ground, and allotments in the north east corner could have minor negative effects on SA Objectives for health/wellbeing; however, this could be mitigated through careful layout/design and avoidance or provision of facilities nearby – some uncertainty at this stage. 

In relation to travel and transport, the options have good access to public transport with bus stops on Westwood Heath Road with positive effects.  Potential for negative effects on SA objective 2 (sustainable transport) through increased levels of traffic on the surrounding road network.  The Local Plan includes policies to ensure that traffic and transport issues are identified and that appropriate mitigation measures are implemented as well as introducing requirements for developers to contribute to transport infrastructure improvements.  Suitable infrastructure improvements would be required to ensure that there are no adverse effects on the surrounding road network.  The Warwickshire Local Transport Plan 2011-2026 LTP3
  identifies congestion monitoring routes to the west of Warwick and strategic transport assessments indicate that further housing development within the District has the potential to have significant impacts on traffic along key routes and at key junctions, increasing journey times and reducing average speeds
.  

It is understood that capacity should be capped at 425 dwellings for either of these site options until adequate road infrastructure is in place. Submission Local Plan Polices seek to minimise the impact of development on the existing highway network and ensure that a choice of transport modes is available.  Policy TR2 requires all large scale developments to be supported by a Transport Assessment and where necessary a Travel Plan.  Policy TR3 seeks contributions towards transport improvements from all developments that will lead to an increase in traffic. Both site options include pathways that connect with the urban area of Westwood Heath & potential for positive effects for reducing the need to travel to nearby services & facilities; also possibilities for enhancing the sustainable transport network with cycleways and improved linkages.

There are likely to be negative effects as waste will be created in the short-term during construction and in the longer term by additional households generating waste.  However, recycling is encouraged through other policies and there may be opportunities for local facilities, including community composting, so some uncertainty at this stage.  
Development at both site options would lead to the loss of Greenfield and Green Belt Land with the potential for a significant long term negative effect on SA objectives for the prudent use of land.  There is the potential for a long term major negative effect on landscape as the parts of the site have been identified as being of high landscape value
; however, updated landscape studies
 identified that there are opportunities for development in these options without substantial adverse impacts to the wider landscape setting or Green Belt function – some uncertainty remains at this stage until detailed project design. 

There are no international, national or local nature conservation designations on the site options
 although The Pools, a local wildlife site, is adjacent to the south of option S1, and Bockendon Grange Pond & Black Waste Wood are potential SINCs nearby to the south of option H42. Policies are in place in the Local Plan to encourage sustainable design; to protect and encourage enhancement of the natural environment; and to include provision for green infrastructure; these will provide mitigation measures with potential for residual neutral effects. Policy NE3 supports development provided that it protects, enhances and/or restores habitat diversity.  Development proposals must ensure that they lead to no net loss of biodiversity and where possible net gain, protect or enhance biodiversity assets and avoid negative impacts on existing biodiversity.  There may be opportunities for enhanced green infrastructure, for example, enhancing linkages & improving network of footpaths with potential for minor positive effects but uncertain at this stage. 

Any development proposal will need to comply with Built Environment Policies (BE1-3) and it is assumed that all can help create and maintain safe, well-designed and high quality built environments with neutral or potential positive effects but uncertainty at this stage. 

There are no listed buildings, scheduled monuments or Conservation Area on or adjacent to the site
 with likely neutral effects; however, the presence of any important archaeology is unknown. 

Air, light and noise pollution are likely to increase - particularly in the short term during the construction phases and this may affect the residential areas to the North of the site options. It is considered that suitable mitigation measures are set out through development management policies in the Local Plan and will also be available at the project level to address negative effects. Effectiveness depends on detailed design and implementation - it is recommended that there should be a requirement for an EMP (construction & occupation); overall residual neutral effects. 

Option C13 (H42) is Grade 2 agricultural land and option C31 is a mix of Grade 2&3 agricultural land, so both options have the potential for loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land with loss of the soil resource and overall negative effects that will be cumulative in the longer term.  
The site options are not within an area of high flood risk
, so neutral effects predicted. 

The effects on Crime are uncertain at this stage and will depend on the design and layout finalised at the development management level and likely to be at least neutral for any development as will be guided by Policies BE1-3 and in line with Submission Local Plan Policy HS7, it is assumed that the design and layout of any proposal for development at this site could incorporate Secured by Design Standards.  
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