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1. Scoring System

The following scoring system is applied although a smaller range of scoring options will be used against some criteria as appropriate (in
brackets, the source of information used to derive scores for each criteria is shown):

v'v' Contributes significantly towards sustainability objectives

v Contributes moderately towards sustainability objectives

~ Neutral (may include positive and negative effects balancing one another out)
X Detracts moderately from sustainability objectives

XX Detracts significantly from sustainability objectives

? Unknown

SP1

Access to a Village Hall or other civic buildings (GIS layer showing location of village halls with buffer rings to indicate distances)

v'v' More than one VH or CB in settlement

v One VH or CB in settlement

~ Haven’t got one in settlement, but one nearby (about 2km walking distance)
X No VH or CB in settlement or nearby

SP2
Access to a shop selling goods to meet day-to-day needs (GIS layer showing location of shops with buffer rings to indicate
distances, local knowledge of type of shop/goods sold)

v'Y" Shop within 500m

v Shop between 500m and 3km away
~ Shop 3-5km away

X Shop over 5km away
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SP3

No criteria were used to assess sites against this objective as all housing sites will automatically help to provide people with homes and all
employment sites will support access to homes by helping to raise average incomes and provide jobs, which in turn will help people to access
housing.

SP4
Access to educational facilities (GIS layer showing location of schools with buffer rings to indicate distances)

Primary Schools

v'v' Primary School within 500m

v Primary School within 1km

X Primary School within 3km

XX Primary school over 3km away

Secondary Schools

v'v' Secondary school within 1.5km

v Secondary school within 3km

X Secondary school within 5km

XX Secondary school over 5km away

SP5
Access to health services (GIS layer showing location of village halls with buffer rings to indicate distances)

v'v' GP surgery within 1km

v GP surgery 1-4km

X GP surgery 4-6km away
XX GP surgery over 6km away
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SP6
Location in relation to existing communities® (maps, local knowledge and aerial photographs)

v'v' Site is within an existing community

v Site is on the edge of an existing community
~ Site is attached to an existing group of buildings no more than around 2km from an existing community
X Site is attached to an existing group of buildings over around 2km from an existing community

XX Site is not with a group or is attached to an existing group that is over 2km from an existing community

EN1
Protecting and enhancing biodiversity and potential to contribute (GIS layers of sites of biodiversity importance and species records)

To score this criterion, notes were made as to any biodiversity/geodiversity designation of species recorded that might be affected by the site.

EN2
Effect on landscape character (maps, local knowledge and aerial photographs)

v'v' Potential for significant positive effect on landscape character

4 Potential for moderate positive effect on landscape character
~ Likely neutral effect on landscape character
X Potential for moderate negative effect on landscape character

L within existing community does not automatically mean within the development boundary, this criteria relates to the sense of being within
community rather than access to services.
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XX Potential for significant negative effect on landscape character

EN3

Effect on built environment and potential to contribute (GIS layers showing Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings, local
knowledge, aerial photos)

v'v' Clear potential to significantly improve built environment, including where this would enhance the setting of a listed building or SAM

v Clear potential to moderately improve built environment, including where this would enhance the setting of a listed building or SAM
~ Limited potential to improve built environment but no evidence to suggest negative effects to built environment likely
X Moderate potential to detract from built environment, including where this would detract from the setting of a listed building or SAM

XX Significant potential to detract from built environment, including where this would detract from the setting of a listed building or SAM

NR1
Effect on air quality (size, development type and location of site, local knowledge, proximity to known areas of air quality issues)

v'v' Potential to significantly contribute to addressing air quality issues

v Potential to moderately contribute to addressing air quality issues
~ Limited potential to contribute to addressing air quality issues but no evidence to suggest exacerbation of them
X Potential to moderately exacerbate air quality issues

XX Potential to significantly exacerbate air quality issues

NR2
Water supply and effect on water resources and services (comments provided by United Utilities)

United Utilities’ comments on sites were used to ‘score’ against this criterion. In cases where they did not comment, a *?’ is given as the score.
There are many sites that had not been put forward for consideration at the time that UU made comments on sites and thus, many have been
given a ‘?’, whilst there are others that UU simply chose, for whatever reason not to comment on. Sites proposed subsequently have still been
commented on by United Utilities, although the comments have not been used to rescore sites in relation to the SA.

NR3
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Greenfield or Brownfield (local knowledge, maps, aerial photos)
Along with the score given, it was also noted if the site could be considered infill or rounding off e.g. even if a site scored XX it could be more
favourable if it was also a rounding off site.

v
v
X
XX

NR4

Brownfield site within existing development boundaries

Brownfield site on edge of settlement

Greenfield site within existing development boundaries

Brownfield site not joined to an existing settlement

Greenfield extension to settlement OR Greenfield open countryside

Proximity to recycling facilities (GIS layer showing location of recycling bring sites with buffer rings to indicate distances)

v'v' Within 500m of recycling site.
v Within 1km of recycling site
~ 1-5km of recycling site

X Over 5km of recycling site
EC1, EC3

Access to further/higher education and training facilities including main adult education centre locations, colleges, universities (GIS
layer showing location of such facilities with buffer rings to indicate distances)

vV
v
X
XX

EC2

Within 1km of further/higher education or training facility

1-4km away from further/higher education or training

4-6km away from further/higher education or training facility

6-10km away from further/higher education or training facility

10 or more km away from further/higher education or training facility

Access to jobs (GIS layer showing location of key employment areas with buffer rings to indicate distances)

v

Within 1km of key employment area
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v 1-4km away from key employment area
X 4-6km away from key employment area
XX 6km or more away from key employment area

Additional cross-cutting criteria (relevant to more than one sustainability objective)

Access to Transport (GIS layers showing bus routes and buffers to indicate distances)

Y'Y Within 0.4km of a frequent bus route

4 Between 0.4 and 0.8km of a frequent bus route
~ Within 0.4km of an infrequent bus route
X Between 0.4 and 0.8km of an infrequent bus route

XX More than 0.8km of any bus route

Access to open space and potential to contribute (GIS layers showing location and type of open spaces and buffer rings to show
their catchments)
A note should be made alongside the score given if the development of a site would result in the loss of Important Open Space.

v'v' Within catchment of at least 3 existing open space typologies

4 Within catchment of at least 2 existing open space typologies

~ Within catchment of at least 1 existing open space typology

XX Not within catchment of any open space typology OR removes provision with little or no potential to contribute to provision

Flood risk (GIS layers showing Fluvial Flood Risk Zones — provided by the Environment Agency)
v'Y' Within Zone 1

~ Within Zone 2

X Within Zone 3a

XX Within Zone 3b

Flood risk (GIS layers showing Surface Water Flood Risk Zones — provided by the Environment Agency)
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v'v" No surface water issues
X 1:200 year occurrence to a depth of >0.1m
XX 1:200 year occurrence to a depth of >0.3m

Potential for incorporating energy efficiency and renewable energy (local knowledge, maps, aerial photos)

v'v' Excellent potential for incorporating energy efficiency and renewable energy

v Good potential for incorporating energy efficiency and renewable energy
~ Some potential for incorporating energy efficiency and renewable energy
X Possible constraints to incorporating energy efficiency and renewable energy

XX Clear constraints to incorporating energy efficiency and renewable energy
Access to Cultural and Leisure facilities (GIS layers showing location of such facilities and buffer rings to show distances)

v'v' Atleast 2 leisure or cultural facilities within 6km.

v At least 2 leisure or cultural facilities within 8km.
~ 1 leisure or cultural facility within 8km.
X 1 leisure or cultural facility within 20km

XX No major leisure or cultural facility within 10km

Potential to use existing recycled materials (maps, aerial photos and local knowledge were used to check whether the development
of a site could use existing buildings)

v'v' Potential for all of development to make use of existing buildings.

4 Potential for part of development to make use of existing buildings and the remainder has potential for use of recycled building
materials.

~ All new build but potential for use of recycled building materials.

X Limited potential for use of recycled building materials.
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Potential for coalescence (maps, aerial photos and local knowledge)

v'v' Development of site has no potential to contribute to coalescence of settlements currently or in the foreseeable future

4 Development of site unlikely to contribute to coalescence of settlements currently or in the foreseeable future
~ Development of site unlikely to contribute to coalescence of settlements now but could in the future
X Development of site likely to contribute to coalescence of settlements now or in the future

XX Development of site will cause coalescence of settlement

Colour Code
v T
XX l
XX .

(NB. Please ignore the [] symbol.)
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Sites are ordered alphabetically and then by number i.e sites with an ‘E’ prefix come first and E23 would come before EN21. Sites with a #
suffix (i.e. most recently proposed sites) come at the end of the list irrespective of their prefix.

2. Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Principal Service Centres

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Village Hall Access to H
; ealth
or Other Educational . : :
Ref. No. Land use Civi Shop A Biodiversity | Services
ivic Facilities: (GPs)
Building P S
E23 E v (though
small S part
v v (but >2km |of site is arious key
away)l vv)y X species v
E23K (proposed E v (though
allocation) small S part
v v (but >2km |of site is arious key
away)! vv)y X species v
E31 (proposed E
allocation)
X (N part of arious key
v siteis ¥) species
E33 (proposed E Sensitive
allocation) vl v vl species n & vl
12

Flood Risk

v v /~(90:10
NW edge
zone 2-3, but
river adjoins
site at N end

Surface water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

200

v

back to top




South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

E34 E
E35 E
E4 (proposed E
allocation)
E49K E
E65 E
EN13 E
EN21

E

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

v v (but >2km |part of site is
away)lJ

Access to

. Health
Educational . : .
Shop Facilities: Biodiversity | Services
P S (GPs)
various key
species
Sensitive
species n &
various key
v v v species.
Y (SE Sensitive
v (though SE [corner of [species n &
tip of site is  [site is \various key
v v Y V)] [species.
arious key
v 50:50 x : ¥ species v
v (though S
arious key
vvY X species vl
\various key
v v v species v
Sensitive
species n &
various key
v v v species v
Sensitive
X (SE part of species n.
v site is ¥) v \Various key v
13

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

200

200

200

v

back to top




South Lakeland Local Development Framework

Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
EN28 (proposed E
allocation)

EN30 E
EN37 E
EN38 E
EN39 E

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health
Services
(GPs)

Y[

X

X (though N
tip of site is

)

species.

arious key
species

arious key
species
\Various Key
spp. Inc. UK
and Cumbria
BAP spp.

14

\Various Key
spp. Inc. UK
and Cumbria

BAP spp.

arious Key
spp. Inc.
protected otter
and UK and
Cumbria BAP
spp.
Immediately
adjacent R.
Mint - part of
River Kent and
ribs. SAC

Flood Risk Surface_water
flooding

v VY [~[xXx/IX

(60:25:13:2

eastern strip
next to river)J

v Vv /X/"'
95:4:1

v v IxxIxI~

70:15:7:8

Location in
relation to
existing
communities
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

M2 (proposed M
allocation)

M35K (proposed M
allocation)

M36K M
M39 M
M4/ON12 M
M40 M
M41K (proposed M
allocation)

M5 M

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Access to

; Health
Educational . : ;
Shop Facilities: Biodiversity | Services
P S : (GPs)
Great Crested
Newt potential
on Northern
65%. Various
v 2 v key species. v
X (though
large S part arious key
of siteis ¥) species 50:50 v:v v
arious key
v v species
Sensitive
species n in
Northern 50% &
v (E part of arious key
v siteis ¥ ¥ ) species
arious key
v species
v (thin S part arious key
of site is x)J species
arious key
v an species an
Great Crested
Newt potential
on Northern
v vl v 90%. Various |v [
15

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

v v IxXxIX
80:10:10C

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

200

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Village Hall Access to Location in

- Health :
or Other Educational L : . . Surface water | relation to
Civic Shop Facilities: Biodiversity | Services |Flood Risk flooding existing

Buildin P S (GPs) communities

Ref. No. Land use

key species.

M8/011 M arious key
X species v ¥ [x 75:250 v

MN22 M arious key
v v species v v

011/M8 arious key
species inc.
otter and
pipistrelle bat
(Cumbria and
UK BAP

0 X species v v [x 75:250 v

02 0 Sensitive
species n

v (E (except

corner of [Southern 10%)
siteis & various key |¥ (E part of
v v v v)l |species site is ¥ v )0

03 0] Sensitive
species n in
Northern 40% &
\various key

v v vl species v

04 0] various key
v v vl species v

16 back to top




South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

05 o]
ON1 o]
ON12/M4 o]
ON5 o]
ONG6 o]
R100

R
R103 (proposed
allocation) R
R104 (proposed R
allocation)

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Acces_s to Health
Educational . : .
Shop o Biodiversity | Services
Facilities:
P S (GPs)
various key
v X v species 2
Great Crested
Newt potential.
x (NW part of \Various key
v siteis ¥) v species. v
arious key
v species
arious key
X species
arious key
X species 50:50 v:v V¥
arious key
species inc.
hedgehog and
pipistrelle bat
(Cumbria and
v (N part of UK BAP
siteis ¥ ¥ )J species) vl
v (W parts of arious key v (W parts of
v site are ¥ ¥ species site are ¥ v
x (Nand S
parts of site arious key
are ¥) v species
17

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

v v IxXxIX
70:20:100

v v [x 60:400

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

20

200

<

200

2

back to top




South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
R107 (proposed
allocation) /R594

R
R117 (proposed R
allocation)/R596
R120

R
R121 (proposed R
allocation)
R124

R
R129 (proposed R
allocation)
R140 (proposed
allocation) R
R141

R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

200

M|

200

v (though
NW part of
site is ¥ ¥ )

v

v

site is ¥

.Y (E part of
siteis ¥ )

Health

Biodiversity | Services

Potential great

crested newts &
arious key

species

Great Crested

Newt potential.
arious key

species.

Great Crested

¥ (N partNewt potential.
X (SW part of |of site is

v V)

arious key
species.

50:50 v:v ¥

(GPs)

v

50:50

VvV

arious key
species

200

arious key
species
Sensitive
species n &
various key
species

X (S part of
site is ¥)

Ml

\various key
species

¥ (NW part
of site is

v

\various key

species

18

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

vQ

200

200

200

200

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
R143 (proposed R
allocation)

R148 R
R149 R
R150 (proposed
allocation)

R
R17 R
R170 (proposed R
allocation)
R27

R
R31 (proposed R
allocation)
R34

R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Shop

Access to

Educational

Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health
Services
(GPs)

VV)

v

v v []

v

v

Y[

vl

Y[

¥ (N part
of site is
X v v

5050 v:v v

v

vl

19

Sensitive
species n &
\various key

species

v

arious key
species

v

arious key
species

v

Great Crested

Newt potential.
arious key

species.

v (though Irg
NW part of
siteis ¥ ¥ )

arious key
species

v

arious key
species
Sensitive
species n &

arious key
species.

arious key
species

Potential Great
Crested Newt

v

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

v V¥ IxXxIX
65:20:150

Y Y IXIXx
70:15:150

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

200
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

R37

R
R44 (proposed R
allocation)
R46 (proposed
allocation) R
R479

R
R480 R
R49

R
R492

R
R493 R

Village Hall

or Other
Civic
Buildin

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

Ml

¥ Ml

Biodiversity

site & various
key species
various key
species

Health
Services
(GPs)

¥

200

| 200

Sensitive
species n in
southern 30%
of site & various
key species

M|

200

M| v [

60:40 v:v ¥

20

various key

species
Sensitive
species n &
arious key
species
arious key
species

arious key
species
Sensitive
species n &

arious key
species.
Sensitive
species n &

M|

Flood Risk

~/ ¥ ¥ 65:35

to E

Surface water
flooding

v v [x 75:250

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

200

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

R498

R
R507 R
R513 R
R536 R
R547

R
R552

R
R56 R
R561 R
R563

R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Access to
Educational
Slef Facilities:
P S
v
v v
v
v v
v (though S |¥ (though
part of site is [thin W part of
vv) siteis ¥ ¥)J
v v
21

Health

Biodiversity | Services

arious key
species

arious key
species
Sensitive
species n &

arious key
species.

arious key
species

arious key
species

arious key
species

arious key
species

arious key
species

arious key
species

arious key
species

(GPs)

Surface water

Flood Risk flooding

~/ v v 65:35
to E

v Vv/[/x
(80:20)

Y Y IXIXx
60:20:200

Location in
relation to
existing
communities
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Village Hall Access to Health Location in
Ref. No Land use| °' Qt_her Shop Educ'a.tl'onal Biodiversity | Services |Flood Risk Surface'water relqthn L
o Civic Facilities: (GPs) flooding existing
Building P S communities
R588 R Potential Great
R590 R
arious key
Species

R594/R107 R
(proposed
allocation)
R596/R117
(proposed
allocation)

R
R609

¥ (NW part of

R ies. siteis ¥ ¥ )
R655

R ies.
R663 R various key | v v /xx/x 80:15:5]v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
R665 R
R674K R
R675K R
R676K

R
R676KE R
R677K R
R97 (proposed R
allocation)
RN100

R
RN101

R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

200

Ml

Y[

Biodiversity

species
Sensitive
species n &
arious key
species.
various key
species

Health
Services
(GPs)

¥

arious key
species

¥

various key
species

v

v (though N
tip of site is

v V)

Y (SW part of
site is ~)

v (though S
part of site is
v vl

23

\various key

species

v

arious key
species
arious key
species
Sensitive
species n in
Northern 40% &
arious key
species
arious key
species

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

20

Y v [xx/x 65:30:5]v

v V¥ [xIxx 85:12:3

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
RN117 R
RN132

R
RN133 (proposed R
allocation)
RN134 R
RN136

R
RN137

R
RN154 R
RN169 (proposed R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Acces_s to Health
Educational . : .
Shop o Biodiversity | Services
Facilities: (GPs)
P S
Y (SW part of arious key
siteis ¥ ¥ ) species 50:50 v:v ¥
v (SW part of arious key
v site is x)0 species. v
Great Crested
Newt potential.
arious key
X species.
Southern 40%
potential great
crested newt
site. Various v (S part of
v v key species.  |siteis ¥ ¥ )
arious key
v X species v
v (though
large S part
of site is arious key
v v vyl species
v (though W
part of site is arious key
vv)y an species v
vl vl v arious key vl
24

Flood Risk

Surface water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

2

2
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Village Hall Access to Health
or Other Educational . : .
Ref. No. Land use - Shop A Biodiversity | Services
Civic Facilities: (GPs)
Buildin P S
allocation) species
RN174 Sensitive
species n &
arious key
R v species.
RN181 (proposed R
allocation)
Sensitve
species n.
v v (but >2km arious key
away)d 5050 ¥:¥ Y [X species. v
RN46 v v (but >2km arious key
R away)’l v X species v
RN47 v ¥ (but >2km arious key
R away) v X species v
RN96 R arious key
v species
RN98 arious key
R v v species
RN99 R Sensitive
species n &
arious key
species
numerous key
EN48# E vl v v[] Ispecies - birds v
25

Surface water

Flood Risk flooding

v V[~ xxIXx
(85:10:4:1
northern edge
zone 2-3, but
site lies next
o river)d

/¥ 60:40

v v [x 50:500

~/X (70:30 W
end zone 3a

v v [xx 70:300

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
MN27# (proposed
allocation) M
RN228#
(proposed
allocation) R
RN235# R
RN253# R
RN254# R
RN297# R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Buildin

Biodiversity

Access to
Educational
Shop Facilities:
P S
v
v
vI] X vI]
v Y Ix 75:150 v
v v v [¥ 70:30
v v v [¥ 50:50
26

numerous key
species --
including
mammals

numerous key
species - birds

numerous key
species --
including
mammals -
rad Orchard
on site
numerous key
species --

Health
Services
(GPs)

v

. Surface water
Flood Risk flooding
XY ¥ [Ixx
~ /¥ ¥ 80:20 50:30:20

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

v
Y ¥ [x/xx 80:18:2 v
Y v [xIxx 80:18:2 vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Village Hall Access to Location in
. Health :
or Other Educational . : : . Surface water | relation to
Ref. No. Land use - Shop o Biodiversity | Services |Flood Risk : .
Civic Facilities: (GPs) flooding existing
Buildin P S communities
including
mammals
RN299#
(proposed numerous key
allocation) v v v[] |species -- birds v v
Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal
Green-
Landscape , : . field or . Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
E23 E No surface water to foul
-~ ewer - UU v
E23K E
(prOpo_Sed No surface water to foul
allocation) = ewer - UU i
E31 (proposed E X Consider setting
; of Watercrook
allocation) Roman Fort and LB " (thoggh. small NE
@ Helsington Mills _[X ? ip of siteis¥ ¥ )
E33 (proposed E No surface water to foul
allocation) X ~ X ewer - UU ~ ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or : Education
Ref. No. |Lan Built envn Air li Water I R lin -
€. NO 20E LsE character uiite quality Sl SUTIER brown- ecycling and Training
field
E34 E No surface water to foul
= = X ewer - UU
E35 E X (Consider setting
of Greenside
= Limekiln) X ?
E4 (proposed E X Consider setting
allocation) of Watercrook Service provisions across
Roman Fort, LB @ IA591 (water, gas,
Helsington Mills & communications and foul
LBs @ Helsington drains) would be
X (CL) Laithes roblematic and costly
E49K E
~ (CL) = ?
E65 E No surface water to foul
X (CL) ~ X ewer - UU
EN13 E X ~ X ?
EN21 X Consider effect on
Listed Gazebo at
Boundary Bank
E ~/X House
EN28 E
(P rODO_SE'd X (Consider setting
allocation) of LB Mint Cottage)
EN30 E X Consider setting
of Watercrook
Roman Fort and LB V (thoggh_ small SW
@ Helsington Mills _[X ? ip of site is ~)[J vl
EN37 E X Consider setting
of Watercrook ~ v

28
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal
Green-
Landscape . : . field or . Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
Roman Fort, LB @
Helsington Mills &
LBs @ Helsington
Laithes
EN38 E X Consider
setting of Listed
Helsington
Laithes Manor
and bridges X
EN39 E X Consider
setting of Mint
House LB X 2
M2 (proposed M No surface water to foul
; sewer and public sewer
allocation) crosses - no build over. ¥ (though S part of
X ~ X Drainage issues - UU site is ~)[ v
M35K M ~ consider effect on
(proposed ieBmg‘SOf't g
: S pital tfarm
allocation) and Garden House
Hotel ?
M36K M X ~ ? vl
M39 M X (CL) = X ? ~
M4/ON12 M X (consider setting
of and potential
damage to Natland
Mill Beck Bridge and
adj. Ice House -
e both listed and X ?
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or : Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
natland Mill Beck
Farm House, also
listed)
M40 M X Consider setting
of Helme Lodge and
Natland Mill Beck No surface water to foul
X (CL) F'house LBs X sewer - UU v
M41K M X Consider effect on
LB and listed
(pmpo.SEd footbridges at No surface water to foul
allocation) X (CL) Helsington Laithes X sewer - UU E
M5 M No surface water to foul
ewer also aqueduct and
public sewer cross - No
= X build over - UU ~ v
M8/011 M X (consider setting
of listed blgs at No surface water to foul
Spital Farm) ewer - UU ~
MN22 M X (CL)(is quite
well screened by  |X Consider effect on
trees but would LBs at Birk Hagg
involve removal of (farm & Parkside
a lot of trees House/Parklands  [X ? ~ v
011/M8 X (consider setting
of listed blgs at No surface water to foul
O Spital Farm) ewer - UU ~
02 0] X (CL) (butis
quite well No surface water to foul
screened ~ X sewer - UU ~
03 (0] Remote from water/sewer
= X network - low water ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or : Education
Ref. No. |Land use Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl Recyclin -
character q y PPY | brown- ycling and Training
field
pressure area - viability
risk? - UU
04 @) Remote from water/sewer
network - low water
pressure area - viability
= X risk? - UU
05 0]
= X ?
ON1 o X consider effect on
setting of LB
Raysholme@Oxenh ¥ (though SE part of
X olme farm X ? site is ~)0
ON12/M4 0] X (consider setting
of and potential
damage to Natland
Mill Beck Bridge and
adj. Ice House -
both listed and
natland Mill Beck
Farm House, also
~ listed) ? ~
ONS5 0] X (consider setting
of listed blgs at No surface water to foul
Spital Farm) ewer - UU ~
ON6 0] X (Consider setting
of listed blgs at No surface water to foul
Spital Farm) ewer - UU ~
R100 No surface water to foul
R - X sewer - UU ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or , Education
Ref. No. |Lan Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl Recyclin -
€. NO 20E LsE character uiite q y PPY | brown- ycling and Training
field
R103 No surface water to sewer
- water main crosses
(propo_sed north of site - no build
allocation) R X (CL) ~ over -UU
R104 R No surface water to sewer
(prOpo_Sed X Consider setting - sewers cross site - no
allocation) X (CL) of Helme Lodge LB build over - UU v
R107
(proposed
allocation) No surface water to foul
R594 R = = sewer - UU = v v
R117(proposed R
allocation) No surface water to foul
R596 X = ewer - UU ~ v i
R120 X consider effect on No surface water to foul
setting of LB sewer and aqueduct and
Raysholme@Oxenh sewers cross the site - no v (thOl..lgh. small NW

R olme farm build over - UU ip of siteis ¥ ¥ )1
R121 R
(proposed No surface water to foul
allocation) X = X ewer - UU
R124 No surface water to foul

R = = ewer - UU
R129 R X (CL) (would |~ Consider poss
(proposed involve removal of |effect on Greenside No surface water to foul
allocation) a lot of trees) Limekiln - adj. CA ewer - UU
R140 No surface water to foul

R X (CL) X Consider setting sewer - UU

32
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal
Green-
Landscape , . . field or , Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
(proposed of Helme Lodge LB
allocation)
R141 No surface water to foul
R X (CL) ~ X sewer - UU ~ vl
R143 R
(propqsed No surface water to foul
allocation) X (CL) = X sewer - UU ~
R148 R XX (but
infills
between two
No surface water to foul setctions of | * (though thg Sma"
~ ~ ewer - UU houses NW part of site is ~)0 |v
R149 R Sewage and water
X (CL) = ervices inadequate - UU -~ v
R150 X consider effect on No surface water to foul
roposed setting of LB ewer and aqueduct
g|)|0 Cpation) Raysholme@Oxenh rosses south east of site v (thOUQh SE part of
R ~/IX olme farm no build over - UU ~ site is ~) v
R17 R No surface water to foul
X = ewer - UU ~ N v
R170 R
(pmpo_SEd No surface water to foul
allocation) = ewer - UU ~
R27 No surface water to foul
R ~ (CA) X sewer - UU ~
R31 (pFOposed R No surface water to foul
allocation) = = sewer - UU ~ ~
R34 No surface water to foul
R X (would also ~ sewer - UU ~ (butis vl v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal
Green-
Landscape , . . field or , Education
Ref. No. |Land use Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl Recyclin -
character q y PPY | brown- ycling and Training
field
involve removal of only within
a lot of trees) boundary
due to other
unbuilt
allocations
and is not
adjacent
other
buildings)
R37 Remote from water/sewer
network - no surface
R X (CL) ~ X water to foul sewer
R44 (proposed R No surface water to foul
allocation) = = X sewer - UU
R46 (proposed Jls\lo surface water to foul
allocation) R ~ (CL) = X ewer - UU
R479 X (would change No surface water to foul
R character of area) |~ X sewer - UU v (garden)]
R480 R No capacity issues or
underground apparatus
~ (CL X recorded - UU ~ = v
R49 No surface water to foul
sewer and public sewer
crosses - no build over -
R = X uu v
R492 No surface water to foul
R X ~ (CA) X isewer - UU ~ =
R493 R X (CL) (v. steep,
rises well above No surface water to foul
existing houses) |~ (adj. CA) X lsewer - UU = 5050 v:.v v

34 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or : Education
Ref. No. |Land use Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl Recyclin -
character q y PPY | brown- ycling and Training
field
R498 X (consider setting No surface water to foul
of listed blg large sewer and water main
house called crosses - no build over -
R = Collinfield to south) [X UuU
R507 R X (Castle How SAM No surface water to foul
X nearby, in CA) X sewer - UU
R513 R No capacity issues or
underground apparatus
~ -~ recorded - UU
R536 R No surface water to foul
ewer and public sewer
rosses - no build over -
~ X uu
R547 No surface water to foul
R = = ewer - UU
R552 No surface water to foul
R ~ ~ X sewer - UU ~
R56 R part ~ part
XX hough f
Public sewer at west of  |(essentially "_(t ol W part o
~/X = X site - no build over - UU__[rounding off)|Site is ¥)
R561 R X (removal of a lot
of mature trees X (Consider setting
required to of Kendal castle No surface water to foul
develo SAM in CA) X sewer - UU
R563 No surface water to foul
X (Consider setting ewer and public sewer
of LB next to Pixel rosses - no build over -
R mill, Appleby Rd) Uy
R588 R = X No surface water to foul
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal
Green-
Landscape , . . field or , Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
sewer and public sewer
crosses - no build over -
uu
R590 R X (consider setting
of listed blgs
Parkside House and No surface water to foul ~(th_ough NW corner
~ (CL) Parklands to south) [X sewer - UU of site is ¥) v
R594/R107 R
(propo_sed No surface water to foul
allocation) ~ ~ X sewer - UU ~ v vl
R596/R117(pro
posed . No surface water to foul
allocation) R X ~ X sewer - UU ~ v vl
R609 /Aqueduct at southern .
boundary of site - no build ¥ (though long thin E
R X (CL) = X over - UU part of site is ~)(I v
R655 ~ (no
apparent
logical
No capacity issues or reason for it
. underground apparatus  [to be within
R ~ (CL) ~ (adj.CA) X recorded - UU boundary)
R663
R ~ ~ ?
R665 R X (would change
character of area >
lots of trees would No surface water to foul (garden
have to be felled) |~ X sewer - UU [ =
R674K R ~ (CL) = X ? E
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or : Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
R675K R X/~ (CL) = X ?
R676K R X (CL) = X ?
R676KE R X (CL) = X ? v
R677K R = = X ?
R97 (proposed R X Consider setting
allocation) of Ntland Mill Beck
Farmhouse Helme No surface water to foul
X (CL Lodge LBs X sewer - UU
RN100 R X ?
RN101 R X ?
RN117 R ~ (within town but
rises very steeply " (though S part of
here = X ? site is ~)0
RN132 X (Consider setting
of LB and listed
footbridges at
R Helsington Laithes) [X ?
RN133 R
(proposed
allocation) = = X ?
RN134 R X Consider effect on
LB at Birk Hagg
X (CL) farm X ?
RN136 R X (CL) = X ?
RN137
R ~/X (part CL) |~ ?

37
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Green-
Landscape , . . field or : Education
Ref. No. |Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brown- Recycling and Training
field
RN154 R X (consider setting
of listed blgs
Parkside House and ~ (though small W part of
Parkslands to south)[X ~ site is ¥) v
RN169
RN169M
(proposed
allocation)incl
udes small
site/excluded
R480 R X (CL) = X ~
RN174 X (consider setting
of LBs at Town
R = View, in CA) X v
RN181 R , Majority ¥ (though W
~ d ff 5
(propo_sed Setct?n';‘s'ofer efecton part of site ¥ ¥ and
allocation) LBs@Spital farm small NE tip of site ~)
RN46 X Consider effect on
LB at Gilthwaiterigg ¥ (though small N
R X (CL) farm part of site is ~)[J v
RN47 v (though thin NE
R X (CL) = proportion of site is ~)|v
RN96 R
= X an v
RN98 X (Consider setting
of LB next to Pixel
R mill, Appleby Rd) v
38 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Recycling

Education
and Training

Green-
Ref. No. |Land use Lcahngrzté?gre Built envn Air quality Water Supply E?cl;\j/v(r)\r
field
RN99 R v (in CA)J X ?
ENA48# E ~ - -
MN27#
(proposed
allocation) M ~ v X ?
RN228#
(proposed
allocation) R ~ vh . 5
RN235# R X X - -
RN253# R X ~ ?
RN254# R X 5
RN297# R X ? largely XX
RN299#
(proposed
allocation) R X ~ X >

Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

39
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Energy Culture
Ref. No. Land use Acpess to Transport Open Space | Efficiency/Renew- | and Recyqled Coalescence
jobs . materials
ables Leisure
E23 E
v v IXXI~ (50:30:20)~
E23K (proposed E
allocation)
vl v IXX/~ (50:30:20)l~
E31 (proposed E
allocation)
~ (hydro?)
E33 (proposed E
allocation)
E34 E -
E35 E ~
E4 (proposed E v VvV [~]XX
allocation) (50:40:6:4)0 ~ (hydro?)
E49K E v an ~
E65 E v (small SE
part of site is
v VY] v I~
EN13 E
EN21 ¥ (NW tip of site
E isY ¥ )l ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal
Energy Culture
Ref. No. Land use AC(.:;;: to Transport Open Space | Efficiency/Renew-| and r'?g;gﬁ:g Coalescence
J ables Leisure

EN28 (proposed E -

allocation) v -

EN30 E v VY I=IXX ~(and would swallow

50:40:8:20 ~ (hydro?) up farms)

EN37 E v ¥ (but would

contribute to
~ (small part in swallowing up
catchment of 1 Helsington Mills
type)~ (hydro?) hamlet)

EN38 E v v (but would
~ (small part in swallow up
catchment of 1 Helsington

type)~ Laithes hamlet)]

EN39 E v v (but would

swallow up
Becks Mills
~ (hydro?) Farms hamlet)

M2 (proposed M

allocation)

M35K (proposed M

allocation)

M36K M

M39 M
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
M4/ON12 M
M40 M
M41K (proposed M
allocation)

M5 M
M8/011 M
MN22 M
011/M8

O
02 o
03 o
04 0

Access to
jobs

Transport

Energy Culture
Efficiency/Renew-| and
ables Leisure

Recycled

Dl Sl materials

Coalescence

¥ (hydro potential)]

~ (but would swallow
up Helm Lodge)

42
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

allocation) /R596

Ref. No. Land use AC(.:GSS o
jobs
05 0] v (though N
part of site is
v v
ON1 O
ON12/M4 o]
ON5 O
ONG6 O
R100
R
R103 (proposed
allocation) R
R104 (proposed R
allocation)
R107 (proposed
allocation) /R594
R
R117 (proposed R

Transport Open Space

Energy Culture

Recycled
materials

Efficiency/Renew-| and
Leisure

ables

Coalescence

l

v [~ ¥ ¥ XX
(60:20:10:10)(]

43

l

¥ (hydro potential)]

~ (and would
wallow up Helm
Lodge)

(and would
ontribute to the
wallowing up of
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Energy Culture
Ref. No. Land use Act_:e;s to Transport Open Space | Efficiency/Renew-| and Re(;yc_leld Coalescence
100 ables Leisure materiais
farms

R120 vv [ ¥ [~[XX

R
R121 (proposed R
allocation)
R124

R
R129 (proposed R
allocation)

R140 (proposed ~ (and would
allocation) swallow up Helm
R odge)
R141 R
R143 (proposed R v (but would
allocation) contribute to the
swallowing up of
farms).|
R148 R
R149 R ~
R150 (proposed
allocation) X (and would
wallow up
R Oxenholme farm)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

R17 R
R170 (proposed R
allocation)
R27 R
R31 (proposed R
allocation)
R34

R
R37

R
R44 (proposed R
allocation)
R46 (proposed

Il i

allocation) R
R479 R
R480 R
R49 R
R492

R

Access to
jobs

part of site is

Transport

Culture
and
Leisure

Energy
Efficiency/Renew-
ables

Recycled
materials

Open Space

Coalescence

X

v (hydro potential)

~ (would contribute
o swallowing up of
arms)

¥ (hydro?)

v (hydro potential)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use

R493 R
R498

R
R507 R
R513 R
R536 R
R547 R
R552 R
R56 R
R561 R
R563 R
R588 R
R590 R
R594/R107 R
(proposed
allocation)
R596/R117
(proposed R

Access to
jobs

v (though W
part of site is
v v

|

|
{
|
|
|
|

Energy

Culture

Recycled

Transport Open Space | Efficiency/Renew-| and materials Coalescence
ables Leisure
¥ (hydro?)

~ (would swallow up
Parkside Lodge and
urrounding houses

(and would
ontribute to the
wallowing up of
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use AC(.:GSS o
jobs
allocation)
R609
R
R655 R
R663
R
R665 R
R674K R
R675K R
R676K
R
R676KE R
R677K R
R97 (proposed R
allocation)
RN100 R
RN101 R

Energy
Transport Open Space | Efficiency/Renew-
ables

47

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

farms)

X (and would
contribute to the
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Ref. No. Land use
RN117 R
RN132

R
RN133 (proposed R
allocation)
RN134 R
RN136

R
RN137 R
RN154 R
RN169 RN169M
(proposed
allocation)includes
small site/excluded
R480 R
RN174

R
RN181 (proposed R
allocation)
RN46 R

Access to
jobs

Transport

Energy Culture
Open Space | Efficiency/Renew- | and r'?g;gﬁ';g
ables Leisure

Coalescence

¥ (hydro potential)

X

v (but would
contribute to the
iswallowing up of
farms).]

~ (hydro?)

v (but would

XX/ ¥ I~ (40:30:30)

iwallow up farms)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kendal

Energy Culture
Ref. No. Land use Act_:e;s to Transport Open Space | Efficiency/Renew-| and Re(;yc_leld Coalescence
J0Ds ables Leisure materials
RN47
X (but N part of

R site is XX) ~
RN96 R ~
RN98 R ~
RN99 R ~
EN48# E v v/v ¥ 60:400 ~
MN27# (proposed M
allocation) v ~
RN228# (proposed R
allocation) v ~
RN235# R v v /~80:200 |~ v ~
RN253# R v xx/~/¥ 50:45:5 |~ = v
RN254# R vl ~ vl v
RN297# R v E v v

R v (although would

contribute to bringing
the edge of the

RN299%# (proposed signﬁ‘?(gﬁg]yeglgser
allocation) v v/¥ v 90:100 |~ = toLane Foot Farm )[J

SA Score Summary (Kendal)
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Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Kendal scores best in terms of access to community centres (village halls), jobs, shops, education and training, health services, a
secondary school and cultural and leisure facilities. Sites also score generally well against access to transport and open spaces as well as in
terms of flood risk and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Kendal sites score least well in terms of impacts upon air quality and take-up of greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against potential for the use of energy efficiency measures and renewables as well as recycled materials in new
developments show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Kendal have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Scores were also generally mediocre against impacts upon biodiversity and the built environment and in terms of water supply and sewerage
capacity as well as in relation to access to recycling facilities, suggesting that Kendal might benefit from further provision of such facilities.

Scores are variable against access to primary schools and in terms of impacts upon landscape and the built environment and potential for
coalescence.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are RN99, RN100, RN101, RN98, R49, R547, R536 and R552.
Sites ON1, R120, EN37, RN47, RN46, EN38 and M5 score least well overall.
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3. Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Land
Ref. No. -
E60

E

RN131 R
(proposed
allocation)
R697 (proposed | R
allocation)
R692ULV R
(proposed
allocation)
M27 M
R689ULV
(proposed
allocation) R
MN17 M

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Access to
Educational
Shefp Facilities:
P S
v (though Irg
NE part of  |¥ (W
site is X & part of
v (W part ofjsml W part of site is
siteis ¥ ¥ )siteis ¥ ¥)I [¥ v )
v vl
v (sml thin N
part of site is
an v v )D
v v
v (W
part of
v (E part of |[site is
vl site is x)J v V)]
v (Irg N part
of site is
v v vl
vi vi

Health Surface
Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk | water
s (GPs) flooding
Xl ¥ ¥ [~
vl 60:30:100
N tip (<5%) UK priority habitat:
coastal & floodplain grazing.
arious key species v
arious key species v
NE & SE 40% in UK priority
habitat: coastal & floodplain vv [X/]~
grazing. Various key species. |v[] 65:30:5
arious key species v X
arious key species vl
SW 70% UK priority habitat:  |v X/ XX 90:10 Y ¥ IxIxx

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

20
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Ref. No.

Land
use

R274 (proposed| R
allocation)
R136 R
RN141 R
(proposed
allocation)
R135/ R242 R
(proposed
allocation)
R242 (proposed | R
allocation) /
R135
R130 R
E30 (proposed
allocation)

E

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston
Eﬁfjf:i\?iSOLOaI - _ Heal_th _ Surface Loca'_tion in
Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk water relqthn to
P S : s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
coastal & floodplain grazing. 85:10:50
Contains orchard. Various key
pecies.
v v XXX
SW 70% UK priority habitat: ~ (65:15:10:5
coastal & floodplain grazing. NE part zone | ¥ ¥ /X/xx
v arious key species. v 1) 70:15:150
80% in UK priority habitat: -
v (N part of coastal & floodplain grazing. v ¥ IXIXx
siteis ¥ Y ) arious key species. V] 60:35:5[]
an an arious key species v v
v v IxxIX
vl v arious key species v 70:25:50 |vQ
v ¥ XXX
v v arious key species v 70:25:50
v arious key species v
v (SW
Y (SW part |partof |UK priority habitat: coastal &
of site is site is loodplain grazing. Various key v ¥ IXIXX
vy vvI) pecies. v 65:25:100
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Land

Ref. No. use
M28 (proposed M
allocation)
R126 (proposed | R
allocation)
R691ULV R
(proposed
allocation)
R123/R156 R
(proposed
allocation)
R156 / R123 R
(proposed
allocation)
MN18 M
E19/M11
(proposed
allocation) E
M11 (proposed M
allocation)/E19
RN130

R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Access to
Educational
Shop Facilities:
P S
v v
v v
v (NE corner
of site is
v D v Vv )D
v (NE corner
of site is
v vyl
v (N part of
an siteis ¥ ¥)J
v (thin E part
of site is
v v vl
v (thin E part
of site is
v vyl
v v

Biodiversity

Health
Service
s (GPs)

Flood Risk

Surface
water
flooding

NE 10% in UK priority habitat:

Location in

communities

relation to
existing

coastal & floodplain grazing. (50:50 v v IXIXX

arious key species. Ve 60:25:150

v v IXxIX
arious key species v 70:20:100 |~
arious key species v

v v IXxIX
arious key species v ~/v ¥ 97:3 80:15:51 |v

v v IXxIX
arious key species v ~/¥ ¥ 97:3 80:15:50

UK priority habitat: coastal &
loodplain grazing. Various key
pecies.

arious key species

arious key species

arious key species

v v IX/IxX
80:12:80
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v v IxxIX
85:10:50

vQ

v v IXx/x
85:10:50
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Land
Ref. No. use
EN23 E
R231 R
R270 (proposed | R
allocation)
EN35 E
RN184 R
(proposed
allocation)
M26 (proposed M
allocation)
R90 R
R283 R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Eﬁ%%i\?iSOLOaI - _ Heal_th _ Surface Loca'_tion in
Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk water relation to
P S : s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
UK priority habitat: coastal &
v (S part of loodplain grazing. Various key
vl site is x)0J pecies. v X
Y (S part
of site is
v v v v arious key species v
7 =
XIXX
v (W tip of (70:25:3:2
siteis ¥ ¥ ) arious key species v NW to SE)JJ
v (W
part of
v (E part of |site is
vl site is x)[J v v arious key species v X
v v arious key species v ~
UK priority habitat: coastal &
loodplain grazing, except SW v v IXIXX
15%. Various key species. v X/~ 50:50 85:9:600 |v[]
arious key species v
vl X v arious key species v X Y ¥ IXIXX
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston
Village Hall Acces_s i Health Surface Location in
Land| or Other Educational A . . . .
Ref. No. - Shop . Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Facilities: s (GPs) floodin existin
Building P S 9 9
communities
55:4:100
M14 UK priority habitat: coastal &
loodplain grazing. Various key
M v pecies.
R277 R
arious key species
R247 R
arious key species
R234 R v(rg E
portion of site
isv¥v) arious key species
MNG6
M vl v arious key species
R237 R
v (S part of
siteis ¥ Y )lv[ arious key species
RN185 R
v ¥ IXIxx
v v arious key species v 75:20:50 |v
R690ULV R
(proposed v v IXIxx
allocation) v v arious key species v 75:20:50 |vQ
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Land

Ref. No. use
EN22 (proposed
allocation)

E
RN193

R
RN3 (proposed R
allocation)
RN178 R
R33 R
R268 (proposed | R
allocation)
EN36 E
R271 R
R266 R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Access to
Educational
Shop Facilities:
P S
4 4
v
4
%4 %4
v (W
part of
v (E part of |[site is
v site is x)[J v v
vQ v

Biodiversity

Health
Service
s (GPs)

Flood Risk

Surface
water
flooding

UK priority habitat: coastal &
loodplain grazing. Various key
pecies.

Several key species inc.
badger - protected by law

arious key species

arious key species

arious key species

arious key species

arious key species

arious key species

arious key species

56

communities

Location in
relation to
existing

v v IXIxx
65:30:50

v V¥ IXIXX
85:10:50

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Land
Ref. No. use
R250 R
ON24 o]
R22 R
RN191 R
R264 R
R239 R
RN192 R
R265 R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Shop

Eﬁ%iziisoLOaI Health Surface
Eacilities: Biodiversity Service | Flood Risk water
P S : s (GPs) flooding
arious key species v
v (W
part of
v (E part of |site is
site is x)J vvI arious key species v X
arious key species v
v ¥ IXIXX
arious key species v 75:18:7[]
arious key species
Contains orchard. Various key v VY IXxIx
v v pecies 75:15:1001
arious key species v

arious key species

57

Location in
relation to
existing
communities
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston
Land Vlcl)lrag?hHe?II EﬁziziisoLOaI Health Surface Location in
Ref. No. - Shop . Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk | water relation to
use Civic Facilities: s (GPs) . il
Building P S 9 9
communities
09 o]
v arious key species
R232 R
v arious key species
R262 R
arious key species
R278 R
an an arious key species
R282 R
v v v arious key species
MN29# Part of site improved
(proposed grassland - numerous key v VY Ixl~
allocation) R v v species - birds vl 80:15:5]
Part of site improved
Vv v grassland - numerous key v ¥ XXX
MN30# M v 70:300 species - birds v x/xx 85:15 60:30:100
numerous key species -- inc ~Ixx/¥ ¥ v ¥ XXX
MN31# M mammals 95:5:5 60:30:100
ON45# numerous key species -- inc
(proposed (@) vl v v Imammals
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Land
Ref. No. use
allocation)
RN234#
(proposed
allocation) R
RN242# R
RN243# R
RN244# R
RN246# R
RN247# R
RN248# R
RN249# R
RN250#
(proposed
allocation) R
RN284# R

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Eﬁfj%i\?iSOLOaI - _ Heal_th _ Surface Loca'_tion in
Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk water relqthn to
P S : s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
v ¥ XIxx
v v numerous key species -- birds v 90:7:30 v
numerous key species -- birds v v IXxIX
v v & bats v 85:10:50 vl
v ¥ XIxx
v v /X 75:250 numerous key species -- birds v 96:2:2(] v
v numerous key species v v
Includes Habitats - Improved
Grasland, county wildlife site
Great Hagg Spring, RIGS,
Broadleaved, Mixed and Yew
ood and Orchards - v VY Ixl~ v ¥ IXIxx
v vl numerous key species v 50:40:100 80:15:50
Habitat - improved grassland - 7 2 v v IxIxx
v v numerous key species - Birds an 70:25:50 90:5:5[
Habitat - improved grassland - X[¥ ¥ [xx
v ¥ /x 30:700 numerous key species - Birds v X 50:30:20
Vv v Habitat - improved grassland - XI~IY ¥ [Xx v v IXxIX
vl 90:100 numerous key species - Birds v | 50:30:10:10 | 70:20:10]
vv[v Numerous key species -
60:400 vl including mammals v
v v Numerous key species - birds an
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Village Hall Access to L
. Health Surface Location in
Land| or Other Educational o . ; . .
Ref. No. - Shop . Biodiversity Service|Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Facilities: s (GPs) floodin existin
Building P S 9 9
communities
(proposed 90:8:2(
allocation)
)Adjacent to ancient woodland -
Numerous key species -
RN311# R v v /x 98:3[] v |including mammals v
RN313# Part of site improved
(proposed grassland - numerous key Y VX[~
allocation) R v v species - birds v 80:15:5[
Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston
Ref. No. Land |Landscape Greenfield Education
P€ Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling| and Training
use | character .
brownfield
E60 X (of Next Ness in
particular, would
cease to be hamlet
as would be IAqueduct and water main cross - No v (though
surrounded by building or disturbance allowed near f
large-scale modern also no surface water to foul sewer - : pfirt o
E development) X uu siteis¥ ¥ )lv[
RN131 R v (though
(proposed X ~ ? small S part|v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Education
Recycling

and Training

Ref. No. Greenfield
Land |Landscape . . .
Built envn Air quality Water Supply or
use | character .
brownfield
allocation)
R697 R gueduct and water main cross - No
(proposed building or disturbance allowed near
. Iso no surface water to foul sewer -
allocation) X = uu
??‘?)Zglg\e/d R X (consider setting
prop : of Listed structure in

allocation) ~ cemetery) ?
M27 M

-~ v No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R689ULV
(proposed
allocation) R IX 5
MN17 M X (of Outcast in

particular, hamlet
would be part ~ part

~ obliterated) ? vV
R274 R gueduct and water main cross - No
(proposed building or disturbance allowed near

. Iso no surface water to foul sewer -

allocation) = = Uu ~
R136 R

-~ -~ No surface water to foul sewer - UU |~
RN141 R
(proposed
allocation) X = ?
R135/ R2d42 R gueduct crosses - No building or
(prOpo_Se isturbance allowed near also no
allocation) X = urface water to foul sewer - UU

61

of site is ~)[J

v (though
E part of
ite is ~)0
~(though N
ip of site is

v)

v ]

v v

Y (SW part of
siteis ¥ ¥ )

Y (SW part of
site is ¥ ¥ )

~ (though N
part of site

is ) v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Ref. No. Greenfield Education
Land [Landscape . : : . -
use | character Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling| and Training

brownfield

R242 R

(prOpO.Sed IAqueduct crosses - No building or

allocation) / disturbance allowed near also no

R135 X = surface water to foul sewer - UU E v

R130 R X (Consider setting

X of Ivy Cottage LB) No surface water to foul sewer - UU |~ ~

E30 (proposed

allocation) E = No surface water to foul sewer - UU |~ v

M28 M Y (consider setting

(prOpo_Sed of listed Sunderland

allocation) = terrace)] No surface water to foul sewer - UU v

R126 R X (Consider setting

(proposed of LB at The Nook

allocation) X farm) No surface water to foul sewer - UU £ v

R691ULV R X (Consider setting

(proposed of LB at The Nook

allocation) X farm) ? ~ v

R123 /R156 R X (Consider setting

(proposed of LB at The Nook XX (rounding

allocation) = farm) No surface water to foul sewer - UU _|off) ~ v

R156 / R123 R X (Consider setting

(proposed of LB at The Nook XX (rounding

allocation) = farm) No surface water to foul sewer - UU _|off) ~ v

MN18 M |~ = ? =

E19/M11

(proposed

allocation) E X = ?

M11(proposed M

allocation) X = ?
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Ref. No.
EEG |LEMRSEE Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl
use | character q y PR
/E19
RN130 X (negative impact
on individual
dwellings and
Middle Mountbarrow
R farm) No surface water to foul sewer - UU
EN23 E X ~ ?
R231 R |~ = No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R270 R
(proposed
allocation) = No surface water to foul sewer - UU
EN35 E
-~ v No surface water to foul sewer - UU
RN184 R
(proposed
allocation) X = ?
M26 M
(propo_sed ~ (consider setting
allocation) X of Hoad LB) No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R90 R ~ (consider setting
X of Hoad LB and
(amenity/wildlife |St.Mary's hospice -
important for amenity/wildlife
terminally ill important for
residents of terminally ill
nearby hospice) |residents) No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R283 R
= v No surface water to foul sewer - UU

63

Greenfield
or
brownfield

Recycling

Education
and Training
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Greenfield
or
brownfield

~ (rounding off)

v

Ref. No.
Lzl ||LENESEEEE Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl
use | character q y PR
M14 No surface water to foul sewer and
public sewer at western boundary - no
M |~ = X build over - UU
R277 R IAqueduct at east - no building or
~ (if trees disturbance allowed near also no
retained) v X surface water to foul sewer - UU
R247 R |~ (if some trees
retained) -~ No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R234 R |~ (if trees
retained) ~ No surface water to foul sewer - UU
MNG6 X (consider setting
M X of LB 'Dykelands’) [X ?
R237 R |~ = ;No surface water to foul sewer - UU
RN185 R X (Consider setting
of LB at The Nook
X farm) ?
RG90ULV R X (Consider setting
(proposed of LB at The Nook
allocation) = farm X ?
EN22
(proposed
allocation) E |vno ?
RN193 ~ if trees
R |retained = No surface water to foul sewer - UU
RN3 R X (Consider setting
(proposed of LBs Stonecross
; manor, Stockbridge
allocation) House, Toll House
on Daltongate and
~ (if trees houses on
retained) Daltongate) X ?

64

Recycling

Education
and Training

site is ¥

200

20

20

v

20
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Ref. No. Greenfield
Land |Landscape . . .
Built envn Air quality Water Supply or
use | character .
brownfield
RN178 R X (consider setting
of listed Sunderland
Terrace, Ford park
House and LB
= Hoad) X ?
R33 R X (Consider setting
of LB at The Nook No capacity issues or underground
farm X apparatus recorded - UU.
R268 R
(prOpo_Sed Public sewer capacity issues, no
allocation) urface water to foul sewer - UU
EN36 E
~ v No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R271 R Public sewer capacity issues, no
X X urface water to foul sewer - UU
R266 R No capacity issues or underground
~ ~ lapparatus recorded - UU.
R250 R |~ (iftrees
retained) ~ (if trees retained) |X No surface water to foul sewer - UU
ON24 O
= v[] X No surface water to foul sewer - UU
R22 R
~ (if trees
retained) ~ (if trees retained) (X No surface water to foul sewer - UU
RN191 R = = X ?
R264 R X (consider setting
~ (if trees of listed parish No capacity issues or underground
retained) church - retain X @pparatus recorded - UU.

65

Education
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Ref. No. Greenfield Education
Land [Landscape . : : . -
Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling| and Training
use | character .
brownfield
trees)
R239 R |~ (if trees
retained) ~ (if trees retained) |X No surface water to foul sewer - UU
RN192 R = = X ?
R265 R X (consider setting
of listed parish
~ (if trees church - retain No capacity issues or underground
retained) trees) @apparatus recorded - UU.
09 O |~ (iftrees
retained) ~ (if trees retained) X ?
R232 R |~ (if trees
retained) ~ (if trees retained) |X ?
R262 R X (consider setting
of listed parish
~ (if trees church - retain No capacity issues or underground
retained) trees) X @apparatus recorded - UU.
R278 R /Aqueduct at west - no building or
v disturbance allowed near - UU
R282 R No capacity issues or underground
-~ @apparatus recorded - UU.
MN29# R
(proposed part ¥ ¥ part
allocation) = vl ~ 2 —
MN30# M |~ = ~ ? - v
M part ¥ ¥ part
MN31# = ~ ? E v
ONA45#% O
(proposed part ¥ part
allocation) X X E ? XX vl
RN234# R X (inc impact on
(proposed X Nook Cottages and [~ ? Al
66
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ulverston

Ref. No. Greenfield Education
Land [Landscape . : : . -
Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling| and Training
use | character .
brownfield
allocation) listed 'The Nook')
RN242# R X X ~ ? = v
RN243# R X ? =
R X (setting of listed
RN244# X Swarthmoor Hall) |~ ? v
R part ¥ part
RN246# X X ? XX ~/¥ 80:20 v
R part ¥ part vVviv
RN247# = = X ? XX 60:400] v v /v 60:400
R
RN248# = = X ? v
R part ¥ ¥ part| ¥ Vv/Vv
RN249# = ~ X ? ~ 70:300 | ¥ ¥ /¥ 50:500
RN250# R
(proposed part ¥ largely
allocation) = ? XX =
RN284# R
(proposed part ¥ ¥ part
allocation) = X E ? ~ vl vl
RN311# R X ? v
R
queduct and water main
cross - No building or
disturbance allowed near also
RN313# no surface water to foul sewer
(proposed - UuU
allocation) = = vl

67
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Culture and|Recycled
Leisure |materials

v (but would
contribute to

Coalescence

Ref. No. Luasned Access to jobs| Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency
E60

E ¥ (hydro potential)J]
RN131 R
(proposed
allocation) 50:50 ¥ V¥ ¥ -
R697 R
(proposed
allocation) y _
R692ULV R
(proposed
allocation) ~
M27 M ~
R689ULV
(proposed v (N tip of site is
allocation) R v vl ~
MN17 M

¥ (hydro potential)]
R274 R
(proposed
allocation) ¥ (hydro potential)]
R136 R ¥ (hydro potential)
RN141 R v (N tip of site is
(proposed v V)l ~
68
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Ref. No.

Land
use

Access to jobs| Transport

allocation)

R135/ R242
(proposed
allocation)

200

R242
(proposed
allocation) /
R135

R130

E30
(proposed
allocation)

M28
(proposed
allocation)

R126
(proposed
allocation)

210

200

R691ULV
(proposed
allocation)

v

R123 / R156
(proposed

Y[

Open Space

v/iv v/ ~60:38:3
but would remove
rovisionl]

v/v¥ v/[~60:38:30

69

Energy Efficiency

¥ (hydro potential)J]

¥ (hydro potential)]

1

Culture and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

swallowing up rural

blgs.) |
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Leisure

Ref. No. Luasned Access to jobs| Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency
allocation)
R156 / R123 R
(proposed
allocation) v ~
MN18 M ¥ (hydro potential)J
E19/M11
(proposed
allocation) E ~
M11(propos M
ed
allocation)
/E19 ~
RN130
R v -
EN23 E
v v /v v 90:100 ¥ (hydro potential)(]
R231 R
v _(hydro potential)_]
R270 R
(proposed
allocation) ¥ (hydro potential)
EN35 E ~
70

Culture and

Recycled
materials

Coalescence
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Ref. No.

Land
use

Access to jobs| Transport

Open Space Energy Efficiency

RN184
(proposed
allocation)

M26
(proposed
allocation)

R90

R283

M14

R277

R247

R234

Ol DO Z|0|O

MNG6

R237

P

RN185

210

20

Leisure

¥ (hydro potential)]

Y ¥ (but would remove
provision)[J ~

¥ (hydro potential)]

Culture and|Recycled
materials

vQ

Coalescence

R690ULV
(proposed
allocation)

2

~(but would
contribute to
swallowing up rural

blgs.)

~(but would
contribute to
swallowing up rural
blgs.)

71

¥ (but would
contribute to
swallowing up rural

bigs.)]
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Ref. No.

Land
use

EN22
(proposed
allocation)

RN193

RN3
(proposed
allocation)

RN178

R33

R268
(proposed
allocation)

X |0

EN36

R271

R266

R250

ON24

R22

RN191

R264

R239

RN192

||| Wl DW|O|XW|W| @AM

Access to jobs| Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency

an ¥ (hydro potential)]

¥ (hydro potential)

Y ¥ (but removes part
of provision)_| ~

¥ ¥ (would cause loss
of allotments)_] ~

Y ¥ (but would remove
rovision)[] ¥ (hydro potential)]

Y ¥ (but would remove
rovision)J ~

¥ (hydro potential)

¥ ¥ (but would remove|
provision) ~

72

Culture and
Leisure

Recycled

. Coalescence
materials

200

Y (but would
contribute to
swallowing up rural
blgs.)]
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Ref. No.

Land
use

R265

09

R232

R262

R278

R282

MN29#
(proposed
allocation)

||| O\

MN30#

MN31#

Access to jobs| Transport

v

ON45#
(proposed
allocation)

oL

v

RN234#
(proposed
allocation)

v

RN242#

20

RN243#

20

RN244#

20

RN246#

20

RN247#

RN248#

RN249#

RN250#

A|V|D(AO|V|O| D |D

v

v v /¥ 60:40

v [x 70:300

v /¥ ¥ 75:250
v v /v 70:30

Open Space

Energy Efficiency

Culture and
Leisure

¥ (hydro potential)]

¥ (hydro potential)]

¥ (Lund Beck)d

Y (Dragley Beck)]

Recycled

. Coalescence
materials
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Sustainability Appraisal - Ulverston

Ref. No. L& Access to jobs| Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency Cultgre s Recyc_led Coalescence
use Leisure |materials
(proposed
allocation)
RN284# R
(proposed
allocation) 2 ~
R - v (but would join
town edge up with
RN311# v = Ran How Farm)]
RN313# R
(proposed v (hydro potential)
allocation) v

N.B. Water voles are a Cumbria and UK BAP species

SA Score Summary (Ulverston)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Ulverston scores best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, education and training, transport, health services, a secondary school, a
village hall or civic building and cultural and leisure facilities. Sites also score generally well against access to a primary school and to recycling
facilities (although several sites over 1km away from facilities) and open spaces (although some sites would remove provision if developed) as
well as in terms of sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Ulverston sites score least well in terms of impacts upon air quality and capacity of water supply and sewerage systems.
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The mediocre scores against potential for the use of energy efficiency measures and renewables as well as recycled materials in new
developments show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Ulverston have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Scores were also generally mediocre against impacts upon biodiversity, however, there are a number of sites that checks showed will require
careful consideration in this regard.

Scores are variable against impacts upon landscape and the built environment as well as in terms of flood risk, the take-up of greenfield land
and potential for coalescence.

Scores therefore show that care will need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built
environment are avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall appear to be R268, R266, R250 and R270.

Sites R689ULYV and RN130 score least well.
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Key Service Centres

4. Sustainability Appraisal: Grange Over Sands

Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

Ref. No. Lilile
use
EN24
E
EN34
E
MN1 M
MN15 / R89 M
(proposed
allocation) /
R353

Access to o
. Health Location in
Educational . . . Flood| Surface water .
Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Services Risk floodin relation to
P S ‘ (GPs) 9 existing
communities
i i
X
v
ater vole potential &
v arious key species
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands
Village Hall or ABEESE (0 Health Location in
Land o Educational . . . Flood | Surface water .
Ref. No. use Other Civic | Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Services Risk flooding relation to
Building P S : (GPs) existing
communities
MN16 M
X (NW part
of siteis ¥)|v v
MN2 M v (S
part of
siteis  |x (NW part \Water vole potential &
v v)l |ofsiteis ¥)|v[ \various key species
MN21/R387 v (W parts
of site are \Water vole potential &
M v vl v \various key species
(proposed M \Water vole, Badgers,
allocation) 66% X 33% Bats, various other key
v v species
ON13/R50 (0]
\Water vole potential &
v v v \various key species
R110 (proposed
allocation) \Water vole potential &
R v an \various key species
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No. Land
use
R13
R
R16
R
R23
R
R28
R
R349
R

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

Access to
Educational o .
Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity
P S
v v v
\Water vole potential &
vl vl vl \various key species
v (NE
part of
site is v (S part of \Water vole potential &
Y Vv) siteis ¥ ¥)iv[ \various key species
\Water vole potential &
v v \various key species
v vi vi

78

Health
Services
(GPs)

v []

v

Flood| Surface water
Risk flooding

v v [x/xx 78:18:40

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

DAltS)one )| v [

Ref. No. LEie
use

R350 (proposed R
allocation)
R351 R
R353 R
R363 R
R370

R
R374 R

Access to Health
Educational . . .
Shop e Biodiversity Services
Facilities: (GPs)
P S
V] vl
x (NW part Water vole potential &
of siteis ¥)|v[] \various key species
\Water vole potential &
v \various key species
\Water vole potential &
v \various key species
\Water vole potential &
an \various key species
\Water vole potential &
vl \various key species

79

Flood| Surface water

Risk

flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

v v [xx/x 95:4:10
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

Ref. No. LEie
use

R375 R
R376 (forms part
of proposed
allocation
M378M) R
R378 (forms part
of proposed
allocation
M378M) R
R379 R
R381 (proposed R
allocation)
R383 (proposed M
allocation)
R387/MN21 R

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

Water vole potential &
\various key species

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

v (sml NW

\Water vole potential &

v \various key species
\Water vole potential &
v \various key species

80

Heqlth Flood
Services Risk
(GPs)
X

Surface water
flooding

v v [x 60:40

v v [xxIx 45:40:15

Location in
relation to
existing

communities

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No. Ll
use
R390 R
R449 (proposed
allocation)
R
R50 / ON13
R
R672 (proposed R
allocation)
R673 R
R68
R
R683 R

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

Access to Health
Educational N . . Flood
Shop e Biodiversity Services X
Facilities: Risk
P S (GPs)
X X \Various key species
¥ (NE part
of site is \Water vole potential & v (N part of site
v v v v \various key species is ¥ V)
\Water vole potential &
vl vl vl \various key species
v v v v
X (NW part
of siteis ¥)|v v
v (E part
of site is \Water vole potential &
v v v vl \various key species
X (sml
SW
corner of Water vole potential &
X site is ¥ ) various key species

81

Surface water
flooding

v v [xIxx 92:4:40

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

200

200

200

20

v v [x/xx 95:410

v v [xx/x 95:3:20

20
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No. L&
use
R70
R
R74 (proposed R
allocation)
R89 (proposed
allocation) /
R353 / MN15 R
RN114 R
RN204 R
RN33 R
RN34
R
RN83 R

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

Access to Health
Educational . . .
Shop e Biodiversity Services
Facilities:
P S (GPs)
¥ (sml SE
part of site Water vole potential &
vl is¥ V) vl \various key species
\Water vole potential &
vl vl vl \various key species vl
\Water vole potential &
v X v \various key species v
\Water vole potential &
v v v various key species v
\Water vole potential &
vl X vl \various key species v
\Water vole potential & v (E part of site
v v an \various key species is ¥ v
\Water vole potential &
v v \various key species
v (sml SE
part of site \Water vole potential &
vl is x)[J v \various key species vl

82

Flood| Surface water

Risk

flooding

v v [x/xx 98:1:10

v v [xx/x 90:5:50]

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

20

200
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Village Hall or ABEESE (0 Health Location in
Land . Educational . . . Flood | Surface water .
Ref. No. use Other Civic Eacilities: Biodiversity Services Risk floodin relation to
Building P S ; (GPs) 9 existing
communities
potential water vole site -
numerous key species -
including sensitive
species. Close to
Morecambe bay
RAMSAR / SPA and
Kirkhead county wildlife
RN260# R site v X
potential water vole site -
numerous key species -
Includes part of
'Wartbarrow and Kirkhead
RN268# R v [x60:400v limestone pavement order|v [] v
numerous key species -
RN332# R v v [x60:400v including mammals an v
Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands
Greenfield or Education and
Ref. No. Luined Lcahn:rz((::?gre Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
EN24 X LPO (if some ~ (if some trees
E trees retained) retained) X ?
83 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework

Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Greenfield or

Education and

Land | Landscape , : . : oY
Ref. No. Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl i Recyclin
G ShErEEET q y pply brownfield ycling Training
EN34 ~ (if some trees Y (if some trees
E retained) retained).] ? ~ vl
MN1 M X (if trees retained)
(CL) ~ (if trees retained) X ? v v
MN15 / M
R89(propose
d allocation) ~ (if some open
/ R353 space retained) X No surface water to foul sewer — UU = v[]
MN16 M ? v v
MN2 M v (though
NE corner of
X ? siteis ¥ ¥Y)|v ]
MN21/R387 ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees No capacity issues or underground
M retained retained) X apparatus recorded — UU = VY] v
MN25 M majority ¥
(proposed small part
allocation) X X ? v v vl
ON13/R50 (@] ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees
retained) CL retained) X ? vl ~ v
R110 ~ (if some open
(proposed space/landscaping No surface water to sewer — sewers
allocation) R retained) = X cross site — no build over — UU = V(]
R13 ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees Includes UU land with chlorinator houses
R retained) (CL) retained) X I viability issue — UU v
R16 ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees
R retained) (CL) retained) X ? v an
R23 ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees No surface water to sewer — sewers
R retained) retained) X cross site — no build over — UU = vI] v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Greenfield or

Education and

Ref. No. Luasned Lcahn;;i?gre Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
R28 R |~ (CL) ~ No surface water to foul sewer — UU v
R349 ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees Includes UU right of way — viability

R |retained) retained) issue? — UU v

R350 R
(proposed X LPO (if some ~ (if some trees
allocation) trees retained) retained) X ? v
R351 R ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees No capacity issues or underground

retained) retained) X apparatus recorded — UU v
R353 R ~ (if some open

space retained) -~ X No surface water to foul sewer — UU v
R363 R ~ (if trees retained) |X X No surface water to sewer — UU v
R370 R ~ (if trees retained) |~ (if trees retained) No surface water to foul sewer — UU v
R374 R No capacity issues or underground

~ ~ X apparatus recorded — UU v
R375 R ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees \Water mains and sewer crosses site — no

retained) retained) X build over — potential viability issue — UU v
R376 (forms
part of
proposed
allocation
M378M) R No surface water to foul sewer — UU v
R378 (forms
part of
proposed
allocation
M378M) R No surface water to foul sewer — UU v
R379 R ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees

retained) retained) No surface water to foul sewer — UU v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

v (though

Land | Landscape , . ,
Ref. No. Built envn Air qualit Water Suppl
use character q y PRly
R381 R
(proposed
allocation) No surface water to foul sewer — UU
R383 R
(P ropo_sed No capacity issues or underground
allocation) apparatus recorded — UU
R387/MN21 R ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees No capacity issues or underground
retained) retained) apparatus recorded — UU
R390 R |~ (if some trees v (if some trees
retained) retained).] ?
R449
(proposed
allocation) R |~ (CL) = No surface water to foul sewer — UU
R50/ ON13 ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees
R retained) CL retained) No surface water to foul sewer — UU
R672 R
(proposed
allocation)
X (CL ~ ?
R673 R X ?
R68 ~ (consider setting of
listed barn to Drainage an issue, no surface water to
R [X(CL) northeast) foul sewer — UU
R683 R ~ (if some trees
retained) consider
setting of listed
X Blawith Lodge Drainage may be an issue — UU
R70 R ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees No surface water to foul sewer — UU
86

Education and
Training

siteis ¥ v )

SW part of
v
. v
v (though
small SW
corner of
siteis ¥ Y )|v[
v
v
v
v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Land

Landscape

Ref. No. use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply

retained) retained)
R74 R
(propo_sed ~ (consider impact on
allocation) ~ (CL) Low fell gate farm) No surface water to foul sewer — UU
R89
(proposed
allocation)/ ~ (if some open
R353 / MN15 R |space retained) = No surface water to foul sewer — UU
RN114 R ~ (if some trees ~ (if some trees

retained) retained) ?
RN204 R X (Site contains LB

Guide’s Farm also

= other LBs adj.) ?
RN33 R

X (CL) = ?
RN34 X (consider setting of

R [X(CL) listed barn to north) ?

RN83 R |~ (CL) = ?
RN260# R X ?

= = ?

87

Greenfield or
brownfield

Recycling

Education and
Training

v (though W
part of site is
v vyl

[

200

200

200

200

~(though E
part of site is

v) v
vl v
vl v
v v

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No.

Land
use

Landscape
character

Built envn

Air quality

Water Supply

RN268#

RN332#

brownfield |Recycling

Education and
Training

v

Sustainability Appraisal

: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No.

Land
use

Access to
jobs

EN24

EN34

MN1

v

MN15 / R89
(proposed
allocation) /
R353

| Z|mm

200

MN16

200

MN2

MN21/R387

MN25
(proposed

= ZIL

Y[

Transport

Open Space

v [~ 85:150

v /¥ ¥ /~60:20:200

Y ¥ (would remove
rovision)l]

88

Energy Efficiency

Culture and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

v

v

20

20

i

X
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No.

Land
use

Access to

iobs Transport

Open Space

allocation)

ON13/R50

R110
(proposed
allocation)

R13

R16

R23

R28

R349

Y ¥ (would remove
provision).]

v

R350
(proposed
allocation)

X |00 |0 |0 |0 |0

v

R351

200

R353

X |0

R363

Py

R370

R374

R375

R376 (forms

| WD

Y ¥ (would remove
rovision).J

Energy Efficiency

Culture and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

200

Y ¥ (would remove
rovision)J

Y ¥ (would remove
rovision)l]

89
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Land
Ref. No. use

part of
proposed
allocation
M378M)
R378 (forms
part of
proposed
allocation
M378M) R

R
R379
R381 R
(proposed
allocation)
R383 R
(proposed
allocation)

R
R387/MN21
R390 R
R449
(proposed
allocation) R
R50/ ON13 R
R672 R

Access to - Culture and | Recycled
jobs Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency Lelemie | rsiaiels
‘ [ k-
" Y (would remove
lprovision)[J ~ =
~ v
| ~ v
P
Iprovision)[J ~ E=
| B o

Coalescence

90

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No.

Land
use

Access to

jobs Transport

(proposed
allocation)

R673

R68

R683

R70

R74
(proposed
allocation)

X\ (0|30

210

20

v /¥ ¥ [~55:30:150~

R89
(proposed
allocation) /
R353 / MN15

20

RN114

20

RN204

Open Space

Y ¥ (would remove

provision)

RN33

O (DO

RN34

Py

RN83

200

RN260#

X |0

v

vQ

Energy Efficiency Cul_ltetixgﬁgnd r'?g:gﬁ';g Coalescence
_ vl
_ vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grange-over-Sands

Ref. No. Eetie Access to Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency Cultl_Jre e Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs Leisure | materials
RN268# R E E v
RN332# R ~ ~

N.B. Water voles are a Cumbria and UK BAP species

* sites in the Cartmel Peninsula score poorly for culture and leisure but there are swimming pools at Netherwood Spa and Grange Health & Leisure
Club that are open to the public. There is also the Sands Arts Centre on Main Street, Grange as well as Holker Hall, model village at Flookburgh,
Ducky’s Farm Park, arts and craft shops and others

SA Score Summary (Grange over Sands)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Grange over Sands scores best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, education and training, transport and health services. Sites also
score generally well against access to a village hall, a secondary school, recycling facilities and open spaces (although some sites would
remove provision if developed) as well as in terms of flood risk and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Grange over Sands sites score least well in terms of impacts upon biodiversity and air quality.
The mediocre scores against access to cultural and leisure facilities suggest that Grange over Sands would benefit from more local provision of
such facilities. Mediocre scores were also given against water supply/sewerage capacity and against the potential for the use of energy

efficiency measures and renewables as well as recycled materials in new developments.

Scores are variable against access to a primary school and impacts upon landscape and the built environment as well as in terms of the take-
up of greenfield land and potential for coalescence.
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Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Grange over Sands have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R381, R378, R383 and R376. R673, MN16, MN2 and MN1 score poorly overall in comparison to others.
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5. Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

Ref. No.

Land
use

Village Hall
or Other
Civic
Building

Shop

MN17KL

v (1 facility
K' Lons.)

RN36

v (1 facility
K' Lons.)

R146

v (1 facility
K' Lons.)

R679KL

v (1 facility
K' Lons.)

R139 / R637

v (1 facility
K' Lons.)

Vv v

(50:50)

R637/R139

¥ (1 facility
K' Lons.)

Access to
Educatio
nal
Facilities:
P S

50:50
v Vv :
4

Health
Biodiversity
(GPs)

Great Crested newts? &
numerous other key species

Great Crested newts? &
numerous other key species

Numerous key species v

Services |Flood Risk

v Vv /X
(70:30 -
southern and
eastern
edges zone
3a)

Great Crested newts? &
numerous other key species | v
Great Crested newts? &
numerous other key species
Great Crested newts? &
numerous other key species

94

Surface
water
flooding

v Vv IxXx/IX
70:25:5[]

Location in
relation to
existing
communities
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

ACCeSS to

95

Land Vglrag?h;'?" Educatio Health Surface Location in
Ref. No. use Civic Shop nal Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk water relation to
. Facilities: (GPs) flooding existing
Building 2.
communities
(proposed vv /X
allocation) (90:10 -
v (1 facility Great Crested newts? & northern edge|¥ ¥ /xx/x
K' Lons.) numerous other key species zone 3a) 94:5:10 v
v (1 facility X/~ ¥ V¥ |¥¥YIxx/X
R119 R K' Lons.) Numerous key species v 45:30:25 70:17:1301 v
R118 v (1 facility Great Crested newts? & v VY xx/x
R K'Lons.)] |v numerous other key species 94:5:101 v
v (1 facility Great Crested newts? &
06 K'Lons.) numerous other key species|v
v (1 facility Great Crested newts? &
R638 R K' Lons.) numerous other key species|v
v (separated
from K'by
Lons by A65
& Bentinck |¥ /¥ ¥
RN153 R Drive) arious key species v v
v (1 facility
R643 R K' Lons.) arious key species v v
R642
(proposed
allocation) ¥ (1 facility
R K'Lons.) arious key species v v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

ACCeSS to

Village Hall Educatio
Ref. No. Luasn: orCiO\}if::er nal Biodiversity
- Facilities:
Building P S
R640
(proposed v (1 facility Great Crested newts? &
allocation) R K'Lons.) numerous other key species
Great Crested newts &
v (1 facility numerous other key
MN24 M K' Lons.)J pecies, inc. bats
v (separated
from K'by Great Crested newts? &
RN205 R Lons by A65)Il numerous other key species
RN206 Great Crested newts &
v (1 facility |part ¥ numerous other key
R K' Lons.) pecies, inc. bats
Part of site potential Great
RN317# Crested Newt site -
(proposed numerous key species -
allocation) R vl birds and bats
Potential Great Crested
Newt site - numerous key
RN334# R vl pecies - birds and bats

Health Surface
Services |Flood Risk water
(GPs) flooding
v VXXX
v 70:20:100
v Vv IXXIX
v 85:13:2[
v ]
v v/[v 70:30
Y[

96

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

v/~0

v [
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RN36

R146

X |0

R679KL

R139 / R637

R637/R139

R127
(proposed
allocation)

R119
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97

v (though S
part of site

¥ (though
mall W
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R118
06 ~(CL)
R638 ~ (CL)
RN153 ~(CL)
R643 ~(CL)

98

part of site
v v
vV:v Vv
(almost
50:50)

~ (butis

essentially

infill

~ (butis

essentially

infill
v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

Greenfiel
Ref. No. Leie] | Lemesenge) - B A|r_ Water Supply e or. Education and Training
use | character | envn | quality brownfiel
d
(Consider sewer crosses — no build over — UU could be
setting of considered to
Devil's be rounding
Bridge off/infill)
SAM)
R642 XX (part
(proposed Coulddbe ’
; considered to
allocation) No surface water to foul sewer and public [be rounding
~(CL) = X ewer crosses — no build over — UU off/infill)
R640
~ (although
(prOpo_Sed small part
allocation) v (CL) v X No surface water to foul sewer — UU brownfield)
~ (outside
of dev
boundary
but
essentially
‘within’
MN24 M = = X ? settlement
RN205 R = X ?
RN206 R X (CL) = X ?
v
(provided
the old
RN317# Original
buildings on
(propqsed the site are
allocation) R = retained)(] |~ ?
~ (provided
RN334# R = old ~ ?
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

Greenfiel
Ref. No. Lamsl |Leresesns) Bl A|r_ Water Supply d or. Recycling| Education and Training
use | character | envn | quality brownfiel
d
buildings on
the site are
retained)
Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale
Culture
Ref. No. LEE Acg:ess e e Energy Efficiency and Recyqled Coalescence
use jobs ort Space . materials
Leisure
Y ¥ (but would contribute to farms being
MN17KL M ~ ~ swallowed up into settlement)
R 4 / v Vv
(60:40 -
northern
60%
further
from bus ~/v (55:45,
RN36 route)] W toE) F
R 4 / v Vv
(60:40 -
northern (¥ /v v
60% (95:5 small
further  middle
from bus [section has
R146 route)] [3)1 E
R viv v
R679KL (55:45 ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale

Ref. No.

Land | Accessto | Transp
use jobs ort

R139/
R637

R

R637/R139

R

R127
(proposed
allocation)

R

R119

R118

R

06

R638

RN153

R643

R642
(proposed
allocation)

|0 |0 |0

R640
(proposed

Open
Space

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled

. Coalescence
materials

Energy Efficiency

Eastern
part has 3
0 5)1

~/ ¥ (55:45,
SE corner
has 2)

~/ ¥ (55:45,
SE corner
has 2)

~/ ¥ (90:10,
NE corner
has 2)

~/ ¥ (60:40,
Eastern
art has 2)

¥ (potential for hydro)

1

v

v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby Lonsdale
Culture
Ref. No. Laime AC(.:eSS ) EEL) |- OfE Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs ort Space Leisure materials
allocation)
MN24 M v ~
RN205 R v ~
RN206 R ¥ |~ (50/50)|~
RN317#
(proposed
allocation) R vl -
v/v v

RN334# R 50:5000 |~

SA Score Summary (Kirkby Lonsdale)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are
likely to result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Kirkby Lonsdale scores best in terms of access to shops, a secondary school, health services, jobs, recycling facilities and transport.
Sites proposed in Kirkby Lonsdale also score generally well in terms access to a primary school, village hall as well as in terms of flood risk and
sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Kirkby Lonsdale sites score least well in terms of biodiversity, landscape and built environment impacts, air quality, water supply, take-up of
greenfield land and access to culture and leisure and education and training facilities.

The mediocre/variable scores against access to open spaces suggest that Kirkby Lonsdale would benefit from better local provision of such
facilities.
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Scores indicate that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Kirkby Lonsdale have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place. Whilst most sites score well on coalescence and sites’ location in relation
to the existing community, some sites are exceptions to this and score poorly.

The sites that score best overall are R640, R642 and MN24.

Sites MN17KL, R119 and R118 score least well.
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6. Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Land Village Hall or Eﬁiﬁiﬁ):%l Health Surface Location in
Other Civic Shop e Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
use - Facilities: . .
Building (GPs) flooding existing
P S 2
Ref. No. communities
v v / X
E13 (Eastern 3% in
(proposed ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 zone 3a. Close
allocation) E facilities) v X Numerous key species v to river.)O
EN17
(proposed ~ (2 facilities, arious key species inc.
allocation) E |Storth) sensitive species n. v X
RN42 R v (3 facilities)l Numerous key species. v v IxIxx 95:4:1|v
M29/M9 Numerous key species
(proposed including sensitive species n
allocation) M v (3 facilities) on southern 55%
Numerous key species
including sensitive species n
R462 R v (3 facilities)[ on western 50%
Numerous key species
including sensitive species n
R93 R v (3 facilities)[) on western 60%
v (3 facilities) (2 Numerous key species
fields from edge of including sensitive species n
R79 R exist Settmnt)] on SW 5%.
M6 M INumerous key species
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Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Ref. No.

R151
(proposed
allocation)

RN57
(proposed
allocation)

R441

R456

RNS0

R451

M9(propose
d allocation)

RN140
(proposed
allocation)

RN281#

Village Hall or
Other Civic
Building

Shop

~ (Milnthorpe, 3 (v [J
facilities)

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

v including sensitive species n.
Numerous key species
including sensitive species n.
Numerous key species
including sensitive species n.
Numerous key species
including sensitive species n.
Numerous key species
including sensitive species n.

Y (SE

part of

site is Numerous key species

v vl including sensitive species n.

v Numerous key species

v/v
v numerous key species --
v 80:200] w1 [including mammals

Biodiversity

Numerous key species

including sensitive species n.

Numerous key species

105

Health
Services
(GPs)

Surface Location in
Flood Risk water relation to
flooding existing
communities
v Vv IxXx/IX
93:4:30 v
v
/»/ v /...
5:45:10

v Vv Ix/xx 93:6:1

vQ

v Vv IxxIX
5:45:100

v

2
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Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Luasned Lcahn;z(é?gre Er:l\;lr: Air quality Water Supply
Ref. No.
X (Consider
listed
E13 boundary
roposed SIS
gl)locpation immediately
to north of
) E = site) ~
X (Consider
setting of
listed Ice
EN17 house,
Mionthopre
(prOpO.sed Bridge and
allocation LBs at Dallam
) E X (AONB) Tower) X
RN42 R = = X
M29/M9
(proposed
allocation
) M X (CL) = X
R462 R ~ = X
X (Consider
setting of St.
RO3 Anthony’s
R = Tower LB) X
X (Consider
X (inc. effecton  |[setting of St.
setting of St Anthony’s
R79 R Anthony’s Tower) |Tower LB)
~ (however effect X (Consider
M6 M on setting of St setting of St. X

106

Greenfield
or
brownfield

Recycling

Education
and Training

200
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Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Ref. No.

Land
use

Greenfield
or
brownfield

Landscape Built

character envn | AT quality

Water Supply

Anthony’s Tower) |Anthony’s
Tower LB)

R151
(proposed
allocation

)

~ ~ X

RN57
(proposed
allocation

)

X (Consider
setting of St.
Anthony’s

~ Tower LB)  [X

R441

R456

RNS0

v (unattractive
currently)(] ~

R451

X
~ ~ X
X
X

M9
(proposed
allocation

)

RN140
(proposed
allocation

)

RN281#

107

Education
and Training
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Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Ref. No.

Land
use

Access to

jobs Transport

E13
(proposed
allocation)

Open
Space

Energy Efficiency and renewables

xx(W part of site is

v)

EN17
(proposed
allocation)

RN42

M29/M9
(proposed
allocation)

R462

R93

R79

M6

QPP PR ES

R151
(proposed
allocation)

RN57
(proposed
allocation)

R441

¥ V¥ (removes
rovision)d

v

¥ (hydro potential)]
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Culture and|Recycled

Leisure

materials

Coalescence
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Sustainability Appraisal: Milnthorpe

Land Acgess g Transport Oleer Energy Efficiency and renewables CuItL_Jre and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs Space Leisure |materials

Ref. No.

R456 R ~ ~

RN50 R ~ ~

R451 R ~ ~

M9

(proposed

allocation)] M v ~

RN140

(proposed

allocation) R i E X

RN281# R v ~ ~ ~

SA Score Summary (Milnthorpe )

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Milnthorpe scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary and secondary schools, health services, recycling facilities,
education and training, jobs, transport, and culture and leisure facilities. Sites proposed in Milnthorpe also score generally well in terms of
access to open spaces, flood risk, coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to existing communities, however, there are clear exceptions to
the good scores and care will need to be taken in relation to these aspects when deciding upon preferred sites.

Milnthorpe sites score least well in terms of biodiversity, landscape impact, built environment impact, air quality, water supply and take-up of
Greenfield land.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Milnthorpe have any evidence of in-place opportunities for this.
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Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites RN50, R451 and R456 score best overall. Site R79 scores least well.
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Cartmel and Furness

7. Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Village Hall
Ref. No. Land or C_)t_her
use Civic
Buildin
R128 R
R
R340
R
R692
R69 R

Shop

Access to Health
Educational S . .
A Biodiversity Services
Facilities: (GPs)
P S
v (N
part of
site is \Water vole potential &
v vl v \various key species vl
\Water vole potential &
v various key species v
\Water vole potential &
v \various key species vl
ater vole potential &
arious key species vl

111

Flood
Risk

Surface Water
Flooding

v v [xIxx 90:6:40

v v [xx/x 90:7:30

Location in relation
to existing
communitiest

vQ

v v [xx/x 90:7:30

2

back to top




South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite
Village Hall Acces; e Health Location in relation
Land| or Other Educational L . . o
Ref. No. - e Biodiversity Services Surface Water to existing
use SIS seelice: (GPs) Floodin communitiesl]
Building P S 9
R339 R
(propose
d
allocation \Water vole potential &
) v \various key species 2
R343 R
\Water vole potential &
lvn various key species v
M32 M
(propose
allocation \Water vole potential &
) v various key species v
R
\Water vole potential &
RN5 v various key species v
R
\Water vole potential &
RN37 v \various key species vl
R
\Water vole potential &
R86 v various key species v
R
\Water vole potential &
R67 vl \various key species vl
R30/ R
R345 \Water vole potential &
v various key species v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite
Village Hall Acces; e Health Location in relation
Land| or Other Educational L : . .
Ref. No. S Biodiversity Services Surface Water to existing
use seelice: (GPs) Floodin communitiesl]
Building P S 9
R345/R30| R
\Water vole potential &
v various key species v
R347 R
(propose Contains sensitive
species n. Water vole
allocation potential & various key
) species v
R21 R
ater vole potential &
arious key species v
RN79 R
(propose
d
allocation v (W part of \Water vole potential &
) ite i v various key species v
M
\Water vole potential &
MN13 v \various key species v Y v [xx/x 60:30:100]
R
\Water vole potential &
R344 v \various key species an Y ¥ /xx/x 60:30:100
R Southern third contains
sensitive species n.
\Water vole potential &
RN82 v various key species v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Village Hall
Land| or Other
RefiNo: use Civic
Building

RN73 R
(propose
d
allocation
)
RN84 R
(propose
allocation
)

R
RN74

R
RN87

R
RN81

R
RN69

R
RN78
RN31 R

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health Flood Location in relation
Services Risk Surface Water to existing
(GPs) Flooding communities(]

200

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

M|

200

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

M|

.

\Water vole potential &
various key species

v

v

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

v

Y[

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

v

¥

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

200

v

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

vl Y ¥ Ixx/x 50:40:100

v

\Water vole potential &

\various key species

v

114

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Village Hall
Ref. No. Land| or _Ot_her
use Civic
Building
RN77 R
RN224
(propose
allocation
) R
RN224#
(propose
allocation
) R
RN230# R
RN265#
(propose
d
allocation
) R
RN290# R

v

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health
Services
(GPs)

v V[

v

\Water vole potential &
\various key species

v

v

Y[

Several key species inc. bats,
badgers and water vole

v

Al

Y[

Potential water vole site -
numerous key species
including mammals

v

Y[

Potential water vole site -
numerous key species
including mammals

v

Ml

Potential water vole site -
numerous key species
including mammals

v

v

v

Potential water vole site -
numerous key species

including mammals

v

115

Flood
Risk

Surface Water
Flooding

Location in relation
to existing
communitiesl

v Vv [x/xx 80:16:40

Y ¥ [x75:250 v
v ¥ [x70:300 v
v
Y ¥ [xIxx 60:36:40 vl
Y v IxxIx 75:20:50 2
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Land |Landscape . Air Greenfield or . Education and
Ref. No. Built envn : Water Supply ; Recycling .
use | character quality brownfield Training
Public sewers at northwest of site —
R128 R X no build over — UU E v vl
R
No capacity issues or underground
R340 X X apparatus recorded — UU art ~ part ¥ ¥ 50:50 v :~ v
R ? (No UU comment but Allithwaite
\Village Steering Group say
problems with water pressure and
R692 X (CL) X X sewerage here) ~ v
R69 R No capacity issues or underground
apparatus recorded — UU
(Allithwaite Village Steering Group
~ (CL) = X say different however) ~ v
R339 R X (consider setting of
(propo_sed listed church and school No capacity issues or underground
allocation) X adjacent) X apparatus recorded — UU ~ (but is infill) ~ vl
R343 R Public sewer at site — no build over XX (but largely
~(CL) ~ X - uu infill vl v
M32 M
(propo_sed No capacity issues or underground
allocation) X (CL) X X apparatus recorded — UU ~ !
R
RN5 X (CL) X X ? vl v
R ~ (consider setting of LB
RN37 X (CL) Allithwaite Lodge) X ? ~ v
R No capacity issues or underground
R86 ~ (if ~ (if trees retained) X apparatus recorded — UU ~ vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Land |Landscape . Air Greenfield or . Education and
Ref. No. Built envn : Water Supply . Recycling .
use | character quality brownfield Training
trees/hedgerow
retained) (CL)
R No capacity issues or underground
apparatus recorded — UU
(Allithwaite Village Steering Group
R67 X (CL) X X say different however) XX (butisinfil) |~ vl
R30/ R345 R
~ (CL) v X ? XX (butisinfill)  |v[ v
R345/R30 R
~ (CL) v X ? XX (butisinfill)  |v[ v
R347 R
(P rODO_Sed ~ (if trees No capacity issues or underground
allocation) retained) CL ~ (if trees retained) X apparatus recorded — UU v an
R21 R No capacity issues or underground
apparatus recorded — UU
(Allithwaite Village Steering Group
~ (CL) = X say different however) v
RN79 R
(proposed
allocation) X X X ? ~(but is infill) v v
M ~ (if trees \Water mains and public sewers ¥ (though SW
MN13 retained) ~ (if trees retained) X cross — no build over — UU ~(but is infill) part of site is ~)J [V []
R |~ (iftrees Water mains and public sewers v (though SW
R344 retained) ~ (if trees retained) X cross — no build over — UU ~(but is infill) part of site is ~)J|v ]
R |~ (iftrees
RN82 retained) CL ~ (if trees retained) X ? v an
RN73 R X (consider setting of
(proposed listed church and school
allocation) X adjacent) X ? ~(but is infill) E an
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Land |Landscape . Air Greenfield or . Education and
REL N use | character B T quality BIEIET SUERG brownfield REGYETE Training

RN84 R
(proposed
allocation) ~(CL) = X vl v

R
RN74 X X ~(but is infill) ~ v

R
RN87 X (CL) ~ (if trees retained) X ~ v

R |X (removal of

several

RN81 trees/planting) |~ X ~(but is infill) v vl

R X (consider setting of LB
RN69 X (CL) Boarbank Farm) X XX (butis infill) |~ v

R
RN78 = = X ~(but is infill) v
RN31 R |~ (CL) = X v
RN77 R |- v X v
RN224
(proposed
allocation) R |~ v X vl
RN224#
(proposed
allocation) R |~ vl ~ = vl
RN230# R X X vl vl
RN265#
(proposed
allocation) R |~ = ~ an vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite
Land |Landscape . Air Greenfield or . Education and
REL N use | character B T quality BIEIET SUERG brownfield REGYETE Training
RN290# R X X ~ ? ~ vi
Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite
Culture
Ref. No. EEIE Acgess to Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs : materials
Leisure
Y ¥ (but would remove

R128 R |vn provision)] P ~* ~

R Y ¥ (but would remove
R340 v rovision)[] ~ ~ Al

R
R692 vl v [~ 60:400 e e e
R69 R |vpo - - -
R339 R
(proposed v ¥ (but would remove
allocation) an rovision).| e ~ ~
R343 R
R343M) v L L L.
M32 M
(proposed
allocation) v = ~ ~ v

R X (could contribute to existing
RN5 an F ~ ~ lcoalescence with Kent's Bank)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Ref. No. Land Access to
use jobs

R

RN37 v
R

R86 2
R

R67 vl

R30/R345 R |v

R345/R30 R |v

R347 R

(proposed

allocation) v

R21 R |vn

RN79 R

(proposed

allocation) 2

MN13 M v

R344 R |vp

RN82 R |v@

RN73 R

(proposed

allocation) v

RN84 R

(proposed

allocation) an
R

RN74 vl

RN87 R |vn

Transport

v (E part of site is
v Vv )D

Open Space

v []

¥ ¥ (but would remove
rovision)J

Y ¥ (but would remove
rovision)l ]

Y ¥ (but would remove
provision).|

Energy Efficiency

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

120

Y ¥ (but would contribute to
swallowing up Old Brewery)(

(could contribute to existing
oalescence with Kent's Bank
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Sustainability Appraisal: Allithwaite

Ref. No. Land Access to
use jobs
R
RN81 v
R
RN69 v
R
RN78 v
RN31 R |vO
RN77 R |vp
RN224
(proposed
allocation) R v
RN224#
(proposed
allocation) R v
RN230# R
RN265#
(proposed
allocation) R
RN290# R an

Transport

210

Open Space

Energy Efficiency

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

¥ ¥ (but would remove
provision).|

Y ¥ (but would remove
provision).J

33% ¥ 66% ~

X (Allithwaite with Templand
although Templand part of
Allithwaite anyway)

(could contribute to existing
oalescence with Kent's Bank)

1

~/¥ 70:30

v/¥ ¥ 50:500]

1

v

v

v

1

PR

N.B. Water voles are a Cumbria and UK BAP species

SA Score Summary (Allithwaite)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Allithwaite scores best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, a village hall, primary and secondary schools, education and training,
transport and health services as well as in terms of flood risk and sites’ location in relation to the existing community.

Allithwaite sites score least well in terms of landscape impact, impact on the built environment, largely due to the potential for harm to listed
structures and air quality.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities and culture and leisure facilities suggest that Allithwaite would benefit from more
local provision of such facilities.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Allithwaite have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R340, R30, R345, R21, R69,RN78, MN13, R344 and RN77.
It is difficult to say which sites score least well as several sites score less well but similarly so.
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8. Sustainability Appraisal: Broughton in Furness

Sustainability Appraisal: Broughton in Furness

Village Hall or

RNif' Luasned Other Civic | Shop
’ Building
R163
(propos
ed
allocatio v (1 facility,
n) R Broughton)J
R v (1 facility,
R162 Broughton) v
R v (1 facility,
R185 Broughton)l
R v (1 facility,
R669 Broughton) v
R186 R v (1 facility,
Broughton)
R v (1 facility,
R184 Broughton)(]
MN19 |E
(propos
ed
allocatio v (1 facility,
n) Broughton)l v

Access to
Educational L _
Facilities: Biodiversity
P S
v
v
v
vl
123

Health

Services | Flood Risk |Surface Water

(GPs)

Location in
relation to
existing

HEEENE | commymiesT

200

v v Ix75:250 |v[]

v
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Sustainability A

praisal: Broughton in Furness

. reenfiel .
Land | Landscape | Built . , SuEEmiEE . Education
Ref. No. Air quality Water Supply or Recycling .
use | character | envn : and Training
brownfield
R163 R ~ (CL) (some
(proposed mature trees
allocation) would be Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to :
removed if sewer, potential viability problem water XX (but is
developed) = X main crosses no build over - UU rounding off)
R Sewer capacity issues, no surface water tolPart ¥ part
R162 = ~[ X sewer - UU XX an X
R Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
R185 X sewer - UU
R Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
R669 X (CL) = X sewer - UU v X
R186 R Sewer capacity issues, no surface water tolXX (but is
~(CL) ~ X sewer - UU rounding off)
R Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
R184 = = X sewer - UU v X
MN19 E
(proposed Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to X
allocation) v X sewer - UU v v
Sustainability Appraisal: Broughton in Furness
Culture
Land | Accessto |Transpo| Open - Recycled
Ref. No. use iobs rt Space Energy Efficiency a_md materials Coalescence
Leisure
R163 R
(proposed
allocation) v = X
R
R162 v ~ ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Broughton in Furness
Culture
Ref. No. =EIE Acgess o | Utz o) Qe Energy Efficiency and Recyqled Coalescence
use jobs rt Space : materials
Leisure
R
R185 v ~ X ~
R
R669 ks ~ ~
R186 R
v F X ~
R184 R v F ~ V]
MN19 E
(proposed
allocation) ~ ~ ~

SA Score Summary (Broughton in Furness)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Broughton scores best in terms of access to health services, transport and open space and on coalescence and flood risk grounds.
Sites proposed in Broughton also score generally well in terms of access to a village hall, shops, a primary school, recycling facilities and jobs
and in terms of sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Broughton sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school and education and training, and on biodiversity due to the potential
impact on natterjack toads as well as on air quality and water supply/sewerage capacity.
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The mediocre scores against culture and leisure and the poor scores against secondary school and education and training access suggest that
Broughton would benefit from local provision of such facilities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Broughton have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R163, R186, MN19, R185 and R184. R669 scores least well.
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9. Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel
Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel
Village Hall Access to Location in
Ref. No Land| or Other sho Educational Biodiversit 823\2225 Flood Risk Surface Water relation to
77| use Civic P 1 Facilities: y (GPs) Flooding existing
Building P S communities
R |¥ (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R689 Cartmel)J key species Y ¥ Ixx/x 80:15:5 |vj
R
v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
RN111 Cartmel) key species v ¥ [xx/x 45:45:10]
R112 R
(propose
d djacent to ancient semi-
allocation v (1 facility, natural woodland. Water vole
) Cartmel) otential & various key species v
R |¥ (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
RN15 Cartmel) key species vl
R
v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R690 Cartmel)J key species v v IxIxx 95:4:10 |v
R
v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R691 Cartmel) key species vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel
Village Hall Access to Location in
Land| or Other Educational L : . . relation to
Ref. No. use Civic Shop Facilities: Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk existing
Building P S communities(]
RN14 R
(propose
d
allocation v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
) Cartmel) key species
R |v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
RN173 Cartmel) key species
R
v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R6 Cartmel) key species
R |v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R337 Cartmel) key species
R |v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
RN172 Cartmel) key species
R |¥ (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R336 Cartmel)J key species
ON17
(propose
d
allocation v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
) O |Cartmel)] key species v ¥ /xx/x 60:30:10]
v (1 facility, ater vole potential & various
R330 R |Cartmel)] key species
v (1 facility, ater vole, Badgers, Bats,
ON26 O |Cartmel)] arious other key species
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel

Village Hall Access to Location in
Land| or Other Educational . : ) : Surface Water relation to
Ref. No. use Civic Facilities: Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk Flooding existing
Building P S communitiesl]
v (1 facility, ‘ ater vole, Badgers, Bats,
RN217 R |Cartmel) \ arious other key species v
Y Potential water vole site - v ¥ Ixxl~
ONb54# @) v 70:300 | 60:400 numerous key species 80:15:5[ v ¥ [xx/x 95:4:10 |~
A ‘ Potential water vole site -
ONbS55# (@) vl 70:300 \ numerous key species v ¥ [~93:70
Potential water vole site -
numerous key species
RN308# R an including mammals x/¥ 95:5
Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel
Ref. No EETE | [LENIESEEEE Built envn Al Water Supply Greeonrm—:‘Id Recycling SCEETEN e
use | character quality brownfield Training
R689 R [XX(CL) X (adj.CA) X 2 v
R X (consider LBs at
southerly and
northwesterlycorners
RN111 X (CL of site — within CA) X ? v
R112 R
(pmpo_SEd : Sewer capacity issue — no surface
allocation) X (adj. CA) X water to sewer — UU v
RN15 R X (adj. CA) ? v
R ¥ (though
Sewer capacity issue — no surface N part of
R690 ~(CL) X (within CA) X water to sewer — UU site is ¥ ¥
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel

Greenfield
or
brownfield

Land | Landscape : Air
Ref. No. b Built envn . Water Supply
use | character quality
R691 R |X(CL) ~ (adj.CA) X ?
RN14 R X (consider setting of and
impact on adj. LBs and
(p rOpO_Sed ~ (if some trees  |SAM (part of Cartmel
allocation) retained)(CL) Priory)(within CA) X ?
R X (consider mpact on
Quaker Meeting
RN173 X (CL) House)(adj. CA) X ?
R o Sewer capacity issue — no surface
R6 ~ (CL) ~ (within CA) X water to sewer — UU
R X (would be tight
~ (but would squeeze and consider
require removal of | mpact on neighbouring Sewer capacity issue — no surface
R337 mature trees) (CL) |buildings)adj. CA) X water to sewer — UU
RN172 R |~ (CL) ~ (within CA) X ?
R X (would be tight
squeeze and consider
mpact on neighbouring Sewer capacity issue — no surface
R336 ~ (CL) buildings)(within CA) X water to sewer — UU
X (would be tight
squeeze and consider
ON17 ~ (but would mpact on Quaker
(prODO_SEd require removal of |Meeting House)(within
allocation) | O |mature trees) (CL) |CA) X ?
X (consider LBs nearby
e.g. on Park View and
also Priory Wall — within Sewer capacity issue — no surface
R330 R |~ (CL) CA) X water to sewer — UU
~/X (depending
on exact nature
ON26 O |and scale of use) |~ X ?
RN217 R X ?
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel

. Greenfield .
Land | Landscape : Air ; Education and
Ref. No. Built envn . Water Supply or Recycling o
use | character quality . Training
brownfield
X (several listed
buildings nearby and
this large site could
have negative impact on
ONb4# O historic village setting) |~ ?
ONbS5# o |- = ~ ?
X (could compromise
views through village to
RN308# R X priory) ~ ? v
Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel
Culture
Ref. No. Leme AC(.:eSS UlElisaen| Ol Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use | tojobs t Space : materials
Leisure
R v V¥ (but would contribute to
R689 v v ¥ (Flow Beck Runs adj, site - hydro?)[] ~ ~ swallowing up Pit Farm)[J
R XX (Cartmel and Headless Cross but
Headless Cross seen as part of
Cartmel anyway so might actually be a
RN111 vl ¥ (Clogger Beck Runs through site - hydro?) |~ ~ positive aspect)
R112 R
(proposed
allocation) v v ~ ~ v v
R
RN15 v v ~ ~ ~ v
R690 R v ¥ (Clogger Beck Runs through site and is adj. [~ v an
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cartmel

Land | Access |Transpor| Open - culwrz Recycled
Ref. No. . Energy Efficiency and ! Coalescence
use | tojobs t Space : materials
Leisure
River Eea - hydro?)(]
R691 R v ¥ (adj. Clogger Beck and River Eea - hydro?)(~
RN14 R
(proposed
allocation) vl ~
R
RN173 v ~
R6 R v ¥ (adj. Stream - hydro?)(]
R337 R v v ¥ (immediately adj. Stream - hydro?)(]
RN172 R v ¥ (immediately adj. Stream - hydro?)(]
R336 R v v ~
ON17
(proposed
allocation) O |v[] ~
R330 R v ~
ON26 O |vn v e v
¥ (although would result in Pit farm
being on the edge of settlement rather
RN217 R v v i than in open c'side)[]
vivy ¥ (put would swallow up clusster of
ONS4+# O an 90:10 [J v v v ~ buildings around cartmel old Grammar)
v/iv v
ONS5# [®) vl 50:50 [J v = vl ~ v
RN308# R vl v (Clogger Beck)" vi F T

N.B. Water voles are a Cumbria and UK BAP species

SA Score Summary (Cartmel)
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Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Cartmel scores best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, a village hall, primary and secondary schools, education and training, transport

and health services, recycling facilities and open space. Sites also scored generally well in terms of their location in relation to the existing
community.

Cartmel sites score least well in terms of landscape impact, impact on the built environment, largely due to the potential for harm to listed
structures, air quality and the take-up of greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to cultural and leisure facilities suggest that Cartmel would benefit from more local provision of such
facilities. Mediocre scores were also given against coalescence, potential for the use of recycled materials, biodiversity and potential for energy
efficiency and the use of renewables. Although a number of sites do have good potential for the latter, care will need to be taken to ensure that
use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R6, R172, RN14 and ON17.

RN111 scores least well.
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10. Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh
Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh
y
Village Hall Access to
9 Education Health Surface Location in
Ref. Land or Other N . . Flood ,
. Shop al Biodiversity Services , Water relation to
No. use Civic ilities: Risk loodi .
Building Facilities: (GPs) Flooding existing
P S communities||
¥ (1 facility, \Water vole potential & various key v ¥ IXXIX
EN8 E Cark)[ vl |lvn  Ispecies v 50:45:50
v
(sml S
part of UK priority habitat: coastal &
v (1 facilities, site is floodplain grazing. Water vole
E47 E Cark) ¥ v)Jvn |potential & various key species v
¥ (1 facility, \Water vole potential & various key
R322 R Cark)[ X v[] |species vl
X (S
part of
v (1 facility, site is \Water vole potential & various key
R40 R Cark)[J Y) v[] |species vl
¥ (1 facility, \Water vole potential & various key
R313 R Cark) v |v[  |species v
Y (1 facility, \Water vole potential & various key
R688 R Cark) v |v[o  Ispecies an
v (1 facility, \Water vole potential & various key
R318 R Cark) vl |vo  Ispecies vl
v (1 facility, \Water vole potential & various key
RN10 R Cark)l X v[ Ispecies v
¥ (1 facility, 50:50 \Water vole potential & various key
R671a R Cark) Y:X |v[ Ispecies v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

Village Hall
Ref. Land or Other
No. use Civic
Building
v (1 facility,
R672a R Cark)J
¥ (1 facility,
R311 R Cark)l
v (1 facility,
R314 R Cark)J
RN158 R
EN7 E
R685
(propos
ed
allocati
on) R

Sho

p

Access to
Education
al
Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health
Services
(GPs)

4
(sSwW
part of
site is
v vYlv

\Water vole potential & various key
species

M|

vl |¥0

\Water vole potential & various key
species

v

v |v¥0Q

\Water vole potential & various key
species

v

4
(thoug
hrg
W X (sml
portio {thin N
n of |part of
site is [site is
v vV )Iv)

Water vole potential & various key
species. Southern 60% = UK priority
habitat: coastal & floodplain grazing.

v

Flood
Risk

x/v 4 /...
55:40:5

Surface
Water
Flooding

v v IxIxx
85:8:70

Location in
relation to
existing
communities]

200

v

\Water vole potential & various key
species. NW 20% = UK priority
habitat: coastal & floodplain grazing.

V[

X/ ¥ ¥
90:10

v (SW
55:45 |corner
v v |of site

\Water vole potential & various key

v is x)0J

species

vQ

vv [~
(SW 3%

zone 2)[]
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

Ref. Land
No. use
R687(pr
oposed
allocati
on) R
R47 R
R321
(propos
ed
allocati
on) R
R686 R
MN5 M
RN20 R
RN211 R

Village Hall Access to
9 Education Health
or Other . . . Flood
- Shop al Biodiversity Services :
Civic L Risk
Building Facilities: (GPs)
P S
\Water vole potential & various key
vl |vn  Ispecies v
UK priority habitat: coastal &
floodplain grazing. Water vole
potential & various key species v X
Water vole potential & various key
species v
Water vole potential & various key
v v[l__ |species v
Water vole potential & various key ~[Y ¥
v[ species vl 60:40
Contains orchard. Water vole potential X/ vV
& various key species. v 50:50
Water vole, Badgers, Bats, various
vl |vn  lother key species v
136

Surface
Water
Flooding

v V¥ IXIXX
70:24:60

v v IXIxx
90:9:10

v v IxxIX
50:40:100

Location in
relation to
existing
communities]

200

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

village Hall FEEEED UL
Education Health Surface Location in
Ref. Land or Other h I iodi : . Flood lati
No T Eilie Shop al Biodiversity Services [ Wat(?r re ayo_n to
: o Facilities: (GPs) Flooding existing
Building A
P S communities]
EN42(pr
oposed
allocati v (1 facility, Several key species inc. bats, badgers inc. sett v ¥ IxXxIX
on) E Cark) v nd water voles v = 60:30:100
EN42#
(propos ~ (but N
ed v/Iv edge is
allocati v Potential water vole site - numerous borderline v v IxxIx
on) E 95:50] v key species an XX) 50:40:100
Potential water vole site - numerous ~[¥Y v Ixx| xx[¥ ¥IX
EN49# |E v | v key species vl 90:7:3 65:30:5 vl
vv/
v Potential water vole site - numerous v v IXxIX
RN229# |R 50:50] x |key species v 95:4:10 vl
Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh
Landscape . : : Greenfield or . Education and Training
Ref. No. Land use character Built envn| Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling
EN8 E X ? v
E47 E X ? v
~ (can't really
see land from
front but Cark
Hall an LB
plus listed
X (southern portion |tower in
of site could be ~  |northerly Sewer capacity issue - no surface water to sewer
R322 R but whole X) corner of X - UU v YAl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

Ref. No.

Land use

Landscape
character

Built envn

Air quality

Water Supply

garden)

R40

X

Sewer capacity issue - no surface water to sewer

- UU

R313

~ (consider
adj. LBs such
as at Meadow
View)

Sewer capacity issue - no surface water to sewer

R688

v (but
consider adj.
LBs such as
at Cark
House and
The Folly)l

?

R318

X

X

Sewer capacity issue - no surface water to sewer

- UU

RN10

X (could mitigate to
some extent if
retain trees)

X

R671a

200

)

Greenfield or

brownfield

v

Recycling

Education and Training

R672a

X

vQ

R311

v

¥ (consider
setting
of/impact on
LBs close by)[|

Sewer capacity issue - no surface water to sewer

- UU

part ¥ part XX
(however it is
unattractive
dumping ground

type land)

R314

RN158

EN7

¥ (consider
setting
of/impact on
LBs close by)[|

Sewer capacity issue - no surface water to sewer
U

XX

?

~ (consider
impact on
listed

stockdale

138

v v
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v vQ
v
v v
v
v
v v
v
VIl v
v v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

Landscape

Ref. No. Land use character Built envn| Air quality Water Supply

farm)
R685
(propos
ed
allocati
on) R X = X ?
R687
(propos
ed
allocati
on) R ~(CL) = X ?

Sewer capacity issues - no surface water to
isewer and sewer crosses site - no build over -
R47 R ~ = X potential viability issue? - UU
R321
(propos - (consider
ed impact on
. listed
allocati X (if trees retained) |buildings on Sewer capacity issues - no surface water to
on) R historic plot pattern |Market St.) X sewer - UU
R686 R X (CL) = X ?
X (would require a
lot of tree removal -

MN5 M CL) = X ?

~ (consider

impact on

listed

stockdale
RN20 R ~ farm) X ?
RN211 R = = X ?
EN42(pr
oposed
allocati E ~ ~ (as same use) |?

139

Greenfield or
brownfield

part XX, part
v

Recycling Education and Training

v (though

NW part of

siteis ¥ ¥)lvn
v

v [] v
v

v an
v
200
200
VAl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

Ref. No. Land use Lcahna?rz(c::?gre Built envn| Air quality Water Supply Gg?g&ﬁ%'glgr Recycling e EEe Sl ETe,
on)
EN42#
(propos
ed
allocati
on) E v = ? vl
EN49# E X = ? v
RN229# R ? v
Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh
F,El%f.' Land use Acfc?t?ss to Transport gpp‘;:ne Energy Efficiency Cul_l'gijéiraend r'?g;gﬁ:g Coalescence
EN8 E ~/ ¥ 85:15 |¥ (adi. river Eea - hydro?)J ~* ~
E47 E ~/¥ 65:35 |~ ~ ~
~ (would
remove
R322 R rovision) |¥ (adij. Mil race and river Eea - hydro?)[] ~ v
~ (would
remove
R40 R rovision) ~ ~ vl
R313 R ~/ v 92:8 |~ ~ ~
R688 R ~ ¥ (adj. river Eea - hydro?)] ~ ~
R318 R ~/ ¥ 955 |~ ~ ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh
Ref. Access to Open - Culture and|Recycled
No. Land use Obs Transport Space Energy Efficiency leistirer | materials Coalescence
¥ (but would breach gap
between Rosthwaite & Cark and
RN10 R E ¥ (adj. Mil race and river Eea - hydro?)] ~ E individual rural buildings )
R671a R E ¥ (adj. Mil race and river Eea - hydro?)J] ~ v
R672a R v ~ ~ v
R311 R ~ ~ ~ v
R314 R v ~ ~ v
RN158 R ~ ~ ~
X (Flook' & Airfield Approach
XXI~1¥ Bus. Park/Willow Tree Caravan
EN7 E 50:30:20 |~ ~ ~ Park
R685
(propos
ed
allocati
on) R ~ ~ ~ v
R687(pr
X (Flook' & housing estate on
Oposeq Allithwaite Rd. however, est. is
allocati part of Flook' so makes sense in
on) R ~ ~ ~ a way)
X (Flook' & Airfield Approach
Bus. Park/Willow Tree Caravan
RA47 R E ~ ~ Park
R321
(propos
ed
allocati
on) R ~ ~ ~
R686 R ~ ~ - v

141 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Cark Flookburgh

Ref. Access to Open . Culture and|Recycled
Land use . Transport Energy Efficiency ' . Coalescence
No. jobs Space Leisure |materials
MN5 M v ~
RN20 R v ~
RN211 R ~
EN42
(propos
ed
allocati 60% ¥ 40%
on) E ~ ¥ (poss. Hydro)]
EN42#(
propose
d
allocati
on) E v v |~ 60:400] ¥ (River Eea)] ~ an v v
EN49# E v v |~ 50:500] ¥ (River Eea) = = vl
~|V[v Vv
RN229# R vl 60:30:10 vl = = vl

N.B. Water voles are a Cumbria and UK BAP species

SA Score Summary (Cark/Flookburgh)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Cark/Flookburgh scores best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, education and training, transport and health services, recycling
facilities and open space. Sites also scored generally well in terms of a village hall, a primary school, sites location in relation to the existing
community and access to recycling facilities.

Cark/Flookburgh sites score least well in terms of landscape impact, air quality and access to open space.
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The mediocre scores against access to cultural and leisure facilities suggest that Cark/Flookburgh would benefit from more local provision of
such facilities.

Mediocre scores were also given against impact on the built environment, water supply/sewerage, potential for the use of recycled materials,
biodiversity and potential for energy efficiency and the use of renewables. Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials
and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as only a few sites in Cark and Flookburgh show clear potential for these.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites EN42, R321, R668, R671a, R672a, R314, R322 and R311 scored best overall. Sites RN158, EN7 and R47 scored least well.
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11. Sustainability Appraisal: Penny Bridge Greenodd

Sustainability Appraisal: Greenodd / Penny Bridge
Access to Health Location in
Ref. No. Land Vlllage_ HaII_or_Other Educ_a_tl_onfal Biodiversity Services Surface rel_atl_on to
use Civic Building Facilities: (GPs) Water existing
P S Flooding |communities]

RN152

(proposed

allocation)] R |~ (1 facility, Greenodd) arious key species

R291 R |~ (1 facility, Greenodd) arious key species

R296 R |¥ (1 facility, Greenodd) arious key species

R289 R |~ (1 facility, Greenodd) arious key species

R292 R |~ (1 facility, Greenodd) arious key species

numerous key species -
RN312# R vl including mammals
Sustainability Appraisal: Greenodd / Penny Bridge
Greenfield or Education and
Land Landscape . : : ; . .
Ref. No. use character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
~ (but may
wish to

RN152 ~ (provided existing |consider

(propo;ed trees are largely setting of non-

allocation) R maintained) (CL) |listed church) [X ? ~ ~

R291 R ~ (provided existing|~ X No capacity issues or underground apparatus ~ ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Greenodd / Penny Bridge

Greenfield or Education and
Land Landscape . : : ; . .
Ref. No. - I ——— Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
trees are largely recorded — UU.
maintained)
No capacity issues or underground apparatus
R296 ~ = X recorded — UU. ~
No capacity issues or underground apparatus
R289 ~ = X recorded — UU. ~
No capacity issues or underground apparatus
R292 R ~ = X recorded — UU. ~
X (setting of
historic, albeit
not listed,
RN312# R X church) ~ ? = =
Sustainability Appraisal: Greenodd / Penny Bridge
Culture and | Recycled Coalescence
: - Leisure materials
Ref. No. | Land use |Access to jobs| Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency
RN152
(propose
d
allocatio
n) R ~ ~ ~
R291 R ~ ~ v
R296 R ~ ~ v
R289 R ~ ~ v
R292 R ~ ~ v
RN312# R = ~ ~ ¥ (but would link Sod
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House farm up with
village)_]

SA Score Summary (Penny Bridge/Greenodd)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Greenodd / Penny Bridge scores best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, transport, health services, a primary school, and cultural and
leisure facilities as well as in terms of coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to the existing communities. Sites also scored generally well
in terms of potential for the use of recycled materials, the take-up of greenfield land and water supply/sewerage system capacity.

Greenodd / Penny Bridge sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school and air quality impacts.

The mediocre scores against access to a village hall, education and training facilities, open space and recycling facilities suggest that
Greenodd / Penny Bridge would benefit from more local provision of such facilities.

Mediocre scores were also given against impact on the built environment, impact on the landscape, biodiversity and potential for energy
efficiency and the use of renewables. Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable
energy measures are encouraged as no sites in Greenodd / Penny Bridge show clear potential for these.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or minimised
and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

All the sites were given similar scores for most criteria, however, it is evident that RN152 and RN312# scored less well than the other sites due
to it's scores for it's location in relation to existing communities, take up of greenfield land and potential for the use of recycled materials. R296
scored marginally better than all the other sites in Greenodd/Penny Bridge due only to it's accessibility to a village hall.

N.B. It should be noted however that the scores against access to a village hall were only poor because most of the sites are in
Penny Bridge whereas the local hall is in Greenodd. As such, under the criteria sites had to be scored as only having access to a
village hall out of the settlement. In reality, residents in Penny Bridge can easily access the hall in Greenodd on foot as the
settlements are so close together.
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12. Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby in Furness (including Sandside and Beckside)
Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby in Furness (including Sandside and Beckside)
Village Hall Access to Health Loca'_[ion in
Ref. No. LEMme) e C')t'her Ed”".”!“.O“f"" Biodiversity Services Flood Risk Surface Water rela_thn e
use Civic Facilities: (GPs) Flooding existing
Building communities(]
v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
RN170 R |Sand Side)] | arious key species
v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
RN12 R |Sand Side) arious key species
RN11
(proposed v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
allocation)] R |Sand Side)l arious key species
v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
R211 R |Sand Side) arious key species
v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
R230Ki R |Sand Side)J arious key species
v (1 facility, Natterjack potential & -
R189 R |Sand Side)J arious key species v ¥ [x/xx 93:5:20
v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
RN63 R |Sand Side)J arious key species v
v Vv [~/X(95:3:2 -
v (1 facility, Natterjack site & various estern edge zone v (although within
R190 R |Sand Side) key species 2-3) boundary)_|
R29 v (1 facility, Natterjack potential &
(proposed| R |Sand Side) arious key species
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby in Furness (including Sandside and Beckside)

Village Hall Access to Health Location in
Ref. No. AT (')t'her Edqut!onfil Biodiversity Services Flood Risk Surface Water rela_thn e
use Civic Facilities: (GPs) Eloodin existing
Building P S 9 communities(]

allocation)

Natterjack Toads, bats

and various other key
RN218 R species v
RN13
(proposed Natterjack potential &
allocation)] R arious key species

Natterjack potential &
R203 R arious key species
RN329# R

Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby in Furness (including Sandside and Beckside)
Land | Landscape | Built . . Greenfield or . Education and
Rt N2 use | character envn Al Gl L brownfield el Training

RN170 R -~ X XX (rounding off) X E
RN12 R X (CL) ~ X X
RN11
(proposed
allocation) R X (CL) = X ? X
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby in Furness (including Sandside and Beckside)

Ref. No Land | Landscape | Built Air qualit Water Suppl Greenfield or Recvelin Education and
"7 | use | character envn q y PRy brownfield ycling Training
Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
R211 R [ X(CL) = X sewer — UU XX X X
. Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
R230Ki R XX (CL) = X sewer — UU XX X X
No surface water to foul sewer and public
R189 R |~ (CL) = X sewer crosses — no build over — UU XX (rounding off) X 50:50 x:~
RN63 R |X(CL) = X ? XX X X (W part of site is ~)
Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
R190 R |~(CL) = X sewer — UU =
R29
(propo;:ed Sewer capacity issues, no surface water to
allocation) R |~ (CL) ~ X sewer — UU XX (rounding off) X X
RN218 R X X X ? XX X X
RN13
(proposed
allocation) R [ X(CL) = X ? XX X X
X (could
enclose
setting or
otherwise
affect listed
St Cuthbert's SEWER CAPACITY ISSUES, NO SURFACE
R203 R |~ church) X ATER TO SEWER = X X
RN329¢# R X = £ ? XX X X
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Sustainability Appraisal: Kirkby in Furness (including Sandside and Beckside)

Culture
Ref. No. Luasned Ac;:oesss to Trarr1tspo g ppzs:ne Energy Efficiency e}nd

Leisure

RN170 R |v( ~

RN12 R |vp ~

RN11

(proposed

allocation) | R |v[] ~

R211 R |vn ~

R230Ki R |vp ~

R189 R v ~

RN63 R |v ~

R190 R |vp ~

R29

(proposed

allocation) R |v[ ~

RN218 R X ¥ (hydro from beck] v

RN13

(proposed

allocation) R |- ¥ (poss. hydro potential)]

R203 R X ¥ (poss. hydro potential)J]

RN329# R X ~ v

MN28# M v ~
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Coalescence

¥ (but would swallow up rural
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SA Score Summary (Kirkby in Furness)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Kirkby in Furness scores best in terms of access to a village hall, a shop, health services, transport and culture and leisure facilities as
well as on flood risk. Sites proposed in Kirkby in Furness also score generally well in terms of access to a primary school, sites’ locations in
relation to the existing community and access to jobs.

Kirkby in Furness sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, recycling facilities, education and training and open space
and the take-up of greenfield land as well as potential landscape, air quality and biodiversity impacts.

The mediocre/poor scores were given against impact on the built environment, water supply, energy efficiency and renewables potential and
potential for the use of recycled materials. Scores were variable against coalescence.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Kirkby in Furness have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R189 and R29. Sites R230Ki, R211 and RN218 score least well.
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13.

Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Surface Water
Flooding

Location in relation

to existing
communitiess

v v [xx/x 80:12:80

v v Ixx/x 92:7:10

Village Hall Access to Health
Letudl| - (_)ther Eduqel_tl_onf'il Biodiversity |Services
use Civic Facilities: (GPs)
Ref. No. Building P S
\various key
RN52 R v species vl
various key
R688a R vl species vl
RN109
(proposed \various key
allocation) R 2 species vl
\various key
RN107 R species 2
arious key
R686SW R i v
R684SW
(proposed arious key
allocation) R i vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Land

use
Ref. No.
RN104 R
RN105 R
EN15 E
RN106 R
RN108 R
RN103 R
E6 E
R687SW R
R685SW R

Village Hall

or Other
Civic
Building

~ (2 facilities,

Swarthmoor)

~ (2 facilities,

Swarthmoor)

Location in relation
to existing
communitiess

Surface Water
Flooding

v v [xx/x 50:25:250

v v [xx/x 92:6:20

v v [xx/x 93:4:30

v v [xx/x 90:5:50]

Access to
Educational L : Hea_lth
Shop A Biodiversity [Services
Facilities:
P S (GPs)
\various key
v vl v species vl
various key
v v v species v
\various key
v v species v
various key
v 50:50 ¥ :X|v[] species 2
X(NW part
of site is various key
v v) v species v
\various key
v v v species v
\various key
v v species v
\various key
v v species v
arious key
v v species v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Village Hall Access to ith L L lati
Land| or Other Educational o . Heqt SEEUIRI I [E EIH)
= Shop L Biodiversity [Services Surface Water to existing
use SIS Seiice: (GPs) Floodin communitiesl]

Ref. No. Building P S 9

\various key
R223 R v v v species v v

numerous key

species -- inc
RN328# R v |[Y/x90:10] v[ |mammals an Y ¥ IxIxx 95:4:10 an
Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Land | Landscape Built : : Greenfield or : : .
R use charactgr envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling Education and Training
RN52 R XX = X ? XX v
R688a R XX ~ X b XX v
RN109
(proposed
allocation) R XX = X ? XX vl
RN107 R XX = X ? XX v
R686SW R XX = X ? XX an
R684SW
(proposed
allocation) R XX = X ? XX v
mainly XX small part

RN104 R XX ~ X ? X v
RN105 R XX = X ? XX an
EN15 E XX = X ? XX an
RN106 R XX = X ? XX an
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Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Land | Landscape Built . : Greenfield or . . _
R use character envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling Education and Training
RN108 R XX X ? XX ~ vl
RN103 R XX X ? XX ~ vl
E6 E XX X ? X ~ v
R687SW R |~ X ? XX (infill tho) ~ 2
R685SW R |~ X ? X ~ 2
No capacity issues or
underground apparatus
R223 R |~ X recorded - UU. ~ ~ v
RN328# R |x = ? R %
Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor
Culture
i) Acc_:ess to Transport Open Space E_ngrgy and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs Efficiency . materials
Ref. No. Leisure
RN52 R v ~ ~ ~ XX (Swarthmoor with Rowan head hamlet)
R688a R |v[ an ~ E X
RN109
(propose
d
allocatio
n) R |v[ ~ ~ E X
RN107 R |vp ~ ~ ~ X
R686SW R v ¥ (NW part of site |¥ /¥ ¥ 60:400 ~ = XX (Swarthmoor with Trinkeld and Crow Tree farms)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Swarthmoor

Culture
Land |Access to Ener Recycled

ref No. | use jobs Transport Open Space Efficie?w){:y Leailggre materials Coalescence
is v v)l

R684SW

(propose

d

allocatio v (E part of v (hydro

n) R |siteis¥ ¥) ~/¥ /v ¥ 70:25:5 potential)J E v

RN104 R |v ~ ~ vl X

RN105 R |v[ ~/ ¥ 60:40 ~ ~ X

EN15 E |v[ ~ / XX 60:40 ~ ~ vl
v (E part of site is

RN106 R |v[ v v v | ~85:150 ~ ~ X
v (E part of site is

RN108 R |vn v v ~/ ¥ 70:30 ~ ~ X

RN103 R |v( ~ ~ ~ X

E6 E |vQ ~ ~ v

R687SW R |v ~ ~ ~

R685SW R ~ ~ ~

R223 R |v[ v E E

RN328# R vl ~/¥ 80:20 ~ ~ ~

SA Score Summary (Swarthmoor)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Swarthmoor scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health services, education and training, jobs, transport and
culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk. Sites proposed in Swarthmoor also score generally well in terms of access to a
village hall, although there are some key exceptions.

Swarthmoor sites score least well in terms of the take-up of greenfield land, coalescence, air quality and impact on the landscape.

The mediocre scores against recycling facilities suggest that Swarthmoor would benefit from local provision of such facilities; mediocre scores
were also given against biodiversity, impact on the built environment and water supply.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Swarthmoor have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites R687, R233, R684 and R685 score best overall, whilst R688a, RN108, E6 and RN107 score least well.
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14. Sustainability Appraisal: Great and Little Urswick
Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick
Village
Hall?)r NEEESS D Health L .
Ref. | Land Educational D : X . Location in relation to
Other Shop A Biodiversity Services Flood Risk . e -
No. use Civi Facilities: Surface Water Floodingexisting communitiesO
ivic P S (GPs)

Building
M10
(propos v (1
ed facility,
allocati Little
on) M |Urswick)d |v[] v KX \various key species  |v[] v ¥ /xx/x 60:30:100

v

facility,

Great 50:50
MN3 M |Urswick)] |[¥:¥ ¥ |v KX \various key species  |v[] Y ¥ xIxx93:5:20  |v[]

v (1

facility,

Great
MN7 M |Urswick)[ vl KX various key species v

v (1

facility,

Great
MN8 M |Urswick)[ v X \various key species  |v [

v ¥ [~ (Northern

ON3 O |vv \various key species v 33% zone 2)(] E

v (1

facility,

Great
R216 R |Urswick)] v \various key species an
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Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick

Ref.
No.

Land
use

Village
Hall or
Other
Civic

Building

Shop

R249

v (1
facility,
Little
Urswick)O

R671

v (1
facility,
Great
Urswick)[

RN1

4 (1
facility,
Great
Urswick)O

RN138

v (1
facility,
Great
Urswick)[

RN139

v (1
facility,
Little
Urswick)

RN2

v (1
facility,
Great

Urswick)[

Access to Health
Educational o : : . Location in relation to
Facilities: e SERIEES Flognl [R5 Surface Water Flooding |existing communities(]
P S (GPs)
\various key species  |v[] Y ¥ IxIxx89:10:10 |v[
various key species  |v ] ~ /¥ ¥ [X70:20:10| V¥ ¥ /xx/x60:30:100 |v[]
v X \various key species  |v[]
v KX \various key species vl
v X \various key species an v v [xx/x 50:30:200 |v[
v v [~(98:2
Southern edge
\various key species vl zone 2)(] v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick

Ref.
No.

Land
use

Village
Hall or
Other
Civic

Building

Shop

Access to

Educational

Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health
Services
(GPs)

RN21

4 (1
facility,
Great
Urswick)

v

various key species

v

RN216
(propos
ed
allocati
on)

v (1
facility,
Little
Urswick)O

¥

vip X

\various key bird
species

¥

RN29

v (1
facility,
Little
Urswick)[

RN48

v (1
facility,
Great
Urswick)

RN49

v (1
facility,
Little
Urswick)[

RN88

v (1
facility,
Great
Urswick)

v [

50:50

VvV

50:50
vV

\various key species

v

\various key species

v

\various key species

vQ

v

\various key species

v

160

Flood Risk

~/IX/¥ ¥ (40:30:30

Location in relation to
Surface Water Flooding existing communities(]

v ¥ [x 75:250

200

v vV IxxIx 60:33:700  |v[

vQ

v ¥ IxIxx85:14:10 |v[]
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Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick

Land| Landscape CEEIiiste
Ref. No. p Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Education and Training
use character .
brownfield
M10 No surface water to foul sewer
and public sewer crosses - no
(propo_sed build over - UU seems odd as
allocation) | M |¥ (CL)I X site is an existing development v
X (alot of
X (alot of mature |mature trees v
trees would need to|would need to Part ¥ part
MN3 M |be felled) (CL) be felled) ? XX = vQ
X (mature
trees would
have to be
MN7 M |~ felled) X ? 2
MNS8 M |~ X X ? v
X (could ruin
ancient field pattern
even if allocated for . .
ON3 'soft' use) (CL) = X if developed ? mainly ~ part ¥
No surface water to foul sewer -
R216 R |~ = X [8]8) v
X (would destroy
ancient field Public sewers pass through all
R249 R |pattern) (CL) = X this site - no build over - UU an
R671 R [X(CL) = X ? v
RN1 R |~ X X ? v
RN138 R X ? v
X (consider
RN139 X ? an
R
RN2 pavement nearby) |~ X ? v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick

Greenfield
Ref. No. LEVIE | B Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Education and Training
use character .
brownfield
RN21 R X = ~ 2
RN216
(proposed part ¥ part X part]v v
allocation) | R |(CL) v part XX F 2
~ (consider
setting of
ancient
X (limestone romano-british part ¥ ¥
pavement nearby) |settlement part X part
RN29 (CL) SAM to NW) ? XX ~ v
RN48 R X = ? 2
X (would impact
negatively on
ancient field
RN49 pattern) (CL) = ? v
RN88 R X (CL) ~ ? vl
Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick
Land |Access to|Transpo| Open . Culiere Recycled
Ref. No. ; Energy Efficiency and : Coalescence
use jobs rt Space Lei
eisure
M10
(proposed
allocation) M |- v ~
MN3 M_|v e
MN7 M_|vp e -
MN8 M_ v = ]
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Sustainability Appraisal: Great & Little Urswick

Access to | Transpo
rt

Land
Ref. No. - jobs
half ~ half
ON3 O |v
R216 R |vno
R249 R |~
R671 R |~
RN1 R |v[
RN138 R |v[
RN139 =
RN2 R |vf
R
RN21 v
RN216
(proposed
allocation) R X
RN29 =
RN48 R |vp
RN49 =
R
RN88 v

Coalescence

X (but ¥ ¥ if allocated as a green gap)

v

Culture
Sopaecr:a Energy Efficiency and
P Leisure
~/¥ 937 |-
part ¥ part
~ ¥ (hydro from beck)]
¥ [~ 65:350 ~

blgs)

~ (but would contribute to swallowing up farms/rural

SA Score Summary (Great & Little Urswick)

became part of sett.)

~ (but would mean that cluster of rural dwellings

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Great & Little Urswick scores best in terms of access to transport and to cultural and leisure facilities. Sites also scored generally well
in terms of access to health facilities, education and training opportunities, jobs, a shop, village hall, a primary school and in terms of flood risk
and sites’ locations in relation to the existing communities.

Great & Little Urswick sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school and impacts on landscape, the built environment and air
guality as well as the take up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities and open space suggest that Great & Little Urswick would benefit from more local
provision of such facilities.

Mediocre scores were also given against impact on biodiversity, potential for energy efficiency and the use of renewables and the use of
recycled materials and in terms of the capacity of water supply and sewerage systems. Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of
recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as only one site in Great & Little Urswick show clear
potential for these.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or minimised
and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites RN1, R216, MN7 and M10 scored best overall whilst sites ON3 and R671 scored least well.
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Sustainability Appraisal - Arnside

Local Service Centres

Kendal Rural East

Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside

Village Hall Access to Health
Land or cher Shop EdUC'a:tI.OI’]-a| Biodiversity Services FIC.’Od Surface Water
use Civic Facilities: (GPs) Risk Flooding
Ref. No. Building P S communitiesl]
v (though
SE part of
site is x
and NW
part of
¥ (1 facility, site is Numerous key species, Coastal
RN149 R Arnside) ¥ (Bkm) [¥ ¥) X and floodplain grazing marsh
’ (1 facmty1 -
R395 R Arnside) Numerous key species v ¥ Ixx/x 92:7:1
¥ (1 facility,
RN183 R Arnside) Numerous key species
R88 (forms
part of
proposed
allocation v (1 facility,
RN337#) R Arnside) Numerous key species Y Vv [Ixx/x 70:15:150
R695 R ¥ (1 facility, |¥ (3km) |¥ (W part Numerous key species, Ancient
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Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside

Village Hall Access to Health Location in
Land or Other Educational _— : . Flood relation to
use Civic S Facilities: Bl ey S((a(r;vFl)gt)as Risk Su'rjlacl)%%}/r\]/ater existing
Ref. No. Building P S 9 communitiesl]
Arnside) of site is semi natural woodland, Key
X) species interest high brown
fritillary extant site
R81 v (E part
(proposed v (1 facility, of site is
allocation) R Arnside) vv) Numerous key species
¥ (1 facility, 7
R694 R Arnside) [¥ (B8km) |v Numerous key species v ¥ [xx/x 50:45:50
v (1 facility, Y Y[~ v
R693 R Arnside) |¥ (3km) Numerous key species 80:15:5
MN20 v
(proposed v (1 facility,
allocation) M Arnside) Numerous key species
v (1 facility, v
R393 R Arnside) Numerous key species
RN225
(proposed v (1 facility,
allocation) R Arnside) v Several key species
xX/Y v
MN32# M v v vl 75:25 v
Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside
] Greenfield Education and Training
Land | Landscape | Built : . .
Ref. No. use character envn Air quality Water Supply brovx?r:field Recycling
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Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside

. Greenfield Education and Training
Ref. No. Luasned Lcahn;rz?:?gre eB#\;: Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
brownfield
RN149 ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) = X ? X X illage)
~ (Some v (but south
R395 houses eastern
already on portion of ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) X X ? site) site¥ ¥) illage)
X (setting
of
RN183
saltcotes ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) hall) X ? ~ v illage)
R88 (forms part X (setting
of proposed of v (but
allocation saltcotes northernmost |~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
RN337#) R X (AONB) hall) X UU — No ~ strip of site ~ ) village)
R695 One third of site ~ other third X (however,
R X (AONB) ?~ X ~ Arnside Educational Institute in village)
~ (but
R81 (proposed westernmost
allocation) portion of site |~ (However, Amside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) ?~ X v) village)
R694 ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) ?~ X illage)
R693 ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) = X UU — No X X illage)
MN20 v (AONB but Y
(proposed site unsightly ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
allocation) M currently)] X ? illage)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside

: Greenfield Education and Training
Land | Landscape | Built . : .
Ref. No. - S —— i Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
brownfield
R393 ~ (However, Arnside Educational Institute in
R X (AONB) ?~ X ? v village)
RN225
(proposed Y 75%: v
allocation) R = = X ? ~ v25%] X
MN32# M ~ vl ? v ¥ /~90:10[ =
Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside
Culture |Recycled Coalescence
Access to Open . and materials
Land use ; Transport Energy Efficienc .
jobs N Space v y Leisure
Ref. No.
¥ (only part of
site is within
catchment of
RN149 R v o typologies)(| v X
v (within
catchment of 2,
partly a third
but removes
R395 R v rovision) v
Y (within
catchment of 2,
partly a third
but removes
RN183 R v rovision) ~
R88 (forms part "t(r\:vithint .
catchment or 2,
of proposed partly a third
allocation but removes
RN337#) R v provision) ~
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SA Score Summary (Arnside)

Sustainability Appraisal: Arnside
Culture Coalescence
Access to Open _ and
Land use . Transport Energy Efficienc
jobs P Space oy y Leisure

Ref. No.

v (however, is

\Woodland Trust
R695 R v ite)

Y (within

catchment of 2,

partly a third

but removes
R81 (proposed provision)
allocation) R v

‘_’ (only part of
R694 R v
R693 R v
MN20
(proposed
allocation) M v
R393 R v
RN225
(proposed
allocation) R v
MN32# M v

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are
likely to result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Arnside scores best in terms of access to health services, transport and culture and leisure and in relation to sites’
locations in relation to the existing community. Sites proposed in the village also score generally well in terms of coalescence and
flood risk and access to a village hall, shop and primary school.

Arnside scores least well in terms of access to a secondary school, take-up of greenfield land, landscape character, built
environment and access to open space. The latter however is due to the fact that several sites proposed would remove provision if
developed rather than because they are outwith provision catchments

The mediocre scores against access to a secondary school and education and training facilities suggest that Arnside would benefit
from improved access to the closest secondary school. Arnside Educational Institute should provide some counterbalance to the
lack of good scores against access to education and training facilities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy
measures are encouraged as few of the sites in Arnside have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. Care will also
need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are MN20, R393 and RN225. Site R695 scores least well.
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16. Sustainability Appraisal: Burneside:
Sustainability Appraisal: Burneside
Village Hall or ocess o Health oAt Te
Ref. No. | Land use Other Civic lities: Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk| Surface Water | _. ..
Building eI EES (GPs) Flooding £Xsting
P S communitiesl]
R489
(proposed v (1 facility Numerous key species (inc. bats
allocation) R Burneside)l v and native crayfish) v v v xIxx 90:6:4 |v
X
v (1 facility Numerous key species (inc. bats - XXI¥ ¥ [~ ¥ ¥ [xIxx
R472 R Burneside)l an protected by law) v 5:40:10:5 |60:20:200 v
E32
(proposed v (1 facility Numerous key species (inc. bats - v ¥ IxIxx
Allocation) E Burneside)l v protected by law) v 65:30:50 vl
v v (but
bordering
zones 2, 3
and even
v (1 facility Numerous key species (inc. bats - 3bon3
RN168 R Burneside) v protected by law) v sides)(] an
M38 v (N part
(proposed v (1 facility of site is INumerous key species (inc. bats -
Allocation) M Burneside)[l X)) protected by law) i v ¥ /x 75:250 v
v v (butE
v (S part edge is
v (1 fa?'l'ty of site is IAdj. SAC Numerous key species (inc. close to
R465 R Burneside)l v bats and native crayfish) an Zone 3b) v
ON46# (0] v v |numerous key species - birds v Y ¥ /xIxx 90:6:4 v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burneside

: Access to Location in
Village Hall or Educational Health relation to
Ref. No. | Land use Other Civic Shop Facilities: Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk| Surface Water | _." .
Building 2EIEEs (GPs) Flooding  X¥ISting
P S communities(]
and bats
numerous key species - birds v ¥ IXIxx
ONA47# v v |and bats vl 70:25:5(1 v
Sustainability Appraisal: Burneside
Landscape _ _ _ Greenfield or _ Education and
Land use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield | Recycling Training
Ref. No.
R489
(pro po§ed XX (setting of Public sewer capacity issues, no
allocation) R X (v. small part CL) |Burneside Hall SAM) surface water to foul sewer XX ~ v
Public sewer capacity issues, no
surface water to foul sewer — water
R472 R = = main and sewer at north — no build over[XX E an
E32
(proposed X (setting of Public sewer capacity issues and no
Allocation) E = Burneside Hall SAM) urface water to foul sewer XX E v
RN168 R ~ (CL) = ? XX = a8
M38
(proposed XX (however,
Allocation) M X (50% CL) = ? part is brownfield) [~ a8
Public sewer capacity issues, no
R465 R ~ (CL) = urface water to foul sewer XX = v
ON46# ©) = = ? XX = a8
ONA47# ©) = = ? XX = v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burneside

Land use
Ref. No.
R489
(proposed
allocation) R
R472 R
E32
(proposed
Allocation) E
RN168 R
M38
(proposed
Allocation) M
R465 R
ON46# O
ONA47# (@]

Access to
jobs

Transport

v (small part of site

is ¥ vY)

v/v¥ ¥ 60:400

SA Score Summary: Burneside

Open Space

Energy Efficiency

~ Parts of site fall within
catchment of 3 different
open space typologies,
only v. small part falls

ithin 2, part falls within
no catchement

~ (wholly within 1,
northeastern corner of
site within 2)

X/~ (most of site in
none, southernmost
hird within 1)

2

Culture and | Recycled

Leisure

materials

Coalescence

20

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/Green Gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Burneside scores best in terms of access to jobs, culture and leisure facilities, a shop and health services. Sites proposed in Burneside
also score generally well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, education and training, a village hall and in terms of sites’
location in relation to the existing community.

Burneside sites score least well in terms of access to open space biodiversity, impacts on landscape, the built environment due to the potential
for harm to listed structures, air quality, water supply and take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre/poor scores against access to open spaces and recycling facilities suggest that Burneside would benefit from local provision of
such facilities.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Burneside have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place. Whilst most sites score well on flood risk, some sites are exceptions to
this and score poorly.

The sites that score best overall are M38, R472 and RN168.

Site R489 scores least well.
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17. Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal
Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal
Land il Hgll_ of EAd(l:JiZ?iSOLZI — . Health Services : SUAEEE Loca’Fion It
Ref. No. Other Civic Shop e Biodiversity Flood Risk water relation to
use o Facilities: (GPs) . o
Building P S flooding existing
communities
Numerous key
“ (L facility, prchara, ad another
EN14 E Burton in Kendal) orchard v
¥ (1 facility, Numerous key
M3 M Burton)[] species v
¥ (1 facility, Numerous key
M33 M | Burton in Kendal) species v
v (1 facility, Numerous key
M34 M Burton)[ species vl
MN26
(proposed v (1 facility,
allocation) M Burton)[] Y Y IxIxx 97:2:1v
MN26# vv/
(proposed v v v IXIxx
allocation) M v 60:400 numerous key species 90:5:40 v
¥ (1 facility, Numerous key
R600 R Burton)[] species
¥ (1 facility, Numerous key
R608 R Burton)[J v species
R681 R Y (1 facility, Numerous key vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

Village Hall or

Access to

Land o Educational . . Health Services
Ref. No. use Oéhut?lrdci:rl]wc Facilities: Biodiversity (GPs)
g P S
Burton in Kendal)
R76
(proposed ¥ (1 facility, Numerous key
allocation) R Burton)[]
¥ (1 facility, Numerous key
R78 R Burton in Kendal)
v (1 facility, Numerous key
R82 R Burton)[J
v (1 facility, Numerous key
RN144 R Burton)[J
RN145
(considered
with
adjoining ¥ (1 facility, |V (northern Numerous key
site R608) R Burton)[] portion ¥ Y[ v[]
v (eastern
and v (W
northeastern  [Part of
v (1 facility, |portions site is Numerous key
RN155 R Burton in Kendal)[|¥ ¥ ) x)J
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Flood Risk

Surface
water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing

communities

200

200

200

200

200

Y ¥ xIxx 98:1:1|v [
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

: Access to L
Land g H‘."l”. or Educational . : Health Services : Surface Loca‘glon in
Ref. No. use Other Civic Facilities: Biodiversity (GPs) Flood Risk water relation to
Building ’ flooding existing
communities
RN226
(proposed ¥ (1 facility,
allocation) R Burton)[]
RN226#
(proposed
allocation) R vl
RN270# R vl
RN277# R vl
RN319# R v
Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal
; Greenfield or Education and
Land |Landscape . Air i : .
Ref. No. use | character Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield | Recycling Training
X partially within
cons. Area and poss.
Affect setting of
EN14 E ~ (CL) several listed X ? (northwesterly corner ~ )

177

back to top




South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

; Greenfield or Education and
Land |Landscape . Air ; - -
Ref. No. use charactgr Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield | Recycling Training
buildings
M3 M X (CL) = X ? ~
M33 M X (CL) = X ? ~
M34 M X (CL) = X ? ~
X (Many Listed
buildings on Main
Street plus
MN26 conservation
(proposed area may be
allocation) M X affected) X ? ~85:15
MN26# X Poss. Affect
(proposed setting of several
allocation) M X listed buildings X ? v 80% ~ 20%
X (consider setting of Sewer capacity issue — no surface water to
R600 R ~ (CL) LB Burton hall) X sewer ~
Sewer capacity issue — no surface water to
R608 R ~ (CL) ~ adjoins cons. Area |~ sewer v X
R681 R X (CL) = X ? (northwesterly corner ~ )
R76
(P rODO_SE'd Sewer capacity issue — no surface water to
allocation) R ~(CL) = X sewer ~
X (setting of LB —
R78 R ~ (CL) church) X ~
R82 R ~ (CL) = X ? ~
RN144 R ~ (CL) = X ?
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

Greenfield or

Education and

Land |Landscape . Air ; - -
Ref. No. use | character Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield | Recycling Training
RN145
(considered
with
adjoining
site R608) R |~(CL) X v
RN155 R |X(CL) X v
RN226
(proposed
allocation) R = =
RN226#
(proposed v (butis
allocation) R = rounding off)[]
RN270 R X -~
RN277 R |~ ~
RN319 R ~ v
Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal
Land Access to . Culture and | Recycled
Ref. No. use jobs Transport|Open Space Energy Efficiency Leisure |materials Coalescence

179

back to top




Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

Ref. No. =Ele
use
EN14 E
M3 M
M33 M
M34 M
MN26
(proposed
allocation) M
MN26#
(proposed
allocation) M
R600 R
R608 R

Access to
jobs

- Culture and | Recycled
Transport|Open Space Energy Efficiency Leisure |materials
~ (partly ¥) |~ v v
. - v -
- - vQ -
~/xx70:30 |~ v ~
5% ¥ 65% ~
30% XX ~ v ~
Partly v,
partly ~ ~ v vl
~1 X (SW
10%
outside ~ [ XX (SW 10~ v ~

180
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~ (coalescence with
Burton services)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

Ref. No. ~Eme Acpess to Transport|Open Space Energy Efficiency Cultgre and Recyqled Coalescence
use jobs Leisure |materials
catchment)
R681 R v ~ v
R76
(proposed
allocation) R vl ~ vl
R78 R an ~ v
R82 R v ~ v
RN144 R vl _
RN145
(considered
with
adjoining
site R608) R v ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Burton in Kendal

Ref. No. =Ele Acc_:ess to Transport|Open Space
use jobs
v (easternnmost  |Half ¥ v,
RN155 R portion ¥ ¥ )[J half v
RN226
(proposed
allocation) R ~
RN226#
(proposed
allocation) R
RN270 R
RN277 R
RN319 R -~

- Culture and | Recycled

Energy Efficiency Leisure matgrials
_ vl _
~|:| = =
v [~ [~

Coalescence

il

SA Score Summary (Burton in Kendal)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Burton scores best in terms of access to Health services, a shop, recycling, jobs, transport, culture and leisure and on the basis of
flood risk. Sites proposed in Burton also score generally well in terms of coalescence (with some exceptions) sites’ locations in relation to
existing communities and access to both a primary school and a village hall.

Burton sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, the take-up of greenfield land and the impact on the landscape, built
environment (due to listed structures and the Conservation area) and air quality.

The mediocre/poor scores against access to education and training and open space suggest that Burton would benefit from local provision of
such facilities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Burton have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R600, RN226 and RN144. Sites MN14 and RN155 score least well.
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Sustainability Appraisal: Endmoor

Sustainability Appraisal: Endmoor

Village Hall or PEEEES 1D
Land o Educational
Other Civic | Shop AN
use Building Facilities:
Ref. No. P S
EN20 (proposed ~ (1 facility,
allocation) E Endmoor) |v
EN33 (proposed ~ (1 facility,
allocation) E Endmoor) |v
vV v
EN59# E v v | 50:500
v (1 facility,
R660 R Endmoon) |vp
(NE part
R670 (proposed v (1 facility, of site is
allocation) R Endmoor) v X
v (1 facility,
RN119 R Endmoor) v
M41 (proposed v (1 facility,
allocation) M Endmoor)] |v
v (1 facility,
R83 R Endmoor)(
v (1 facility,
R627 R Endmoor)l] |v
v (1 facility,
R626 R Endmoor)
R619 R v (1 facility,

Health
Services
(GPs)

Flood

Biodiversity Risk

Numerous key species

Numerous key species
Numerous key species -
including birds and
mammal records

Numerous key species

Numerous key species

v v X

Numerous key species 70:25:50

Numerous key species

Numerous key species

Numerous key species

Numerous key species
Numerous key species

184

Surface Water
Flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities(]

v ¥ [xIxx 90:5:50]

i

v v IxIxx 90:6:40

XX

v ¥ IXIXX
80:10:100

20

v v [xIxx 90:6:4L

v VXXX
75:15:100

200

200

v Vv [xIxx 93:5:2

v
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Sustainability

Appraisal: Endmoor

Lang |Village Hall or Educaiond Health elation o
Other Civic | Shop A Biodiversity Services Surface Water N
use Buildin Facilities: (GPs) Floodin existing
Ref. No. 9 P S 9 communities(]
Endmoor)0
numerous key species -
RN239# R v XX including mammals Y ¥ IxIxx 95:4:1l
numerous key species -
RN285# R v XX birds v ¥ [xx/x 92:6:2 v
numerous key species - XY ¥ [~
RN255# R v XX including mammals 40:30:30 v
Sustainability Appraisal: Endmoor
Land | Landscape | Built Air | Gl l Education and
use character | envn | quality T Sl or RESENg Training
Ref. No. brownfield
ENZ20 (proposed allocation) E X (CL) = X X X
EN33 (proposed allocation) E X (CL) = X ; X X X
EN59# E X X X ? XX X =
UU - Sewer capacity issue - no surface
water to sewer and water main crosses
R660 R X (CL) = X west of site - no build over XX X =
UU - Sewer capacity issue - no surface
) water to sewer and public sewer
R670 (proposed allocation) R X (CL) = X lcrosses site - no build over XX X ~
RN119 R X (CL) = X ? X E
M41 (proposed allocation) R X (CL) = ~ ? X X E
UU - Sewer capacity issue - no surface
water to sewer, public sewer crosses
R83 R ~(CL) = X north of site - no build over ~ X E
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Sustainability Appraisal: Endmoor

Land | Landscape | Built Air EnearteE : Education and
use character | envn | quality GHEIED STBEL or REGYETE Training
Ref. No. brownfield
R627 R |~ (cL ~ ~ ~ X ~
UU - Public sewer crosses site - no
build over - potential viability problem?
R626 R ~ (CL) = ~ PRPC say sewers wouldn't cope ~ X E
R619 R |~ (CL) ~ ~ ~ ~
RN239# R X X ~ ? XX XX ~/x 90:10
RN285%# R XX X X ? XX XX =
RN255# R = = E ? XX XX =
Sustainability Appraisal: Endmoor
Land use Acg:ess to Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency Cu'".”e and Recyc_led Coalescence
jobs Leisure |materials
Ref. No.
EN20
(proposed
allocation) E ¥ ( hydro possible) v ~ X
EN33
(proposed
allocation) E ~ v v X
EN59# E v v ~ X (With Summerlands)
R660 R ~ v ~ ~
R670 (proposed|R ~ V] ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Endmoor

Land use Ac;::s: to Transport
Ref. No.
allocation)
RN119 R
M41 (proposed
allocation) |R
R83 R
R627 R
R626 R
R619 R
viv v
RN239# R 60:40 [
RN285#  |R vl
RN255# R vl

SA Score Summary (Endmoor)

Open Space Energy Efficiency Cul_ltetiléﬁrznd r'?g;gﬁ:g Coalescence
v v ~ v
~/XX (50:50 -
none for
northernmost
half) ~ v - .
XX/~ (65:35 -
none for
southern two-
hirds) ~ v Ll
N N v
u vi ~
¥ (Peasey Beck) ~ ~
~90:10 ~ v ~ ~
~ v ~ v

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/Green Gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Endmoor scores best in terms of access to a village hall, a shop, a primary school, health services, jobs, transport and culture and
leisure facilities as well as on sites’ location in relation to the existing community. Sites proposed in Endmoor also score generally well in terms
of flood risk and coalescence.

Endmoor sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, recycling facilities and open space and the take-up of greenfield land
as well as landscape impact, air quality and water supply.

The mediocre/poor scores against access to education and training, recycling facilities and open space suggest that Endmoor would benefit
from local provision of such facilities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Endmoor have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites R83, R627 and R619 score best overall. R660 and R670 score least well.
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Access to

Surface water
flooding

v v Ixx/IX
82:10:8

v Vv [xIxx 92:7:1

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

v Vv [xx/x 82:10:8

v v [x/xx 60:20:20

Land Village Hall or Educational Health
Ref. No. Other Civic | Shop A Biodiversity Services
use S Facilities:
Building P S (GPs)
E18 (proposed X(SE
allocation) ~ (1 facility, part of
E Holme) v site is ¥ )|v 1 [Numerous key species v
R675 (proposed ~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
allocation) R Holme) numerous other key species  |v [
v (NE
part of
~ (1 facility, site is Sensitive species n and
M37 M Holme) D) X |numerous other key species  |v[]
R558 ~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
E49 v (E part Eastern third of site: Sensitive
~ (1 facility, of site is species n and numerous other
E Holme) < ) X |key species v
M36 v (E part Eastern half of site: Sensitive
~ (1 facility, of site is species n and numerous other
M Holme) v V) X |key species v
M35 (proposed
allocation) ~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
M Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R678 R Holme) numerous other key species
R676 R ~ (1 facility, |v v Sensitive species n and

189

v Vv [x/xx 85:8:7
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

¥ (in dev boundary due
0 PTP alloc)

¥ (in dev boundary due
0 PTP alloc)

¥ (in dev boundary due
0 PTP alloc)

. Access to
Village Hall or ; Health
Ref. No. Luasned Othger Civic | Shop Eg:;ﬂf['izgél Biodiversity Services Fé?;kd Su;:‘gggivxgter
Building P S ’ (GPs)
Holme) numerous other key species
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R73 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R560 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R72 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v [
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and v Vv IXIXX
R677 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v 75:13:12
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and v Y IXIxx
M37a M Holme) numerous other key species  |v 06:3:1
RN30
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
R674H
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R32 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
R653 (proposed
allocation)
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Lang| Village Hall or Eﬁfj‘(ﬁ; © Health
Ref. No. Other Civic | Shop AR Biodiversity Services
use S Facilities:
Building P S (GPs)
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R567 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
RN94 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility,
E48 E Holme) Numerous key species v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R551 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n and
R562 R Holme) numerous other key species  |v
Sensitive species n and
R654 R numerous other key species  |v
RN197 R |vQ v 0 X |Various key species inc.UKBAP spp. |V []
RN198 R |vQ v v X |Various key species inc.UKBAP spp. |V []
RN200 R v \Various key species inc.UKBAP spp.  |¥[]
MN23 R v v v \Various key species inc.UKBAP spp. |V []
RN202 R v \Various key species inc.UKBAP spp. |V []
/Adjacent to County Wildlife Site
(Lancaster Canal) numerous key
species - including mammals and
sensitive species. Traditional orchard
RN271# R v v vl X |on site v
numerous key species - including
RN272# R |vQ vl v X |mammals & sensitive species v
/Adjacent to County Wildlife Site
RN273# v v[(v |v¥[1¥ ¥ X |Lancaster Canal) - numerous key v
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Flood | Surface water

Risk

flooding

v v IXIXX
94:4:2

v Vv [x/xx 98:1:10

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

<
=

200

200

2
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

: Access to S
Village Hall or . Health Location in
Ref. No. CEhle Other Civic | Shop Eduqa}tl_onfal Biodiversity Services FIC.’Od Surface_water relation to
use A~ Facilities: Risk flooding -
Building P S (GPs) existing
communities
v 70:300 species - including mammals &
60:40] sensitive species
IAdjacent to County Wildlife Site
(Lancaster Canal) - numerous key
Ispecies - birds including sensitive
RN283# R v v vl X |species v v
Sustainability Appraisal: Holme
: Greenfield
Land |Landscape | Built , . : : -~
Ref. No. b Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |Education and Training
use character envn .
brownfield
E18 (proposed XX (but part of
allocation ite already
) E XX = X Remote from sewerage system - UU eveloped) = V]
R675 (proposed X Consider
allocation) SN 12
listed
bridges
Holme
Turnpike . o
and P XX (but culd be ~ (N proportion of site is
R ~ Sheernest X classed as infill) 7 )
XX (but part of v (S proportion of site is ~
M37 M X/~ = X site brownfield)
R558 X Consider
listed
boundary
R X/~ post X No surface water to foul sewer - UU XX ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Land |Landscape | Built , . ClEenifEe : : ..
Ref. No. Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |Education and Training
use character envn .
brownfield
E49 ¥ (though
N part of
E ~ No surface water to foul sewer - UU XX site is ~) v
M36 Remote from water/wastewater networks
M ~ - UU XX v v
M35 (proposed XX (but part of
allocation) M X ~ X No surface water to foul sewer - UU site brownfield) |V v
X Consider
setting of
listed XX (but could
Holme be classed as
Turnpike infill to some
R678 R = bridge X ? extent) 50:50 ~ : v
X Consider
setting of 2
listed
bridges XX (but could
Sheernest be classed as
and holme infill to some
R676 R X Mill X ? extent) ~
~ (now that
Pear Tree Park ~ (already
has been largely allocated and in
R73 R built) = X No surface water to foul sewer - UU dev boundary) |~ v
~ (now that
Pear Tree Park ~ (already
has been largely allocated and in
R560 R built) = X No surface water to foul sewer - UU dev boundary) [~ v
~ (now that
Pear Tree Park ~ (already
has been largely allocated and in
R72 R built) ~ No surface water to foul sewer - UU dev boundary) |~ v
X Consider
R677 R X setting of X ? XX v (though S |~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Land |Landscape | Built ClE
Ref. No. b Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |Education and Training
use character envn .
brownfield
listed part of site
Holme isv V)
Turnpike
bridge.
Remains of
coke ovens
should be
avoided -
CCC
~ (though
SE part of
M37a M X = X ? XX site is ¥) v
RN30 R X = X ? XX v v
R674H ~ (now that
Pear Tree Park
has been largely
R built) = X ? XX F v
R32 R = = X No surface water to foul sewer - UU X v v
R653 XX (although
(proposed infills/rounds off
; existing dev
allocation) R = = X ? boundary) e v
X Consider
setting of
LB Pinder's
R567 R = farm Hse. |~ UU - OK an v v
X Consider
setting of XX (but could
LB Pinder's be classed as
RN94 R ~ farm Hse. (X ? infill) v v
Y (as unsightly
E48 E currently) = ~ Some way from water mains - UU X v v
R551 R = = E Public sewer at north of site - no build _~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Recycling

Education and Training

Land |Landscape | Built CreeniiE
Ref. No. b Air quality Water Supply or
use character envn .
brownfield
over - UU
R562 R = ~ ~ UU - OK
X (although
infills/rounds off
Public sewer crosses site - no build over |existing dev
R654 R ~ = X - potential viability problem? - UU boundary)
X Consider
setting of
listed
Sheernest
RN197 R X Bridge X ? XX
RN198 R = = X ? v
X ey XX (could be
setting of
listed classed as
RN200 R = Bridge Hse. [X ? infill)
X Consider
setting of
listed
Holme Mill
MN23 R X Bridge X ? XX
X Consider
setting of
listed
Holme
Turnpike
RN202 R = Bridge P ? XX
XX
(generally
but may
also affect
Holme Mill
RN271# R X Bridge) ~ ? XX
RN272# R X X ~ ? X
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Land |Landscape | Built CrEETIE
Ref. No. use character | envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |Education and Training
brownfield
RN273# R ? v /[~ 50:500 |v /~80:20
~ (but may
affect listed
Nelson's
RN283# R |~ bridge) |~ ? ~] v
Sustainability Appraisal: Holme
Land |Access to Open Energy Efficiency and SUL e Recycled
Ref. No. X Transport and : Coalescence
use jobs Space renewables Lei materials
eisure
E18 (proposed v (part of site
allocation) already
E ~ developed)[]
R675 (proposed
allocation)
R ~
M37 M ~
R558 R ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

Ref. No.

Land |Access to

use jobs

E49

E
M36

M
M35 (proposed
allocation)

M
R678 R
R676 R
R73 R
R560 R
R72 R
R677 R
M37a M
RN30 R
R674H R
R32 R
R653 (proposed
allocation) R
R567 R

Open Energy Efficiency and

UIEMEPOR| gy renewables

Y (potential for hydro Holme Beck adj.)
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materials

Coalescence
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Sustainability Appraisal: Holme

- Culture
Ref. No. Land Acc_:ess to Transport Open Energy Efficiency and and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs Space renewables : materials
Leisure

RN94 R ~ ~

E48 E ~

R551 R ~

R562 R ~ ~

R654 R ~
v (would start to
consolidate this
dispersed part of

RN197 R ~ ~ Holme) []

RN198 R E ~

RN200 R ~ ~
v (would start to
consolidate this
dispersed part of

MN23 R E e Holme)'|
v (but would
contribute to joining
main part of Holme
with dispersed part
around Sheernest

RN202 R ~ ~ bridge area).

RN271# R X ~/xx 70:30 |~ v ~ v

RN272# R X ~ = v ~ v

v v /v /[~50
RN273# R v [x 90:100[:47:30 v v ~ vl
vV v
RN283# R v 60:400] ~ v ~ v
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SA Score Summary (Holme)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Holme scores best in terms of access to a shop, health services, jobs, transport and culture and leisure, as well as on the basis of flood
risk and coalescence. Sites proposed in Holme also score generally well in terms of access to a village hall and primary school.

Holme sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, the take up of Greenfield land, access to open space and the built
environment due to potential impacts upon listed buildings or structures.

The mediocre/poor scores against access to recycling facilities and education and training suggest that Holme would benefit from improved
local provision of such facilities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Holme have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites R567, R551 and R562 scored best overall. E18, R677 and M37a scored least well.
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20. Sustainability Appraisal: Levens

Sustainability Appraisal: Levens
. Access to
Land VI(I)Ia;lge g?”. or Educational iodi . SHquth Flood |Surface water
use ée_r ~Ivic Facilities: Biodiversity Ervices flooding
uilding P S (GPs)
Ref. No.

v (1 facility,

R142 R Levens) [
v (N part

¥ (1 facility, of site is
E17 E Levens) [J vvYye o KX
R682LV v (S part x(N part

v (1 facility, of site is |of site is

R Levens) [J XX)

v (1 facility,

R680LV R Levens) [J D
X (N part

v (1 facility, of site is
RN179 R Levens) [J v XX)

v (1 facility, -
R105 R Levens) [J b

~ (1 facility,
E16 E Levens) Numerous key species

200
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Sustainability Appraisal: Levens

Lang |Village Hall or Educaiona
Other Civic Shop A Biodiversity
use - Facilities:
Building P S
Ref. No.
RN121
(proposed v (1 facility, |v /v V¥
allocation) R Levens) (75:25)0 v
R681LV
v (1 facility,
R Levens) [
v (N part
¥ (1 facility, of site is
RN120 R Levens) X)J
R71 v (v
small SE
corner of [x(N part
v (1 facility, site is of site is
R Levens) [] v v X
R51 (proposed
allocation) v (1 facility,
R Levens) [
RN127 R ¥ (1 facility, |v 55:45 Numerous key species

201

Health
Services
(GPs)

Flood |Surface water
Risk flooding

v Vv /.._
70:30
estern
edge
zone 2[]

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

v

v (albeit with a
gap between it
and the Dev
boundary)_]
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Sustainability Appraisal: Levens

. Access to
Village Hall or ; Health
L) Other Civic Shop EdUC.a:tI.OI’l.al Biodiversity Services FIC.’Od
use - Facilities: Risk
Building P S (GPs)
Ref. No.
Levens) [ YRy
v (1 facility,
RN124 R Levens) [
v (1 facility,
R416 R Levens) [
v (1 facility,
RN122 R Levens) [
v (1 facility,
RN162 R Levens) [J v
v (1 facility,
R412 R Levens) |v[ Numerous key species
numerous key species --
including mammals
ENA45# E ~ v v X Improved Grassland X
Potential Great Crested
v Ix Newt site - numerous key
RN282# R v 90:10(] species - inc mammals

Surface water
flooding

Location in
relation to
existing
communities

v [

Sustainability Appraisal: Levens
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Luasned L;]n:rzz?gre Built envn Air quality Water Supply
Ref. No.
R142 R X (CL = X
X (Consider setting
of listed lime kiln to
E17 E east of site) X
R682LV
R |~(cL) ~ X
R680LV R X (CL) = X
X (Consider setting
of listed heaves
farm to north east of
RN179 R site)
R105 R ~ (CL = X
X (Consider setting
of listed buildings at
Low Levens farm,
Levens Hall,
Lawrence House
farm and Levens
E16 E Bridge LB and SAM) X
RN121
(proposed
allocation) R ~(CL) v X
R681LV
R X (CL) ~ X
RN120 R X (CL) (would |~ X
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brownfield
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Sustainability Appraisal: Levens
Greenfield Education and Training
Luasned Lcin;zg?gre Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
Ref. No. brownfield

require a lot of mall S part

tree felling and -

thus would alter of site ¥ ¥ ).

landscape)
R71

R ~(CL) = X =
R51 (proposed
allocation)
R ~(CL) = X =
X (Consider setting
of listed lime kiln to

RN127 R ~(CL) east of site) X ? v ~
RN124 R ~(CL) v X ? v ~
R416 R ~(CL) = X E
RN122 R ~(CL) = X ? E
RN162 R ~(CL) v X ? E
R412 R |~(CL ~ X v ~
EN45# E X v ~ ? v ~
RN282# R X X ~ ? v/v v 97:3 =
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Sustainability Appraisal: Levens
Greenfield Education and Training
Luasned Lcahnzgrzz?gre Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
Ref. No. brownfield
to 3 sides and
thus could be
classed as
'within
|settlement’)
Sustainability Appraisal: Levens
Culture |Recycled|Coalescence
Land Access to - and materials
: Transport | Open Space Energy Efficienc ;
Ref. N use jobs P P P gy y Leisure
ef. No.
R142 R v ~ v ~ v
~(but would
contribute to
farms being
E17 E v ~ v ~ swallowed u
R682LV v /v Y (SE
R680LV R v ~ v ~ v
v (but would
contribute to
farms being
RN179 R vl ~ vl v swallowed up)l]
R105 R v E v v
E16 E_|vn . v .
RN121 ~/ v (S40% is
(proposed R v v in 2) ~ v v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Levens

Culture |Recycled|Coalescence
Luined AC}:;?SS © | Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency Leailggre materials
Ref. No.

allocation)
R681LV

R v ~ v ~

v (small S tip
of site is v /~(N40% is
RN120 R |vo v v in 1) ~ v ~
R71 R v v E v ~
R51
(proposed
allocation) R vl ~ v ~
RN127 R |vo ~ v ~
v ¥ (removes
RN124 R vl rovision)OJ ~ v ~
R416 R v ~ v an
RN122 R vl vl ~ v ~
RN162 R v v E v ~
R412 R v ~ V] V]
EN45¢# E X v/¥ ¥ 70:30] v /~95:50 |-
RN282# R X v/v v 955 ¥/-50:500 |~
206
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SA Score Summary (Levens)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Levens scores best in terms of access to a shop, health services, recycling facilities, culture and leisure facilities, jobs and transport.
Sites proposed in Levens also score generally well in terms of access to a village hall, a primary school and open space and in terms of food
risk and coalescence.

Levens sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, the take-up of greenfield land and on biodiversity due to the potential
impact on great crested newt sites.

The mediocre/poor scores against education and training suggest that Levens would benefit from local provision of such facilities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Burton have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are RN124, RN162, R412 and R416.
Sites RN120, E17 and E16 score least well.
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Sustainability Appraisal: Natland
Sustainability Appraisal: Natland
3 Access to N
Village Hall Education Health Location in
Land or Other C . . Surface [relation to
Ref. No. . Shop al Biodiversity Services S
use Civic (GPs) Water  lexisting
Building Flooding [communities
v (1 facility,
R144 R Natland)] Numerous key species v
¥ (1 facility,
RN150 R Natland)( ' Numerous key species v
v (1 facility,
R554 R Natland) ' Numerous key species v
v (1 facility,
R63 R Natland) Numerous key species v
R62 (proposed ¥ (1 facility,
allocation) R Natland)(] ' Numerous key species vl
v (1 facility,
R680 R Natland)(] Numerous key species an
v (1 facility,
Natland) (site
1 field from
edge exist
RN129 R Natland)(] Numerous key species vl
v (1 facility,
R679 R Natland)(] Numerous key species an
v (1 facility,
R568 R Natland)(] Numerous key species v
numerous key species -- birds
ONS51# O v and bats vl 60:30:100
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Sustainability Appraisal: Natland

Village Hall Acces; to Location in
Education Health .
Land or Other L : . Surface [relation to
Ref. No. - al Biodiversity Services o
use Civic Facilities: (GPs) Water existing
Building P S : Flooding [communities
numerous key species -- birds v v IxxIx
RN256# R v v[] [and bats v 45:45:100 an
numerous key species -- birds v v IXxIX
RN298# R v v ] land bats v 95:4:10
numerous key species -- birds
RN303# R v v 1 land bats 2
Sustainability Appraisal: Natland
Land | Landscape | Built Greenfield Education
Ref. No. use character envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |and Training
brownfield
X
(Consider
setting of )Aqueduct and water main cross - no
LBs at High building or disturbance allowed near. Also
R144 R X (CL) House) X no surface water to foul sewer - UU XX ~ v
X (consider
setting of
natland Hall
RN150 R X (CL) Bridge) X ? XX = v
R554 R ~ (CL) = X No surface water to foul sewer- UU XX (1/3~) |~ vl
R63 R X (CL) = X No surface water to foul sewer- UU XX = v
R62 (proposed
allocation) R X (CL) = X No surface water to foul sewer- UU XX = v
X (consider
setting of
Natland No surface water to foul sewer and public
R680 R X (CL) Hall farm X sewer crosses - no build over - UU XX v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Natland

Land | Landscape | Built Greenfield Education
Ref. No. P Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |and Training
use character envn .
brownfield

and Natland

Hall

Cottage)
RN129 R X (CL) = X ? XX E v
R679 R ~ (CL) = X ? XX ~ vl
R568 R ~ (CL) = X ? XX = vl
ONS51# O] = = F ? XX ~ vl

X (inc.

impact on

setting of

historic
RN256# R X village) ~ ? XX ~ v
RN298# R = = F ? XX = an

X (inc.

impact on

listed High

House and

setting of

historic
RN303# R XX village) ~ ? XX = vl

Sustainability Appraisal: Natland
Culture |Recycled|Coalescence
Ref. No. Land | Accessto |Transpo| Open Energy Efficiency e_md materials
use jobs rt Space Leisure
X (would be XX
v. (N part of if other sites go
R144 R siteis ¥ ¥ ) ~ lahead)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Natland

Culture |Recycled|Coalescence
Ref. No. Land | Accessto |Transpo| Open Energy Efficiency and materials
use jobs rt Space Leisure
~ (but would
contribute to
swallowing up of
»/- (N part of Natland Park
RN150 R siteis ¥ ¥ )0 ~ Farm)
R554 R v ~ v
¥ (but would
contribute to
swallowing up of
R63 R v ~ farms)]
¥ (but would
contribute to
R62 (pr_oposed swallowing up of
allocation) R v ~ farms)]
R680 R v E v
X (would be XX
if other sites go
RN129 R H ~ ahead)
R679 R v ~ v
R568 R ~ X
ON51# (0] v ~Ixx 75:25 |~ v
RN256# R v ~Ixx 70:23 |~ e
RN298# R v ~ X
RN303# R v ~ X
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SA Score Summary (Natland)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Natland scores best in terms of access to a shop, primary and secondary schools, health services, education and training, jobs,
transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk. Sites proposed in Natland also score generally well in terms of
access to a village hall and the sites’ locations in relation to existing communities..

Natland sites score least well in terms of access to open space, the built environment due to the potential for negative impact on listed buildings
and structures, water supply, take-up of greenfield land, air quality and impact on the landscape.

The mediocre/poor scores against recycling facilities suggest that Natland would benefit from local provision of such facilities whilst generally
poor scores against coalescence highlight a need for caution to be taken when deciding upon the preferred sites.

Poor scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy
measures are encouraged as few of the sites in Natland have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Sites R568, R679 and R554 score best overall and RN150 scores least well.
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22. Sustainability Appraisal: Oxenholme
Sustainability Appraisal: Oxenholme
3 Access to .
Land illzes H‘?”. or Educational L . Hea_lth Flood |Surface water Locayon in
Ref. No. Other Civic Shop e Biodiversity Services - . relation to
use o~ Facilities: . Risk flooding .
Building P S (GP's) existing
communities
~ (1 facility, v (v small
Natland) NW corner of Numerous key
R580 R 9% siteis ¥ ¥ ) |v[] |species vl v
R108 (proposed ~ (1 facility, v (W part of Numerous key
allocation) R |Natland) v siteis ¥ ¥)O|v[ Ispecies v v
RN223 (proposed ~ (1 facility, adj. CWS Several
allocation) R Natland) N v v[] |key species inc. bats|v [ v
numerous key
RN223#(proposed species -- birds
allocation) R ~ v v v [] land bats v v
numerous key
species -- birds
RN231# R = v an v [1 land bats v =
Sustainability Appraisal: Oxenholme
. Greenfield Education and Training
Ref. No. Leme | LEmeEEepe | Bl Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
use character envn b .
rownfield
R580 R ~(CL) ~ ? v
R108 (Pmposed No surface water to foul sewer and water
allocation) R X (CL) = X main crosses — no build over — UU v
RN223 (proposed
allocation) R = X X ? v
RN223# (proposed R |~ X = ? ~ vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Oxenholme
allocation)
RN231# R |~ X ~ ? ~ v
Sustainability Appraisal: Oxenholme
Culture |Recycled|Coalescence
Land Access to Open A and i
Ref. No. use jobs Transport Space Energy Efficiency Leisure
R580 R 50:50 v:v V¥ =
X (would be XX
. if other sites go
R108 (proposed allocation) R v ahead)
RN223 (proposed allocation) R
RN223#(proposed allocation) R v
RN231# R vl

* note — In addition to existing filling station shop, the old shop in central Oxenholme that closed in early 2009 reopened Spring 2010

SA Score Summary ( Oxenholme)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/Green Gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Overall, Oxenholme scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health services, education and training, jobs, transport and
culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk. Sites proposed in Oxenholme also score generally well in terms of access to a
primary school and the sites’ locations in relation to existing communities.

Oxenholme sites score least well in terms of access to open space, take-up of greenfield land and air quality.

The mediocre scores against village hall access and recycling facilities suggest that Oxenholme would benefit from local provision of such
facilities.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Oxenholme have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Overall, R580 and RN223 score best overall, with little between them. R108 scores least well, although only marginally.
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23. Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside

Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside

Village
Hall or
Ref. No. Land use Other
Civic
Building
EN16
E
R683s (proposed
allocation)
R
R115
R
R111
R
ON19
@)

Shop

Access to
Educational
Facilities:
P S

Biodiversity

Health

Services |Flood Risk

(GPs)

Location in
relation to
existing
communitie
S

Surface
water
flooding

v (N tip of
site is X v

\Various key species
inc. species n. 20%
of W side mixture of
ancient woodland,
semi natural
woodland & site of
invertebrate
significance:
Haverbrack Bank.

NE 8% LPO.
\Various key
species.

\Various key
species.

v (between two
communities)

\Various key
species.

Site of Invertebrate
Significance.

\Various Key
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Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside

Services|Flood Risk

Village
Hall or Eng:(:iso:lc; Health
Ref. No. Land use Other | Shop Facilities: Biodiversity
_ acilities:
Civic P S (GPs)
Building
Species.
R92
\Various key
R v species. v
E12 \Various key species
inc. sensitive
E v v species n. v
EN27
\Various key
E v species. v
RN187
\Various key
R v v species. v
RN32
\Various key
R v X species. v
\Various key
RN188 R v species. v
Includes orchard.
\Various key
RN22 R v species. v
EN40 (proposed half v |mainly ¥ Several key spp.
allocation) E half part ¥ ¥ vl Inc. Bats v
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Vv [~
(75:25 SW

corner zone
2.

Location in
Suniace relation to
water existing
fleosling communitie
S
v
v VY IXIXX
02:4:4 v
v Vv IXIXX
92:4:4
Y v [xIxx
97:2:10
v (between two
communities
v VY IXIxx
70:25:50
v ¥ IXIXx
85:13:20
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Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside

Village L
Ref. No. Land use Other | Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Services|Flood Risk water existing
Civic ‘ (GPs) flooding >
Building P S commsunltle
v v |
Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside
Ref. No. Land | Landscape Greenfield Education and
P€ |Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
use | character :
brownfield
EN16 E v ~ ? v v
R683s (proposed Public sewer capacity issues,
i no surface water to foul sewer
allocation) R |X(AONB) |~ X " LU v
R115 No surface water to foul
R = X sewer — UU v
R111 No surface water to foul
R = X sewer — UU v
ON19 O XX (AONB) |~ X ? v
R92 XX (AONB)
(development
would
necessitate
removal of large
number of No surface water to foul
R |mature trees) |~ X sewer — UU v
El2 Remote from sewerage
E |¥ (AONB) = X system — UU v
EN27 E [~ (AONB = X ? v
RN187 R v ~ ? v
RN32 R |~ (AONB) = X ? v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside
Ref. No. Greenfield Education and
Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
brownfield
RN188 > [ v
RN22 ? ~ ~ v
EN40 (proposed
allocation) ? L vl
Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside
Ref. No. Culture Recycled Coalescence
Land Access to Transport Open Space Energy a_md materials
use jobs Efficiency | Leisure
EN16
E ~ v v
R683s (proposed
allocation)
R v/~ (SW 30% has 1)~ ~
R115 E cornerfi~/XX (10% not within
R |v of site is ¥ catchment of any) ~ ~
R111 v (N part of
R |[siteis ¥ ¥ ~ ~ ~ v
ON19
O ~ ~
R92 R v ~/¥ (NE 20% has 2) |~ ~
E12 E v ~ v ~
EN27 E v ~ ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Storth and Sandside

Ref. No.

Land | Access to
use jobs

RN187 R

RN32 R |v

RN188 R

RN22 R

EN40 (proposed

allocation) E

SA Score Summary (Storth & Sandside)

Transport

Open Space

Energy
Efficiency

v

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled Coalescence
materials

v 20

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space/green gap uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Overall, Storth/Sandside scores best in terms of access to a shop, health facilities, education and training, jobs, transport and culture and
leisure facilities. Sites proposed in Storth, Sandside and Carr Bank also score generally well in terms of access to a village hall and on flood
risk, sites’ locations in relation to the existing community and coalescence, although there are some key exceptions.

Storth/Sandside sites score least well in terms of biodiversity and landscape impacts, the effects on the built environment, air quality, water
supply and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to primary and secondary schools and to recycling facilities suggest that Storth/Sandside would benefit
from more local provision of such facilities. Mediocre scores were also found against potential for the use of recycled materials and energy

efficiency and renewables.

220

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Storth/Sandside have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are RN188, EN40 and RN187. EN16 and RN22 also scored well. Sites R115, R111 and RN32 scored least
well overall.
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Small Villages and Hamlets

Cartmel Peninsula and Furness

24. Sustainability Appraisal: Headless Cross

Sustainability Appraisal: Headless Cross

222

Village
Hall or Acces_s to Health L_ocation !n _
Ref. No. 0] O'Fh_er Shop Educ-qtl_onfell Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk Surface_water relation to e{x_lst|ng
use | Civic Facilities: (GPs) flooding communities
Buildin P S
9
v (Irg N djacent to ancient semi-
v (@1 portion natural woodland. Water
facility, [60:40 |of site is ole potential & various
RN157 R |Cartmel)j¥v:¥ ¥ |¥ Y] key species
R v (sml
v(rgN |N
v (@1 portion |portion
facility, |of site is |of site is ater vole potential &
RN156 Cartmel)|¥ ¥)I [¥ ¥)J arious key species
R v Q@
facility, ater vole potential &
RN147 Cartmel)]| v v arious key species
R (v (1
facility, ater vole potential &
RN148 Cartmel) v arious key species
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Sustainability Appraisal: Headless Cross

Village
y Halrl] or gccess toI Health f I Location in
Lan Other Educationa oo : . . Surface water |relation to existing
R e use | Civic She Facilities: M= Secr;vlgces el R flooding communities
Buildin P S (GPs)
)
R v
facility, |v:¥ ¥ ater vole potential &
RN171 Cartmel)|2/3:1/30 |v arious key species x/¥ ¥[160:40 |vn
R Potential water vole site -
A /A numerous key species -
RN307# = 60:400 140:600 birds v
Sustainability Appraisal: Headless Cross
Land [Landscape . : : Crzeriied : : _
Ref. No. Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Education and Training
use | character :
brownfield
X (partly
within/mainliy v (though S/SW
RN157 R adj. CA) X ? art of site is ~)0
RN156 R X (adj. CA) ? 50:50 ¥ :~
RN147 R [X(CcL) ~ ? v
RN148 R |~(CL) ~ X ? v
RN171 R |~ = X ? ~
R X (setting of
historic
RN307# X village) F ? vl

223

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Headless Cross
Culture
Ref. No. Lzt Acg:ess Transport Open Space Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use | tojobs : materials
Leisure
¥ (but would breach gap between Headless
. Cross and individual rural buildings
v/ ¥ ¥ 95:5 SWto potentially setting a precedent for breaching
RN157 R v NE[ F ~* E further gaps in future)J
¥ (but would breach gap between Headless
R v v L . L Cross and individual rural buildings
potentially setting a precedent for breaching
RN156 further gaps in future)J
R ¥ (but would breach gap between Headless
Cross and individual rural buildings
potentially setting a precedent for breaching
RN147 v vl F ~ E further gaps along that road in future).
RN148 R vI] vl ~ ~ -
RN171 R v v ~ ~ ~ v [
RN307# R v v /v v 90:100 i ~ E v

SA Score Summary (Headless Cross)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Headless Cross scores best in terms of access to a secondary school, health facilities and education and training. Sites proposed in
Headless Cross also score generally well in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary school, open space, location in relation to existing
communities, access to recycling facilities, jobs and transport and on flood risk.

Headless Cross sites score least well in terms of landscape impacts, the effects on air quality and the built environment and the take-up of
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Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against, access to cultural and leisure facilities suggest that Headless Cross would benefit from more local provision of
such facilities. Mediocre scores were also found against potential for the use of recycled materials, energy efficiency measures and
renewables, biodiversity impacts, water supply, and coalescence.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Headless Cross have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place as well as ensuring that development does not contribute to coalescence.

The sites that score best overall are RN148 and RN171, although only marginally.
Sites RN147, RN157 and RN156 all scored less well overall and it is difficult to determine any significant difference between them.
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25. Sustainability Appraisal: Moor Lane and Ravenstown
Sustainability Appraisal: Moor Lane and Ravenstown
Village Hall Access to P
Land | or Other Educational — : Hea_lth Flood | Surface water Locayon in
Ref. No. . Shop A Biodiversity Services . . relation to
use Civic Facilities: Risk flooding o
L (GPs) existing
Buldng e communities
v (N v (N
part of  |portion UK priority habitat: coastal & v (Irg SW
~ (2 facilities, |site is of site floodplain grazing. Water vole portion of
RN160 R |Flookburgh)d |¥ ¥)I |is ¥ ¥)IX potential & various key species [siteis x)J X v
X/V v /....
(60:35:5 -
Water vole potential & various northern
key species. Eastern 25% = UK & central
50:50 priority habitat: coastal & part zone
R684 R vV v floodplain grazing. v 1) v
\Water vole potential & various
MN4 M key species v Y ¥ IxIxx90:6:4|v
50:50 \Water vole potential & various
RN8 R vl VIVVIX key species v v ¥ IxIxx 93:4:3|v ]
UK priority habitat: coastal &
floodplain grazing. Water vole
EN25 E v v X potential & various key species  |v [ X
I =
X
(70:20:10
Water vole potential & various Y (SW part - NW part
R670a R vl v X key species of site is x)J zone 1) vl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Moor Lane and Ravenstown

Village Hall Access to Health Location in
Land | or Other Educational . . : Flood | Surface water .
Ref. No. . Shop A Biodiversity Services . . relation to
use Civic Facilities: Risk flooding o
Building P S e existing
communities
UK BAP Priority Habitat, Water
~ (2 facilities, vole, bats, badgers & various key|part ¥ part part ¥ v
EN41 E |Flookburgh) |V v X species X part X E

UK priority habitat: coastal &
floodplain grazing. Water vole
EN19 E potential & various key species |v X E

UK priority habitat: coastal &
floodplain grazing. Water vole
RN159 R v v potential & various key species  |v [ X ~

Sustainability Appraisal: Moor Lane and Ravenstown

: Greenfield

Ref. No. Leme] | Leme Seepe. |- (B Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Education and Training
use | character envn .
brownfield
RN160 R _X ? E v (NW part of site is ~)0
v (though S part of site

R684 R X X X ? is ~)0 v
MN4 M - X ? ‘o vr
RNS R |- ~ X ? 50:50 ¥ :~ v
EN25 E X ~ X ? v
R670a R |~ v X ? v
EN41 E H~ X ? part ¥ part ~
EN19 E X = X ? v Y[
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Sustainability Appraisal: Moor Lane and Ravenstown
: Greenfield
Ref. No. S e e I Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Education and Training
use | character envn .
brownfield
part X part [~ (though N part of site
RN159 R X = X ? XX is V) v
Sustainability Appraisal: Moor Lane and Ravenstown
Culture
Ref. No. Lene Access to Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs Lei materials
eisure

X (Ravenstown and Flook' and both
RN160 R ~ ~* ~ Bus. Parks
R684 R ~ ~ ~ X (Ravenstown and Flook'
MN4 M ~ ~ ~ X (Ravenstown and Flook'
RN8 R E ~ ~
EN25 E E ~ ~
R670a R ~ ~ ~ v

X (Flook' & Airfield Approach Bus.
EN19 E ~ ~ ~ Park/Willow Tree Caravan Park

X (Airfield Approach Bus.

Park/Willow Tree Caravan Park &
RN159 R v ~ ~ ~ Airfield Farm Bus. Park

SA Score Summary (Ravenstown and Moor Lane)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Moor Lane and Ravenstown scores best in terms of access to jobs. Sites proposed in Moor Lane and Ravenstown also score generally
well in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary school, health facilities, location in relation to existing communities, and access to
education and training facilities and transport.

Moor Lane and Ravenstown sites score least well in terms of access to secondary schools and open space, biodiversity impacts, landscape
impacts, the effects on air quality and the take-up of greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities and cultural and leisure facilities suggest that Moor Lane and Ravenstown would
benefit from more local provision of these. Mediocre scores were also found against potential for the use of recycled materials, energy
efficiency measures and renewables, water supply, and location in relation to existing communities.

Variable scores were found against flood risk, impacts on the landscape and built environment and potential for coalescence.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Moor Lane and Ravenstown have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place as well as ensuring that development does not contribute to coalescence
and takes into account flood risk.

The sites that score best overall are RN8, R670a and MNA4.

Sites RN159 and RN160 scored least well overall.
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26. SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Open Countryside — Cartmel Peninsula
Sustainability Appraisal: Open Countryside — Cartmel Peninsula
Land Vglrag(tehg?” Eg(l:;(::ea?isoaoal C . Hea_lth Flood curtese  |lLecaie !n _relation
Ref. No. - Shop A Biodiversity Services : water to existing
use Civic Facilities: (GPs) Risk flooding communities
Building P S
¥ (1 facility, ater vole potential &
RN35 R |Cartmel)] v v jvarious key species E
~ (1 facility, x (Irg N portion of v ¥ IXIxx
RN161 R |Lindale) v site is ¥) I : =
~ (2 facilities, \Water vole potential &
MN12 M |Flookburgh) |v X vl \various key species v ~
Potential water vole site -
numerous key species - v v Ixx/x
RN286# R |v( v including mammals v 80:18:2(]
Potential water vole site -
numerous key species - v v Ixx/x
RN287# R |vp an birds v 70:15:15[]
Potential water vole site -
numerous key species -
RN309# R |vp vl birds v

Sustainability Appraisal: Open Countryside — Cartmel Peninsula
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Greenfield or Education and
Ref. No. Luasned Lcahn;zg?gre Built envn Air quality |Water Supply brownfield Recyling Training
RN35 R X (consider setting of and
impact on adj. LBs Cartmel Old
Grammar Sch.)(within CA)
RN161 R X (consider impact on LBs south
lodge and gatepiers, Castle
Head, animal shelter, bridge,
stable block and boathouse)
MN12 M 2
X (several listed buildings
RN286# R in close proximity)
X (several listed buildings
RN287# R X in close proximity) ¥ |~ 70:300
X (several listed buildings
RN309# R X in close proximity) E ? v vl
Sustainability Appraisal: Open Countryside — Cartmel Peninsula
Land | Accessto [Transpo| Open . Culture and | Recycled
Ref. No. use jobs t P Sppace Energy Efficiency Leisure matgrials Coalescence
RN35 R an ¥ (adj. Stream - hydro?)] ~ ~
R
RN161 ¥ (poss. Hydro)] ~* ~ X
MN12 M e e E
RN286# R ~ ~ X
RN287# R ~ ~
RN309# R ~ ~ X
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SA Score Summary: Cartmel Peninsula Open Countryside

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is hot considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, sites in the open countryside of the Cartmel peninsula score best in terms of access to jobs, shops, health services, education and
training and transport. Sites in the open countryside of the Cartmel peninsula also score generally well in terms of access to a secondary
school and open space and in relation to flood risk.

Sites in the open countryside of the Cartmel peninsula score least well in terms of access to primary schools, impacts on landscape, air quality,
biodiversity and the built environment and the take up of greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to a village hall, culture and leisure and recycling facilities suggest that sites in the open countryside of the
Cartmel peninsula would benefit from more local provision of these. Mediocre scores were also found against potential for the use of recycled
materials, water supply, and location in relation to existing communities.

Variable scores were found against flood risk and potential for coalescence.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials is encouraged as few of the sites in the open countryside of the Cartmel
peninsula have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. Care should be taken to ensure that the identified opportunities for energy
efficiency/renewable energy measures are investigated.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place as well as ensuring that development does not contribute to coalescence
and takes into account flood risk.

The site that scores best overall is RN35. Site RN161 scored least well overall.
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27. Sustainability Appraisal: Bardsea and Bardsea Green
Sustainability Appraisal: Bardsea and Bardsea Green
: Access to
Village Hall or ; .
G |ETIE Other Civic |Shop EdUC.a:tI_OH.aJ Biodiversity I_-|ea|th Flood Risk Surface_water L_ocatlon in
No. | use o~ Facilities: Services (GPs) flooding relation to existing
Building S
P S communities
v v [~ (Southern
R134 | R v X KX various key species  [x 30% zone 2)[] v
Eastern 33% UK v v X/~
Priority Habitat. various (70:20:10 NW to
R281 | R vl X KX key species X SE)[ v
R279 | R v X KX \various key species X vl
RN10 ~ (2 facilities,
2 R |Bardsea) v X X \various key species X E
Sustainability Appraisal: Bardsea and Bardsea Green
Greenfield or Education and
Ref. |Land |Landscape . : : ’ : .
No. | use | character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling Training
X (Consider setting of Public sewer through site — no
R134 R LB Well House) X build over — UU. ~ v
X (Consider setting of
LB Holy Trinity Public sewer through east of
R281 R Church) X Isite — no build over — UU. E v[]
Public sewer at site — no build
R279 R |~ (CL) ~ X lover — UU. ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Bardsea and Bardsea Green

Greenfield or Education and
Ref. |Land |Landscape . . . ; : .
No. | use | character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling Training
X (CL +
RN102| R [LPO) = X ? v
Sustainability Appraisal: Bardsea and Bardsea Green
Rl | LEntl || AGEEES i3 Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficienc Cl;lr:lére RegE) Coalescence
No. | use jobs P P P gy y Lei materials
eisure
R134 R v [~ 60:400 |~ X (Bardsea with Wellhouse hamlet)
R281 R v ~
R279 R v ~
RN102| R ~ ~

SA Score Summary (Bardsea & Bardsea Green)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in

negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Bardsea scores best in terms of access to education and training facilities, jobs, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as
scoring generally well, although with key exceptions, in terms of access to a village hall and open spaces, flood risk, coalescence and sites’

locations in relation to the existing community.
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Bardsea sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools and health services, impacts on the landscape, built
environment, air quality, and water supply capacity and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities suggest that Bardsea would benefit from more local provision. Bardsea also achieved
only mediocre scores against biodiversity and the potential for using energy efficiency measures/renewables and use of recycled materials

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in Bardsea have no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The site that scores best overall is R279. R134 scores least well.
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28. Sustainability Appraisal: Baycliff
Sustainability Appraisal - Baycliff
Village Hall Access to
g Health Surface L .
Ref. [Land | or Other Educational L : . . Location in relation to
No. | use Civic Sre Facilities: ey S?g;g()as HEe IR ﬂgvgé?r: existing communities
Building P S 9
R66/R
243 R X arious key species X v
RN23 | R X various key species X v
Sustainability Appraisal - Baycliff
Greenfield Education and Training
5. | Lene | (LEMESTERE Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
No. | use | character :
brownfield
R66/R R No capacity issues or
243 underground apparatus
X (CL + LPO) |~ X recorded — UU. E
RN23 R |_ (CL)( ad. (though N
Existing new part of site is
development) |~ X ? ~) =
Sustainability Appraisal - Baycliff
G | LENe | AEEESS 69 Transport [Open Space| Energy Efficienc C:I;Lcjire KOG Coalescence
No. | use jobs P P P 9y y Lei materials
eisure
R66/R R v v /~60:400 |~

236

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal - Baycliff

Ref. |Land | Access to - iz Recycled
' X Transport |[Open Space| Energy Efficiency and : Coalescence
No. | use jobs ; materials
Leisure
243
RN23 R ~/ ¥ IXX
v 60:30:10 e

SA Score Summary (Baycliff)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Baycliff scores best in terms of access to a shop, jobs, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk and
sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Baycliff sites score least well in terms of access to a village hall, primary and secondary schools, health services and recycling facilities as well
as impact on air quality, landscape and the take-up of greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to open spaces and education and training facilities suggest that Baycliff would benefit from more local
provision. Baycliff also achieved only mediocre scores against biodiversity and impacts on the built environment, water supply/sewerage
capacity, energy efficiency/renewables potential and potential for the use of recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in Baycliff do not have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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The sites scored very similarly but RN23 scored very marginally better overall.
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29. Sustainability Appraisal: Beanthwaite:
Sustainability Appraisal - Beanthwaite
Village Hall Access to
g Health Surface C : o
Ref. |Land | or C_)t_her Shop Educ'a_tl_onfall Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk — Location in relathn_ to existing
No. | use Civic Facilities: (GPs) - communities
Building P S 9
~ (1 facility, Sensitive species n & N
R67 R Grizebeck) v 5 arious key species. v
Sustainability Appraisal - Beanthwaite
Greenfield
Rl | Leng || LEme sesipe Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recyling Education and Training
No. | use | character .
brownfield
R67 R = X ? X
Sustainability Appraisal - Beanthwaite
Culture
S| L) Acgess to Transport [Open Space| Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
No. | use jobs : materials
Leisure

R67 R |v[ v V(]

SA Score Summary (Beanthwaite)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is hot considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Beanthwaite scores best in terms of access to a shop, health facilities, jobs, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in
terms of coalescence, flood risk and potential for the use of recycled materials.

Beanthwaite’s site scores least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, biodiversity impacts, landscape impacts , impact on
air quality, take up of Greenfield land, and access to education and training facilities and open spaces.

The mediocre scores against access to village halls and recycling facilities suggests that Beanthwaite would benefit from more local provision.
Beanthwaite also achieved only mediocre scores against the site’s location in relation to the existing community, impact on the built
environment, water supply and sewerage capacity and potential for the use of renewable energy and energy efficiency measures.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged and to

ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or minimised and that adequate water
supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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30. Sustainability Appraisal: Broughton Beck
Sustainability Appraisal — Broughton Beck
Village Hall Access to Health
Ref. [Land | or Other Educational L : . . Surface water Location in
No. | use Civic She Facilities: SIS SERMIEES | [HIBeC! RIS flooding relation to existing
s (GPs) i
Building P S communities
RN209| R [X = \various key species v v
RN210| R [X = \various key species v v
part ¥ part
RN212| R |X = X X various key species v Y ¥ IxxIx 82:14:40\v
Sustainability Appraisal — Broughton Beck
Greenfield Education and Training
e, | el || Leme sesipe Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
No. | use | character :
brownfield
RN209| R |X X X E
RN210| R |X X X E
RN212| R |X X X E
Sustainability Appraisal — Broughton Beck
Ref. |Land | Access to - emliare Recycled
. X Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and : Coalescence
No. | use jobs . materials
Leisure

RN209| R |v[ ¥ (beck could provide hydro)| v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Broughton Beck

Ref. |Land | Access to Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficienc Cilrﬁzire Recycled Coalescence
No. | use jobs P P P 9y y Leisure materials

RN210| R |v ¥ (beck could provide hydro)| ¥ (would consolidate two parts of village)(]|

RN212| R |v[ ¥ (beck could provide hydro)| ¥ (would consolidate two parts of village)(]|

SA Score Summary (Broughton Beck)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Broughton Beck scores best in terms of access to health facilities, jobs, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of
flood risk, location in relation to existing communities, energy efficiency and renewables potential and coalescence.

Broughton Beck scores least well in terms of access to open spaces and take up of greenfiled land.
Broughton Beck also scores less well in relation to access to primary and secondary schools and village halls, impacts on the landscape and
impacts on the built environment and air quality.

Mediocre scores were achieved against access to a shop, recycling facilities and education and training facilities as well as against
biodiversity impacts, water supply/sewerage capacity and potential for using recycled materials.

Scores show that Broughton beck would benefit from more local access to several facilities and services.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials is encouraged and to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air
guality and the built environment are avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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Sites RN210 and RN212 scored very marginally better than RN209.
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31. Sustainability Appraisal: Gleaston
Sustainability Appraisal - Gleaston
Village Hall
Access to Health L :
Ref. No. Lairel) @0 C_)t_her Shop |Educational Facilities:| Biodiversity | Services | Flood Risk Surface_water LowEilel In relatlon
use Civic P S (GPs) flooding to existing
Building communities
R208/R25| R |¥ (1 v vl
facility, arious key
Gleaston) i
RN196 R |[v( arious key X 60% X 10% ¥ Ix/v ¥ 40:600 vO
facility, iesinc. A
GIeaston)l] ensitive species
RN320# R numerous key
species - birds
4 lel~
v v v 60:30:100 | x/¥ ¥ /xx 60:30:10 vl
Sustainability Appraisal - Gleaston
Land Landscap Greenfield or Education and Training
Ref. No. use e Built envn Air quality Water Supply | brownfield | Recycling
character
R208/R25| R |~ ~ No capacity issues
or underground
apparatus recorded
- UU.
RN196 R |~ ~ ?
RN320# R |- ~ ? =

Sustainability Appraisal - Gleaston
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Land| Access to Energy Culture and Recycled
Ref. No. | "/ . Transport Open Space E mn Leisure materials Coalescence
R208/R25| R
~ ~ v
¥ (beck could
RN196 R provide hydro)( =
Y (Deep Meadows
RN320# R Beck)[] v ~ v

SA Score Summary (Gleaston)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Gleaston scores best in terms of access to a village hall, health services, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms
of flood risk, coalescence and the site’s location in relation to the existing community.

Gleaston’s site scores least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, jobs, open spaces and recycling facilities, impact on
biodiversity and air quality as well as on water supply and sewerage capacity and the take-up of greenfield land. However, there is a children’s
play area and large village green/amenity grass area opposite the village hall which contribute significantly to the village’s open space
provision.

The mediocre scores against access to a shop and education and training facilities suggests that Gleaston would benefit from more local
provision of these facilities. Gleaston also achieved only mediocre scores against landscape and built environment impacts and the potential for
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the use of renewable energy, energy efficiency measures and recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
site in Gleaston has little evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site R208/R25 and RN320# scored marginally better overall than site RN196.
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32. Sustainability Appraisal: Grizebeck
Sustainability Appraisal: Grizebeck
Village Access to
Ref. |Land Hall or Education Health Flood Location in relation to
No ’ use Other Shop al Biodiversity Services Risk Surface water flooding | existing communities
: Civic Facilities: (GPs)
Building P S
4 (1
facility,
Grizebeck Sensitive species v. Various|
RN66 R | an X key species. v v
- (:_L_ Sensitive species v. Various
facility, key species. Adjacent to UK
Grizebeck Priority Habitat: coastal &
MN210 M ) an X loodplain grazing. v
4 (1
facility,
Grizebeck Sensitive species v. Various|
MN11 M v X key species. v ~
numerous key species -
RN245 birds & bats including
# R vl vl X ensitive species v v
Sustainability Appraisal: Grizebeck
Ref. |Land | Landscape . : . Greenfield or : : _
No. | use | character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recyling| Education and Training
RN66 R ~ X ? ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Grizebeck

Ref. |Land | Landscape . : : Greenfield or . : _
No. | use | character Built envn| Air quality Water Supply o e Recyling| Education and Training
MN10 M |~ vl X ? ~ X
MN11 M X X X ? = X
RN245| R
# v v ~ ? v ~ X
Sustainability Appraisal: Grizebeck
Ref. |Land | Access to _ Culture and [Recycled
No. | use jobs Transport |[Open Space Energy Efficiency Leisure materials Coalescence
RN66 R |vO ~ X ~ X (Grizebeck and Dove Ford
hamlet)
MN1O | M |vr - = 1
MN11 M |vQ ¥ (poss. hydro potential)] X ~ v
RN245
# R v v v XX ~ X v[] v v

SA Score Summary (Grizebeck)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.
Overall, Grizebeck scores best in terms of access to a shop, health services, jobs and transport.

Grizebeck sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, education and training facilities and open spaces, impact
on biodiversity and landscape character, impact on air quality and the take-up of Greenfield land.
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The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities suggest that Grizebeck would benefit from more local provision. Grizebeck also

achieved only mediocre scores against impact on the built environment, water supply/sewerage capacity and potential for the use of recycled
materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in Grizebeck have little clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

All the sites in Grizebeck scored quite poorly overall, with MN11 scoring slightly less well than the others.
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33. Sustainability Appraisal: High Carley

Sustainability Appraisal — High Carley
Land Village Hall or EAdcl:Jf:?';\?iso;oal Health Surface water Location in
Ref. No. Other Civic Shop A Biodiversity| Services Flood Risk : relation to
use i~ Facilities: flooding .
Building P S (GPs) existing
communities
R |~ (2 facilities, v X v various key |v v
RN6 Swarthmoor) species
Sustainability Appraisal — High Carley
Land Landscape Built| . : Greenfie_ld or . Educa;io_n and
Ref. No. use character envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recyling Training
RN6 R |~ = X ? X E v
Sustainability Appraisal — High Carley
Culture
Land | Accessto |[Transpor Energy and [Recycled
G (M use jobs t Open Space Efficiency|Leisure|materials el PR
RN6 R Vi

SA Score Summary (High Carley)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, High Carley scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health services, jobs, culture and leisure and transport as well
as in terms of flood risk and risk of coalescence.

High Carley sites score least well in terms of access to primary schools and open spaces and in terms of impact on air quality and the take-up
of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to village halls and recycling facilities suggest that High Carley would benefit from more local provision.
High Carley also achieved only mediocre scores against impact on landscape, the built environment, water supply/sewerage capacity and
potential for the use of energy efficiency/renewables or recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in High Carley have little clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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34. Sustainability Appraisal: Leece
Sustainability Appraisal - Leece
Village
Access to . .
Hall or ; . Location in relation
Land Educational L . Health Services : Surface water o
Ref. No. - Cé’gh_er Shop Facilities: Biodiversity (GPs) Flood Risk flooding to eX|st|.n_g
ivic communities
o P S
Building
R206 R |[v (@1 v ~(@3 X various key X (likely to be v v [x 75:250]
facility, |(several |schools species facilities over
Leece) [shops over nearby district
nearby  |boundar boundary that
but over |y but would improve
boundary) |within score)
threshol
d)
RN266# R numerous key
v | ~/x90:10 X X __ [species -- birds X v
Sustainability Appraisal - Leece
Land|Landscape . : : Greenfield or : : _
Ref. No. use | character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recyling Education and Training
R206 R |v[ v X public sewer crosses (may be facilities [~ (likely to be facilities
= Mo build over = UU over nearby district [over nearby district
boundary that would [poundary that would
improve score) improve score)
RN266# R |~ (provided
roof line no
higher than
existing
building) = ~ ? an X =
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Sustainability Appraisal - Leece

Land| Access to Energy Culture and .
Ref. No. use jobs Transport | Open Space Efficiency Leisure Recycled materials [Coalescence
R206 R ~ (may be open |~ v
spaces over
nearby district
boundary that
ould improve
score)
RN266# R | X ~ - v v

SA Score Summary (Leece)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Leece scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk,
impact on landscape character and the built environment, coalescence, take-up of Greenfield land, potential for the use of recycled materials
and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Leece’s site scores least well in terms of access to a secondary school and health services (although it is highly likely that provision of a GP is
available in nearby Roose, just over nearby district boundary), impact on biodiversity and air quality, water supply and sewerage capacity and
access to jobs and recycling facilities (again however, it is likely that there are job opportunities and recycling facilities over the nearby district
boundary that would be accessible to Leece residents).
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The mediocre scores against access to a primary school, education and training and open space suggests that Leece would benefit from more
local provision however, these facilities are likely to be available nearby in Barrow Borough. Leece also achieved only mediocre scores against
potential for the use of renewable energy and energy efficiency measures.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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35. Sustainability Appraisal: Lindal-in Furness
Sustainability Appraisal: Lindal-in-Furness
Village Hall Access to A f
Ref. [Land | or Other Educational L : He"’%”h Flood SMEEE Locafuon n
. Shop L Biodiversity Services : water relation to
No. | use Civic Facilities: Risk ] o
o (GPs) flooding existing
Building P S R
communities
v (1 facility, v ¥ IXIXx
M31 R |Lindal)l v v KX \various key species v 50:40:100 |v[]
v (1 facility,
R230 R |Lindal)J v v KX various key species v v
¥ (1 facility, v ¥ IX
R209 R |Lindal)J v v KX various key species v 50:500 v
Sustainability Appraisal: Lindal-in-Furness
Greenfield Education and
G | Latilel | [LEEEEERS Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
No. | use | character .
brownfield
M31 R |~ = v
R230 R X = M|
R209 R |- ~ vl
Culture
Ref, | Land Ac<_:ess e Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
No. | use jobs ; materials
Leisure
M31 R |v[ v P E
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Sustainability Appraisal: Lindal-in-Furness

Ref. |Land | Access to - cllture Recycled
. X Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and : Coalescence
No. | use jobs Leisure materials

¥ (but would mean Bank
terrace would physically
become part of village - but
is technically part of village

R230 R |v[ anyway)(]

R209 | R |vp

SA Score Summary (Lindal)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Lindal scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary school, health services, open spaces, jobs, transport, education
and training and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Lindal sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school (however there are good bus links to the secondary schools in Dalton and
Ulverston which both lie just beyond the 3km threshold), air quality and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities suggest that Lindal would benefit from more local provision. Lindal also achieved only
mediocre scores against biodiversity and landscape impacts, impacts on the built environment, water supply, energy efficiency/renewables
potential and potential for the use of recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in Lindal do not have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.
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Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The three sites all scored very similarly and as such it is not possible to state which scored best or worst overall.
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36. Sustainability Appraisal: Pennington & Loppergarth

Sustainability Appraisal: Pennington & Loppergarth

Ref. | Lang | Vi!lage Hall or Access to Educational Health |Floo|g .. .| Locationin
No. Use Other Civic Shop Facilities: Biodiversity | Services | d floodin relation to
: Building P S (GP's) |Risk g existing

communities

\various key
species v

~ (2 facilities,
R668 R |Swarthmoor) v

Sustainability Appraisal: Pennington & Loppergarth

Ref. | Land | Landscape Greenfield Education and Training
‘ P Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recyling
No. use character .
brownfield
R668 R |~ = X ? X E v

Sustainability Appraisal: Pennington & Loppergarth

Energy | Culture
Ref, | Land Acc_:ess Transport Open Space Efficienc| and Recyc_led Coalescence
No. use | to jobs ; materials
y Leisure
R668 R |v[ an v ~

SA Score Summary (Pennington & Loppergarth)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.
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Overall, Pennington scores best in terms of access to a shop, primary school, secondary school, health services, open spaces, jobs, transport,
education and training and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk, coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to the
existing community.

Pennington sites score least well in terms of air quality impacts and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities and a village hall suggest that Pennington would benefit from more local provision of
these facilities. Pennington also achieved only mediocre scores against biodiversity and landscape impacts, impacts on the built environment,
water supply, energy efficiency/renewables potential and potential for the use of recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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37. Sustainability Appraisal: Roosebeck
Sustainability Appraisal: Roosebeck & Goadsbarrow
Village Hall Access to Surface Location in
Ref. |Land | or Other Educational C : Health : .
T Shop A Biodiversity . Flood Risk water relation to
No. | use Civic Facilities: Services (GPs) . .
L flooding existing
Building P S R
communities
RN207| R |X X arious key species
RN208| R |X X arious key species
RN189| R |X = arious key species
Sustainability Appraisal: Roosebeck & Goadsbarrow
Ref. |Land | Landscape _ _ _ Greenfie_ld or _ Education and Training
No. | use | character Built envn| Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling
RN207| R |X = X ?
RN208| R X = X ?
RN189| R |~ = X ?
Sustainability Appraisal: Roosebeck & Goadsbarrow
Ref. |Land | Access to . Culture and [Recycled
No. | use jobs Transport |Open Space | Energy Efficiency Leisure  Imaterials Coalescence
RN207| R ~ v ~
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RN208| R | | ' - vl -
RN189| R ' - 2 -

SA Score Summary (Roosebeck and Goadsbarrow)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Roosebeck and Goadsbarrow scores best in terms of access to transport and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of
coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Roosebeck and Goadsbarrow sites score least well in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary and secondary schools, health services,
recycling facilities, education and training facilities, jobs and open space, as well as in terms of landscape and air quality impacts and the take-
up of Greenfield land.

Roosebeck and Goadsbarrow achieved only mediocre scores against biodiversity and landscape impacts, impacts on the built environment,
water supply, energy efficiency/renewables potential and potential for the use of recycled materials and in terms of flood risk.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place and that flood risk to new development is minimised.

RN189 scores best overall whilst sites RN207 and RN208 score less well but similarly so.
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38. Sustainability Appraisal: Scales
Sustainability Appraisal: Scales
Ref. |Land Vglrag?hg?ll ngjc:;iso L%I Health Surface | Location in relation
: . Shop A Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk| water to existing
No. | use Civic Facilities: (GPs) floodin e
Building P S 9
R61 R |¥ (1 facility, |V X X \various key species X
Scales)[
R9 R |v (1 facility, |vO X arious key species X
Scales)[
RN17 R |v (1 facility, |vD X X \various key species X
Scales)[]
RN24 R |¥v (1 facility, |vO X X Includes orchard. X
Scales)[ \Various key species
Sustainability Appraisal: Scales
: Greenfield or Education and
Ref. |Land | Landscape . Air ; : .
No. | use | character Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling Training
R61 R X (would impact |X (Consider setting [X No surface water to foul ~
on historic field |of listed malt kiln) ewer and public sewer
pattern) (CL) rosses — no build over — UU
R9 R |~ = X NO CAPACITY ISSUES OR
UNDERGROUND
IAPPARATUS RECORDED
RN17 R |~ X (Consider setting X ?
of listed malt kiln)
RN24 R |~ X (Consider setting [X ? part XX part ¥
of listed malt kiln)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Scales

Ref. |Land | Access to - . Recycled
No. | use jobs Transport Open Space| Energy Efficiency | Culture and Leisure materials Coalescence
R61 R |~ L _
R9 R X ~ .
RN17 R X ~ -
RN24 R [ L v

SA Score Summary (Scales)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Scales scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, transport, education and training facilities and culture and leisure facilities
as well as in terms of flood risk, coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Scales’s site scores least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, jobs, open spaces, health services and recycling facilities
as well as in terms of impact on biodiversity, air quality impacts, landscape character and the built environment as well as on water supply and
sewerage capacity and the take-up of greenfield land.

Scales achieved only mediocre scores against biodiversity impacts, water supply/sewage capacity, the potential for the use of renewable
energy/energy efficiency measures and recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in Scales have no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.
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Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site R9 scores marginally better than the other sites overall, with R61 scoring least well.
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39. Sustainability Appraisal: Stainton with Adgarley:

Sustainability Appraisal: Stainton with Adgarley

Village Hall Access to Health Location in
Land | or Other Educational L . : Flood | water X
Ref. No. . Shop AN Biodiversity Services . . relation to
use Civic Facilities: Risk |floodin .
- (GPs) existing
Building P S i
communities
v (1
facility,
Stainton
with Sensitive species &
R207 R |Adgarley)d |v X |vn various key species  |v[]
Sustainability Appraisal: Stainton with Adgarley
Greenfield or Education and
Land [Landscape . : : ; : L
Ref. No. use | character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recyling Training
No surface water to foul
sewer if possible and
\water main crosses — no
R207 R an X build over — UU = X v
Sustainability Appraisal: Stainton with Adgarley
Land | Access to i Culture and Recycled
Ref. No. use jobs Transport | Open Space | Energy Efficiency Leisure materials Coalescence
R207 R ~ ~
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SA Score Summary (Stainton with Adgarley)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Stainton scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, secondary school, health services, transport, education and training and
culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk, impact on landscape character and the built environment, coalescence and sites’
locations in relation to the existing community.

Stainton’s site scores least well in terms of access to a primary school, impact on biodiversity and air quality, water supply and sewerage
capacity and access to jobs and recycling facilities.

The mediocre score against access to open space suggests that Stainton would benefit from more local provision, however, Stainton does
have a large village green which should be taken into account. Stainton also achieved only mediocre scores against the take-up of greenfield
land and the potential for the use of renewable energy, energy efficiency measures and recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
site in Stainton has no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on biodiversity and air quality are minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer
capacity is in place.
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40. SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Furness Open Countryside
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Open Countryside (Furness Peninsula)
. Access to
Village Hall .
Educatio Surface C ;
Ref. [Land | or Other - : : Flood Location in relation to
No. | use Civic =l '.1‘7’“. : ol e SEiees (G Risk water existing communities
L Facilities: flooding
Building
P S
~ (2 facilities, . . L
E2 E Bardsea) \various key species X X -
~ (2 facilities X/~ (5% |v v
RN186| R Bardsea '~ \various key species X NE zone [/X/Xx ~
) 2) 03:5:2
UK Priority Habitat:
- Coastal & Floodplain
~ (1 facility, : I ~/IX XXIX[ Y ¥
RNG65 R : v X grazing. Sensitive v . PR
Grizebeck) species v. Various key 80:20 [70:22:8
species.
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Open Countryside (Furness Peninsula)
Ref. |Land | Landscape : Air Greenfield or : . _
No. | use | character Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield Recyling Education and Training
E2 E |~ ~ X ? ~ v
RN186| R ~ X ? ~ v
RN6s | R - S g o
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Open Countryside (Furness Peninsula)
Ref. |Land | Access to Open . . Recycled
No. | use Transport Space Energy Efficiency Culture and Leisure materials Coalescence
E2 E vQ = ~ ~ v
RN186| R v (small W part |~ ~ ~
of siteis ¥ v )
RN65 R v (poss. hydro potential)] |~ ~ X (Bank End and rural dwellings
at risk of becoming one)

SA Score Summary (Furness Open Countryside)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Furness Open Countryside sites score best in terms of access to jobs and transport.
coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.
Furness Open Countryside sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, impact on landscape and air quality and

on the take-up of greenfield land and also poorly on access to health services and flood risk.

Only mediocre/variable scores were achieved against access to a village hall, shop, education and training, recycling facilities, biodiversity
impacts, built environment impacts, open space, water supply and sewerage capacity and the potential for the use of renewable energy, energy
efficiency measures and recycled materials, suggesting that Furness Open Countryside sites would benefit from more local provision of some
services and facilities.
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Also, care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as
only one site in the Furness Open Countryside has evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on biodiversity, the built environment, flood risk, landscape and air quality are minimised
and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site RN65 scores least well overall, whilst E2 and RN186 score marginally better but similarly so.
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Small Villages and Hamlets

Rural East Area

41. Sustainability Appraisal: Ackenthwaite & Whasset
Sustainability Appraisal: Ackenthwaite & Whasset
. Location in
. Access to Educational Health Surface .
Ref. No. Luasned Vlllg?\ﬁcHgllljicl)(;igther Shop Facilities: Biodiversity Services Fé?;? water r(:i;tsl%rrll to
9 P S (GPs) flooding 9
communitie
s
R138 R ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 i vl Numerous key species Y0
facilities)
R656 R ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 vi v Numerous key species v ¥ IxIxx vi
facilities) 83:15:20]
R98 R ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 | v (though W Numerous key species (0
facilities) part of site is v ¥ IXxIX
v vyl 75:23:2[1
R45 R ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 v v 1/3rd of site is Orchard ~
facilities) Numerous key
pecies
RN43 R v (3~ (Milnthorpe, 3 Numerous key species. v ¥ IxxIx v
facilities) facilities)] 83:15:2[]
R24 R ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 VI v Numerous key species YAV
facilities)
R471 R ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 Y v Numerous key species Yl
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ackenthwaite & Whasset

i Location in
. Access to Educational Health Surface .
Ref. No. L) Vlllage_ Hall_or_Other Shop Facilities: Biodiversity Services F|9°d water rela_thn e
use Civic Building P S (GPs) Risk T existing
9 |communitie
S
facilities)
Sustainability Appraisal: Ackenthwaite & Whasset
Land Greenfield Education
Ref. No. use Landscape character | Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling [and Training
brownfield
X (Consider
listed boundary
posts
immediately to
R138 R |~ west of site) ~ ~
R656 R |~ (CL) = ~ ~
X (Consider
listed boundary
posts
immediately to
R98 R X west of site) ~ Y[
R45 R X = ~ ~
RN43 R X ~ X vl
R24 R |~ (CL) = ~ ~
R471 R |~ = X ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Ackenthwaite & Whasset

Land . Energy Efficiency | Culture and | Recycled
Ref. No. use Access to jobs | Transport Open Space and renewables Leisure materials Coalescence

R138 R ~ vl ~
¥ (however, could
contribute to A&M
being separated only

R656 R ~ E by a strip of land)]
¥ (however, could
contribute to A&M
being separated only

R98 R ~ E by a strip of land)]

R45 R ~ v -

RN43 R ~ =

R24 R ~ v

R471 R ~ =

SA Score Summary (Ackenthwaite & Whasset)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Ackenthwaite & Whasset score best in terms of access to jobs, a shop, primary and secondary schools, education and training,
transport, open spaces and health services as well as in terms of flood risk and sites’ location in relation to the existing community.

Ackenthwaite & Whasset sites score least well in terms of landscape impact, impact on the built environment and the take up of Greenfield
land.
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The mediocre scores against access to a village hall (there are several facilities in nearby Milnthopre but none in Ackenthwaite or Whasset)
and recycling facilities suggest that Ackenthwaite & Whasset would benefit from more local provision of such facilities.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Ackenthwaite & Whasset have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised; that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place and that coalescence is avoided.

The sites that score best overall are R24 and R656. Site E13 scores least well.
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Sustainability Appraisal: Barbon
Sustainability Appraisal: Barbon
Village Hall Access_ to Location in
Land or Other Education Health Surface relation to
Ref. No. o Shop al Biodiversity Services |Flood Risk water .
use Civic e ; existing
L Facilities: (GPs) flooding =
Building P S communitie
S
¥ (1 facility,
RN4 R Barbon)( XX X Numerous key species XX
R v (1 facility,
R652 Barbon)O XX X Numerous key species XX
R ¥ (1 facility,
R8 Barbon)( XX X Numerous key species XX
Numerous key species - birds &
RN279# R v XX | x |bats X
Sustainability Appraisal: Barbon
Greenfiel Education
Land | Landscape Built . : d or : and Training
Ref. No. use character envn Air quality Water Supply brownfiel Recycling
d
RN4 R |~ X (LBs X ? F F XX
Beckgatehe
ad &
Gatesgarth)
R652 R |- X (st X NO WASTEWATER APPARATUS - L L XX
EerislEne DRINKING WATER CATCHMENT
w's Church)
RS R |~ X (St X NO WASTEWATER APPARATUS - L L X
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Sustainability Appraisal: Barbon
Greenfiel Education
Land | Landscape Built . : d or . and Training
Ref. No. - T ——— S Air quality Water Supply e Recycling
d
Bartholome DRINKING WATER CATCHMENT
w's Church)
RN279# R X X ~ ? XX = XX
Sustainability Appraisal: Barbon
Culture
Land . Transpo Energy Efficiency and and Recycled
Ref. No. use Access to jobs "t Open Space renewables (T e e o o Coalescence
RN4 R X Y but removes |V (hydro from river)] XX =
rovision
R652 R X v but removes |~ XX F
rovision
R8 R X v but removes |~ XX ~
provision
RN279# R XX = v E XX E

SA Score Summary (Barbon)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Barbon scores best in terms of access to a village hall, a shop and transport and in relation to potential for coalescence, flood risk and
sites’ location in relation to the existing community.
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Barbon sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, health services, education and training, jobs, open spaces
(due to the potential removal of provision), and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of impacts on the built environment, air quality
and water supply/sewage capacity.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities suggest that Barbon would benefit from more local provision of such facilities.
Mediocre scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy
measures are encouraged as few of the sites in Barbon have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this and also that care will need to
be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the take up of greenfield land are avoided or minimised and that
adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site RN4 scored best overall whilst R652 scored least well.
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Sustainability Appraisal for Beetham and Slackhead
Sustainability Appraisal: Beetham and Slackhead
Village Hall Access to L
Land | or Other Educational L : Hea_lth . Surface water Locayon in
Ref. No. o Shop e Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk : relation to
use Civic Facilities: P flooding istin
Building P S (EFs) SR
communities
NW 20% sensitive
v (but SW species n. Whole
v (1 facility, |quarter of site: numerous key
El4 R Beetham) |site ¥ ¥) |v v species v v v IxxIx 97:2:1
- v (though
~ (one facility SW part of Numerous key
R99 R Beetham) site is X)  |species v
v (1 facility, Numerous key
R43 R Beetham) v species v
v (1 facility, Numerous key
R42 R Beetham) v species v
v (1 facility, Numerous key
R35 R Beetham) v species v v v [x 88:12(]
v (1 facility, Numerous key
RN163 R Beetham) v species v Y v [x 75:250
v (1 facility, Numerous key
RN55 R Beetham) v species v
RN56 R | v (1 facility, V Numerous key v
Beetham) species
R10 R v (1 facility, v Numerous key v
Beetham)[J species inc. otter
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Sustainability Appraisal: Beetham and Slackhead

Village Hall Access to L
- Health Location in
Ref. No. LEmE @ C_)t_her Shop Educ_e}tl_onfatl Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk Surface_water relation to
use Civic Facilities: flooding o
Building P S (GPs) existing
communities
R429 R ~ (one facility | v [ N (] Numerous key vl
Beetham) species
RN54 R v (1 facility, v Numerous key v
Beetham)[] species
RN233# R Numerous key
species - adjacent to
ancient woodland,
county wildlife site &
= an v X LPO an
Sustainability Appraisal: Beetham and Slackhead
Land Landscape Air Greenfield Education
Ref. No. p Built envn ; Water Supply or Recycling and
use character quality . .
brownfield Training
E14 R = Capacity issues - UU ~ v
R99 R = UU - No public sewers ~
X (consider setting
R43 R |~ (in AONB) of listed dovecote @|X ~ v
parsonage Fold) CA
X (consider setting
) of listed Heron
R42 R |~ (in AONB) Theatre opposite) X B v
adj CA
R35 R |~ (in AONB) ~adj CA X ~ v
RN163 R |~ (in AONB) ~adj CA ? ~ v
RN55 R |~ (in AONB) X (consider setting ? ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Beetham and Slackhead
] Greenfield Education
Ref. No. Luasned Lcahn;zz?gre Built envn uA;Irit Water Supply or Recycling and
q y brownfield Training
of listed Heron
Theatre opposite)
adj CA
RN56
R |~ (in AONB) ~adj CA ~ v
R X (LB Old
Parsonage
Farmhouse WATER MAINS AND PUBLIC SEWERS
R10 X opposite) AT WEST - NO BUILD OVER (UU) ~ v
R429 R = = No public sewers (UU) ~ ~ v
R ~ (LBs Ashton
House and Lodge
nearby but cannot
RN54 = see for trees) ~ Y[
RN233# R = = ~ v
Sustainability Appraisal: Beetham and Slackhead
Ref. No Land| Accessto |Transpo Energy Efficiency and Cilrtltére Recycled Coalescence
o use renewables . materials
Leisure
E14 R
R99 R
R43 R
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Sustainability Appraisal: Beetham and Slackhead

Land| Accessto |Transpo| Open Energy Efficiency and C:Ir?ére Recycled

use jobs rt Space renewables . materials
J p Leisure

Ref. No. Coalescence

R42
R35
RN163
RNS55
RN56
R10

(€[ |||
1
1

X\ |||

R429
RN54
RN233#

v ~ -

v v = ~

X ||

SA Score Summary (Beetham & Slackhead)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Beetham and Slackhead score best in terms of access to jobs, transport, culture and leisure, a shop and a primary school and in
relation to coalescence. Sites proposed in the village also score generally well in terms of sites’ locations in relation to the existing community
and access to a village hall, a secondary school, health services, education and training and open space.

Beetham and Slackhead sites score least well in terms of take-up of greenfield land and the built environment (due to the potential for negative
effects on the Conservation Area and listed buildings and structures). The single site in Slackhead often scores less well than sites in Beetham.
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The mediocre scores against recycling facilities suggest that Beetham and Slackhead would benefit from local provision of such facilities.
Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Beetham and Slackhead have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. There are however some
sites with excellent potential to link up with the newly installed hydro-electric scheme in the village.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R43 and R35. Sites E14 and R99 score least well.
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44, Sustainability Appraisal: Bowston and Cowan Head
Sustainability Appraisal: Bowston and Cowan Head
Village Hall Access to L
Land| or Other Educational D : He"’!‘”‘ . | Surface water Loca’glon in
Ref. No. - Shop A Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk : relation to
use Civic Facilities: flooding for
e (GPs) existing
Building P S R
communities
- Numerous key
~ (1 facility, species (including
R662 R | Burneside) |v[ X Badger - protected by law) |v [] ~
~ (1 facility, Numerous key v Y IXxIx
R664 R | Burneside) |v [ X X species v 80:17:30 ~
Sustainability Appraisal: Bowston and Cowan Head
Land | Landscape Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. P€ | Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recyling Training
use | character .
brownfield
R662 R XX (CL) = X ? XX ~ E
Public sewer capacity issues,
R664 R [X(CL) = X no surface water to foul sewer XX ~ v
Sustainability Appraisal: Bowston and Cowan Head
Land | Access to Gl Recycled
Ref. No. : Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and yc Coalescence
use jobs Lei materials
isure
XX (two fifths XX (not in
R662 R |v of site ¥ any) ~ ~ v
Ro64 S T T g
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Sustainability Appraisal: Bowston and Cowan Head

Culture
Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Land | Access to

use jobs Coalescence

Ref. No.

SA Score Summary (Bowston and Cowan Head)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Bowston and Cowan Head score best in terms of access to culture and leisure facilities. Sites proposed in Bowston and Cowan Head
also score generally well in terms of access to jobs, a shop and health services, as well as in terms of flood risk.

However, Bowston and Cowan Head sites do not score well generally; they score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary
schools, impact on biodiversity and the landscape, air quality, water supply, take-up of Greenfield land and access to open space.

The mediocre scores against access to a village hall, education and training and recycling facilities suggest that Bowston and Cowan Head
would benefit from more local provision of such facilities. Mediocre scores were also recorded against sites’ location in relation to existing
communities.

Scores also indicate that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures
are encouraged as few of the sites in Bowston and Cowan Head have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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Neither site in Bowston or Cowan Head scores particularly well, but R664 did score slightly better than R662.
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45. Sustainability Appraisal: Brigsteer:
Sustainability Appraisal: Brigsteer
Access to
Land Village Hall or Education Health Surface | Location in
Ref. No. use Other Civic Shop al Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
Building Facilities: (GPs) flooding existing
P S communities
v (1 facility,
R411 R Brigsteer)] |~
RN213 (proposed v (1 facility,
allocation) R Brigsteen)[ v
v (1 facility,
RN214 R Brigsteer) v
RN227# (proposed Numerous key species,
allocation) R vl vl Improved grassland
Sustainability Appraisal: Brigsteer
Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. Lt LRIESEELR Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
use character .
brownfield
X (CL) (loss of
many mature UU - Public sewer crosses
R411 R |trees) ~ X north of site - no build over. |~ v
X (area heavily
wooded - lot of
trees would have
RN213 (proposed allocation) R  |to be cutdown) |X X ? v
RN214 R X (areaheavily |X X ? v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Brigsteer
Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. LN CERIESEETE Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
use character :
brownfield
wooded - lot of
trees would have
to be cut down)
RN227# (proposed allocation) R X X X ? = an
Sustainability Appraisal: Brigsteer
Land : - Culture and| Recycled
Ref. No. use Access to jobs| Transport Energy Efficiency Leisure materials Coalescence
R411 R |vno
RN213 (proposed allocation) R an
RN214 R v
RN227# (proposed
allocation) R v

SA Score Summary (Brigsteer)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Brigsteer scores best in terms of access to a village hall, health services, jobs, transport, education and training facilities and culture
and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk, coalescence and the site’s location in relation to the existing community.
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Brigsteer’s site scores least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools and open spaces, impact on biodiversity, landscape
character and air quality as well as on water supply and sewerage capacity.

The mediocre scores against access to a shop and recycling facilities suggests that Brigsteer would benefit from more local provision of these
facilities. Brigsteer also achieved only mediocre scores against built environment impacts, the take-up of greenfield land and the potential for
the use of renewable energy, energy efficiency measures and recycled materials.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
site in Brigsteer has no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site RN213 scored best overall, whilst RN214 scored least well.
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46. Sustainability Appraisal: Carr Bank

Sustainability Appraisal — Carr Bank
Access to .
Land| Village Hall or Other EelveEtie Health SEEE Lrglcaé':'itgonntlon
Ref. No. g€ o Shop al Biodiversity . Flood Risk water o
use Civic Building e Services (GPs) : existing
Facilities: flooding o
communitie
P S
S
50:5
0
R91 R v v X X \Various key species. v
R401 R v v X \Various key species. v
R402
R v X X \Various key species. v
\Various key species inc.
RN194 R v X X bats v
adjacent to SSSI/
SAC morecambe bay
- numerous key
MN28# M = v v | X Ispeciesinc mammals vl

Sustainability Appraisal — Carr Bank
el Greenfield or Education
use Landscape character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling |and Training
Ref. No.
X (Consider setting
of listed Hazelslack No surface water to foul
R91 R X (AONB) Tower) X sewer - UU v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Carr Bank
Greenfield or Education
Landscape character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield and Training
Ref. No.
Public sewer through site -
R401 ~ (AONB) = X no build over - UU v
R402 ~ (AONB) = X v
RN194 ~ (AONB) = X vl
MN28# ~ X - o
Sustainability Appraisal — Carr Bank
Ref. No. Access to jobs Transport S%pair:a Energy Efficiency IS Eme Coalescence
~/ X
(Northern
R91 O 30% has 1) |~
R401 v ~ ~
X/~ (30%
R402 has 1 E
RN194 v v v:¥ 90:10] ~
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Sustainability Appraisal — Carr Bank

Land . Open - Culture and Recycled
Ref. No. use Access to jobs Transport Space Energy Efficiency Leisure materials Coalescence
MN28# M v ~

SA Score Summary (Carr Bank)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Carr Bank scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, health services, education and training, jobs, transport, culture and
leisure facilities as well as on flood risk, sites’ locations in relation to the existing community and coalescence.

Carr Bank sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school and in terms of impacts on air quality and the water supply/sewerage
capacity.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities suggest that Carr Bank would benefit from more local provision of such facilities.
Mediocre scores were also gained against potential for the use of recycled materials and energy efficiency and renewables as well as against
biodiversity impacts.

Variable scores were given against access to a primary school, impacts on the landscape and built environment, the take-up of greenfield land
and access to open space.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Carr Bank have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.
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Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The site that scores best overall is R401.

Sites R91 and RN194 score least well.
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47. Sustainability Appraisal: Casterton and High Casterton

Sustainability Appraisal: Casterton and High Casterton
Access to Health Surface Location in
Land | Village Hall or Other Civic Educational — : . : relation to
Ref. No. o Shop e Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water o
use Building Facilities: : existing
(GPs) flooding 2
P S communitie
S
RN38 R ~ (1 facility, K'by Lonsdale) |v X v Numerous key species|v
RN39 R ~ (1 facility, K'by Lonsdale) |v X v Numerous key species|v
RN40 R ~ (1 facility, K'by Lonsdale) |v [ X v Numerous key species|v
RN41 R ~ (1 facility, K'by Lonsdale) |v[] X v Numerous key species|v
Sustainability Appraisal: Casterton and High Casterton
Land Greenfield Education
Ref. No. use Landscape character Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |and Training
brownfield
X
(Consider
setting of
LBs Gate
Syke and
Toll Bar
RN38 R Cottage) X ? -
RN39 R = X ? ~
RN40 R X = X ? ~
X (LB 'Bee
Nest' close
RN41 R X by) X ? ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Casterton and High Casterton
Land Greenfield Education
Ref. No. use Landscape character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |and Training
brownfield
Sustainability Appraisal: Casterton and High Casterton
Land . _ Culture and| Recycled
Ref. No. use Access to jobs Transport |[Open Space| Energy Efficiency Leisure materials Coalescence
RN38 R v = ~ E
RN39 R |v = ~ ~
RN40 R |v ~ ~ ~
RN41 R |v X ~ ~

SA Score Summary (Casterton)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Casterton scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, secondary school, health facilities and jobs and in terms of

coalescence and flood risk.

Casterton sites score least well in terms of impact on the landscape and air quality, the take-up of greenfield land and access to education and
training facilities, a primary school and culture and leisure facilities. Casterton also scores poorly on impact on the built environment.
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The mediocre scores against access to transport, open space and recycling facilities suggest that Casterton would benefit from more local
provision of such facilities.

Casterton shows variable scores against site’s locations in relation to the existing community.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Casterton have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. Care will also need to be taken to ensure
that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are avoided or minimised and that adequate
water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

RN40 scores best overall whilst RN39 scores least well.

294 back to top



48.

South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal: Clawthorpe
Sustainability Appraisal - Clawthorpe
Access to Health Surface Location in
Land |Village Hall or Other Educational L . . . relation to
Ref. No. J= o Shop AR Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water .
use Civic Building Facilities: ; existing
(GPs) flooding 2
P S communitie
s
MN14 R |~ (Burtonin Kendal) -|v [ x(vsmall S Numerous key vi ~
also within 2km buffer tip of site is species
of Holme Vill Hall v)
RN278# R numerous key 2 v
= v v species - birds 40:600 ~

295

Sustainability Appraisal - Clawthorpe
Land Built Greenfield Education
Ref. No. Landscape character Air quality Water Supply or Recycling |and Training
use envn :
brownfield
MN14 R [X(CL) = X ? il ~
RN278# R |~ = ~ ? v ~
Sustainability Appraisal - Clawthorpe
Culture |Recycled [Coalescenc
Ref. No. Lemne Energy Efficiency and materials  fe
use Leisure
MN14 R ~ v ~ v
RN278# R =
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SA Score Summary (Clawthorpe)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

The sites in Clawthorpe score best in relation to access to a shop, health services, recycling facilities, jobs, transport and culture and leisure
facilities as well as in terms of flood risk and risk of coalescence.

The sites score least well in relation to access to both primary and secondary schools and impact on landscape character, air quality and the
take up of greenfield land.

Mediocre scores are achieved against access to a village hall, open space and education and training facilities, suggesting that Clawthorpe
would benefit from more localised provision of these facilities.

Scores also suggest that care will need to be taken to ensure that impacts on biodiversity, the built environment, landscape and air quality are
minimised, that water and sewerage capacity is in place and that use of energy efficiency, renewables and recycled materials is encouraged.
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Sustainability Appraisal: Crooklands
Sustainability Appraisal - Crooklands
Vglrag?hlé'?” Eﬁ%?:(:iso:]oal Health Surface Location in
Ref. No. Land use - Shop A Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
Civic Facilities: ) .
o (GPs) flooding existing
Building P S 3
communities
RN16 R v (1 facility, | ¥ X X Numerous key species |v v VX~ v ¥ IxxIx ~
Crooklands) 60:35:5 90:8:2
Sustainability Appraisal - Crooklands
Landscape Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. Land use P€ | Builtenvn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
character .
brownfield
RN16 R X (CL) X (Consider [X ? ~ (small W part
setting of of site is )
listed
Preston
Patrick
Church)
Sustainability Appraisal - Crooklands
Ref. No. Land use Acg:ess to Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency CuItL_Jre and Recyqled Coalescence
jobs Leisure materials
RN16 R v v (good potential for 7 o
hydro)
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SA Score Summary (Crooklands)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, the Crooklands site scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, health services, jobs, transport and culture and leisure
facilities as well as in terms of flood risk, potential to utilise energy efficiency/renewables and recycled materials and coalescence.

The Crooklands site scores least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools and open spaces and in terms of landscape impact,
built environment impact due to numerous SAMs and listed buildings, air quality, water supply/sewerage capacity and take-up of Greenfield
land.

The mediocre scores against access to education and training and recycling facilities suggest that Crooklands would benefit from more local
provision of such facilities, particularly if residential development took place.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that opportunities for the use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
taken up.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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Sustainability Appraisal: Frosthwaite
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Frosthwaite
Access to Health Surface Location in
Land |Village Hall or Other Civic Educational — : . : relation to
Ref. No. S Shop o Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water o
use Building Facilities: ; existing
P S (€7 eeeling communitie
s
RN167 R ~ (1 facility, Levens, also |v¥ X Contains 2 orchard v ~
with 2km of Sedgwick - 1 sites. Numerous key
facility.) species inc. potential
Great Crested Newt
site in NW tip 5%.
RN166 R ~ (1 facility, Levens, also |v¥ X Numerous key v ~
with 2km of Sedgwick - 1 species.
facility.)
RN164 R ~ (1 facility, Levens, also  |¥ X Numerous key species | v ~
with 2km of Sedgwick - 1 inc. potential Great
facility.) Crested Newt site in
northern 50%
RN143 R ~ (1 facility, Levens, also  |¥ X 65% is ancient semi- | v ~
with 2km of Sedgwick - 1 natural woodland.
facility.) Numerous key species
inc. potential Great
Crested Newt site.
RN165 R ~ (1 facility, Levens, also |v[ X Contains orchard. viO ~

with 2km of Sedgwick - 1
facility.)
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Frosthwaite

Land

Landscape character

Ref. No.| U5€
RN167 R
RN166 R
RN164 R
RN143 R
RN165 R

Built envn Air quality Water Supply

Greenfield
or
brownfield

Recyling

Education
and Training

partly X,
partly XX
(but is grounds
of hotel)
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL: Frosthwaite
Access to Energy Culture and |Recycled
Ref. No. |Land use jobs Transport Open Space Efficiency Leisure  Imaterials Coalescence

RN167 R v ~ v ~ (would also cause farms to
merge together)

RN166 R v ~ ~ ~ (would also cause farms and
other rural blgs. to merge
together)

RN164 R v ~ v ~ (would also cause farms to
merge together)

RN143 R v ~ ~ ~ (would also cause farms to
merge together)

RN165 R v ~ ~ ~ (would also cause farms and
other rural blgs. to merge
together)

SA Score Summary (Frosthwaite)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Frosthwaite scores best in terms of access to a, shop, health facilities, jobs, transport, culture and leisure facilities and in terms of flood
risk.

Frosthwaite sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, access to open spaces, potential landscape and

biodiversity impacts, potential effects on the built environment due to several listed buildings and structures, potential air quality impacts and
the take-up of greenfield land.
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The mediocre or poor scores against access to recycling facilities, a village hall, open space and education and training suggest that
Frosthwaite would benefit from more local provision of such facilities. Mediocre scores were also given against water supply, potential for
energy efficiency or renewables and potential for the use of recycled materials as well as coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to existing
communities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as none of the sites in Frosthwaite have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The site that scores best overall is RN167. Sites RN165 and RN143 score least well.
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51. Sustainability Appraisal: Gatebeck

Sustainability Appraisal - Gatebeck
Access to Health Location in
Land | Village Hall or Other Educational L . . : Surface water .
Ref. No. = o Shop A Biodiversity Services Flood Risk : relation to
use Civic Building Facilities: flooding .
P S (GPs) existing
communities
vVIXI|~- v VXXX
EN26 E ~ (1 facility, Endmoor) |v v Numerous key species 75:20:5[ 70:27:3[] N
Sustainability Appraisal - Gatebeck
Land Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. use Landscape character |Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
brownfield
EN26 E |~ (CL) = X ? ~ X X
Sustainability Appraisal - Gatebeck
Land . - e Recycled
Ref. No. Access to jobs Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and : Coalescence
use : materials
Leisure
EN26 E ¥ (hydro possible) v ~

SA Score Summary (Gatebeck)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Gatebeck scores best in terms of access to a shop, primary school, health services, jobs, transport and culture and leisure facilities.
Sites proposed in Gatebeck also scores generally well in terms of potential for renewable energy (namely hydro).

Gatebeck sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, access to open space the take-up of greenfield land, landscape and
air quality impacts, access to recycling and education and training facilities and potential for coalescence.

The mediocre scores against access to a village hall suggest that Gatebeck would benefit from local provision of such facilities.
Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence, flood risk and the built
environment are avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

EN26 scores marginally better than the others overall but there are no significant or clear differences between EN33 and EN20 to distinguish
which scored least well

304 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document

Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

52  Sustainability Appraisal: Grayrigg:
Sustainability Appraisal - Grayrigg
Land Village Hall or Egﬁii?iso:gl Health Surface water Location in
Ref. No. Other Civic Shop A Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk . relation to
use - Facilities: flooding o
Building P S (GPs) existing
communities
RN68 R v (1 facility, X
Grayrigg)
R
numerous key
RN257# v X species - birds
R numerous key
RN258# v X species - birds & bats
Sustainability Appraisal - Grayrigg
Land Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. use Landscape character| Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
brownfield
RN68 R |~ (CL) X (consider X ? X
setting of
listed
church)
RN257# R |- ~ ~ ? X
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[RN258# R_IX - F g ox T ] X
Sustainability Appraisal - Grayrigg
Culture
Ref. No. =2 Access to jobs Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use (- materials
RN68 R |- ~ v
RN257# R ~ ~
R v (however, would

contribute to potential
future swallowing up
of Sunny Bank into

RN258# ~ = village) [

SA Score Summary (Grayrigq)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, the sites in Grayrigg score best in terms of access to a village hall, primary school, culture and leisure facilities and transport as well as
in terms of flood risk, site location in relation to existing communities and coalescence.

Grayrigg sites score least well in terms of biodiversity impacts, access to a shop, secondary school, health services, recycling facilities, jobs,
education and training and open space and in terms of impacts on air quality and the built environment.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
sites in Grayrigg have no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.
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Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

307 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

53. Sustainability Appraisal: Heversham and Leasqill

Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill
Land | "or Other Educationa o Health | surface | Locationin
Ref. No. o Shop o Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Facilities: : -
Building P S (GPs) flooding existing
communities
R168
E
v (1 facility,
R Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v
RN118 v (S
v (1 facility, corner of
R Leasgil) |v site is X) Numerous key species |v
R109 ¥ (N
v (1 facility, part of
R Leasgill) v siteis ¥) |v Numerous key species |v¥
R75 v (1 facility,
R Leasgill) v v Numerous key species |v
R65 v (1 facility,
R Leasgill) v v v Numerous key species |¥
R167 v (1 facility,
R Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v
R448 ~ (1 facility,
R Leasgil) |v v v Numerous key species |v
R41 v (1 facility,
R Leasgill) v v v Numerous key species |v
R48 v (1 facility,
R Leasgill) v X Numerous key species |¥
R39 v (L facility,
R Leasgill) v v Numerous key species |v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill

Village Hall Access to L
d or Other Educational — : Hea_lth : Surface Logaom i
Ref. No. LED) e Shop e Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Facilities: : -
Building P s (GPs) flooding existing
communities

R459 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v
E15 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v :35:

E Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v 80:15:5 50:35:15[
R443 v (1 facility, 50:50

R Leasgil) |v v LY Numerous key species |v
R455 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v Numerous key species |v 80:15:5[
R14 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v
RN92 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v v v Numerous key species |v
R168W X (N part

v (1 facility, of site is

R Leasgil) |v Numerous key species |Vv
R439 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v Numerous key species |v
RN93 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v Numerous key species |v
R453 v (1 facility,

R Leasgil) |v v Numerous key species |v
R445 v (1 facility, Numerous key species

R Leasgil) |v v inc. bats v
R452 R v (1 facility, | v X Numerous key species |v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill

Village Hall Access to L
) Health Surface Location in
Land or Other Educational L ; . : ;
Ref. No. . Shop e Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Facilities: - .
Building P s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
Leasgill) inc. bats
RN221 v (1 facility, Numerous key species
R Leasgill) v inc. bats v
RN222 v (1 facility, Numerous key species
R Leasgil) |v inc. bats v
RN251# numerous key species - v ¥ IxxIX
R v v v lincluding mammals v 75:20:50 v
Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill
Land | Landscape Greenfield or Education and Training
P€ | Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling
use | character
Ref. No.
R168
E R |~ (CL) ~ X ? ~ v
RN118 R |~ (CL) = X ? ~ v
R109 ~ (consider
setting of
R [X (CL) Levens Hall) X E v
R75 X (boundary
would run
through listed No surface water to foul
R [X (CL) post) sewer ~ v
R65 X (Consider
setting of No surface water to foul
Heversham sewer and public sewer
X (CL) Hall) X lcrosses - no build over ~ v
R167 No surface water to foul
R [X (CL) = X Jsewer ~ v
R448 R [X (CL) X Consider X No surface water to foul ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill
Education and Training
Land | Lan . : : ; :
el || LEMESEEnE Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling
use | character
Ref. No.
setting of sewer
listed church,
old school and
old school
house adj CA
R41 X Consider
setting of
listed row of
cottages
opposite No surface water to foul
church) ad;. sewer and public sewer
~ (CL) CA lcrosses - no build over v
R48 No surface water to foul
R |~ (CL) = sewer v
R39 No surface water to foul
sewer and public sewer
~ (CL) = lcrosses - no build over v
R459 No surface water to foul
R |X (CL) = sewer v
E15 No surface water to foul
ewer and public sewer
R |~ (CL) = lcrosses - no build over v
R164 No surface water to foul
E X (CL) = isewer v
R443 X Consider
setting of XX (but could
[5t22) @ TS, be considered
old school and -
old school No surface water to foul infill to some
R |~ (CL) house adj CA X sewer extent) ~ v
R455 No surface water to foul
~ (CL) = ewer ~ ~ v
R14 v (CL looks
unused and X (but could be
unloved onsidered infill
R |currently) = 0 some extent) |~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill

brownfield |Recycling

Education and Training

v

v

50:50 v v :Vv

v

Luasned Lcahna?rsatc::?gre Built envn | Air quality Water Supply
Ref. No.
RN92 R |~ (CL) = E ?
R168W R |~ = X ?
R439
Public sewer passes through
R |~ (CL) = ~ ite - threatens viability
RN93 R |X (CL) = ~ ?
R453 R |~ (CL) = ~ ?
R445 R |~ = X UU - OK
R452
R UU - OK
RN221
R ?
RN222
R ?
RN251#
R ?

2
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Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill

Ref. No.

Culture

Land | Access to and Recycled

use jobs Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency Leisure o Coalescence

R168

RN118

R109

R75

PVAPVAP A PY)

R65

~ Y ¥ (but would
contribute to farms
being swallowed up
into settlement)

R167

R448

R41

R48

5050 v v:v ~

R39

R459

E15

R164

R443

R455

R14

RN92

R168W

|0 |0 |0 |0 MDD |0 |0|D(D|0
1
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Sustainability Appraisal — Heversham and Leasgill

Land | Access to
Ref. No. use jobs
R439 R
RN93
R
R453 R
R445 R
R452 R
RN221 R
RN222 R
RN251# R v

SA Score Summary (Heversham)

Transport |Open Space

Y (within
catchment of 3
but one of these

ould be
removed if this
site were
developed

Energy Efficiency

Culture
and Recycled

Leisure materials

Coalescence

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.
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Overall, Heversham scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, secondary school, health facilities, education and training, jobs,
transport, open space, culture and leisure facilities and in terms of coalescence. Sites proposed in Heversham also scores generally well in
terms of access to a primary school and on flood risk and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Heversham sites score least well in terms of landscape impacts, the effects on the built environment due to the conservation area and several
listed buildings and structures, air quality, waste supply and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to recycling facilities suggest that Heversham would benefit from local provision of such facilities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Heversham have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites that score best overall are R445, R439 and RN92.

Sites R164 and R65 score least well.
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54. Sustainability Appraisal - High Biggins
Sustainability Appraisal — High Biggins
Village Hall or Egﬁ(::?i?isca':\(; Health Surface | Location in
Ref. No. Land use | Other Civic Shop A Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
™ Facilities: : .
Building P S (GPs) flooding existing
communities
RN219 v (1 facility, vQ vl Several key species
Kirkby lonsdale) inc. bats and great
Crested newts v ¥ /xx 50:50
RN220 v (1 facility, v v Several key species v
Kirkby lonsdale)] inc. bats and great v ¥ IXIXX
Crested newts 87:10:3
RN238# Potential Great
Crested Newt site -
numerous key
species - birds and
~ v vl bats
Sustainability Appraisal — High Biggins
Greenfield :
Ref. No. Land use Lemplseee Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Educapqn 2l
character . Training
brownfield
RN219 R = X (setting of listed [X vi
Biggins Hall
Farmhouse and
Old Courthouse)
RN220 R = v X vi
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Sustainability Appraisal — High Biggins
Greenfield :
Ref. No. Land use LEEREETE Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Educayqn hile
character : Training
brownfield
RN238# R
X an ~ ?
Sustainability Appraisal — High Biggins
Culture Recveled
Ref. No. Land use | Access to jobs | Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and mat()e/rials Coalescence
Leisure
RN219 R = E
RN220 R E =
RN238# R = =

SA Score Summary (High Bigqgins)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, High Biggins scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary and secondary schools, health facilities, recycling facilities,
transport as well as in terms of coalescence, flood risk and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

High Biggins sites score least well in terms of access to education and training and culture and leisure facilities, air quality impacts and the
take-up of Greenfield land.
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The mediocre/variable scores against access to jobs and open space suggest that High Biggins would benefit from local provision of such
facilities. Mediocre/variable scores in relation to impacts on biodiversity, landscape character, water supply / sewerage capacity and
opportunities for the use of energy efficiency/renewables measures or the use of recycled materials suggest that care will need to be taken to
ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few of the sites in High Biggins
have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this and to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built
environment are avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site RN220 scores marginally better overall. However, there is very little between the two sites in terms of their overall score.
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55. Sustainability Appraisal: Hincaster
Sustainability Appraisal - Hincaster
Village Hall Access to Surface Location in
Ref. No. LEte) o C_)t_her Shop Educ_a_tl_onfall Biodiversity REEIN SETIEES Flood Risk water reIayo_n e
use Civic Facilities: (GPs) floodin existing
Building P S 9 lcommunitie
~ (1 facility, Numerous key
RN128 R Leasgill) |v v species v
~(1 faCi_”ty’ Several key species inc.
EN43 E Leasgill) |v v protected badger v
~ 0 X X numerous key v
species - including
RN232# R mammals
Land | Landscape Greenfield or Education
Ref. No. use | character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recyling |and Training
RN128 R |- (CL) = X ? ~ v
EN43 E |~ (if trees v X ? (but adjoins group F
retained) f existing buildings)
RN232# R X ~ ? ~ v
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Land | Access to _ Culture and Recycled
Ref. No. use jobs Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency Leisure materials Coalescence
RN128 R |v ~
EN43 E |vD ~
RN232# R X v ~

SA Score Summary (Hincaster)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to
result in negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and
may be considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to
another site.

Overall, the site in Hincaster scores best in terms of access to a shop, a secondary school, health services, education and training,
jobs, transport and culture and leisure as well as in terms of flood risk, coalescence and potential for use of recycled materials.

The Hincaster site scores least well in terms of take up of greenfield land, access to a primary school and potential impact on air
quality (although it is accepted that as a small site the negative impact is likely to be minimal).

The mediocre scores against access to a village hall, open space and recycling facilities suggest that Hincaster would benefit from
more local provision of such facilities. The Hincaster site also scored less well against it’'s proximity to an existing community.

Scores also show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as the site in Hincaster has no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.
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Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site EN43 scores best overall, although site RN128 scores only marginally less well.
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56. Sustainability Appraisal: Holme Mills

Sustainability Appraisal: Holme Mills
: Access to Location in
Village Hall or ; Surface .
Land L Educational o : Health : relation to
Ref. No. use Othe_r C_:|V|c Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Services (GPs) Flood Risk water existing
Building flooding 2
P S communitie
S
RN151 R |~ (Burtonin v v (W Numerous key species |¥ [ v V¥ IXxIx =
Kendal) also part of (adj. CWS) 97:2:1
within 2km site is
buffer of Holme X)L
Vill Hall
EN44# E Part of site - Improved
grassland - numerous
~ v X X |key species birds v ~
Land Landscape . : : Greenfield or . Education
Ref. No. use character Built envn Air quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling and Training
RN151 R |~ X (consider setting  [X ? =
of listed milestone,
Bridge and aqueduct)
EN44# E |- = ~ ? v/¥ ¥ 70:30 ~
Ref. No. Lzt Access to jobs Transport Sl Energy Efficiency Cultl_Jre and Recyc_led Coalescence
use Space Leisure materials
RNIST | R dvm XX (notin_- T - -
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Ref. No. Lzt Access to jobs Transport Sppen Energy Efficiency CuItL_Jre and Recyc_led Coalescence
use Space Leisure materials
EN44# E v /x 60:400 E v ~ Al

SA Score Summary (Holme Mills)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Holme Mills scored best in terms of access to a shop, health facilities, recycling facilities, jobs, transport and culture and leisure facilities as well
as in terms of flood risk.

Holme Mills scores least well in relation to access to a secondary school and open spaces as well as in relation to impacts on the built
environment, air quality impacts and the take-up of greenfield land.

Holme Mills gained only mediocre/variable scores against access to jobs and transport, a village hall, primary school and education and
training facilities, suggesting that the area would benefit from further provision of these facilities. Only mediocre scores were also gained
against biodiversity and landscape impacts, water supply/sewerage capacity, potential to incorporate energy efficiency and renewables and use
of recycled materials as well as on sites’ locations in relation to the existing community and potential for coalescence.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that impacts on biodiversity, and landscape are minimised, that energy efficiency , renewables and the use
of recycled materials is encouraged and that adequate water supply/sewerage infrastructure is in place.
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57. Sustainability Appraisal: Meal Bank

SA Score Summary (Meal Bank)

Sustainability Appraisal — Meal Bank
Land Village Hall or Eng:ijiso:woal Health Surface | Location in
Ref. No. use Other Civic Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
Building P S ' (GPs) flooding existing
communities
Potential Great Crested
X no facility and Newt site. Numerous
RN7 R none in 2km |v X v key species. v
Land Landscape . : : Crzeriied . Educa;iqn
Ref. No. use character Built envn | Air quality Water Supply Recycling |and Training
RN7 R |~(CL) = X ? v
Culture |Recycled Coalescence
Ref. No. Lzt Access to jobs | Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency e}nd materials
use Leisure
RN7 R E

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.
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Overall, Meal Bank scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health services, education and training, jobs, transport and
culture and leisure as well as in terms of flood risk, site’s location in relation to existing communities and coalescence.

The Meal Bank site scores least well in terms of access to a village hall, open space and a primary school, biodiversity, air quality, the take-up
of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against recycling facilities suggest that Meal Bank would benefit from more local provision of such facilities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
site in Meal Bank has no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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58. Sustainability Appraisal: New Hutton
Sustainability Appraisal — New Hutton
Lang | Village Hall or eSS 10 Health surface | Locarion n
Ref. No. Other Civic Shop A Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water -
use - Facilities: ; existing
Building (GPs) flooding =
P S communitie
s
RN182 R v = X X Numerous key species
Landscape : : : Greeniield . Education
Ref. No. |Land use Built envn Air quality Water Supply or Recycling -
character : and Training
brownfield
RN182 R X (Consider setting [X ? F
of listed St.
Stephen's Church
and gatepiers to
north and listed
gatepiers on school
lane)
e Recycled
Ref. No. |Land use|Access to jobs Transport Open Space| Energy Efficiency and mata}alrials Coalescence
Leisure
RN182 R [50:550 v:v v C
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SA Score Summary (New Hutton)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, New Hutton scores best in terms of access to a village hall, jobs and culture and leisure facilities as well as in terms of flood risk and
the site’s location in relation to the existing community.

The New Hutton site scores least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, access to health services, potential impact on
landscape character and the built environment, potential impact on air quality, the take-up of Greenfield land, access to transport and open
space and coalescence between hamlets.

The mediocre scores against access to a shop, recycling facilities and education and training opportunities suggest that New Hutton would
benefit from more local provision of such facilities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as the
site in New Hutton has no clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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59. Sustainability Appraisal: Middleshaw, Bridge End & Old Hutton
ustainability Appraisal — Old Hutton, Middleshaw & Bridge End
Village ..
Hall or Educational Health surface |\ Q2L
Ref. No. Land use Other Shop Facilities: Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water .
Civic eelfires: (GPs) flooding |_&Xisting
o P S 9 communitie
Building s
R666 R ~ (1 facility, |~ v X Numerous key species|v
Old Hutton)
R630 R v ~ Numerous key species |
facility, Old
Hutton)[
R631 R ~@1 ~ Numerous key species|¥
facility, Old 20:10:700
Hutton) i
R632 R ~@1 ~ Numerous key species|¥
facility, Old
Hutton)
RN97 R ~@1 = Numerous key species|¥
facility, Old
Hutton)
Sustainability Appraisal — Old Hutton, Middleshaw & Bridge End
Greenfield or Education and
Ref. No. Luasned Lcahn:rz((::?gre Built envn |Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
X (Consider
listed milestone No surface water to foul
R666 R |X(CL) west of siteon X sewer- UU ~ ~
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Sustainability Appraisal — Old Hutton, Middleshaw & Bridge End
Greenfield or Education and
Land | Landscape : : : . . .
Ref. No. S [ - Built envn |Air quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
B6254)
~ (if trees No surface water to foul |part ~ part
R630 R X retained) X sewer vV ~ ~
R631 R X X X No sewer network
R632 R |- v X No sewer network v ~
~ (although
boundary only
includes it
because it
was a local
plan
RN97 R X X X ? allocation) E ~
Sustainability Appraisal — Old Hutton, Middleshaw & Bridge End
Culture
Ref. No. Eme Acpess to Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency and Recyqled Coalescence
use jobs Lei materials
eisure
R666 R |v ~ ~ v
v ¥ (removes
R630 R |v rovision)d |~ v
R631 R |v X ~ ~
R632 R |v X ~ ~
RN97 R |v v ~
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SA Score Summary (Middleshaw, Bridge End & Old Hutton)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Middleshaw, Old Hutton and Bridge End scores best in terms of access to a primary school, health facilities, jobs, culture and leisure
facilities and in terms of coalescence, flood risk and on the site’s location in relation to the existing community.

The site scores least well in terms of access to a secondary school, transport and open space, landscape impacts, the effect on the built
environment, air quality and the take-up of greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to a village hall, shop, education and training and recycling facilities suggest that Middleshaw, Bridge End
& Old Hutton would benefit from more local provision of such facilities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as only
one site in Middleshaw, Old Hutton and Bridge End has evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site R630 scored best overall whilst R666 and R631 scored least well.
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60. Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick
Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick
Land Vglrag?hlgfn Eg%ii?iso:;l Health Surface Location in
Ref. No. D Shop e Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Facilities: : o
Building P S (GPs) flooding existing
communities
v (1 facility,
RN18 R  |Sedgwick) v X Numerous key species |v v
Numerous key species
v (1 facility, inc. potential Great v VY IXIXX
RN19 R  |Sedgwick) v X Crested Newt site. v 84:8:81 v
v (W
edg
wic
of
v (1 facility, site v V¥ IXxIx
RN175 R  |Sedgwick) is x) X Numerous key species |v 85:14:10 v
Numerous key species
inc. potential Great
v (1 facility, Crested Newt site in
R64 R |Sedgwick) v X northern 8% v v
Potential Great Crested
v (1 facility, Newt site. Numerous
R520 R |Sedgwick) v X key species. v
adjacent to county
wildlife site (Lancaster
Canal)- numerous key
RN280# R v v X X ___Ispecies inc mammals v v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick

Land | Landscape Greenfield Education and
Ref. No. P€ IBuilt envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling Training
use | character :
brownfield

RN18 R = X ? ~ ~
RN19 R = X ? ~ ~

X (Consider

setting and

potential

damage to

edgwick

aqueduct LB

RN175 R and SAM) ? ~ ~
No surface water to foul
R64 R |X(CL) = sewer- UU E ~
No surface water to foul

R520 R |~ v sewer is possible — UU ~ ~ ~

X (inc

impact on

setting of

listed

Sedgwick
RN280# R X House) E ? = =

Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick
Culture
Ref. No. Leme Acgess to Transport |[Open Space| Energy Efficiency and Recyc_led Coalescence
use jobs 1 csure materials
v/vv
(50:50

RN18 R NW:SE) = ~ v
RN19 R ~ = ~ v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick

Ref. No. Land Acgess to
use jobs
RN175 R |v
R64 R |v
R520 R |v
RN280# R X

SA Score Summary (Sedgwick)

Transport |Open Space

Energy Efficiency

¥ (River Kent)]

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

v

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

Overall, Sedgwick scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary school, health services, jobs, transport and culture and leisure
facilities as well as in terms of flood risk, coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to the existing community.

Sedgwick sites score least well in terms of access to a secondary school, air quality, the take-up of Greenfield land and impacts on the

landscape.

The mediocre/variable scores against access to open space, education and training and recycling facilities suggest that Sedgwick would benefit
from more local provision. Sedgwick also achieved only mediocre scores against biodiversity, the built environment, water supply, energy
efficiency and use of recycled materials

333

back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are encouraged as few
of the sites in Sedgwick have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this.

Care will also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The site that scores best overall is R520. Site R64 scores least well.
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61. SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL - Stainton (nr. Endmoor)

Sustainability appraisal — Stainton (nr Endmoor)
. Access to
Village Hall or ; Health — :
Ref. [Land i Educational o : . Flood . Location in relation to
No. | use Othe_r ch Shop Eacilities: Biodiversity Services Risk Surface water flooding existing communities
Building P s (GPs)
v (1 facility, Numerous key
RN62 | R Endmoor)l] |v vip KX species v
Sustainability appraisal — Stainton (nr Endmoor)
Ref. |Land | Landscape . Air Greenfield or : . _
No. | use | character Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield Recycling Education and Training
X (consider
setting of adjacent
RN62 | R [X(CL) listed chapel) ? XX ~ ~
Sustainability appraisal — Stainton (nr Endmoor)
Ref. |Land | Access to . Culture and Recycled
No. | use jobs Transport | Open Space Energy Efficiency L eisure materials Coalescence
XX/~ (50:50
RN62 R XX \Western half in 1)| v (good potential for hydro)C ~

SA Score Summary (Stainton — nr Endmoor)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is hot considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.
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Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.

The site in Stainton scores best in terms of access to a village hall, shop, primary school, health facilities, jobs and culture and leisure facilities
as well as in relation to flood risk, sites’ location in relation to existing communities, coalescence and potential for use of energy efficiency,
renewables and recycled materials.

The site scores least well against access to a secondary school, transport and open spaces as well as impacts on the landscape, built
environment and air quality.

Mediocre scores were given against access to recycling facilities and education and training facilities, suggesting that Stainton could benefit
from more local provision of these facilities.

Scores also show that care should be take to ensure that impacts on biodiversity, landscape, the built environment and air quality are

minimised, that opportunities for the use of energy efficiency and renewables are utilised and use of recycled material is encouraged as well as
ensuring that adequate water supply/sewerage capacity is in place.
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62. Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside
Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside
Access to N
. ; Health Surface Location in
Ref. No. Luasned V'”g?\ﬁcngi?éinOther Shop Eg:;ﬁi'izgél Biodiversity Services | Flood Risk water relation to
9 b s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
E18 (proposed E ~ (1 facility, Holme) |v X(SE part |v Numerous key species v ~
allocation) of site is
)
E3 E |~ (1 facility, Natland) |v * v vQ Numerous key species v ~
RN135 R v X 55:45 Potential great crested v v v IXIxx
v:v v  newt site. Various key 75:15:10
species.
RN190 R [~ (K’by Lons)(just |v X \various key species X/~ (at max of
outwith settlement) 2km threshold)
R653K R |~ (1 facility, Natland) |v* X v Great Crested Newt v ~
potential. Various key
species.
RN110 R |~ (1 facility, Natland) |v* X v Great Crested Newt vl v ¥ IXXIX v
potential. Various key 76:16:80
species.
R1 R = v X v \Various key species. Not  |v v ¥ IXx/IX
on GIS, but OS map 80:16:4
shows NE third to be
woodland.
~ (Burton in Kendal
R137 R and possibly Holme) [v v Numerous key species ~
Numerous key species (ad;. /¥ ¥ 60:40
RN51 R ~ (Burton in Kendal) |v[j v Orchard) ~
~ (K’by Lons)(just Great Crested newts? & v ¥ IXIXX
EN29 E outwith settlement) |v v numerous other key 65:18:17 ~
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Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside

Access to Health Surface Location in
Land| Village Hall or Other Educational — : . : .
Ref. No. I o Shop ST Biodiversity Services| Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Building Facilities: : .
P s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
species
EN3 E ~ (K’by Lons)(just | ¥ v Great Crested newts? & ~
outwith settlement) numerous other key
species
EN10 E ~ (1 facility, Levens) (vQ X RIG: Whitbarrow Scar ~/X 90:10
(Western 35%), UK Priority
Habitat: Coastal &
Floodplain grazing (100%),
Numerous key species
EN11 E | ~ (1 facility, Levens) | v X X RIG: Whitbarrow Scar v
(Western 65%), UK
Priority Habitat: Coastal
& Floodplain grazing
(100%), Numerous key
species
R125 R v (separated from |v X Numerous key species v
K’by Lons by R Lune)]
R85 R v (separated from V¥ X Great Crested newts? & |v
K’by Lons by R Lune)] numerous other key
species
RN44 R |~ (1 facility, Burneside) | v [] X vi Numerous key species ¥0
RN45 R |~ (1 facility, Burneside) v X v Numerous key species v
RN26 R |~ (1 facility, Burneside) v 50:50 (SE partNumerous key species (inc.|v [] v VY IXXIXI~ v ¥ IXIXX
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Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside

Access to Health Surface Location in
Land| Village Hall or Other Educational — : . : .
Ref. No. I o Shop ST Biodiversity Services| Flood Risk water relation to
use Civic Building Facilities: : .
P s (GPs) flooding existing
communities
of site is [native crayfish) 55:20:15:10 75:14:11
v)
Badgers, Bats, G. Crested
Newt potential various key
RN215 R | ~ (1 facility Sedgwick) v X species v ~
R95 v V¥ IXIXX
R | ¥ (1facility, Leasqill) |v Numerous key species v 65:18:17 ~ [/ XX
estern third is County
ildlife Site. Various key
species inc. sensitive
E11l E |~ (2facilities, Storth) |v species n. v
xX[¥ ¥ Ix
EN17 (proposed arious key species inc. 50:30:20
allocation) E |~ (2 facilities, Storth) |v sensitive species n. v X ~
v (though vvIX
W part of (Eastern 3% in
E13 (proposed ~ (Milnthorpe, 3 site is zone 3a. Close
allocation) E facilities) v v v Numerous key species v to river.)O ~
Numerous key species inc
R673a R |~ (1 facility, Burneside) v X Badger and bats v ~
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Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside

Land| Landscape Greenfield or Education and
use S ——— Built envn quality Water Supply brownfield |Recycling Training
Ref. No.
E18 (pr_OPOSGd Remote from sewerage system — XX (but part of site
allocation) E [XX ~ X UU already developed) |~ v
~ (CL well hidden No surface water to foul sewer-
E3 E |by trees) = X uu X ~ v
RN135 R [X(CL) ~ X i
R X (Consider setting of

Tearnside Hall and

Tearnside Cottage
RN190 ~ (CL) LBs) X ? X
R653K R |~ = X ? v
RN100 R [X(CL = X ? v

X (Consider setting of

Skelsmergh hall and Remote from water and
R1 R Burton Hse. LBs) sewerage system — UU
R137 R = X
RN51 R ~
EN29 E [X(CL) ~ X
EN3 E [X(CL) = X
EN10 E |~(CL) = f
EN11 E |~(CL) = ?

R No water or sewage network also

X (Consider setting of no surface water to foul sewer —
R125 Devil’s Bridge SAM) X uu

X (Consider setting of No sewer network also no
R85 R Devil's Bridge SAM) X surface water to foul sewer — UU

¥ (CL unsightly ,

RN44 R |currently) ~ ~ ? joined to existing
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Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside

: Greenfield or Education and
Land| Landscape : Air . : .
Built envn ; Water I rownfiel R lin Trainin
use character uiite quality I ST B cle ecycling amning
Ref. No.
ett.
¥ (CL unsightly
RN45 R |currently)[] ~ ~ ? ~ v
X (setting of Listed
RN26 R X (CL) bridge) ? E v
v [J(previously a
builders yard, contains
listed building so could
improve, although
~ (provided majority |would have to retain
of tree cover majority of tree cover
RN215 retained) as heavily wooded)[] X ? ~ ~
Remote from wastewater
R95 R XX (CL) = apparatus ~ 50:50 ¥ ¥ Vv
X (Consider setting of
listed Ice house,
Mionthopre Bridge and Remote from sewerage system —
E11 E X (AONB) LBs at Dallam Tower) [X uu v v
X (Consider setting of
listed Ice house,
EN17 (Pmposed Mionthopre Bridge and
allocation) E X (AONB) LBs at Dallam Tower) [X ? v v
X (Consider listed
boundary stone
E13 (pr_oposed immediately to north of
allocation) E |~ site) ~ ? ~ vl
R673a R |~ X X ? ~ vl
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Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside

Culture
Luasned Access to jobs | Transport Open Space EfEfinc?;?l}(,:y and zzgﬁl‘;g Coalescence
Ref. No. Leisure
E18 (proposed v (part of site
allocation) E |v v glready
eveloped) v
E3 E |vo v o xXxoooo vvn | ~
v (small SW part -
RN135 R |of siteis ¥ ¥ )
R
RN190 ' - v
¥ (although actual
distance to access would
R653K R ~ ~
RN110 R E =
“ (€ partof st s e
R1 R [vVY) ~ hamlets into one)
R137 R ~ X
RN51 R v X
ENZ29 E E F
EN3 E v v
E
EN10 ~ v
EN11 E ~[] v
R
VY /“'(603010 S/SE |v (potential for
R125 & N tip: SW : NE part) v ~

342 back to top



South Lakeland Local Development Framework
Land Allocations Development Plan Document
Appendix 1 — Sustainability Appraisal Scores by settlement

Sustainability Appraisal — Rural East Open Countryside
Culture
Luasned Access to jobs | Transport Open Space EfEfinc?;?])(/:y ) and I;Z?gﬁ';g Coalescence
Ref. No. SRRl
viv Vv (955 NW tlp has|v (potential for
R85 R 3) hydro)[J ~ =
RN44 R ~ v
RN45 R ~ ~
RN26 R ~ ~ X
v (hydro
potential — mill
RN215 R |v v ~/IX race) v
R95 R ~ ~ v
E1l E E v F
EN17 (proposed
allocation) E ~ v ~
E13 (proposed xx(W part of
allocation) E site is ¥ ~ v ~
R673a R |v[ ~

SA Summary (Rural East — Open Countryside)

Appraisal was undertaken of all sites except those proposed for open space uses, as it is not considered that these are likely to result in
negative impacts on sustainability and few criteria would apply.

Some sites listed as ‘excluded from further consideration’ on the basis of size were still appraised as they adjoin larger sites and may be
considered to form part of sites proposed as emerging options, such as where they are required to enable access to another site.
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The sites in the open countryside areas of the rural east of the District score best in terms of access to a shop, health facilities and jobs.

And culture and leisure facilities as well as in relation to flood risk, sites’ location in relation to existing communities, coalescence and potential
for use of energy efficiency, renewables and recycled materials.

The site scores least well against sites’ locations in relation to existing communities, impacts on air quality, water supply and wastewater
capacity and the take-up of greenfield land.

Variable scores were achieved against access to a secondary school, primary school, recycling facilities, education and training facilities, open
space, culture and leisure facilities and transport as well as against flood risk, potential for coalescence, potential for the use of recycled
building materials and impacts on the landscape. Mediocre scores were given against access to village hall, potential for the use of renewables
and energy efficiency measures and impacts on biodiversity and the built environment .

These scores suggest that the open countryside areas of the rural east of the District could benefit from more local provision of some facilities
and that care should be taken to ensure that any development in these areas does not impact negatively on the environment.

No single sites scored significantly better than the others overall, but those that scored best were RN45, R653K, E3, E11, EN17 and R673a.
Site R1 scored least well overall.
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Strateqgic Employment

Kendal Area
63. Sustainability Appraisal: Gateway/Deepthwaite
Sustainability Appraisal: Gateway/Deepthwaite
Village Hall Access to Health - :
Ref. No Lemel| - e Sines Sho Eelueztieims] Biodiversit Services | Flood Risk Lopa’glon o relatlo_n_ o
- NO. use Civic p Facilities: y (©Ps) existing communities
Building P S
v
(NE
- (1 faciliy, e i
E62 E | Crooklands) |v X X) Numerous key species |v
v (V
small
NE
- (1 facility, Pre o
E61 E | Crooklands) |v X X) Numerous key species |¥
Sustainability Appraisal: Gateway/Deepthwaite
Land | Landscape Greenfield Education and Training
Ref. No. P€ | Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
use | character :
brownfield
E62 E X ? ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Gateway/Deepthwaite
Greenfield Education and Training
Ref. No. CENIE | LENCEEETG Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
use | character :
brownfield
listed
milestone
at Lane
E61 E X ? ~ v
Sustainability Appraisal: Gateway/Deepthwaite
Culture and| Recycled Coalescence
Ref. No. LEnel| ABEESS o Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency | L€isure | materials
use jobs
E62 E |v ~
E61 E |v ~

SA Summary (Gateway/Deepthwaite)

The sites in the Gateway/Deepthwaite area score best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health facilities, education
and training facilities, culture and leisure facilities and jobs as well as in terms of flood risk and potential for coalescence.

The sites score least well against access to a primary school, transport and open space as well as in terms of impacts on air
quality, the built environment, the landscape and the take-up of greenfield land.
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Variable or mediocre scores were achieved against access to a recycling facilities and village halls, potential for the use of recycled
building materials, renewable energy and energy efficiency measures, impacts on biodiversity, sites’ locations in relation to existing
communities, waster supply and sewerage capacity. These scores suggest that the Gateway/Deepthwaite area could benefit from

more local provision of some facilities and that care should be taken to ensure that any development in these areas does not
impact negatively on the environment.

Both sites scored exactly the same and thus it is not possible to state which scored best overall.
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64. Sustainability Appraisal: Crooklands/M6 Junction 36
Sustainability Appraisal: Crooklands/M6 Junction 36
Village Hall Access to - . .
Ref. No CEHIE | IF Ol Sho = UEEUCE] Biodiversit Slgre\ﬁlé[;s Flood Risk ~ocation In relatlo_n_ 19 g
e use Civic P Facilities: y (GPS) communities
Building P S
v (1 facility,
E59 E | Crooklands) X X Numerous key species |v
~ (1 facility,
EN18 E | Crooklands) |v X Numerous key species |v¥
~ (1 facility,
E57 E | Crooklands) |v X Numerous key species |v
~ (1 facility,
M7 M | Crooklands) X X Numerous key species |v
~ (1 facility,
E56 E | Crooklands) |v X Numerous key species |v
- X (S part
~ (1 facility, of site is
E9 E | Crooklands) XX) Numerous key species |v
~ (1 facility,
E58 E | Crooklands) X X Numerous key species |¥
Sustainability Appraisal: Crooklands/M6 Junction 36
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Ref. No.

Land | Landscape

character LTS G

Air quality

Water Supply

UU — Limited water and no
wastewater apparatus to

use
E59 E
EN18 E
E57 E
M7 M
E56 E

X serve development
buildings at
Moss End
Farm and
listed
Dovehouse
X ?
bmldmgs At UU — Limited water and no
Moss End wastewater apparatus to
X serve development
UU — Limited water and no
wastewater apparatus to
X serve development
UU — Limited water and no
wastewater apparatus to
X lserve development

349

Greenfield
or
brownfield

Recycling

Education and Training

~ (small W part of site is ¥)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Crooklands/M6 Junction 36
Culture Recycled Coalescence
Land | Access to - and materials
Ref. No. use jobs Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency Leisure

v Vv (E part

of site is
E59 E |v v) ~
EN18 E |v ~
ES57 E |v ~
M7 M |v ~
E56 E |v ~
E9 E |v ~
E58 E |v E

SA Score Summary (Crooklands & M6 Junction 36)

Overall, Crooklands & M6 Junction 36 score best in terms of access to a shop, health services, jobs and culture and leisure
facilities as well as in terms of flood risk and coalescence. Sites proposed in Crooklands & M6 Junction 36 also scores generally
well in terms of access to education and training and with regards to transport, although there are some key exceptions on
transport.

Crooklands & M6 Junction 36 sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools and open space and in
terms of landscape impact, built environment impact due to numerous SAMs and listed buildings, air quality, water supply and take-
up of Greenfield land.
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The mediocre scores against access to a village hall and recycling facilities suggest that Crooklands & M6 Junction 36 would
benefit from local provision of such facilities, particularly if residential development took place.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Crooklands & M6 Junction 36 have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. Care will
also need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site M7 scored best overall whilst E59 scored least well.
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65. Sustainability Appraisal: Shenstone
Sustainability Appraisal: Shenstone
Village Hall ficcess 1o Health Location in relation to
Ref. No. Luasned OI'CCii;(il::er Shop Elg;(:clﬁ?lce)gal BiOdiverSity S?(r?’vpl(;)es Flood Risk existing communities
Building P S
~ (2 facilities,
EN4 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
E8 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
EN32 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
EN9 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
E63 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
E5 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
E64 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
~ (2 facilities,
EN2 E |Kendal) v X v \Various key species. v
Sustainability Appraisal: Shenstone
Land | Landscape _ _ _ Greenfield _ Education and Training
Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
Ref. No. VS | CENEsET brownfield
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Sustainability Appraisal: Shenstone

Greenfield Education and Training
CENE ) LENCEEERG Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
use | character .
Ref. No. brownfield
EN4 E ~ X ? ~ v
Remote from water and v
E8 E = X sewerage system — UU ~
EN32 E ~ X ? ~ v
EN9 E [X(CL) = X ? ~ v
E63 E |X(CL) = X ? ~ v
v
E5 E |X(CL) = ? ~
LRemote from water and v
E64 ~(CL) = X ewerage system — UU ~
EN2 E |-(cL ~ X B C v
Sustainability Appraisal: Shenstone
Culture Recycled Coalescence
Land | Access to L and materials
Ref. No. : Transport |[Open Space| Energy Efficienc ;
use jobs P P P gy y Leisure
EN4 E ~ - -
E8 E ~ ~ ~
EN32 E ~ ~ v
¥ (but would contribute to merging
EN9 E ~ ~ farms)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Shenstone
Culture Recycled Coalescence
Land | Access to _ and materials
Ref. No. . Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficienc
use jobs P P P gy y Leisure
¥ (but would contribute to merging

E63 E ~ ~ farms)
E5 E ~ ~ =
E64 E ~ v
EN2 E ~ v

SA Score Summary (Shenstone)

Overall, Shenstone scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health facilities, education and training, jobs,
transport, culture and leisure facilities and in terms of flood risk.

Shenstone sites score least well in terms of access to a primary school and open space, landscape impacts, the effects on air
quality and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to village halls and recycling facilities suggest that Shenstone may benefit from more local
provision of such facilities. Variable scores against coalescence show that care needs to be taken when selecting sites to avoid
this.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are
encouraged as few of the sites in Shenstone have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. Care will also need to be
taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or minimised and that
adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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The sites that score best overall are EN2 and E64. Sites EN32 and E8 score least well.
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66. Sustainability Appraisal — Prizet only
Sustainability Appraisal — Prizet only
Village Hall Access to L : -
Ref. [Land | or Other Educational L . Health . Location in relation to existing
No. | use Civic Shop Facilities: Biodiversity S(z(r;v;g;es Flood Risk communities
Building P S
~ (2 facilities, \Various key
E66 E |Kendal) v species. v ~
~ (2 facilities, \Various key
EN6 E |Kendal) v species. v ~
~ (2 facilities, \Various key
EN5 E |Kendal) v species. v ~
v (large
~ (2 facilities, S part of |Various key
E7 E |Kendal) site is x)[ |species. v ~
Sustainability Appraisal — Prizet only
Ref. |Land | Landscape Built envn |Air quality Water Greenfie_ld or Recycling Education and Training
No. | use | character Supply | brownfield
E66 E |~ iCLi = X ? X ~ v
ENG6 E = X ? v
EN5 E [X(CL) ~ X ? v
E7 E |XX(CL) ~ X ? v
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Sustainability Appraisal — Prizet only
Energy | Culture and | Recycled materials Coalescence

Rei- 5 Fand HREEES 1 Transport S Efficienc Leisure

No. | use jobs Space y
E66 E ~ v
ENG6 E ~ ~
ENS5 E ~ ~

v v [v/[~IX

E7 E X 60:40:5:5~ E v

SA Score Summary (Prizet)

Overall, Prizet scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health facilities, education and training, jobs, transport,
culture and leisure facilities and in terms of flood risk and risk of coalescence.

Prizet sites score least well in terms of access to a primary school, landscape impacts, the effects on air quality and the built
environment and the take-up of Greenfield land.

The mediocre scores against access to village halls, open spaces and recycling facilities suggest that Prizet may benefit from more
local provision of such facilities. Prizet also received mediocre scores in terms of sites’ locations in relation to existing communities.

Care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy measures are

encouraged as few of the sites in Prizet have any clear evidence of in-place opportunities for this. Care will also need to be taken to
ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality and the built environment are avoided or minimised and that

adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

Site E7 scored best overall whilst site EN6 scored least well.
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67. Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt
Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt
Village Hall Access to . ) -
Ref. No Leme |- en cher Shop Educ_a_ti_onal Biodiversity Slgre\/a;g[;s Flood Risk Location In reIatlo_n_ o9 et
e use Civic Facilities: (GPS) communities
Building P S
~ (1 facility,
Sedgwick,
also with 2km Numerous key species
of Levens — 1 inc. potential Great
E55 E [facility.) v X X Crested Newt site. v
~ (1 facility,
Sedgwick,
also with 2km
of Levens — 1
ES50 E [facility.) v X X Numerous key species. |v
~ (1 facility,
Sedgwick, Numerous key species
also with 2km inc. potential Great
of Levens — 1 Crested Newt site in
E54 E |[facility.) v X X northern 70% v
~ (1 facility,
Sedgwick, X (N
also with 2km part of
of Levens — 1 site is
E51 E |[facility.) v X XX) Numerous key species. |v
~ (1 facility, Numerous key species
Sedgwick, inc. potential Great
E53 E |also with 2km|v X X Crested Newt site in v
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Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt

360

Village Hall Access to Health P T -
Land | or Other Educational — . . : ocation In relation to existing
Ref. No. use Civic Shop Facilities: Biodiversity S((a(r;vFl)g;as Flood Risk communities
Building P S
of Levens — 1 northern 80%
facility.)
~ (1 facility,
Sedgwick,
also with 2km
of Levens — 1
E52 E |facility.) v X Numerous key species. |v
Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt
Land | Landscape Greenfield Education and Training
P€ Built envn| Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
use | character :
Ref. No. brownfield
X (Consider
setting of LBs
at Sizergh
Caste and
three other
LBs to west of
site adj. River
E55 E Kent) ? ~
X (Consider
setting of LB
Heaves Hotel
and Levens
Park, barrows
E50 E and medieval X ? ~
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Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt

Greenfield Education and Training
LEVIE]| CENICREETE Built envn | Air quality Water Supply or Recycling
use | character .
Ref. No. brownfield
sett. SAM)
X (Consider
setting of LBs
adj. River
Kent to NE of
site also
Sedgwick
House to
E54 E East) X ? ~ ~
X (Consider
setting of LBs
at Heaves
Hotel and
Frosthwaite Main water pipe to Barrow
E51 E Farm) X runs across these fields — UU ~ ~
E53 E ? ~ ~
Main water pipe to Barrow
E52 E = runs across these fields — UU ~ ~
Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt
Culture Recycled Coalescence
Land | Access to - and materials
Ref. No. X Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficienc ;
use jobs P P P gy y Leisure
ES55 E |v ~/ ¥ [ XX ¥ (hydro potential at adjacent ~ ~ (would also cause farms to merge together)
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Sustainability Appraisal: Sedgwick Roundabout, Brettargh Holt

Ref. No. Luasned Ac;:oesss to Transport |Open Space| Energy Efficiency
(75:20:5) weir)
~/ v (96:4
Eastern tip in
E50 E |v 2) ¥ (hydro potential)
v [~(70:30, |v (hydro potential at adjacent
E54 E |v E to W) weir)
~/ v (85:15
Eastern edge
E51 E |v in 2) E
~/ v (95:5
E53 E |v SE tipin2) |~
v [~ (60:40,
E52 E |v E to W)O F

SA Score Summary (Sedgwick Roundabout/Brettargh Holt)

Culture
and
Leisure

Recycled
materials

Coalescence

~ (would also cause farms to merge together)

~ (would also contribute to causing farms to
merge together)

~ (would also cause farms to merge together)

~ (would also cause rural blgs. To merge
together)

~ (would also contribute to causing rural bigs.

[To merge together)

Overall, Sedgwick Roundabout/Brettargh Holt score best in terms of access to a, shop, health facilities, jobs, transport, culture and
leisure facilities and in terms of flood risk.

Sedgwick Roundabout/Brettargh Holt sites score least well in terms of access to primary and secondary schools, potential
landscape and built environment impacts, potential air quality impacts and the take-up of greenfield land.
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The mediocre or poor scores against access to recycling facilities, village halls, open space and education and training suggest that
Sedgwick Roundabout/Brettargh Holt would benefit from more local provision of such facilities. Mediocre scores were also given
against water supply, potential for energy efficiency or renewables and potential for the use of recycled materials as well as
coalescence and sites’ locations in relation to existing communities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy
measures are encouraged as few of the sites in Sedgwick Roundabout/Brettargh Holt have any clear evidence of in-place
opportunities for this. There are however some sites with potential to utilise the adjacent weir for hydro-electric power. Care will also
need to be taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are
avoided or minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.

The sites score very similarly and it is not possible to tell which site(s) scored significantly better or less well overall.
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Sustainability Appraisal — Milnthorpe Station

Sustainability Appraisal — Milnthorpe Station

Village Hall A - :
ccess to Health Location in relation to
Land or Other . e . : . Flood el Al
Ref. No. o Shop |Educational Facilities: Biodiversity Services : existing communities
use Civic , Risk 9
o P S (GP's)
Building
v v /X
(Eastern
3% in
~ v (though W zone 3a.
E13 (proposed (Milnthorpe, part of site is  |[Numerous key Close to
allocation) E 3 facilities) |v X v v species v river.)J
Sustainability Appraisal — Milnthorpe Station
Ref. No. Land | Landscape | Built A|r_ Water Supply Greenfle_ld or Recycling Education and Training
use character envn |quality brownfield
X
(Consider
listed
boundary
stone
immediately
E13 (proposed to north of
allocation) E = site) = ? XX ~ an
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Sustainability Appraisal — Milnthorpe Station
Culture |Recycled Coalescence
Land Access to |Transpo| Open Energy Efficiency and and materials
Ref. No. : :
use jobs rt Space renewables Leisure
xx(W part

E13 (proposed of site is
allocation) E Y) ~ v

SA Score Summary (Milnthorpe Station)

Overall, Milnthorpe Station scores best in terms of access to a shop, secondary school, health facilities, jobs, education and training
facilities, culture and leisure facilities and in terms of flood risk and potential for incorporation of energy efficiency or renewable
energy measures.

Milnthorpe Station scores least well in terms of access to primary schools and transport, potential built environment impacts and the
take-up of greenfield land.

The mediocre or poor scores against access to recycling facilities, village halls, open space suggest that Milnthorpe Station would
benefit from more local provision of such facilities. Poor or mediocre scores were also given against water supply/sewage capacity,
and potential for the use of recycled materials, potential air quality and landscape impacts as well as sites’ locations in relation to
existing communities.

Scores show that care will need to be taken to ensure that use of recycled materials and energy efficiency/renewable energy
measures are encouraged as the site has potential to utilise a nearby watercourse for Hydro electric power. Care will need to be
taken to ensure that impacts on the landscape, biodiversity, air quality, coalescence and the built environment are avoided or
minimised and that adequate water supply/sewer capacity is in place.
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