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Introduction

AECOM has been commissioned by South Lakeland District Council to undertake a sustainability
appraisal (SA) in support of the Publication version of the South Lakeland Development
Management Policies DPD September 2017 (the ‘DPD’).

At present, planning applications in South Lakeland outside the National Parks are assessed against
policies in several documents; the Core Strategy, the Land Allocations and the ‘saved’ policies of the
South Lakeland Local Plan 2006, (which were adopted in 1997), as well as taking into account
national policies. The new Development Management policies will:

e Fillin any gaps in policy, particularly since the publication of the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) and more recent national Planning Practice Guidance.

e Update policies that are out of date.
Further details can be found on the Council’s website:

http://www.southlakeland.gov.uk/building-and-planning/south-lakeland-local-plan/

Previous Work

AECOM previously prepared an ‘Interim SA Report’, which presented the findings from the
appraisals that were undertaken on policy options and draft policies within the draft DPD (October
2016).

Following consultation on the draft DPD and the interim SA Report a final SA report has been
prepared to guide and inform the publication version of the Development Management Policies,
taking into account the interim SA Report findings and consultation responses. This SA Report
documents the appraisal process in full.

An introduction to Sustainability Appraisal

Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is a process for helping to ensure that Plans achieve an appropriate
balance between environmental, economic and social objectives. SA should help to identify the
sustainability implications of different plan approaches and recommend ways to reduce any
negative effects and to increase the positive outcomes.

SA is also a tool for communicating the likely effects of a Plan® (and any reasonable alternatives),
explaining the decisions taken with regards to the approach decided upon, and encouraging
engagement from key stakeholders such as local communities, businesses and plan-makers.

Although SA can be applied flexibly, it is a legal requirement under the ‘Environmental Assessment
of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (which were prepared in order to transpose into
national law the EU Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive). The regulations set out
prescribed processes that must be followed. In particular the Regulations require that a report is
published for consultation alongside the draft plan? that ‘identifies, describes and evaluates’ the
likely significant effects of implementing ‘the plan, and reasonable alternatives’. The SA/SEA report
must then be taken into account, alongside consultation responses when finalising the plan.

SA/SEA can be viewed as an iterative four-stage process that produces a number of statutory and
non-statutory outputs. As illustrated in Figure 1.1 below, ‘Scoping’ is a mandatory process under
the SEA Directive, but the publication of a scoping report is a voluntary (but useful) output. The

1 Specific references to ‘the Plan’ in this SA Report refer to the Development Management Policies DPD.
2 Which according to the National Planning Policy Guidance (NPPG), with regards to SA/SEA is the Publication version of the Plan at
Regulation 19 stage consultation
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interim SA Report was not a compulsory requirement, but it helped to demonstrate early and
effective engagement.

Figure 1.1: SA/SEA as a four stage process

Plan Process Plan Qutput SEA Process SEA Qutput
e
. . 1 Scoping
Stage 1 Gather evidence Scoping 1 Report
| ___
L 2
f 1 f
I Consultation | Assess ‘reasonable 1 Interim SEA
Stage 2 I documents? | alternatives’ I Reports?
I

Assess the Draft
Plan

Prepare the Draft

Plan Draft Plan

SEA Report

Prepare
‘information on the
decision’

SEA Statement

Finalise the Plan

1.3.5 This SA Report essentially represents the outcome of stages 2 and 3 of this process (though these
are also informed by stage 1).

1.4 The process so far

Stage 1: Scoping

1.4.1 The scoping stage of SA/SEA involves the following key tasks, which are undertaken to identify the
environmental, social and economic issues that should be a focus of the SA/SEA and how the
assessments will be undertaken.

. Reviewing the policy context.
. Establishing the current and projected baseline position for a range of environmental factors.
. Identifying the key environmental issues.

1.4.2 Establishing a methodological framework that will be used as a basis for undertaking assessments
(referred to as a SEA Framework).

o Identifying limitations and assumptions.

1.4.3 After gathering this information, the Council prepared a Scoping Report, to present the scope of the
SA to interested parties.

1.4.4 The Scoping Report was published and sent to the statutory bodies (Historic England, Natural
England, and the Environment Agency) to seek input and feedback on the scope of the SEA. In
particular whether:

. The relevant policy context had been reviewed;

. Up-to-date and relevant baseline information had been gathered;
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1.45

1.4.6

1.4.7

1.4.8

1.4.9

1.4.10

1.4.11

. The most important environmental issues have been identified; and

e The assessment methodology is appropriate.

Following the period of consultation (which lasted 5 weeks between Wednesday 16" September
and Wednesday 215 October 2015), the Council responded to feedback as deemed necessary before
finalising the Scoping Report.

Stage 2: Assessment of Reasonable Alternatives

Stage 2 of the SA/SEA process involves identification and assessment of ‘reasonable alternatives’.
This means comparing different approaches that could be taken to achieve the objectives of the
DPD. In this case, this relates to whether there are different options for policies that will be included
within the DPD.

Chapter 3 of the report explains the process that the Council has undertaken with regards to the
identification and appraisal of alternatives (options).

Stage 3: Assessment of the draft Plan (DPD)

The SA process runs parallel to the preparation of the DPD. Therefore, during the preparation of
the Draft DPD, an assessment was carried out of the emerging / draft policies and the DPD ‘as a
whole’. This allowed the findings of the SA to be taken into consideration before the draft DPD was
finalised. An interim SA October 2016 Report set out an assessment of the Draft DPD at that stage.

Plan making is iterative, and so a further appraisal of the draft final DPD was undertaken prior to
the Publication version of the DPD. This appraisal is documented in the SA Report. In essence
therefore, there have been two rounds of SA during Stage 3 of the SA process; initially the ‘Interim
SA Report’ followed by the ‘SA Report’.

Likely Significant Effects

The likely significant effects of the DPD are discussed both in the individual policy appraisals in
Appendix |, whilst a summary of the appraisal of the proposed policies against the four sustainability
themes is presented in chapter 6 ‘Appraisal Findings of the Publication DPD’.

Mitigation

As part of the SA process, where potential negative impacts arise the SA is to suggest mitigation
measures in order to avoid unacceptable impacts on the social, economic and environmental
conditions within South Lakeland. These mitigation measures have been considered during the
preparation of the Draft DPD and have continued to be considered during the subsequent stages of
plan preparation.
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Introduction

The purpose of the scoping stage is to gather information about the Plan area and its policy context.
This allows for key issues to be identified for which the SA should focus on.  The approach to
appraisal is also set out at the scoping stage, to ensure that stakeholders are in agreement with the
proposed methodologies.

The Council prepared a Scoping Report which presented this information and consulted upon the
report between Wednesday 16" September and Wednesday 21 October 2015. The Council
responded to feedback as deemed necessary before finalising the Scoping Report.

The information and methods outlined in the Scoping Report were used in the appraisal of issues
and options and draft policies. However, it should be remembered that the scope of the SA
constantly evolves as new evidence and information become available. Therefore, the scope has
been refreshed throughout the plan making process to ensure that it remains focused on the correct
issues.

As part of this SA Report, a full update to the Scoping Report is presented in Appendix Ill. This sets
out the most recent baseline information, policy context/review and the methodology behind the
development of the SA Framework; which is key to appraising the Plan.

It should be noted that the baseline update and refresh to the contextual review did not lead to
substantial changes to the key issues identified. Therefore, the SA Framework and methods used

throughout the SA remain appropriate.
The updated key issues and SA Framework are presented in sections 2.2 and 2.3.

Key sustainability issues

Housing

High levels of second home ownership
Housing affordability
Lack of appropriate mix and amount of housing types, sizes and tenures

Economy, Town Centres and Tourism

Relative affluence can disguise smaller areas of relative deprivation.

Young people leaving the area to undertake higher education and often don’t return due to a lack of
suitable jobs and housing affordability

A significant minority of the population have no qualifications.

Tackling vacancy rates in town centres and ensuring viability and vitality of town centres.

Loss of better-paid professional/commercial employment. More people forced to commute out of
District for well-paid work.

Key town centre locations in need of regeneration.

Mismatch between local skills/qualifications and those required for new jobs available.

Low unemployment masks a heavy reliance on often low paid service sector work and lack of variety
in job sectors.

Imbalance between the importance of tourism and culture and the relatively low value outputs and
low waged jobs they create.
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Quality Environment and Quality Design

e The character and distinctiveness of the historic and built environment, cultural heritage and
character is vulnerable to unsympathetic alterations and development and requires protection and
enhancement

e Balancing needs for housing and employment, tourism and leisure with the need to protect highly
valued landscapes, biodiversity and geodiversity, including both protected and non-designated sites
and species

e  Pockets of poor air quality

e  Ensuring that low crime levels remain the norm in the District

e Identified risk of flooding to significant areas, including parts of main towns.

e Enabling the best use of limited brownfield development opportunities;

e Need to reduce high level of domestic waste collected

e Increasing demand for water resulting in over abstraction from catchments and for wastewater
treatment as well as continuing threats of pollution to water resources.

Sustainable Communities and Health and Wellbeing

e Pressure on health services coupled with a lack of Category A Emergency Medical Provision.

e Enhancing opportunities for sport and recreation provision and facilitating healthier lifestyles

e High and increasing proportion of the population is over 60 —implications for services.

e The severity and type of the long-term impacts of climate change are still uncertain. Measures are
required to enable the District to adapt to and mitigate against likely impacts.

e Increasing the proportion of energy use derived from renewable sources and reducing reliance on
fossil fuels

e Reducing waste and increasing opportunities to recycle and compost waste

Sustainable Travel and Access

e Enable people to choose other modes of transport than private vehicles, including safer, active,
sustainable travel

e Supporting the retaining of community facilities and encouraging new facilities and infrastructure

e Poor road and rail infrastructure, particularly regarding access to the west of the District.

e  Traffic congestion and junctions operating at near or above capacity levels in Kendal.

e  Ensuring equalities and fairness in terms of access to services and facilities for all.

10
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23 The SA Framework and appraisal methodology

2.3.1  After identifying the key sustainability issues through scoping, it was possible to establish what the
focus of the SA should be. This culminated in the development of an SA Framework, which forms the
methodological basis for appraising the DPD (and reasonable alternatives).

2.3.2  The SA Framework set out in table 2.1 below provides the basis for the factors for which the DPD (and
reasonable alternatives) has been appraised against. There are four key topics, which each consist of a
series of Sustainability Objectives. Each objective is also supported by a series of sub-questions to help
guide the appraisal process and ensure the key issues are considered.

Table 2.1: SA Topics and corresponding SA Objectives

SOCIAL PROGRESS THAT RECOGNISES THE NEEDS OF EVERYONE

SP1 - To increase the level
of participation in
democratic processes

SP1.1 Will the policy encourage local people and community groups to
become involved?

SP1.2 Will the policy identify and help members of society, including
hard-to-reach groups, to participate fully in the decision-making process?

SP1.3 Will the policy help communities to understand the decision-
making process, their opportunity to influence decisions and how
decisions may impact on them?

SP1.4 Will the policy respect the needs of all communities and future
generations?

SP2 - To improve access to
services and facilities, the
countryside and open
spaces

SP2.1 Will the policy improve the affordability of access for all to services,
essential goods and facilities and green infrastructure?

SP2.2 Will the policy help retain essential local facilities and
infrastructure?

SP2.3 Will the policy help ensure those with disabilities have physical
access to transport, facilities, buildings and public spaces and green
infrastructure?

SP2.4 Will the policy promote and facilitate access to, and opportunities
to enjoy, the countryside, historic environment and green infrastructure?

SP3 - To provide everyone
with a decent home

SP3.1 Will the policy help meet local housing needs, by providing housing
that is of appropriate quality and affordable?

SP3.2 Will the policy provide housing which is resource efficient, and has
a reduced environmental impact?

SP4 - To improve the level
of skills, education and
training

SP4.1 Will the policy help support and deliver education and training to
help everyone develop the values, knowledge and skills to enable them to
live, act and work in society?

SP4.2 Will the policy help the District’s residents adapt to economic
change and obtain new skills and training where necessary?

SP4.3 Will the policy enable people to live sustainable lifestyles?

11
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SP5 - To improve people’s
health and sense of
wellbeing

SP5.1 Will the policy ensure all members of society have access to the
health care they need and to other elements that contribute to health
and well-being?

SP5.2 Will the policy contribute to reducing health inequalities associated
with income, lifestyle and diet?

SP5.3 Will the policy create a healthy, safe and green working and living
environment with low rates of crime and disorder?

SP5.4 Will the policy help improve the quality of life and sense of health
and well-being for everyone in South Lakeland?

SP5.5 Will the policy provide opportunities to undertake physical activity?

SP6 - To create vibrant,
active, inclusive and open-
minded communities with a
strong sense of local history

EN1 - To protect, enhance
and maintain habitats,
biodiversity and
geodiversity

EFFECTIVE PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT

SP6.1 Will the policy promote a sense of community identity, a sense of
place and sense of local history?

SP6.2 Will the policy encourage social inclusiveness and cohesion, and
help continue valued local traditions?

SP6.3 Will the policy promote recreational and cultural activity,
embracing the arts, heritage, the environment, green infrastructure,
dialect and sport?

SP6.4 Will the policy

EN 1.1 Will the policy protect and conserve habitats, species, geological
and geomorphological sites, especially where these may be protected,
rare, declining, threatened or indigenous?

EN 1.2 Will the policy help to ensure biodiversity sustainability by
enhancing conditions wherever necessary to retain viability of the
resource?

EN 1.3 Will the policy minimise adverse impacts on species and habitats
through new development and human activity?

EN 1.4 Will the policy ensure continuity and integrity of ecological
frameworks such as river corridors, coastal habitats, uplands, woodlands
and scrub to enable free passage of specific habitat dependent species?

EN1.5 Will the policy ensure continuity and integrity of ecosystem
services?

12
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EN2 - To conserve and
enhance landscape quality
and character for future
generations

EN2.1 Will the policy protect local landscape quality, distinctiveness and
character from unsympathetic development and changes in land
management?

EN2.2 Will the policy maintain the remoteness and tranquility of rural
landscapes?

EN2.3 Will the policy protect the character and appearance of designated
archaeological sites, historic parks and gardens and their settings?

EN2.4 Will the policy sensitively protect areas of high archaeological and
historic landscape?

EN2.5 Will the policy encourage low-input and organic farming, with
environmental stewardship styles of land management?

EN2.6 Will the policy sustain and extend or enhance elements of green
and blue infrastructure that contribute to character, including ponds,
rivers, lakes, tree cover, hedgerows, woodlands, and sustainable forestry?

EN3 - To improve the
quality of the built
environment

EN3.1 Will the policy protect, conserve and enhance areas, buildings and
features of historic, heritage or archaeological importance and their
settings, character and distinctiveness?

EN3.2 Will the policy ensure that new development is of a high quality,
sympathetic to the character of the built environment, strengthen local
distinctiveness, enhance the public realm and urban green infrastructure
and help create a sense of place?

EN3.3 Will the policy promote repair, maintenance and adaptive reuse of
buildings, incorporating sustainable design, sustainable construction, the
use of locally sourced materials and low impact operation?

EN3.4 Will the policy guide inappropriate development away from flood
risk areas?

EN3.5 Does the policy ensure that where development in flood risk areas
is permitted, the risks to people and property are mitigated?

EN3.6 Will the policy reduce noise levels, light pollution, fly tipping,
‘eyesores’, and discourage graffiti and litter?

EN3.7 Will the policy improve people’s satisfaction with their
neighbourhoods as places to live?

EN4 - To protect, enhance
and maintain green
infrastructure

EN4.1 Will the policy protect, enhance and maintain individual green
infrastructure assets?

EN4.2 Will the policy protect and enhance connectivity between green
infrastructure assets, helping to create and maintain green infrastructure
networks?

EN4.3 Does the policy promote the multifunctional nature of green
infrastructure assets to secure a range of benefits?

EN4.4 Does the policy help to deliver new green infrastructure and ensure
that green infrastructure is an integrated part of new development?

13
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SUSTAINABLE USE AND MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

NR1.1 Will the policy ensure local air quality is not adversely affected by
pollution and seek to improve it where possible using a range of means?

NR1.2 Will the policy limit or reduce the emission of greenhouse gases
and other air pollutants?

NR1.3 Will the policy encourage the use of clean, low carbon energy
efficient technologies?

NR1.4 Will the policy reduce the need to travel by car and promote
NR1 - To improve local air travelling by alternative means such as public transport, cycling or
quality, reduce greenhouse walking?

gas emissions, promote
renewable energy and
energy efficiency and
reduce need to travel NR1.6 Will the policy minimise the risk to people and property from
flooding and surface water drainage issues using sustainable means,
including green infrastructure-based approaches?

NR1.5 Will the policy facilitate switching the transport of goods from road
to rail or water?

NR1.7 Will the policy maximise the use of energy from low carbon and
renewable sources?

NR1.8 Will the policy introduce and encourage sustainable methods of
adapting to and mitigating climatic impacts and changes, including green
infrastructure-based approaches?

NR2.1 Will the policy support the maintenance, and where possible
improvement of the quality and availability of water resources?

NR2.2 Will the policy minimise the risk of water pollution from all
sources?

NR2.3 Will the policy promote the wide use of sustainable drainage

NR2 - To improve and systems and the use of green infrastructure in all aspects of water

. management?
manage water quality and
water resources and NR2.4 Will the policy encourage prudent water usage to reduce pressure
services on water resources and improve demand management for water?

NR2.5 Will the policy help reduce pressure on watercourses/water bodies
from diffuse pollution such as agricultural waste, fertilizer and run-off
from drains and concrete surfaces?

NR2.6 Will the policy align with current or planned sewerage
infrastructure provision?

NR3.1 Will the policy encourage development on brownfield sites?

NR3.2 Will the policy facilitate or promote sustainable remediation
technology to treat contaminated soils?

NR3.3 Will the policy minimise the loss of greenfield sites, green

NR3 - To restore and infrastructure assets, open spaces and productive land?

protect land and soil
NR3.4 Will the policy help to prevent soil degradation, pollution of soil

and use of peat?

NR3.5 Will the policy support the protection of the best and most
versatile soils?

14
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NR4.1 Will the policy minimise the amount of domestic, commercial and
industrial waste generated?

NR4.2 Will the policy increase the re-use, recovery and recycling of
NR4 -To manage mineral waste?

resources sustainably,
minimise waste and
encourage recycling

NR4.3 Will the policy promote the recovery and use of energy from
waste?

NR4.4 Will the policy minimise the extraction, transport and use of
primary minerals and encourage the use of recycled material?

NR4.5 Will the policy help to enable people and businesses to recycle
more easily?

BUILDING A SUSTAINABLE ECONOMY IN WHICH ALL CAN PROSPER

EC1.1 Will the policy help to increase the number, variety and quality of
employment opportunities, including those offered by tourism, social

EC1 - To retain existing jobs enterprise and inward investment?
and create new N EC1.2 Will the policy support local companies and help local businesses
employment opportunities find and take up new opportunities?

EC1.3 Will the policy help retain a skilled workforce and graduates in
South Lakeland?

EC2.1 Will the policy increase access to a range of jobs, through improved

L . o o
EC2 - To improve access to training, sustainable transport and communication links?

jobs EC2.2 Will the policy encourage the location of new employment
opportunities in areas of greatest need?

EC3.1 Will the policy help create the right economic conditions and
infrastructure provision to encourage private sector investment?

EC3.2 Will the policy stimulate the use of local companies, local products,
services, heritage and culture and provide other benefits to different
areas of the local economy?

EC3.3 Will the policy encourage indigenous growth of local firms and
support the growth of local supply chains?

EC3.4 Will the policy encourage diversification, innovation and

EC3 - To diversify and ) . -
entrepreneurship, particularly in rural areas?

strengthen the local
economy EC3.5 Will the policy help to facilitate the provision of financial assistance
to local businesses?

EC3.6 Will the policy help to improve the competitiveness and
productivity of the local economy, increasing GVA?

EC3.7 Will the policy help to increase the environmental performance of
local companies and their products/services?

EC3.8 Will the policy support research and development into
environmental and other technologies?

2.3.4  Each Plan policy has been appraised against the SA Framework, considering potential effects against
each SA Objective (as guided by the sub-questions). The significance of effects has been determined to
take account of those factors outlined in the SEA Directive; including magnitude / scale, duration,
frequency and reversibility (i.e. the ‘extent’ of the effects), the sensitivity of receptors, and the
likelihood of effects occurring. These factors ultimately help to determine the significance of the effects.

15
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2.3.5  For each policy, an appraisal sheet has been completed using the template below (Figure 2.2). The
appraisal findings are discussed under each of the four broad Sustainability Topics, as this aids in
communication of the effects (by keeping the appraisal succinct and proportionate). Though each SA
Objective and supporting questions have been considered, it is not necessary to present the findings
against each individual SA objective. This would lengthen the SA Report, lead to duplication in
assessment efforts, and would not aid in effective engagement with stakeholders.

2.3.6  The recording of effects is set out for each policy (and alternatives) using the classifications set out in
Figure 2.1 below.

Figure 2.1: Appraisal scores and classifications

Sustainability Appraisal of Development Management Policies DPD ‘

Effects Timeframe Geographic Scale
Major Positive (significant) +4 Short Term S Local L
Positive (significant) +2 Medium Term M District Wide D
+1 Long Term L Urban U
No effect 0 Rural R

Negative implications (not significant) -1
Negative effect (significant) -2

Major negative effect (significant) -4
Uncertain  ?

Figure 2.2: Policy Appraisal Template

Policy

SA TOPIC: SOCIAL PROGRESS THAT RECOGNISES THE NEEDS OF EVERYONE

SP1 - To increase the level of participation in democratic processes

SP2 - To improve access to services and facilities, the countryside and open spaces

SP3 - To provide everyone with a decent home

SP4 - To improve the level of skills, education and training

SP5 - To improve people’s health and sense of wellbeing

SP6 - To create vibrant, active, inclusive and open-minded communities with a strong sense of local history

Timeframe
Geographic Scale
Impact Score

Comments
Discussion of effects....

Recommendations

Mitigation and enhancement...

16
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CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

3.1

311

3.1.2

3.2

3.21

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

Background

An important part of the SA process is to identify whether there are different approaches that could be
taken in the development of the DPD. In relation to the DM policies DPD, this means exploring the
different ways in which policies could be delivered.

Alternatives should only be tested in the SA that are ‘reasonable’; which is largely at the discretion of
the Plan making authority (and aided by stakeholders and public consultation). To be reasonable and
to inform a meaningful appraisal process, alternatives therefore need to possess the following
characteristics:

e They relate to the objectives of the Plan being prepared —i.e. they are a potential way of
achieving the Plans objectives.

e They are discrete ways of delivering a policy and not part of a ‘menu’ of different policy
measures that could be included in a range of policy approaches.

e They are not unrealistic or undeliverable.

e They provide sufficient detail to allow for an objective appraisal to be undertaken.

Issues and options

A range of options are often presented at an early stage to invite input from stakeholders on what
approaches they would prefer. This is a useful exercise, and a high-level sustainability appraisal on such
‘options’ can be used to help guide policies as they develop, so that the principles of sustainability are
‘frontloaded’. Sustainability Appraisal can then be used more purposefully to inform policy approaches
at a later stage of plan development when there is more policy detail (i.e. the ‘preferred options’).

Consequently, the Council identified different policy options for the issues set out within the Issues and
Options document. A high level appraisal of these broad options was undertaken by the Council against
the SA Framework using the methodology described in section 2 of this SA Report. This helped to
identify the key advantages and disadvantages relating to the overall approach to policy development.
At this stage, there was less detail, and so the appraisals were necessarily broader in nature, and
intended to help influence the principles for policy development.

The Council identified a range of policy development options in their issues and options paper. The
tables below summarise each topic area, the options identified, and the Council’s rationale for taking

forward the option or not.

The findings of the options appraisals are presented in full at Appendix II.

18
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3.3 Topic Areas where new Development Management Policies are proposed

General Requirements for all development

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Condense requirements into a new single or This option would enable the Council to adopt a
small number of development management consistent approach to the consideration of all
general requirements policies that can be proposals in order to ensure all proposals achieve a
applied to any type of new development. Where | satisfactory standard of development. It also enables
other requirements may need to be applied core planning principles within the NPFF to be fully
additional policies would need to be adopted. reflected in local policy.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

+2 +2 +2 +2
This option will have positive impacts for social progress objectives in terms of helping to create a clearer
decision making framework and help people better understand the process and how decisions will be made.
Overall it will assist with the consistency of decision making. Overall it provides scope to cover additional
elements not already covered in other policies to better address current issues and meet the range of
sustainability objectives.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain current policy position, include similar | This option would not enable the Council to ensure
standard requirements within a set of policies decisions on development proposals are considered in a
for various types of development. consistent manner, and it limits its ability to take

account of NPPF elements and any other policy aspects
not currently reflected in local policy.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

N N N N
This option would result in the status quo being maintained, and result in no impact in terms of how current
policy performs against SA objectives. It would therefore introduce missed opportunities in terms of
realising SA objectives to their fullest.
Include no new policy or policies setting out | It is considered the Core Strategy doesn’t provide an
such requirements and instead rely on the appropriate policy context for considering development
application of national and Core Strategy proposals against a common set of standard requirements
policies. that are necessary for Development Management decision
making. Relying on National Policy may leave the authority
with a policy vacuum should this be reviewed and changed,
and it doesn’t allow local circumstances to be applied.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
? ? ? ?

This option would result in an uncertain outcome in terms of performance against sustainability objectives.
The impacts would depend on whether other elements of existing policies that are deleted are already
covered by national and Core Strategy policies and whether they are still required — if no real difference then
the impacts would be neutral. It also creates uncertainty as it would be more vulnerable to national policy
changes and does not create a clear decision making framework at a local level.
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Quality Design

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy setting out a list of This option would enable a policy to be adopted that
specific design principles that should be incorporates current/new guidance, builds on the merits of
applied to development as a whole. existing local plan policy and ensures all proposals are

considered against a set of design principles as appropriate.
It would enable a consistent and clear approach to decision
making when assessing the design merits of any scheme.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 +1/+2 +2

This option would deliver positive impacts in terms of achieving the range of objectives as it provides an
opportunity to include many elements that contribute to these objectives in one policy. It also enables an
opportunity to provide a framework for a forthcoming SPD which would enable a clearer decision making
framework to be introduced through provision of clearer guidance over Council expectations.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain current policy position, resulting in This option presents missed opportunities, and limits the
the retention of policy S2, S13, S14, S15, C5 Council’s ability to incorporate principles and guidelines

and Tr6a in part (non-reference to parking) that are in line with more common practices and
and associated guidance in their present current/new guidance in respect to assessing the design
state. merits of a scheme, thinking about the role design has to

play in context of other policies. Current policy does have a
number of merits though and where the case it is
considered appropriate to carry these through into the new

policy
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N

This option maintains the status quo and therefore will have a neutral impact.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

No longer apply any such policies or guidance | This option would leave the Council with a weakened policy
and rely on national and Core Strategy with regard to how design should be considered when
policies. This option would result in the assessing planning applications. It would make for less clear
saved Local Plan policies becoming decision-making and possibly result in various standards of
redundant. design (both poor and high quality) being achieved.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 -2 -2 -2
This option would result in a policy with negative impacts, as it would weaken the Council’s decision making
process, and result in missed opportunity to ensure design is considered holistically with other policies
enabling SA objectives to be most fully realised.
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Historic Environment

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new historic environment policy with | This option would enable a policy to be adopted that
amended/updated criteria to accompany the | incorporates current/new guidance, fulfilling the NPPF
Core Strategy, resulting in the replacement of | requirements and building on the merits of existing local
saved Local Plan policies. plan policy. It will ensure that all proposals are considered
against a set of clear requirements that protect and
enhance the historic environment. It will enable a
consistent and clear approach to decision making for
designated and non-designated heritage assets.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

+1 +1 ? +1
Although the sustainability benefits will depend on the precise content of the new Historic Environment
policy, this option offered greater potential for positive impacts than other options. These included greater
weight being given to public benefits of heritage, a simpler decision making framework, improving the
quality of the built environment and the ability to employ a locally specific approach.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain the current policy position, This option would mean that gaps would remain in the
resulting in the retention of policies C15, C16, | Council’s fulfilment of the requirements of the NPPF,

C18, C19 and C20. meaning that this is not a reasonable alternative. Similarly,

some out-of-date policy elements would remain and
opportunities to improve the policies would be lost.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
Not assessed as concluded not a reasonable alternative
During the SA it was concluded that this policy was not a reasonable alternative as it would leave the
Council’s Local Plan non-compliant with the NPPF in terms of the weight to be placed on the significance of
heritage assets and details as to how non-designated assets should be treated.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

No longer apply any such policy and rely only | This option would mean that the Council would not be

on national and core strategy policy. This fulfilling the heritage-related requirements for Local Plans

would result in saved Local Plan policies as set out in the NPPF. Most elements of the currently

becoming redundant. extant policies remain well-used in Development
Management.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-1 -1 0 -1
Potentially, this option could also be considered not a reasonable alternative as it would not set out the
NPPF requirements, leaving them open to case-by-case, inconsistent consideration and leaving gaps in
policy provision. This option would not proactively conserve local heritage and non-designated assets would
have no protection.
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Green Infrastructure and Open Space

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy with This option would enable a new policy to be adopted that filled
amended/updated criteria to capture | existing gaps in policy, including a lack of clarity on the

issues not fully addressed by existing requirements for new open space in terms of quantity and
policies to complement the financial contributions. It also allows for a more comprehensive
application of Core Strategy policy. approach to Green Infrastructure to be taken, including the
protection and enhancement of trees, hedgerows and woodlands
and taking better account of its multiple benefits and the
appropriateness of different types in different contexts.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 +2 +2 +2

The SA shows that this option would enable the retention of still useful elements of old local plan policy and
existing policy whilst filling known policy gaps and allowing opportunities to be taken to improve the
existing approach.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain the current policy position, Taking this approach would mean that gaps in important policy
resulting in the retention of existing detail would remain and opportunities to improve the policy
saved Local Plan policies in their would be missed

present state.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N

The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that maintaining current policy on Green Infrastructure would, overall,
result in no net change in impact on the four elements of the appraisal. Whilst current benefits would
continue, policy gaps would remain. The SA notes that negative impacts could be mitigated in part by
production of an SPD and the application of the policies but that policy provision to fill the existing gaps
would be most beneficial.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?
Rely only on NPPF, Core Strategy and Taking this approach would mean that gaps in important policy
Land Allocations policies detail would remain and that useful elements of old local plan

policy would not be carried forward/replaced

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
0/-2 0/-2 0/-2 N/-2
The SA shows that this option would maintain many of the basic principles relating to Green Infrastructure
but would risk uncertainty due to NPPF changes, would lose locally specific approach, would miss
opportunities and would allow policy gaps to remain.
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Creation and Protection of Recreation Routes

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy for all recreation This option would enable the Council to adopt a policy that not
routes with amended/updated criteria | only seeks the protection of designated rights of way, but also
for considering any proposal that may | other pedestrian and cycle routes where possible. It also would

affect them. This would involve enable the Council to further elaborate on expectations regarding
replacing saved Local Plan policies provision of pedestrian and cycle access in new developments. It
L10, L11 and L12. will help to embed Council objectives around promotion of active
travel.
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 +2 +2 +2

This option provides opportunity for policy provision to contribute further to social progress objectives
(access to services and facilities, the open countryside and open space, health and well-being), environment
(biodiversity) in particular, by covering other routes. It also provides the potential to contribute to
environment objectives by enhancing the role of such routes as sustainable means of travelling, as well has
having a recreational value.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain current policy position, This option would result in a policy position that remains silent on
resulting in the retention of policies how the Council will consider proposals affecting other pedestrian
L10, L11 and L12. and cycling routes, and how the Council will encourage new

walking and cycling routes in new developments. It would result in
a missed opportunity to embed Council objectives around
promotion of active travel.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
0 0 0 0
This option would result in a neutral impact as it maintains the status quo.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

No longer apply any policies and rely This option would result in a policy gap for determining proposals
on National and Core Strategy Policies. | affecting public rights of way and other routes, and also lack of
This would result in policies L10, L11 reference to how the Council will encourage new walking and
and L12 becoming redundant. cycling routes in new developments. It would result in a missed
opportunity to embed Council objectives around promotion of
active travel.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 -2 -2 0/-2
This option would weaken support for SP objectives through to loss of criteria and locally defined policy
provision.
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Sustainable Drainage Systems

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy that sets This option would enable the Council to adopt a policy that sets out the

specific requirements for preferred approach to management of surface water disposal and

determining planning ensure this issue is covered in policy. It is also considered necessary in

applications in relation to order to emphasise current and new guidance and practices with

sustainable drainage systems. regard to foul water disposal and treatment. It would result in the
plugging of a policy gap.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 “ +2

This option will have positive impacts especially with regard to environment and natural resources
objectives. It will also have positive impacts for health and well-being and ensuring houses and other uses
are safeguarded from flood risk. It will result in a clearer decision making process in terms of the Council’s
expectations regarding how surface and foul water disposal should be considered, and will ensure any
current and emerging best practice and local guidance is used to inform decisions in order for proposals to
show they have satisfied policy requirements.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Continue to rely on National | This option will result in a policy gap, and prevent the Council from applying

and Core Strategy Policies any local guidance/standards, which may mean decisions are made that do
and National not fully reflect the local context/circumstances. It will be a missed
Guidance/Standards. opportunity in terms of preventing the Council from adopting a policy clearly

setting its expectations with regard to how surface and foul water should be
disposed of. Uncertainty may result should National Policy be lost or altered.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N
This option will have a neutral impact as it maintains the status quo. It will result in missed opportunities for
realising SA objectives to their fullest.
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Pollution
Preferred Option Why is it preferred?
Adopt a new policy that provides This option would enable the Council to set out specific
more detailed requirements to requirements relating to all forms of pollution to be covered in a
mitigate and reduce levels of pollution | policy in a collective manner. It would result in the plugging of a
from a development. policy gap in this respect.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

0/ +1
This option will have positive impacts by improving the degree to which current policy achieves social,
environment and natural resources objectives. It provides an opportunity to improve clarity of approach
with respect to how policy is used to determine the degree to which proposals will be exposed or create
pollution / contamination impacts

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?
No Policy — rely on National Policies This option would result in missed opportunity to introduce locally
and associated guidance. specific measures and policy. It would maintain a policy gap with

regard to how pollution will be considered.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N/-2 N/ -2 N
This option will have neutral impacts in the main, but a negative impact if Policy C5 is lost all together.
Uncertainties may remain should National Policy and Guidance be lost or altered.
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Telecommunications and Broadband — High Speed Broadband for New Development

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy with amended/updated This option offers the opportunity for the Council to
criteria and requirements and include promote the provision of high speed broadband in new
broadband provision, resulting in the developments and improve coverage.

replacement of policies S28 and C18.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

2 N/+1 N/+1 +2
This option would bring social benefits in terms of increasing people’s digital connectivity, enabling them to
access facilities and service online more easily. It could help reduce the need to travel and resultant carbon
emissions through people being able to work at home and making more sustainable commuting choices. It
could provide benefits for the economy as high quality digital connectivity is a key factor for successful
businesses.
Maintain the current policy position, resulting in | The existing policy position does not include any
the retention (or combining) of policies S28 and reference to broadband provision and this option would
C18. not therefore allow the Council to ensure broadband
connectivity is given due consideration early on in the
planning application stage.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N

This option would maintain the status quo and not therefore result in any different impacts than at present.
Current policies do not address broadband provision therefore this option would be missing opportunities
to promote better digital connectivity and the benefits it brings such as greater business opportunities, the
reduced need to travel, better access to services and facilities.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

No longer apply any such policy and rely only on | This would not allow the Council to ensure broadband
national policy. This option would result in connectivity is given due consideration early on in the
policies S28 and C18 becoming redundant. planning application stage.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N
This option would be missing opportunities to promote better digital connectivity and the benefits it brings
such as greater business opportunities, the reduced need to travel, better access to services and facilities.
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Parking Provision

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy combining existing This option would enable the Council to set out its position on
policies and including a reference to how | how decisions relating to parking standard requirements will
current requirements and local guidelines | be made in accord with local circumstances. It would enable
will be applied. current policies relating to car parking to be condensed into
one policy. It would enable the Council to set out a range of
factors that would be taken into consideration in a consistent
way when assessing any proposal requiring car parking

provision.
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 +1 +2 +2

This option has potential to improve access to services and facilities thereby contributing positively to social
progress objectives. It may also facilitate journey transfer to other forms of sustainable, health-promoting
travel such as walking, cycling and public transport and therefore contribute positively to
environment/natural resources objectives. It may also improve the effective operation of local businesses.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain current policy provision This option would result in lost opportunity to introduce any
locally specific standards, which may mean the Council will be
unable to respond to local circumstances effectively. It also
would result in a missed opportunity to condense current
policy into one, and ability to apply a range of factors to the
consideration of all proposals requiring car parking provision.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISALS SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
0 0 0 0
This option would result in a neutral impact as it maintains the status quo.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

No Policy —rely on National and Core This option would result in lost opportunity to introduce any
Strategy Policies locally specific standards, which may mean unable to respond
to local circumstances effectively. It would also result in a
policy gap as there will be no local specific policy setting out
the range of factors to consider when determining level of car
parking provision.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 -1 -1 -2
This option would weaken policy in relation to social objectives (addressing needs of everyone — reference
to mobility impaired), potential for appropriate improvements —environment, natural resources.
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Safeguarding Land for Transport Infrastructure Improvements

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy for all recreation routes with | This option would enable the Council to set out its
amended/updated criteria for considering any support for retention and enhancement of disused
proposal that may affect them. This would railway lines and the canal, whilst also emphasising how
involve replacing saved Local Plan policies L10, development should be encouraged which maximises

L11 and L12.

their wider benefits.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress

Environment

Natural Resources

Economy

+2

+2

+2

+2

This option provides opportunity for policy provision to contribute further to social progress objectives
(access to services and facilities, the open countryside and open space, health and well-being), environment
(biodiversity) in particular. It also provides the potential to contribute to environment objectives by
enhancing the role of such routes as sustainable means of travelling, as well has having a recreational value
and economic spin off value, thus contributing to economy objectives.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain current policy position This option would result in missed opportunity to
combine current policies into one, and emphasise how
development should be encouraged which maximises
the wider benefits of the canal and disused railway
lines.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
0 0 0 0
This option would result in a neutral impact as it maintains the status quo.

Alternative Option

No policy — rely on National and Core Strategy

Policies no local policy in place encouraging the reinstatement
of the canal and disused railway lines for
walking/cycling purposes or development that
enhances their wider social, economic, historic value.

Why is it not preferred?
This option would result in a policy gap, there would be

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 -2 -2 0/-2
This option would weaken support for SPA objectives, it loses an opportunity to embed principles around
sustainable/active travel through to loss of criteria and locally defined policy provision.

*Note this topic was the subject of the protection and creation of recreation routes Sustainability Appraisal
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Housing Optional Technical Standards — Accessibility and Adaptability

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Introduce the new optional building regulations in
relation to accessibility and adaptability.

This option would enable the Council to make sure
new homes are more accessible and adaptable to
help meet people’s changing needs better,
particularly its ageing population.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 0 0 0

This option would help provide people with decent homes, it would help improve people’s health and

wellbeing through living in more suitable homes, and would help maintain inclusive and mixed communities
by enabling people to stay in their homes and communities when their needs change.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Do not introduce the optional standards.

This option would not enable the Council to meet its

housing needs properly.

SUSTAINABILITY AP

PRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment

Natural Resources

Economy

-2 0

0

0

This option would not help provide decent homes for everyone. It would result in more people living in
unsuitable homes, with increased risks of accidents and health issues, or having to move homes as their
needs change, leading to negative health and wellbeing impacts.

Self-Build and Custom Build Housing

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy to support in principle self-build
and custom build housing.

This option would raise the profile of self-build in
the Council’s planning policy framework and set out
clear guidance for prospective self-builders.

SUSTAINABILITY AP

PRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment

Natural Resources

Economy

+2 N/+2

N/+2

+2

Maintain the current policy position, encouraging
(but not requiring) self-build and custom build
housing, through existing national policy and
existing relevant local policy and planning guidance.

This option may help more people to meet their own housing needs and provide themselves with decent
homes in convenient and sustainable locations for their lifestyles, contributing to social progress SA
objectives. Many self-builders seek higher environmental standards and ‘greener’ builds, opening up
possibilities for positive environmental and natural resource impacts.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

This option would not offer explicit support for self-
build and custom build through planning policy.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment

Natural Resources

Economy

N N

N

N

therefore be any impacts in SA terms.

This option would maintain the current baseline position and result in the status quo. There would not
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Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Adopt a policy which requires a percentage of plots | The Council does not consider that it has sufficient
on larger sites above a specified size threshold to be | evidence of self-build demand at this time to justify
made available for self-build or custom build requiring the provision of such plots on larger
housing. development sites.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
+2 /42 ?/+2 N
This option would broaden the choice of new homes available and empower some people to meet their
own housing needs and tailor new homes to their own needs and lifestyles. Many self-builders seek higher
environmental standards and ‘greener’ builds, opening up possibilities for positive environmental and
natural resource impacts.

Housing Development in Small Villages and Hamlets

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy and/or planning A new policy provides opportunity to set out a more consistent
guidance to: approach to small scale new development on the edge of small
- Define what comprises a small village | villages and hamlets, to replace ‘infilling and rounding off’. It
or hamlet; has the potential to provide a more consistent approach which
- Amend or clarify the definition of takes full account of the form and character of the village in its
infilling and rounding off. landscape setting. A new policy also can also help provide
define what is (or is not) meant by a ‘small village or hamlet’.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

+2 -2 -2 +2
The Sustainability Appraisal weighs the advantages and disadvantages of either a more permissive or more
restrictive policy, but the scoring assumes the net result will be a small increase in the amount of amount of
small scale development on the edge of small villages and hamlets. The draft policy would therefore have
some benefits in terms of meeting additional housing need, including more opportunities for self-build and
custom build housing. It would also generate additional economic activity. However it will have some
disadvantages in terms of additional impact on the environment and natural resources.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain the current policy position in Maintaining current policy would not result in any short term
CS1.2, without further definition of small improvement in terms of clarifying the definition of a hamlet
villages and hamlets, or of what or small village. Also it would not help improve the definition
constitutes infilling and rounding off — of ‘infilling and rounding off’ or provide a more satisfactory
with a view to reviewing this aspect of alternative approach on the scale and form of acceptable
strategic planning policy in the development on the edges of small villages and hamlets.
forthcoming single Local plan review.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N
The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that maintaining current policy on infilling and rounding off would
result in no net change in the impact on the four aspects of the appraisal. It notes that negative impacts will
be mitigated in part by other existing policies and suggests that a less restrictive approach could have some
social and economic benefits through meeting additional housing need and additional economic activity.
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Rural Exception Sites

Preferred Option \ Why is it preferred?

Adopt new policy or amend existing policy to: This option is preferred as it will make clear the Council’s
position that a small proportion market housing will to
- Clarify that a small proportion of market enable the delivery of affordable housing, provided it is
housing may be accepted to enable supported by an independent viability assessment. This
affordable housing delivery; may encourage more (appropriate) rural exceptions sites

to come forward which will help meet affordable need. A
- To encourage or require a proportion of | revised policy also provides opportunity to encourage
housing to be for self-build or custom house | self-build and custom build housing and to clarify the
building. Council’s position on Starter Homes in relation to rural
Exceptions sites.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

+2 -2 -2 +2
The amended policy may encourage more Rural Exceptions sites to come forward as a result of clarifying
that a limited proportion of market housing may be acceptable where necessary to deliver affordable
housing. The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that while the potential for additional (small scale)
development may have some negative impacts for the environment and natural resources, it would also
have a positive impact in meeting more affordable housing needs and achieving wider economic benefits.

Alternative Option \ Why is it not preferred?

Maintain the current policy position in CS6.4 Maintaining current policy would

e discourage rural exceptions sites by not making clear
that national policy provides for accepting a small
proportion of open market housing to improve the
viability and delivery of affordable housing.

e not make clear the Council’s position on the
acceptability of Starter Homes on Rural Exception
Sites.

e lose the opportunity to encourage the provision of
self-build and custom build housing.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N
The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that maintaining the current rural exceptions site policy would result
in no or limited change in regard to impact on the four elements of the appraisal. It indicates that the
negative consequences of maintaining the existing policy would be mitigated by taking full account of
national policy and any new policies to encourage self-build and custom build housing.
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Essential Dwellings for Workers in the Countrysid

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy with amended/ updated criteria
resulting in the replacement of saved Local Plan
policies H9 and H10.

e

This option is preferred as it would give full
opportunity to update and improve existing policy
and in particular to take the opportunity to
introduce the restriction that only temporary
dwellings will be permitted for businesses in
operation for less than three years.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 N N N/+2

Maintain the current policy position, resulting in the
retention of policy H9 and H10 in its present state.

This option is not preferred because it would not
result in the updating and improving of existing

introduce the restriction that only temporary
dwellings will be permitted for businesses in
operation for less than three years.

The proposal to allow only temporary dwellings for new businesses would have some negative implications
for those seeking a new (permanent) home. A temporary dwelling could have some negative impacts on the
environment and natural resources but these are offset by avoiding the negative consequences of
developing a permanent dwelling for a new business which ceases to operate. Allowing a temporary
dwelling (rather than no dwelling) to new businesses would support rural diversification.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

policy. In particular it would miss the opportunity to

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
N N N N

The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that maintaining

natural resources ;and offer more support to agricultu

No longer apply any such policy and rely on national
and core strategy policy. This option would result in
policy H9 and H10 becoming redundant.

current policy unchanged would have a neutral

impact on each element of the appraisal. It suggests that an improved policy which provides clearer
guidance on when a new permanent dwelling is acceptable ;could have benefits for the environment and

re and other rural businesses.

This option would remove the benefits of a local
policy with criteria which make clear how national
policy will be applied locally. In particular it would
not introduce the restriction that only temporary
dwellings be permitted for businesses in operation
for less than three years.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 -2 -2 ?/-2

The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that the absence of a detailed local policy framework would offer less
certainty for decision making, with negative impacts for all aspects of the appraisal. For example it could

environment and natural resources through less

mean:
e That housing needs are less likely to be met in an appropriate way
e That negative impacts would increase for the
effective management of development
e reduced business confidence
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Conversion of Buildings in Rural Areas

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy with amended/ updated criteria | This option is preferred as new and improved policy
resulting in the replacement of saved Local Plan (subject to its specific content) provides opportunity
policies H11 and H12. to improve policy guidance in ways which result in
more appropriate building conversion to residential
use; achieve higher quality design; minimise
landscape impact and strengthen the local rural

economy.
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
0/+2 0/+2 0/+2 0/+2

The impact of a new policy depends on its specific content but has potential to impact positively on each
aspect of sustainability appraisal. In terms of social progress new policy has potential to result in more
appropriate conversions to residential use which meet the need for new homes. In regard to the
environment new or amended policy could require higher quality building design and in locations which
minimise landscape impact. In terms of the economy, new policy has potential to encourage and guide
building conversion for various types of employment use which would strengthen the local economy, and
increase employment in rural areas.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

Maintain the current policy position, resulting in the | Maintaining current policy would not provide
retention (or combining) of policies H11 and H12. opportunity to update, improve or simplify current
policy.
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
0 0 0 0

The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that maintaining the current policy position would not result in any
different impacts than currently experienced. In practice the expansion of permitted development rights
provides greater scope for conversion than was available under Local Plan policy.

Alternative Option Why is it not preferred?

No longer apply any such policy and rely only on No longer having a local policy framework risks
national and core strategy policy. This would result building conversions taking place in less appropriate
in policies H11 and H12 becoming redundant and sustainable locations and being developed to a

lower standard and quality.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY
Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy
-2 -2 -2 -2
The Sustainability Appraisal indicates that no longer applying policies H11 and H12 would increase
uncertainty in the absence of a clear, local decision-making framework. This is likely to result in poorer

quality decision making, with a risk of negative impacts on various aspects of social progress, the
environment, natural resources and the local economy.




South Lakeland District Council — Final SA Main report - Development Management Policies DPD Publication Version

Community Facilities

Preferred Option Why is it preferred?

Adopt a new policy with This option would enable the Council to adopt a policy that can be
amended/updated criteria resulting in | applied to all proposals affecting a community facility in a

the replacement of saved Local Plan consistent manner. It would enable updates to be made regarding
policy H13. the type of criteria that should be applied when considering any

proposal involving the loss of a community facility and to specify
in what circumstance loss may be allowed. It also enables the
Council to specify requirements that will be placed on an applicant
in terms of the type of evidence that will be needed to support
any planning application.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY

Social Progress Environment Natural Resources Economy

+2 +2 +2 0
Although the sustainability benefits will depend on the precise content of the new loss of community
facilities policy, this option offered greater potential for positive impacts than other options. These included
ability to apply a policy to all types of community facility against loss to all non-community uses, 