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Appendix A Response to SA Scoping Report consultation and SA Scoping Report

Respondent
Aldergate Properties
(89170), agent
(Signet Planning
331592).

Issue raised

Response

General - Draft Issues and Options document is not consistent
with the principles of the Scoping Report. Scoping Report
identifies that there are areas of relatively high deprivation in
Keyworth and that provision of employment alongside new
housing is important in helping to address this. Issues and
Options propose to remove 5ha of employment away for site
KEY1 and instead provide open space.

The SA Framework consulted on allows for any negative impact
on the employment objective to be analysed at the point of
appraisal on a site by site basis.

Comment noted but no change required.

Development of site KEY1 as outlined in the representation would
be consistent with the objectives of the Scoping Report.

East Leake Parish
Council

Baseline data Baseline data - Stanford Hall should be included as an important
employer alongside British Geological Survey and British
Gypsum.

The text refers to British Geological Survey and British Gypsum
as ‘established employers’. As Stanford Rehabilitation Centre has
not yet opened it cannot be described as ‘established’.

No change required.
Key sustainability issues –
Older than average age of population should be given a greater
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Key sustainability issues -

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

impact than ‘minor/moderate’.

East Midlands Airport should be included as a key issue. A
significant part of the borough falls under the airport safeguarding
area and under the flight path. Measures to mitigate the future
impact of aircraft noise and planning considerations related to
safeguarding.

Decision making criteria – flood risk. Risk of sewage in flood
water is increased by having mixed drains. This could be
highlighted as a specific issue.

The impact of any of the identified issues is judged in relation to
the influence that LP2 can have on that issue. As an ageing
population is a national trend, it is not considered that the LP2
can have a significant impact on it, but acknowledge that can help
lessen the impact locally, i.e. through the delivery of additional
housing.
This is the considered appropriate for the ‘minor/moderate’
assessment.

No change required.

Additional – agree that there is a copy and paste error with the
description of the East Leake NP.
Additional –

Page 97 (description of the East Leake Neighbourhood Plan – is
inaccurate).

Environment Agency

Change required – remove current description and insert a more
appropriate description.

Plans, policies and programmes

Plans, policies and programmes

Flood risk –concerned that the SFRA has not been updated.
There are a number of key new pieces of flood risk information

An updated SFRA is currently being prepared.
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Respondent

Issue raised

Response

that have not been incorporated into it, including the EA’s new
climate change allowances (published February 2016).
Change required – add the updated SFRA to the list of Plans,
policies and programmes once it has been finalised.
Refer to the CLG Cost Impacts report from the Housing
Standards Review in the list of Plans, programmes and policies.
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachm
ent_data/file/353387/021c_Cost_Report_11th_Sept_2014_FINAL
.pdf

Support inclusion of the Rushcliffe Biodiversity Opportunity Map
(BOM) - would expect the outputs to help inform local plan
policy, specifically relating to any proposed site allocations.
(These mapping outputs should also be used to inform and
contribute to the forthcoming Green Infrastructure Strategy).

Support inclusion of The European Water Framework Directive
(WFD).

Support includes of the Rushcliffe Nature Conservation Strategy.

List should include the recently published
Humber River Basin Management Plan
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Change required – add the CLG Impacts report from the
Housing Standards Review to the List of Policies, Plans and
Programmes.

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/river-basinmanagement-plans-2015#humber-river-basin-district-rbmp-2015

Key sustainability issues

Recommend that flood risk issues could be more appropriately
addressed in combination with a policy requiring biodiversity
opportunities. These should not be seen as separate issues

Should include water efficiency and water resource implications
as key issues. E.g. The LAPP could promote water efficiency in
all new developments and be used as a platform for the
retrofitting of water efficiency measures in the existing housing
stock.

Change required – add the Humber River Basin Management
Plan to list of Plans, Programmes and Policies

Key sustainability issues -

No changes required –
Site Specific Questions
Objective 8 is to prudently manage natural resources, however
there is mention of water efficiency. We recommend the decision
making criteria include: “Will it promote water efficiency” and “Will
the site help reduce water consumption”

Different policy approaches for flood risk will be explored through
future SA appraisals. A policy approach that combines both
issues can be one of the policy approaches that are appraised.

Recommend replacing “will it minimise flood risk?” with “will it
mitigate flood risk”. Include an additional question – “Will it reduce
flood risk to others?” Surface water also needs consideration and
recommend inclusion of “Will the site reduce surface water run

No change considered required to the list of key issues – one of
the policy options considered through the Issues and Options is
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Respondent

Issue raised

Response

off?”

the incorporation of higher standards for water efficiency.

Regulation 17 of the Water Environment (WFD) (E&W)
Regulations 2003 applies places a duty on decision makers to
have regard to the River Basin Management Plans (RBMP’s), in
this instance the Humber RBMP. Therefore advise the following
questions are incorporated into the decision making criteria:

Site specific questions:-

“Will it cause a deterioration of WFD status or potential of onsite
watercourses?”, “Will it improve WFD status or potential of onsite
watercourses?”
“Will it improve WFD status or potential of onsite watercourses
through river restoration, riparian zone and water quality
improvements?”

For site specific questions we advise the following question is
incorporated:
“Will it deteriorate river habitat in-stream and the riparian zone
adjacent floodplain habitats?”
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Agree:
Change required – amend decision making criteria to Objective
8 to include: “Will it promote water efficiency?, “Will the site help
reduce water consumption?”

Replace “will it minimise flood risk?” with “will it mitigate flood
risk?” and include new questions – “Will it reduce flood risk to
others?” and Will the site reduce surface water run off?”

Include: “Will it cause a deterioration of WFD status or potential of
onsite watercourses?”, “Will it improve WFD status or potential of
onsite watercourses”, “

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

Fox
Appendix 1 – Table 2

Diasgree.

‘Parking provision’ should be added, under this, “Traffic
Management Act 2004, Operating Instructions for Local
Authorities, Parking Policy and Enforcement” (March 2015)

- all new developments need to have adequate car parking in
order to ensure they are sustainable. (alongside encouragement
of alternative means of other travel other than motor vehicle).

Gladman

SA should be undertaken at each stage of plan preparation,
assessing the effects of the Local Plan’s proposals on
sustainable development when judged against all reasonable
alternatives.

The LPA should ensure that the results of the SA process clearly
justify the policy choices, including why options were rejected. A
comparative and equal assessment of each reasonable
alternative, in the same level of detail for both chosen and
reasonable alternatives, the Council’s decision making and
scoring should be ‘robust, justified and transparent’.
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Noted. No change required.

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

Gladman remind the Council that there have now been a number
of instances where the failure to undertake a satisfactory SA as
resulted in Plans failing the test of legal compliance at
examination (South Somerset) or being subjected to later legal
challenge (Heard v Greater Norwich Development Plan).

Historic England

Plans, Policies and Programmes
In general, reference should be made to Strategic Environmental
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and The Historic
Environment http://historicengland.org.uk/imagesbooks/publications/strategic-environ-assessment-sustainabilityappraisal-historic-environment/

Plans, Policies and Programmes.

Should also include:
- Historic England’s ‘Conservation Principles for the Sustainable
Management of the Historic Environment’
- ‘The Convention for the Protection of the Architectural Heritage
of Europe (Granada Convention)’
- ‘Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act (1979) and
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.

A7

Change required - agree to add those suggested by Historic
England to the existing list.

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

- ‘Conservation Area Appraisals and Management Plans
Archaeological Strategy – 2012 East Midlands Research
Strategy’

Baseline data:
- SA objective 3 (Heritage, incl page 119 of Appendix 2)
- more detail is required in relation to the Historic Environment.
- Non-designated heritage assets should be included in the
baseline data.

- Conservation Areas and conservation area management plans
should be referred to.
Baseline data:
- Parks and gardens should be classified as ‘Registered Parks
and Gardens’, not ‘listed gardens’.

Changes required – add non-designated heritage assets to the
baseline data

- Reference needed to sources of data on
archaeological assets, ideally including reference to the Historic
Environment Record (HER) as this is the primary source for nondesignated assets.
- include reference to Conservation Areas and Conservation Area
Management Plans in baseline data.

A8

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

- Collating numbers of heritage assets does not provide any
means of measuring trends or assessing whether targets are
being met. A more appropriate list of indicators is included in the
EH Guidance mentioned above.

- Remove reference to ‘listed gardens’ and replace with
‘Registered Parks and Gardens’.

- Include reference to Historic Environment Record (HER) in the
list of baseline data.

- Baseline indicators should include:

- conservation areas – a list of those
- historic parks and gardens: levels of public resources, levels
of increased access and number and % of registered parks and
gardens ‘at risk’
- local lists or local heritage assets – number and % at risk.
- heritage at risk – should be included in the baseline data
(available from both HE’s at Risk Register and Nottinghamshire
CC at Risk Register). Indicators could include numbers of historic
buildings repaired and brought back into use and heritage assets
removed from the registers. (Within Rushcliffe there are 4 Grade I
listed buildings on the ‘at risk’ register, and 2 scheduled
monuments, as well as 30 grade II listed buildings at risk.)
- archaeology - % of planning applications where archaeological
investigations were required prior to approval.
- historic environment – number and extent of street /public
realm audits
- listed buildings – number of actions taken in response to
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Change required
Amend baseline data indicators used to appraise the objective 3
as follows:

- remove number of listed buildings, SAMs and Registered Parks
and Gardens and replace with number and percentage of listed
buildings ‘at risk’, number and percentage of local heritage assets
‘at risk’ and number and percentage of registered parks and
gardens ‘at risk’.

- include the number of Conservation Areas with a Management
Appraisal as an indicator.

These amendments are considered to sufficiently respond to

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

breaches of listed building control.

-Pages 69 – 70 – Implications for the SA related to the historic
environment are underplayed. Additional objective should be: “to
improve access to the cultural heritage of the district (including
architectural, archaeological and artistic heritage) for enjoyment
and educational purposes”. This is paraphrased in the Appraisal
Framework (page 4) but not elsewhere. There are two distinct
objectives and it should be reflected in the SA report as it is in the
adopted Core Strategy.

Historic England’s concerns. The Council consider it has taken a
proportionate approach to referencing the historic environment,
as the Local Plan will be assessed against the whole of the
Sustainability Appraisal Framework, and therefore the number of
indicators included under this objective cannot be exhaustive.

Key Sustainability Issues:
- Under ‘Environmental’ consider that ‘heritage at risk’ is a key
issue. It is addressed within the Core Strategy. In terms of the
LAPP considered this will have a moderate influence.
Other issues already identified in the Core Strategy which can
impact on the historic environment are: traffic congestion, air
quality and noise pollution.
Change required:
SA objectives

Amend the decision making criteria of the objective 3 (Heritage)
to include:

Objective 3 – Heritage
- replace ‘Heritage’ with ‘Historic Environment’. ‘Historic
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- Will it improve access to the cultural heritage of the district
(including architectural and artistic heritage) for enjoyment and
educational purposes?

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

Environment’ is considered the best term to use as it
encompasses all aspects of heritage, e.g. heritage assets and
cultural heritage.

- The objective makes no reference to conserving and enhancing
the historic environment. Recommend that the objective is split
into two statements – conserving the Borough’s heritage and
promoting access to culture and heritage.

Change required
Include ‘heritage at risk’ as a key issue, reflective of the Core
Strategy.

Objective 7 – Landscape
- the final phrase, “including Rushcliffe’s heritage and its setting”
isn’t appropriate under this objective. This should be omitted.
Remainder of the objective, which incorporates reference to the
cultural and built environment, can be retained provided that the
decision making criteria reflect these elements.
No change required – Heritage is considered as suitable a
header as historic environment and capable of incorporating

General
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Respondent

Issue raised

Response

- omission – no mention of the need/desire to enhance the vitality
of town and village centres. – this is a key consideration for the
historic environment. The viability of historic buildings and
conservation areas, and redundancy or under use of upper floors
can threaten many historic buildings and place heritage at risk.
Important objectives should be: 1. To encourage the vitality of
town and village centres and reduce risks that may threaten
heritage. 2. To improve the quality of new development and the
existing built environment.

heritage assets and cultural heritage under this term.

Change required – change the description under the objective
to: “to conserve the Borough’s heritage and provide better
opportunities for people to enjoy culture and heritage”.

Decision making criteria
Heritage. Need to be made more robust. ‘Heritage assets’ need
to be referred to instead of ‘historic buildings’. The following
should be included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Will it conserve and/ or enhance, designated heritage
assets and/ or the historic environment?
Will it respect, maintain and strengthen local character
and distinctiveness?
Will it lead to the adaptive re-use of a heritage asset?
Will it increase social benefit (e.g. education,
participation, citizenship, health and wellbeing) derived
from the historic environment?
Will it improve access to historic sites and /or enhance
understanding of the Borough’s cultural assets?
Will it increase the economic benefit from the historic
environment?
Will it ensure that repair or maintenance is sympathetic
and preserves significance?
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Change required – delete phrase “including Rushcliffe’s heritage
and its setting” from the description of Objective 7.

Change required – To add the following decision making criteria
under the Economic structure objective:
“will it encourage the vitality of town and village centres”.

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

Landscape. Criteria does not relate sufficiently well to the SA
Objective. ‘Cultural, built environmental and archaeological
assets’ are distinct from ‘landscape character’.
•
•
•
•
•

Does it respect identified landscape character?
Will it maintain and / or enhance the local distinctiveness
of the townscape or settlement character?
Will it preserve an historic landscape?
Will it conserve or enhance the interrelationship between
the landscape and the historic environment?
Will it protect and enhance open spaces of amenity and
recreational value, identified within Characterisation
Studies?
Decision making criteria:

Energy
Suggest additional criterion:
•

Will it involve the re-use of a redundant building or
Heritage at Risk?

Change required – remove reference to ‘historic buildings’ and
replace with ‘heritage assets’.

Agree to incorporate some of the suggestions but not all.

Add the following:

Site specific questions:

•
•
•

Heritage
Recommend that the following text should be used:
•

Will the development harm the significance of an
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Will it conserve and/or enhance designated heritage
assets and/or the historic environment?
Will it lead to the adaptive re-use of a heritage asset?
Will it improve access to historic sites and/or enhance
understanding of the Borough’s cultural assets?

Respondent

Issue raised

•
•
•

•

Response

individual or multiple heritage assets (including their
setting)?
Is there a cumulative effect on heritage assets?
Will the development enhance or better reveal the
significance of the heritage asset?
Where the development will cause harm, are there any
methods of mitigation that can avoid adverse effects or
overcome the negative effects, or even achieve positive
effects?
Does the site accord with Neighbourhood Plan policies (if
applicable)?

Landscape

These are considered sufficient to incorporate the main issues of
Historic England’s concern.

Changes required:

Landscape – add the following criteria:

- should acknowledge that the main tools for assessing impact on
landscape character are Landscape and Visual Appraisal or
Landscape Visual Impact Assessment. Where landscape
character affects historic places (e.g. conservation areas,
archaeological sites, Registered Parks and Gardens) a more
detailed site assessment may be required which would need to
be informed by the specific contribution that heritage and the
setting of heritage assets makes to landscape character.

•
•

Will it maintain and/or enhance the local distinctiveness
of the townscape or settlement character?
Will it preserve an historic landscape?

Recommend the following points should be added:
•
•

Will the development affect an historic landscape, a
designated or non-designated heritage asset?
Are there any appropriate methods of landscape
mitigation which can be incorporated into the
development to overcome or reduce harm to landscape
character?
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Changes required:

Respondent

Issue raised

Response
Energy- add the following criterion:

SEA Directive – the Scoping Report does not meet the
requirements of the SEA Directive.
•

•

Amalgamation of the ‘historic environment’ into the
baseline data for landscape, as used for the basis for
objectives, means that the topics are too broad. Can
understand why Landscape and Heritage have been
confined – but this needs refinement.
Mitigation measures need to be improved for historic
environment.

•

Will it involve the reuse of a redundant building?

The fact that this could involve a heritage at risk building not
considered directly relevant to the energy objective.

Site specific questions:

Changes required:
Heritage
Delete the existing questions included and replace with those
recommended:
•
•
•
•

A15

Will the development harm the significance of an
individual or multiple heritage assets (including their
setting)?
Is there a cumulative effect on heritage assets?
Will the development enhance or better reveal the
significance of the heritage asset?
Where the development will cause harm, are there any
methods of mitigation that can avoid adverse effects or
overcome the negative effects, or even achieve positive
effects?

Respondent

Issue raised

Response
Landscape

Changes required:
Add the following criterion to objective 7:

•

•
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Are there any appropriate methods of landscape
mitigation which can be incorporated into the
development to overcome or reduce harm to the
landscape character?

Respondent

Issue raised

Response

Amendments as described above considered sufficient to
address these concerns. Reference has been removed to the
historic landscape in the landscape objective so that Heritage’
and Landscape are more clearly defined. Additional decision
making criteria have been added for both the Heritage objective
and landscape objectives, and the baseline data has been
amended in line with some of the recommendations made by
Historic England.

Natural England

Generally welcome the Scoping Report.

Plans, Policies and Programmes

Plans, Policies and Programmes

Broadly welcomes the list but suggest including:
•

Reference to the National Character Areas (NCAs) which
divide England into 159 distinct natural areas. Each is
defined by a unique combination of landscape,
biodiversity, geodiversity and cultural and economic

A17

Change required:

Respondent

Issue raised

Response
•

activity.

Include the National Character Areas in the list of Plans,
Policies and Programmes.

SA Framework
•

SA Framework
Broadly welcomes the SA Framework and considers that
it covers our interests. Particularly welcome: objectives 6
(biodiversity and green infrastructure), 7 (landscape), 8
(natural resources and flooding).

Also welcome the link made in the Health section between health
and provision of recreational open space. Suggest that
recreational open space could be broadened to GI. (NPPG
definition: network of parks, open spaces, playing fields but also
street trees, allotments, private gardens, rivers, streams etc).

Change required:
Amend the site specific question under Objective 2. Delete “will
the development result in a loss of recreational open space?” and
replace with “Will the development result in a loss of accessible
Green Infrastructure? (parks, open spaces, playing fields,
allotments, watercourses)”

Parker

Tollerton Parish
Council

The Green Belt review should be undertaken as a priority in order
for it to be used to inform the plans, policies and programmes.

Noted. No change to Scoping Report required.

Other sustainability issues not identified:

Noted. No change to Scoping Report required.

Traffic and the impact of this on the village of Tollerton, including
potential further impacts of future new housing developments in
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Respondent

Issue raised

Response

the vicinity.
Traffic issues relating to Tollerton village will impact on the health
and well-being of residents by the high density of carbon
monoxide which is understood to be above permitted European
limits.
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Draft Sustainability Appraisal
Scoping Report
Rushcliffe Local Plan Part 2: Land and
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Non-Technical Summary
Scoping Appraisal
1. The Scoping Report comprises the first stage of the Sustainability Appraisal of
the Land and Planning Policies Document (LAPP). The LAPP will form part of
the Local Plan. Part 1 of the Local Plan, the Core Strategy, was adopted in
December 2014.
2. The Sustainability Appraisal process comprises a number of stages. The
Scoping Report covers stages A1 to A5.

Stage
A

Setting the
context and
objectives,
establishing the
baseline and
deciding on the
scope

A1

Identifying other relevant policies, plans and
programmes

A2

Collecting baseline information

A3

Identifying sustainability issues and problems

A4

Developing the Sustainability Appraisal Framework

A5

Consulting on the scope of the Sustainability
Appraisal

The Scoping Report
3. The purpose of the Scoping Report is to decide the scope and level of detail
in the Sustainability Appraisal. It sets out the information required to
determine the scope of the appraisal, the key sustainability issues affecting
the area, and sets out the framework against which the effects of the Land
and Planning Policies DPD will be assessed.
Plans, Policies and Programmes (Stage A1)
4. Appendix 1 of the Scoping Report sets out the review of international, national
and local policy guidance, plans and strategies relevant to the Land and
Planning Policies Document.
5. Section 3 of the Scoping Report contains the key messages from this
document review.
Baseline information (Stage A2)
6. Section 4 of the Scoping Report describes the characteristics of Rushcliffe.
The baseline data collected is set out in Appendix 2.
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Sustainability Issues (Stage A3)
7. The sustainability issues identified through analysis of the baseline data is
included in Section 5 of the report.
Spatial issues
•

The need to plan for a significant degree of new housing development in line
with the Core Strategy spatial strategy, with a high proportion of this to be
planned for adjacent to the main urban area.

•

Some of the rural settlements within the Borough are very isolated and suffer
from poor transport links.

•

Several major transport infrastructure projects have recently been completed,
improving accessibility (A453 widening, NET phase 2, A46 improvements)

Built and natural environment issues
•

The need to protect existing environmental and heritage assets.

•

Rushcliffe now has three air quality management areas all of which have been
declared due to traffic pollution and in particular due to excessive levels of the
annual Nitrogen Dioxide above the air quality objective (AQO) level in certain
areas.

•

There is a need to improve energy efficiency and reduce contributions to
climate change

•

The need to reduce dependency on the private motor car and encourage
more sustainable forms of transport

Economic issues
•

The need to provide sites for new employment in line with the Core Strategy
requirements.

•

Rushcliffe is an affluent borough but there are pockets of economic
deprivation, notably in areas of Cotgrave, Keyworth, and Bingham.

Social issues
•

Ageing population, and the need to retain people of working age in villages to
ensure future sustainability of these areas.

•

Some areas in the Borough are seeing a declining population, e.g. Keyworth.

•

Rushcliffe has a significantly lower proportion of affordable housing as part of
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overall housing stock compared to regional and national average.

Sustainability Appraisal Framework (Stage A4)
8. Stage A4 of the Sustainability Appraisal is to establish a Sustainability
Appraisal Framework which is usually based on the review of the plans,
policies and programmes, the analysis of the baseline data and the
identification of sustainability issues.
9. A SA Framework has been established for the Core Strategy and as the
issues have not changed significantly it has been decided to broadly use the
same SA Framework to test the sustainability of the Land and Planning
Policies Document. Some additional decision making criteria questions have
been added to assist with site allocations and which reflect some changes to
policy since the Core Strategy SA Framework was developed, e.g.
introduction of neighbourhood plans.
SA objectives

Decision making criteria

1. Housing

•

To ensure that the
housing stock meets the
housing needs of
Rushcliffe

•

•

Will it increase the
range and affordability
of housing for all social
groups?
Will it reduce
homelessness?

Site specific questions
•

Is the site allocated for
housing?

•

Is the site allocated for
the type of housing
needed in the area?

•

Will the site include
provision for gypsy,
traveller and travelling
showpeople?

•

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Is the site within 10
minutes public transport
time or 30 minutes
walking time of a health
facility?

•

Will the development
result in a loss of
recreational open space?

•

Does the site accord with

Will it reduce the
number of unfit homes?

2. Health

•

To improve health and
reduce health
inequalities

Will it reduce health
inequalities?

•

Will it improve access to
health facilities?

•

Will it improve the
opportunities for
recreational physical
activity?

A24

SA objectives

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

3. Heritage
To provide better
opportunities for people
to value and enjoy
Rushcliffe’s heritage

•

Will it protect historic
sites?

•

Will it improve access to
historic sites?

•

Will it help people to
increase their
participation in cultural
activities?

•

e.g. Conservation Areas,
Listed Buildings, Scheduled
Ancient Monuments and
Historic Parks and Gardens
•

4. Crime
To improve community
safety, reduce crime and
the fear of crime in
Rushcliffe
5. Social
To promote and support
the development and
growth of social capital
across Rushcliffe

6. Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

Will the development
result in a loss of historic
site or damage to the
building or setting?

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it reduce crime and
the fear of crime?

•

Will it contribute to a
safe secure built
environment?

•

Will it protect and
enhance existing
cultural assets?

•

Will the development
result in the loss of a
community facility?

•

Will it improve access to
and resident’s
satisfaction with
community facilities and
services?

•

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it increase the
number of facilities, e.g.
shops, community
centres, etc

•

Will it protect and
improve biodiversity and
avoid harm to protected

•

Will the development
result in a loss of all or
part of a designated site
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n/a

SA objectives
To increase biodiversity
levels and protect and
enhance Green
Infrastructure across
Rushcliffe

7. Landscape
To protect and enhance
the rich diversity of the
natural, cultural and built
environmental and
archaeological/geological
assets, and landscape
character of Rushcliffe,
including Rushcliffe’s
heritage and its setting

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions

species?
•

Will it provide new
green space?

•

Will it improve green
infrastructure networks?

•

Will it maintain and
enhance woodland
cover and
management?

•

Will it improve the
quality of existing open
space?

•

Does it respect
identified landscape
character?
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of nature conservation
interest?
•

Is the site adjacent to a
designated site of nature
conservation interest?

•

Will the development
involve the loss of
existing habitats or trees/
hedgerows/woodland?

•

Will the site include the
provision on-site or offsite open space?

•

Will the development
involve the loss of
existing open space?

•

Will the development
improve the underused or
undervalued open space?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will the development
conserve the features and
characteristics of the
landscape in the present
form?

•

Will the development
enhance the features and
characteristics of the
landscape?

•

Will the development
restore the features and
characteristics of the

SA objectives

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions
landscape?
•

Will the development
create a new landscape
character?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will the site cause any
harm to the water
environment?

8. Natural resources
and flooding

•

Will it improve water
quality?

To prudently manage the
natural resources of the
area including water, air
quality, soils and
minerals whilst also
minimising the risk of
flooding

•

Will it improve air
quality?

•

Will it lead to reduced
consumption of raw
materials?

Will the site cause
additional harm to an
AQMA?

•

Is the site within EA flood
zone 2 or 3?

•

Is the site adjacent to EA
flood zone 2 or 3?

•

Is the site on high grade
agricultural land?

•

Is the site a brownfield
site?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

9. Waste
To minimise waste and
increase the re-use and
recycling of waste
materials

•

•

Will it promote the use
of sustainable design,
materials and
construction
techniques?

•

Will it minimise flood
risk?

•

Will it prevent the loss
of high quality soils to
development?

•

Will it reduce household
and commercial waste
per head?

•

Will it increase waste
recovery and recycling
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n/a

SA objectives

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions

per head?

10. Energy
To minimise waste and
increase the re-use and
do develop the area’s
renewable energy
resource, reducing
dependency on nonrenewable sources

11. Transport
To make efficient use of
the existing transport
infrastructure, help
reduce the need to travel
by car, improve
accessibility to jobs and
services for all and to
ensure that all journeys
are undertaken by the
most sustainable mode
available

•

Will it reduce hazardous
waste?

•

Will it reduce waste in
the construction
industry?

•

Will it improve energy
efficiency of new
buildings?

•

Will the development
include provision of
renewable technology?

•

Will it support the
generation and use of
renewable energies?

•

Is the development for a
specific renewable energy
project?

•

Will it support the
development of
community energy
systems?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it ensure that
buildings are able to
deal with future
changes in climate?

•

Will it use and enhance
existing transport
infrastructure?

•

Is the site accessible by
public transport?

•

Is the site located within
the main urban area?

•

Is the site within 30
minutes public transport
time of community
facilities, schools, retail
centres and employment
areas?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

•

•

Will it help to develop a
transport network that
minimises the impact on
the environment?
Will it reduce journeys
undertaken by car by
encouraging alternative
modes of transport?
Will it increase
accessibility to services
and facilities?
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SA objectives

Decision making criteria

12. Employment

•

•

To create high quality
employment
opportunities

Will it improve the
diversity and quality of
jobs?

Is the site allocated for
mixed use
employment/retail?

•

Will it reduce
unemployment?

•

•

Will it increase average
income levels?

Will the development
provide jobs for
unemployed people?

•

Will the development
involve the loss of
employment land?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Does the proposal involve
new high quality
employment
opportunities? E.g.
centres of excellence?

•

Will it improve rural
productivity in terms of
employment
opportunities?

Site specific questions

13. Innovation

•

To develop a strong
culture of enterprise and
innovation

Will it increase levels of
qualification?

•

Will it create jobs in high
knowledge sectors?

•

Will it encourage
graduates to live and
work within the plan
areas?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it provide land and
buildings of a type
required by
businesses?

•

Is the site allocated for
employment or mixed
use?

•

Is the site allocated for
mixed
educational/employment?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan

14. Economic structure
To provide the physical
conditions for a modern
economic structure
including
infrastructure to support
the use of new
technologies

•

•

Will it improve the
diversity of jobs
available?
Will it provide the
required infrastructure?
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SA objectives

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions

•

policies (if applicable)?

Will it provide
business/university
clusters

Equalities Impact Assessment
10. Under the Equality Act 2010, the Rushcliffe Local Plan Part 2: Land and
Planning Policies Document, is required to be subject to an Equality Impact
Assessment to ensure that it meets the needs of all members of the
community. The Sustainability Appraisal incorporates the initial steps of the
Equalities Impact Assessment through the identification of the key issues
affecting the nine protected equalities characteristics. These are identified in
Section 1 of this report.
Consultation
11. The Scoping Report is being consulted on alongside the Issues and Options
consultation for the Rushcliffe Local Plan Part 2: Land and Planning Policies
Document. The consultation for both the Issues and Options and this Scoping
Report will run until 5pm on Thursday 24 March 2016.
12. Consultation questions for this Scoping Report are included in Section 7 to
assist consultees with their responses. A separate response form with these
questions included is available to download from
www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/planningpolicy and can also be filled out online through
the Council’s consultation portal at http://rushcliffe.limehouse.co.uk/portal
13. The response form can be submitted:
• By e-mail to: localdevelopment@rushcliffe.gov.uk
• By post to:

Planning Policy
Rushcliffe Borough Council
Civic Centre
Pavilion Road
West Bridgford
Nottingham
NG2 5FE
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What happens next?
14. The Sustainability Appraisal of the LAPP will take place over several stages
(as identified in Section 2 of the Scoping Report). A draft Sustainability
Appraisal Report will be published detailing the assessment of options. It will
detail how the initial options were refined as part of the Sustainability
Appraisal process.
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1 Introduction
1.1

This report comprises the first stage of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of the
Land and Planning Policies (LAPP) document. The LAPP is the second part of
the Rushcliffe Local Plan. The first part of the Local Plan, the Core Strategy,
was adopted in December 2014. The Core Strategy provides the overall spatial
vision, objectives and strategy for the Borough to 2028. This includes setting
out the level and location of new housing and employment land as well as the
identification of a number of strategic allocations and policies.

Purpose of the Scoping Report
1.2

The purpose of the Scoping Report is to decide on the scope and level of detail
of the Sustainability Appraisal. It sets out the information required to determine
the scope of the appraisal, suggests a list of sustainability issues and sets out
the framework against which the effects of the Land and Planning Policies DPD
will be assessed.

1.3

The purpose of the sustainability appraisal process is to assess the economic,
social and environmental impacts of projects, strategies or plans, so that the
preferred option promotes, rather than inhibits, sustainable development.

Land and Planning Policies Document (LAPP)
1.4

The Land and Planning Policies Document (LAPP) will form part of the Local
Plan. The LAPP will include non- strategic land allocations and designations as
well as more detailed policies for use in the determination of planning
applications in respect of matters such as renewable and low carbon energy,
rural diversification and householder development. The LAPP will run to 2028
to align with the plan period of the Core Strategy.

Timetable
1.5

Table 1 sets out the timescale for the preparation of the Sustainability Appraisal
of the LAPP.
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Table 1: Timetable
Date

Task

January 2016

Consultation on Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report
and LAPP Issues and Options

March 2016-June 2016

Predicting sustainability effects of the options for the
LAPP and preparation of Preferred Options document

September 2016

Consultation on LAPP Preferred Options

October 2016

Consideration of consultation responses

November 2016 –
December 2016

Predicting sustainability effects of draft policies for the
LAPP and preparation of Publication document and final
SA report

January 2017

Consultation on Publication document and final SA
report

March 2017

Submission LAPP and the final Sustainability Appraisal
(SA) Report submitted to Planning Inspectorate.

Map of the area covered by the Scoping Report
1.6

Map 1 shows the area covered by the Scoping Report which relates to the
whole of Rushcliffe Borough.

1.7

The baseline data collected for this Scoping Report has been split into either
the wards of Rushcliffe (based on pre May 2015 boundaries for ease of
analysis of data) or parish (based on pre May 2015 boundaries for ease of
analysis of data and where data is available at this level) or at Borough level.
These are shown on the map overleaf.
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Map 1
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Map 2
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2 Sustainability Appraisal
2.1

This section explains the legal requirements for Sustainability Appraisal (SA)
and Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA).

2.2

In addition to this process, authorities are also required to carry out an Equality
Impact Assessment.

Sustainability Appraisal (SA)
2.3

Section 19 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires a local
planning authority to carry out a sustainability appraisal of each of the
proposals in a Local Plan during its preparation. More generally, section 39 of
the Act requires the authority preparing a Local Plan must do so “with the
objective of contributing to the achievement of sustainable development”.

2.4

Paragraph 165 of the National Planning Policy Framework states: A
sustainability appraisal which meets the requirements of the European
Directive on strategic environmental assessment should be an integral part of
the plan preparation process, and should consider all the likely significant
effects on the environment, economic and social factors.

2.5

Identifying key sustainability issues and the ability to assess the likely effects
through the sustainability appraisal during the early stages of plan preparation
ensures the plan or strategy contributes towards the aim of sustainable
development.

2.6

SA is an on-going process undertaken through the preparation of a plan or
strategy. The aim of the appraisal process is to minimise adverse impacts and
resolve as far as possible conflicting or contradictory outcomes of the plan or
strategy.

2.7

The SA will help demonstrate the inter-relationships between social, economic
and environmental issues.

2.8

The final SA report should be able to demonstrate how the adopted Local
Planning Document has addressed the sustainability agenda and how the
choices were made between alternative policies and proposals.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
2.9

European Directive 2001/42/EC (commonly referred to as Strategic
Environmental Assessment) which was translated into legislation in the UK in
July 2004, requires that local planning authorities undertake an environmental
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assessment of any plans and programmes they prepare that they are likely to
have a significant effect upon the environment.
2.10 The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive requires
environmental appraisal to be undertaken on all plans and programmes likely to
have a significant effect on the environment.
2.11 The objective of Strategic Environmental Assessment is stated in Article 1 of
the Directive: “(to) provide for a high level of protection of the environment and
contribute to the integration of environmental considerations into the
preparation and adoption of development plans…with a view to promoting
sustainable development’”.
2.12 SEA should consider the key likely significant effects on the environment,
including on issues such as biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora,
soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural heritage including
architecture and archaeological heritage, landscape and the interrelationship
between the above factors.

Relationship between SA and SEA
2.13 SEA and SA are similar processes that involve a comparable series of tasks.
The main difference is that SEA focuses on environmental effects, whereas SA
covers environmental, social and economic matters. The National Planning
Policy Framework states that a sustainability appraisal should meet the
requirements of the European Directive on strategic environmental
assessment.
2.14 Table 2 below shows how the requirements of SEA are met in this report.

Table 2: Requirements of the SEA Directive
Requirements of the Strategic Environmental
Assessment Directive

Where requirement is met
in the SA

(As referred to in Article 5 (1))
(a) An outline of the contents, main objectives of the
plan or programme, and relationship with other
relevant plans and programmes

Section 1 of Scoping
Report

(b) The relevant aspects of the current state of the
environment and the likely evolution thereof without

Section 4 and Appendix 2
of Scoping Report
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Requirements of the Strategic Environmental
Assessment Directive

Where requirement is met
in the SA

(As referred to in Article 5 (1))
implementation of the plan or programme
(c) The environmental characteristics of areas likely to
be significantly affected

Section 4 of Scoping
Report

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

Section 3 and Appendix 1
of Scoping Report

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

Section 3 and Appendix 1
of Scoping Report

(f) The key likely significant effects on the environment, To be included in future SA
including on issues such as biodiversity, population,
report as the LAPP is
human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic
developed
factors, material assets, cultural heritage including
architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape
and the interrelationship between the above factors.
(Footnote: These effects should include secondary,
cumulative, synergistic, short, medium and long-term
permanent and temporary, positive and negative
effects).
(g) The measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and as To be included in future SA
fully as possible offset any significant adverse effects
report as the LAPP is
on the environment of implementing the plan or
developed
programme
(h) An outline of the reasons for selecting the
alternatives dealt with, and a description of how the
assessment was undertaken including any difficulties
(such as technical deficiencies or lack of know-how)
encountered in compiling the required information

To be included in future SA
report as the LAPP is
developed

(i) A description of measures envisaged concerning

To be included in future SA

A38

Requirements of the Strategic Environmental
Assessment Directive

Where requirement is met
in the SA

(As referred to in Article 5 (1))
monitoring in accordance with Article 10

report as the LAPP is
developed

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

Included in this report

2.15 The Government guidance identifies 5 stages of carrying out an SA (stages A –
E). Table 3 shows the main stages of a Sustainability Appraisal.

2.16 This scoping report covers stage A of the process:

Table 3: SEA Requirements met through the Scoping Report
Identifying other relevant policies,
plans and programmes



Collecting baseline information



A3

Identifying sustainability issues
and problems



A4

Developing the Sustainability
Appraisal Framework



A5

Consulting on the scope of the
Sustainability Appraisal



B1

Testing the Development Plan
Document objectives against the
Sustainability Appraisal
Framework

B2

Developing the Development
Plan Document options

B3

Predicting the effects of the
Development Plan Document

A1

A2
Stage
A

Stage
B

Setting the context and
objectives, establishing
the baseline and
deciding on the scope

Developing and refining
options and assessing
effects
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Stage
C

Preparing the
Sustainability Appraisal
report

B4

Evaluating the effects of the
Development Plan Document

B5

Considering ways of mitigating
adverse effects and maximising
beneficial effects

B6

Proposing measures to monitor
the significant effects of
implementing the Development
Plan Documents
Preparing the Sustainability
Appraisal report

C1

Public participation options of the
DPD and the Sustainability
Appraisal report

D1

Stage
D

Stage
E

Consultation on the
DPD and SA Report

Monitoring the
significant effects of
implementing the
Development Plan
Document.

D2(i)

Appraising significant changes

D2 (ii)

Appraising significant changes
resulting from representations

D3

Making decisions and providing
information

E1

Finalising aims and methods for
monitoring
Responding to adverse effects

E2

What is required at the Scoping Stage?
2.17 Paragraph 014 of the Guidance (reference ID: 11-014-20140306) states that
the scoping stage (Stage A) must identify the scope and the level of detail of
the information to be included in the sustainability appraisal report. It should
set out the context, objectives and approach of the assessment; and identify
relevant environmental, economic and social issues and objectives.
2.18 A key aim of the scoping procedure is to help ensure the sustainability
appraisal process is proportionate and relevant to the Local Plan being
assessed.
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What is baseline information?
2.19 Paragraph 016 of the Guidance (reference ID: 11-016-20140306) states that
the term ‘baseline information’ refers to the existing environmental, economic
and social characteristics of the area likely to be affected by (the plan) and their
likely evolution without implementation of new policies. Baseline information
provides the basis against which to assess the likely effects of alternative
proposals in the plan.

Equality Impact Assessment
2.20 Under the Equality Act 2010, the Rushcliffe Local Plan Part 2: Land and
Planning Policies Document, is required to be subject to an Equality Impact
Assessment to ensure that it meets the needs of all members of the
community. There are nine protected characteristics:
•

Age

•

Disability

•

Gender reassignment

•

Marriage and civil partnership

•

Pregnancy and maternity

•

Race

•

Religion and belief

•

Sex (gender)

•

Sexual orientation

2.21 After a review of the baseline data, the following issues have been identified:

Age
•

A higher proportion of people over the age of 65 compared to the national
average.

•

Significantly lower proportion of younger people in Cranmer, Keyworth North,
and Tollerton wards.
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•

Lower proportion of people of working age in the following wards, Oak,
Neville, Wolds, Keyworth North, Edwalton Village.

Disability
•

The Borough wide figures for limiting illness and disability reflect the national
figures however the figures for Cotgrave are noticeably higher.

Race
•

The population of the Borough is predominantly white, with 93.1% describing
themselves as white (compared to the national average of 85.4%).

•

There is a smaller proportion of groups from the minority ethnic groups
compared to the national average.

Sex (gender)
•

In terms of gender breakdown, the Borough and areas within it reflect the
national ratio.

Religion and belief
•

A higher proportion of people stating ‘no religion’ compared to the national
average.

•

Christianity is the most largest religious group by a significant degree (58.9%),
which is similar to the national average of 59.4%. Muslims made up the next
largest religious group (1.5%) which is less than the national average of 5%.

Pregnancy and maternity, sexual orientation and gender reassignment
•

There are no figures currently available

2.22 Following on from the Issues and Options stage, the draft policies will be
subjected to an Equality Impact Assessment using a similar methodology to
that used for the Equality Impact Assessment carried out on the Local Plan Part
1, Rushcliffe Core Strategy. Any changes that result from the Equality Impact
Assessment will be incorporated into the next stage of the Local Planning
Document and included in the public consultation.
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3 Other relevant Plans, Policies and Programmes (Stage
A1)
3.1

The first stage of Sustainability Appraisal involves relevant international,
national and local policy guidance, plans and strategies to identify their key
requirements, and assess their relationship to the LAPP.

3.2

Appendix 1 sets out the review of all documents and strategies considered
relevant to the LAPP. It establishes the environmental, social and economic
situation and allows opportunities and synergies between the plans and the
LAPP to be identified, as well as any potential conflicts. It contains issues and
objectives, targets, the implications for the LAPP and the implications for the
Sustainability Appraisal.

3.3

There is no definitive list of plans that must be reviewed. Review of these plans
that are deemed relevant to the LAPP have been included in Appendix 1. The
list of relevant documents will be kept under review.

Issues identified from the review
3.4

The following list contains the key messages from the reviews of plans, policies
and programmes included in Appendix 1.

Table 4: Key sustainability messages
Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Accessibility and transport

• Planning Act 2008

• Embed accessibility in
decisions affecting
provision, location, design
and delivery of services in
both urban and rural areas

• National Planning Policy
Framework (2012)
• Accessible Settlements
Study for Greater
Nottingham (2010)

• Improve social inclusion by
• Nottinghamshire Local
making services more
and Transport 2011-2026
accessible
(2011)
• Tackle crime and fear of
• Rushcliffe Local Plan
crime on public transport
Part 1: Core Strategy
• Improve the quality and
safety of pedestrian and
cycling networks
• Improve public transport
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Implications for the SA
Framework
Requires objectives to
enable the development
of a sustainable transport
infrastructure that
reduces overall levels of
travel and ensures
accessibility to key
services (e.g. health
services, education,
employment sites, and
leisure facilities), the
provision of safe walking
and cycling routes, and
safe accessible public
transport.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

networks
• Encourage more people to
walk and cycle
• Reduce impact of travel on
the environment
• Maximise the use of
existing roads infrastructure
and avoid inappropriate
development
• Reduce traffic and in
particular journeys made by
car
• Improve public transport
• Reduce traffic noise,
pollution and congestion
• Improve the freight
network to reduce amount
of road freight
• Promote sustainable
transport
Air quality
• Prevent and reduce the
detrimental impact on
human health, quality of life
and the environment
• Reduce pollution
• Ensure that new
development does not
reduce air quality

• Air Quality Directive
2008/50/EC (2008)
• The Air Quality Strategy
for England, Scotland,
Wales and Northern
Ireland (2007)
• National Planning
Policy Framework (2012)
• A Breath of Fresh Air
for Nottinghamshire
(2008)
• Update of the Air Quality
Action Plan 2007
Rushcliffe Borough
Council February 2010
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Requires objectives to
prevent pollution and
protect air quality.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

and subsequent progress
reports
Biodiversity and habitats
• Protect and promote
biodiversity
• Conserve threatened
species
•Ensure that land uses
(including agriculture) does
not threaten biodiversity.

• EC Directive on the
Conservation of Wild
Birds 79/409/EEC (1979)
• EC Directive on the
•Conservation of Natural
Habitats of Wild Flora and
Fauna 92/43/EEC (1992)

Requires objectives to
protect, enhance and
improve biodiversity and
habitats.

• EU Biodiversity Strategy
to 2020 (2011)

• Protect, restore and
improve habitats including
woodland, and aquatic
ecosystems.

• Biodiversity 2020 – a
Strategy for England’s
wildlife and ecosystem
services (2011)

• Create and integrate
habitats in urban spaces
and in the built environment

• National Planning Policy
Framework (2012)
• Nottinghamshire Local
Biodiversity Action Plan
(1998)
• Trent River Park Vision
and Action Plan (2008)
• Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy
•Rushcliffe Nature
Conservation Strategy
2016 – 2020

Business development and
the economy
•Consider the location of
new business with regard to
accessibility and the local
environment
• Ensure that the location of
industry and commerce
brings benefit and not harm

• National Planning Policy
Framework (2012)
• Equality Act 2010
• Accessible Settlements
Study for Greater
Nottingham (2010)
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Requires objectives to
ensure there is sufficient
land for business
development; to ensure
that businesses are
located in the correct
places and that local
communities (especially
deprived communities)
benefit from them; to

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes
to local communities
• Support efficient,
competitive and innovative
retail, leisure and other
sectors
• Regenerate deprived
areas through
business development
• Ensure location of
development makes
efficient use of existing
infrastructure
• Understand future
demands for business land
• Develop economic
capacity and expertise
• Increase economic
diversity

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

• Nottingham City Region
Employment Land Study
(2007)

ensure that businesses
do not cause harm to the
communities in which
they are situated; and to
encourage diversity and
high value, high growth,
knowledge intensive
economic activities,
including tourism.

• Employment Land
Forecasting Study
Nottingham Core HMA
and Nottingham Outer
HMA Final Report August
2015
• Strategic Distribution of
Employment
Requirements
Background Paper:
Nottingham Core HMA
• Greater Nottingham
Retail Study (2008)
• Broxtowe, Gedling,
Nottingham City &
Rushcliffe Retail Study
2015 Final Report

• Maximise economic
benefit from tourism
• Encourage growth in high
value, high growth, high
knowledge economic
activities
• Ensure that economic
growth goes hand in- hand
with high quality
environment
• Develop flourishing local
economies
• Understand future
demands for land including
type of land and location
• Encourage inward
investment
• Promote the vitality of
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Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

town centres by promoting
and enhancing existing
centres

Climate Change
• Encourage low or zero
carbon communities

• Climate Change Act
2008
• Planning Act 2008
• Energy Act 2011
• NPPF (2012)

Requires objectives to
reduce carbon dioxide
emissions that contribute
to climate change; and to
ensure that new
development is able to
cope with the effects of
climate change.

• Rushcliffe Climate
Change Strategy 20092020, updated 2013
• Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

•

Accessible Settlements
Study for Greater
Nottingham (2010)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Nottingham City
Region Employment

Community safety
•

Reduce crime and the
fear of crime

Education
•

Improve the quality of
educational facilities

•

Improve educational
attainment

Employment
•

Reduce worklessness

•

Improve skills to help
reduce unemployment
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Requires objectives to
reduce crime and the fear
of crime, and change
behaviour that is often
linked with crime.

Requires objectives that
will improve educational
attainment.

Requires objectives to
improve employment
skills and levels, and to
ensure supply of
employment land.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

and deprivation
•

Ensure supply of
employment land

Implications for the SA
Framework

Land Study (2007)
•

Accessible Settlements
Study for Greater
Nottingham (2010)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

Energy
•

Seek secure, clean
affordable energy

• Climate Change Act
2008

•

Reduce amount of
energy consumed

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

•

Generate energy at local
levels

•

Increase energy
efficiency of homes and
businesses

•

Increase the amount of
renewable energy
produced

•

Invest in the energy
infrastructure

•

Recover energy from
waste

•

Water Framework
Directive 2006/12/EC
(2006)

•

Flood and Water
Management Act 2010

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Water for Life and
Livelihoods- River

Flood risk
•

Safeguard land used to
manage floodwater

•

Avoid inappropriate
development on
floodplains

•

Ensure new development
does not afford risk
elsewhere
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Requires objectives to
improve energy efficiency
of new development and
to encourage alternative
ways of generating
energy.

Requires objectives to
ensure that the housing
stock is of a high quality
and meets the
requirements of all
sectors of the community.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

Basin Management
Plan Humber River
Basin District (2009)
•

Trent River Park Vision
and Action Plan (2008)

•

Greater Nottingham
Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment (2010)

•

Greater Nottingham
and Ashfield Outline
Water Cycle Study
(2010)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

Health
•

Improve health and
access to quality health
facilities

•

More opportunities for
walking and cycling

•

Improve access to open
space and leisure
opportunities

•

Understand the economic
benefits of better health
in the community

Housing

•

Rushcliffe Community
Strategy

•

Greater Nottingham
Accessibility Strategy

•

Nottinghamshire Health
and Well-being
Strategy 2014-2017

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Reduce homelessness

•

Reduce the number of
empty homes

•

•

Improve affordability
across the housing
market

Appraisal of
Sustainable Urban
Extensions (2008)

•

The Relationship
Between Household
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Requires objectives to
improve health by
providing opportunities for
walking, cycling, sport
and leisure activities.

Requires objectives to
ensure that the housing
stock is of a high quality
and meets the
requirements of all
sectors of the community.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

•

Increase the supply of
houses

•

Provide a supply of high
quality, well designed,
energy efficient housing
appropriate to needs of
the community including
family homes, homes to
meet the needs of the
ageing population and
social housing

Size and Dwelling Size
in Future Housing
Provision (2010)

•

•

New homes to be energy
efficient, zero carbon by
2016 and able to cope
with the effects of climate
change

•

Greater Nottingham
Sustainable Locations
for Growth Study
(2010)

•

Nottingham Core
Affordable Housing
Viability Study (2009)
and update 2013

•

Nottingham Core
Strategic Housing
Market (2007)

•

Nottingham Core
Strategic Housing
Market (Needs Update)
(2012)

•

Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Needs
Assessment for the
Nottinghamshire Local
Authorities of Ashfield,
Broxtowe, Gedling,
Mansfield, Newark and
Sherwood, Nottingham
City, Rushcliffe (2007)

•

A Strategic Approach
to Older Persons’
Accommodation for
Nottinghamshire and
Erewash (2011)

•

Strategic Housing
Land Availability
Assessment (ongoing)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

Provide adequate amount
of land for gypsies and
travellers
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Implications for the SA
Framework

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

Land use
•

Increased density of
housing

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Maximise the use of
brownfield land for
housing, business and
commercial development

•

Greater Nottingham
Landscape Character
Assessment (2009)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy.

• Conserve and enhance
the rural and built landscape

•

European Landscape
Convention (2006)

• Open up access to the
countryside

•

• Provide opportunities to
value our heritage

EU Biodiversity
Strategy to 2020
(2011)

•

• Bring improvements to the
physical environment
through quality design

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Greater Nottingham
Landscape Character
Assessment (2009)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy

•

Waste Framework
Directive 2006/12/EC
(2006)

•

National Planning
Policy Framework

•

Prioritise the re-use of
existing buildings

•

Promote good design

Requires objectives to
ensure that best use of
land is made prioritising
the re-use of land and
buildings, and housing
development at higher
densities

Landscape

• Protect historic buildings,
Conservation Areas and the
historic environment in
general

Requires objectives to
protect and enhance the
natural and built
environment; and to
encourage people to
enjoy their local heritage.

• Protect our archaeological
and geological heritage
• Mitigation against harm to
the landscape

Resources
•

Promote development
that minimises the use of
resources
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Requires objectives to
promote development
that minimises the use of
resources.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

•

(2012)

Prevent soil loss

Implications for the SA
Framework

Sustainable communities
•

Promote social cohesion
and inclusion in both
urban and rural
communities

•

Support vulnerable
groups

•

Reduce deprivation,
focusing on most
deprived areas

•

Tackle poverty in urban
and rural areas

•

Increase social
interaction

•

Improve social
development of children

•

Improve quality of life

•

Create clean, attractive,
quality, safe urban
spaces

•

Access to quality health,
education, housing,
transport, shopping and
leisure services

•

Ensure equality of
opportunity in housing,
employment and access
to services

•

Recognise that different
people have different
needs

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Accessible Settlements
Study for Greater
Nottingham (2010)

•

Rushcliffe Local Plan 1:
Core Strategy

Waste
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Requires objectives to
create attractive, safe,
sustainable communities.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes
•

Reduce amount of
municipal and
commercial waste
produced

•

Recycle, compost or reuse waste

•

Minimise harm to the
environment and human
health from waste
treatment and handling

Source of message

Implications for the SA
Framework

•

Waste Framework
Directive 2006/12/EC
(2006)

•

National Planning
Policy Framework

Requires objectives to
reduce or re-use waste,
and to prevent harm to
human health and the
environment from waste.

•

National Planning
Policy for Waste

•

Planning Practice
Guidance: Waste

•

Nottinghamshire and
Nottingham
Replacement Local
Plan Part 1: Waste
Core Strategy (2013)

Water
•

Improve water efficiency

•

•

Reduce amount of water
used by domestic
properties

Water Framework
Directive 2000/60/EC
(2000)

•

EU Biodiversity
Strategy to 2020
(2011)

•

Water for Life and
Livelihoods – River
Basin Management
Plan Humber River
Basin District (2009)

•

Flood and Water
Management Act 2010

•

National Planning
Policy Framework
(2012)

•

Greater Nottingham
and Ashfield Outline
Water Cycle Study
(2010)

•

Greater Nottingham

•

Lessen effects of flood
and drought

•

Reduce water pollution

•

Enhance and protect
aquatic water systems

•

Promote the use of
SUDS where appropriate
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Requires objectives to
improve water efficiency,
protect water systems,
and to lessen the effects
of flood and drought.

Key messages from
review of relevant plans,
policies and programmes

Source of message

Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment (2010)
•

Rushcliffe Local Plan
Part 1: Core Strategy
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Implications for the SA
Framework

4 Baseline Data and Characteristics (Stage A2)
4.1

The SEA Directive requires the collection of baseline information on social,
economic and environmental characteristics of the area and in order to provide
the basis for predicting and monitoring effects of the policies with Local
Planning Document. The baseline information will also help to identify
sustainability issues and potential ways of dealing with them.

4.2

The baseline data collected is set out in Appendix 2. It should be noted that not
all information is currently available but the data will continue to be refined and
updated as work on the Sustainability Appraisal report proceeds.

Spatial issues
4.3

Rushcliffe’s main centre of population is West Bridgford, a large suburb of
Greater Nottingham where around 41,550 of the Borough’s 111,600 population
live. The remainder of the Borough is largely rural, with the population divided
between the six larger settlements (Bingham, Radcliffe on Trent, Cotgrave,
Keyworth, Ruddington and East Leake, which range in population from around
10,000 to around 6,500 people) and the smaller rural villages. Approximately
40% of the Borough falls within the defined Nottingham-Derby Green Belt that
encircles Greater Nottingham.

4.4

West Bridgford acts as a key service centre for a number of the surrounding
smaller settlements, and contains the Borough’s largest retail centre that is
relatively well performing. Outside of West Bridgford, the six towns and larger
villages provide a range of facilities and services. Several of the medium sized
villages such as East Bridgford, Gotham, Tollerton, Aslockton, Sutton
Bonington and Cropwell Bishop have some local facilities to serve their
population.

Population Trends
4.5

The population of Rushcliffe increased by 13% between 1991 and 2011. This
has not occurred evenly across the Borough and while some settlements have
seen increases in population, others have seen stagnation or declines.

4.6

The main differences between the Rushcliffe age profile and the profile
nationally is that there are proportionally fewer people in early adulthood living
within the Borough, but more in every age category from 40 years onwards.
The number of people of pensionable age is also increasing at a faster rate
than the national trend and there are certain settlements that have very high
concentrations of people of pensionable age.
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Connections
4.7

In terms of the highways network, a number of important trunk roads pass
through the Borough. The A46 links Rushcliffe to Newark to the north and
Leicester to the south, the A52 links to Grantham to the east and the A453 is a
major route linking Nottingham and Rushcliffe to East Midlands Airport and the
M1. Both the A46 and the A453 have recently been widened, with widening of
the A453 in particular seen by many as vital for the future economic growth of
the Borough and the City of Nottingham.

4.8

The NET tram extension to Clifton passes through the Borough at Wilford and
Compton Acres, with the aim of improving accessibility to the City Centre. The
rural parts of the Borough suffer more acutely from accessibility issues due to
poorer transport links in these more isolated areas.

Built and natural environment
4.9

Rushcliffe’s landscape is largely rural and generally comprises rolling lowland
farmland. Variation in character is provided through the higher land of the
Nottinghamshire Wolds, the edges of the Vale of Belvoir and parts of the Trent
Valley. Rushcliffe has a rich heritage with 29 Conservation Areas, 4 Registered
Parks and Gardens, 26 Scheduled Ancient Monuments, over 650 Listed
Buildings and Structures and numerous other non-designated assets including
those listed on the Nottinghamshire Historic Environment Record. Some of
these listed structures are, however, at “risk”. English Heritage’s national
Heritage at Risk Register listed, at May 2012, four listed buildings and two
scheduled monuments within Rushcliffe. In relation to the natural environment,
the Borough has, at December 2015, 8 Sites of Special Scientific Interest, 212
Local Wildlife Sites, 8 Local Nature Reserves and 3 Country Parks.

Economic Issues
4.10 Rushcliffe is the most affluent local authority area in the county, with full time
workers earning 30% more than the regional average. It ranks only 319 of 326
local authorities on a national deprivation scale (Index of Multiple Deprivation),
with 1 being most deprived (as at 2015). However, there are pockets of relative
deprivation, for example in the Keyworth North, Bingham East and Cotgrave
wards.
4.11 Rushcliffe acts, to an extent, as a residential area serving the Greater
Nottingham employment area, with a lot more workers in the Borough than
there are jobs. A certain level of imbalance is not surprising given the proximity
of West Bridgford to Nottingham City, where around a third of Rushcliffe’s
residents work. In terms of employment within the Borough, there is a strong
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dominance towards the service sector with 88% of jobs concentrated in this
sector (ONS, 2008). Established employers include the British Geological
Survey and British Gypsum.

Social/Community Issues
4.12 The predominant tenure in Rushcliffe is owner-occupation. 77% of households
own their own homes, either outright or with a mortgage. This is significantly
above the national average for owner occupation of 64%.
4.13 Property prices are relatively high, with an average house price of £235,125
compared with the Nottinghamshire average of £161,155 (Land Registry, AprilJune 2013). Housing affordability is a significant issue within the Borough, with
average house prices around eight times average incomes.
4.14 The problem of affordability can be particularly significant in the rural parts of
the Borough where house prices tend to be higher. Poor access to essential
services in rural areas can lead to significant deprivation, with people without
access to a car especially vulnerable.
4.15 There are a rich variety of listed buildings (e.g. Stamford Hall), conservation
areas, scheduled ancient monuments and registered historic parks and
gardens, which all contribute to its quality of life, local distinctiveness and sense
of place. The area is also the home of several nationally important sports
facilities, including Trent Bridge Cricket Ground, the Nottingham Forest football
ground, and the National Watersports Centre.
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5 Identifying key sustainability issues (Stage A3)
5.1

Through the analysis of the baseline data and officer knowledge, a number of
sustainability issues have been identified.

5.2

The SEA Directive requires that consideration is given to the likely evolution of
each of the issues without the implementation of the Land and Planning
Policies Document. This will be explored in more detail at later stages of the
sustainability appraisal.

Table 5: Key sustainability issues affecting the Borough
Key Issue

Potential influence of
LAPP document

Possible role of LAPP

Spatial
High degree of new
housing development in
line with the Core Strategy
targets
The Core Strategy sets a
spatial strategy of urban
concentration and
regeneration.

Allocating sites in
accordance with the
spatial strategy identified
in the Core Strategy.

Major

Around 58% of new
dwellings will be provided
adjacent to the main area
with the remaining built
beyond the main urban
area.
Some of the rural
settlements within the
Borough are very isolated
and suffer from poor
transport links.

Major

Allocation of sites in
accordance with the
spatial strategy in the Core
Strategy which promotes
more significant growth
around key settlements
identified within it.

Social
Older than average age
profile and an ageing
population

Minor/Moderate
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Provision of adequate
infrastructure.

Key Issue

Potential influence of
LAPP document

High population growth in
the Borough

House prices are high
within the Borough and
there is a significant need
for affordable housing
provision.
Lower level of affordable
housing as a percentage
of overall housing stock
compared to regional and
national averages

Possible role of LAPP

Moderate

Allocation of sites in
accordance with spatial
strategy hierarchy to
ensure that housing is
developed in the more
sustainable locations with
greater access to a larger
range of services and
facilities.

Major

Allocation of new housing
sites and facilitating the
provision of affordable
housing in line with Core
Strategy targets.

Major

Allocation of new sites in
line with the affordable
housing thresholds
established under the
Core Strategy.

Economic
Localised areas of
relatively high deprivation
within Rushcliffe in
Keyworth, Cotgrave and
Bingham.

The proportion of
Rushcliffe’s workforce
employed in the service
sector is large –
proportionally higher than
the regional and national
averages

Moderate/major

Minor/moderate

Environmental
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The provision of
employment and housing
with improved linkages to
existing communities
alongside improvements
to facilities and the local
environment can help to
address deprivation
Review of existing
employment allocations to
ensure suitable
employment opportunities
remain.

Key Issue

Potential influence of
LAPP document

There are areas of flood
risk in the Borough

Moderate

There are a large number
of sites which are
important in terms of
biodiversity which should
be conserved and
enhanced where possible.

Rushcliffe now has three
air quality management
areas all of which have
been declared due to
traffic pollution and in
particular due to excessive
levels of the annual
Nitrogen Dioxide above
the air quality objective
(AQO) level in certain
areas.
There is a need to improve
energy efficiency and
reduce contributions to
climate change.

Moderate/major

Possible role of LAPP

The LAPP could ensure
that sites at risk from
flooding are protected
from development within
the context of the relevant
policies of the Core
Strategy, and that sites
are allocated in
accordance with, where
relevant, the sequential
and exception tests as set
out in national policy.
The LAPP may contain
policies and proposals that
look at how best to protect
and enhance biodiversity.
It will also maximise the
role of green
infrastructure.

Further detail on dealing
with planning applications
in AQMAs could be
provided in the LAPP.
Moderate

Moderate
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Ensuring that allocations
are made in accordance
with the Core Strategy
spatial hierarchy which
establishes the more
sustainable settlements
and areas adjacent to the

Key Issue

Potential influence of
LAPP document

Possible role of LAPP

main urban area for
development. i.e. those
areas which will have less
dependence on the car
and greater opportunities
for public transport.
There is a need to
conserve and enhance
Rushcliffe’s distinctive
character and contribute
towards creating a sense
of place within new
developments

Minor/Moderate
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The LAPP may set out an
approach on the design of
new developments within
the context of the relevant
policies of the Core
Strategy.

6 The Sustainability Appraisal Framework (Stage A4)
6.1

The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) Framework has developed as an output of
the review of plans, policies and programmes, the analysis of the baseline data
and the identification of sustainability issues.

6.2

A SA Framework has been established for the Core Strategy and as the issues
have not changed significantly it has been decided to broadly use the same SA
Framework to test the sustainability of the Land and Planning Policies
Document. Some additional decision making criteria questions have been
added to assist with site allocations and which reflect some changes to policy
since the Core Strategy SA Framework was developed, e.g. introduction of
neighbourhood plans.

6.3

Each of the SA objectives has been matched with decision making criteria as
shown in Table 6. These criteria comprise the key questions that will be asked
to ascertain whether or not a proposal or option works towards the SA
objective.

Table 6: The SA Framework
SA objectives

Decision making criteria

1. Housing

•

To ensure that the
housing stock meets the
housing needs of
Rushcliffe

•

•

Will it increase the
range and affordability
of housing for all social
groups?
Will it reduce
homelessness?

Site specific questions
•

Is the site allocated for
housing?

•

Is the site allocated for
the type of housing
needed in the area?

•

Will the site include
provision for gypsy,
traveller and travelling
showpeople?

•

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Is the site within 10
minutes public transport
time or 30 minutes
walking time of a health
facility?

Will it reduce the
number of unfit homes?

2. Health

•

To improve health and
reduce health
inequalities

Will it reduce health
inequalities?

•

Will it improve access to
health facilities?

•

Will it improve the
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SA objectives

Decision making criteria
opportunities for
recreational physical
activity?

3. Heritage
To provide better
opportunities for people
to value and enjoy
Rushcliffe’s heritage

•

Will it protect historic
sites?

•

Will it improve access to
historic sites?

•

Will it help people to
increase their
participation in cultural
activities?

Site specific questions
•

Will the development
result in a loss of
recreational open space?

•

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will the development
result in a loss of historic
site or damage to the
building or setting?
e.g. Conservation Areas,
Listed Buildings,
Scheduled Ancient
Monuments and Historic
Parks and Gardens

•

4. Crime
To improve community
safety, reduce crime and
the fear of crime in
Rushcliffe
5. Social
To promote and support
the development and
growth of social capital
across Rushcliffe

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it reduce crime and
the fear of crime?

•

Will it contribute to a
safe secure built
environment?

•

Will it protect and
enhance existing
cultural assets?

•

Will the development
result in the loss of a
community facility?

•

Will it improve access to
and resident’s
satisfaction with
community facilities and
services?

•

Does the site accord with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it increase the
number of facilities, e.g.
shops, community
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n/a

SA objectives

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions

centres, etc

6. Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure
To increase biodiversity
levels and protect and
enhance Green
Infrastructure across
Rushcliffe

7. Landscape
To protect and enhance
the rich diversity of the
natural, cultural and built
environmental and
archaeological/geological
assets, and landscape
character of Rushcliffe,

•

Will it protect and
improve biodiversity and
avoid harm to protected
species?

•

Will it provide new
green space?

•

Will it improve green
infrastructure networks?

•

Will it maintain and
enhance woodland
cover and
management?

•

Will it improve the
quality of existing open
space?

•

Does it respect
identified landscape
character?
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•

Will the development
result in a loss of all or
part of a designated site
of nature conservation
interest?

•

Is the site adjacent to a
designated site of nature
conservation interest?

•

Will the development
involve the loss of
existing habitats or trees/
hedgerows/woodland?

•

Will the site include the
provision on-site or offsite open space?

•

Will the development
involve the loss of
existing open space?

•

Will the development
improve the underused or
undervalued open space?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will the development
conserve the features and
characteristics of the
landscape in the present
form?

•

Will the development
enhance the features and
characteristics of the

SA objectives

Decision making criteria

including Rushcliffe’s
heritage and its setting

Site specific questions
landscape?
•

Will the development
restore the features and
characteristics of the
landscape?

•

Will the development
create a new landscape
character?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will the site cause any
harm to the water
environment?

8. Natural resources
and flooding

•

Will it improve water
quality?

To prudently manage the
natural resources of the
area including water, air
quality, soils and
minerals whilst also
minimising the risk of
flooding

•

Will it improve air
quality?

•

Will it lead to reduced
consumption of raw
materials?

Will the site cause
additional harm to an
AQMA?

•

Is the site within EA flood
zone 2 or 3?

•

Is the site adjacent to EA
flood zone 2 or 3?

•

Is the site on high grade
agricultural land?

•

Is the site a brownfield
site?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

•

Will it promote the use
of sustainable design,
materials and
construction
techniques?

•

Will it minimise flood
risk?

•

Will it prevent the loss
of high quality soils to
development?

9. Waste

•

To minimise waste and
increase the re-use and
recycling of waste

Will it reduce household
and commercial waste
per head?

•

Will it increase waste
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n/a

SA objectives

Decision making criteria

materials

10. Energy
To minimise waste and
increase the re-use and
do develop the area’s
renewable energy
resource, reducing
dependency on nonrenewable sources

11. Transport
To make efficient use of
the existing transport
infrastructure, help
reduce the need to travel
by car, improve
accessibility to jobs and
services for all and to
ensure that all journeys
are undertaken by the
most sustainable mode
available

Site specific questions

recovery and recycling
per head?
•

Will it reduce hazardous
waste?

•

Will it reduce waste in
the construction
industry?

•

Will it improve energy
efficiency of new
buildings?

•

Will the development
include provision of
renewable technology?

•

Will it support the
generation and use of
renewable energies?

•

Is the development for a
specific renewable energy
project?

•

Will it support the
development of
community energy
systems?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it ensure that
buildings are able to
deal with future
changes in climate?

•

Will it use and enhance
existing transport
infrastructure?

•

Is the site accessible by
public transport?

•

Is the site located within
the main urban area?

•

Is the site within 30
minutes public transport
time of community
facilities, schools, retail
centres and employment
areas?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan

•

•

•

Will it help to develop a
transport network that
minimises the impact on
the environment?
Will it reduce journeys
undertaken by car by
encouraging alternative
modes of transport?
Will it increase
accessibility to services
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SA objectives

Decision making criteria

Site specific questions

and facilities?

policies (if applicable)?

12. Employment

•

•

To create high quality
employment
opportunities

Will it improve the
diversity and quality of
jobs?

Is the site allocated for
mixed use
employment/retail?

•

Will it reduce
unemployment?

•

•

Will it increase average
income levels?

Will the development
provide jobs for
unemployed people?

•

Will the development
involve the loss of
employment land?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Does the proposal involve
new high quality
employment
opportunities? E.g.
centres of excellence?

•

Will it improve rural
productivity in terms of
employment
opportunities?

13. Innovation

•

To develop a strong
culture of enterprise and
innovation

Will it increase levels of
qualification?

•

Will it create jobs in high
knowledge sectors?

•

Will it encourage
graduates to live and
work within the plan
areas?

•

Will the development
conflict with
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

•

Will it provide land and
buildings of a type
required by
businesses?

•

Is the site allocated for
employment or mixed
use?

•

Is the site allocated for
mixed
educational/employment?

•

Will the development
conflict with

14. Economic structure
To provide the physical
conditions for a modern
economic structure
including infrastructure to
support the use of new
technologies

•

•

Will it improve the
diversity of jobs
available?
Will it provide the
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SA objectives

Decision making criteria
required infrastructure?
•

Will it provide
business/university
clusters
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Site specific questions
Neighbourhood Plan
policies (if applicable)?

7 Consultation
7.1

In accordance with the SEA Directive, copies of this Scoping Report have been
sent to the three statutory consultation bodies for England (Environment
Agency, Heritage England, and Natural England).

7.2

An electronic copy of this Scoping Report can be viewed on the Council’s
website at http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/planningpolicy

7.3

The consultation questions on the Scoping Report are below. These questions
are also reproduced in a separate consultation response form for consultees to
use. Comments can also be submitted online at
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/planningpolicy

7.4

All comments received during the consultation period will be considered by the
Borough Council. The responses received will help to shape the Sustainability
Report.

Consultation questions
1. Plans, policies and programmes
1a. Have all plans, policies and programmes that affect the Local Planning
Document been included in Section 3 and Appendix 1 of the Scoping Report?
1b. Please provide any comments regarding the plans, policies and programmes
included in the Scoping Report.
2. Baseline data
2a. Does Appendix 2 of the Scoping Report identify an appropriate and accurate
range of relevant baseline data?
2b. Please provide any comments regarding the baseline data used in the Scoping
Report
3. Key sustainability issues
3a. Are the key sustainability issues identified in Section 5 of the Scoping Report
correct for Rushcliffe?
3b. Please identify any other sustainability issues that should be included and how
these are likely to impact upon the Land and Planning Policies Document?
4. SA objectives
4a. Do the SA objectives in Section 6 of the Scoping Report adequately cover the
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key sustainability issues facing Rushcliffe Borough?
4b. Please identify how the objectives should be amended, bearing in mind that the
number of objectives should be manageable.
5. Decision Making Criteria in SA Framework
5a. Are the Decision Making Criteria in the SA Framework in Section 6 of the
Scoping Report appropriate?
5b. Please identify how the Decision Making Criteria should be amended.
6. Site Specific Questions in SA Framework
6a. Are the Site Specific Questions in the SA Framework in Section 6 of the Scoping
Report appropriate?
7. SEA Directive requirements
7a. Do the Scoping Report and the SA Framework meet the requirements of the
SEA Directive?
7b. Please identify why the SA Framework does not meet the requirements of the
SEA Directive and how this can be rectified.
8. Equality Impact Assessment
8a. Have all sources of information regarding the protected equality characteristics
been identified in Appendix 2 of the Scoping Report?
8b. Do you agree with the issues that have been identified in Section 2 of the
Scoping Report?
8c. Please identify how Planning Policy can assist in addressing the issues identified
in Section 2 of the Scoping Report. Please provide any other comments in support of
your responses to questions 8a and 8b.
9. Other comments
9. Do you have any other comments about the Scoping Report?
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Appendix 1 – Review of plans, programmes and policies
Table 1 International/European
Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

SEA Directive, 2001
Directive 2001/42/EC on the assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes on the environment
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32001L0042
Provide for a high level of protection of the
environment and contribute to the integration of
environmental considerations into the preparation
and adoption of plans and programmes with a
view of promoting sustainable development.

The Directive must be
applied to plans or
programmes whose
formal preparation
begins after 21 July
2004 and to those
already in preparation by
that date.

Allocate sites and
The requirements of the
develop policies that
Directive must be met in
take account of the
Sustainability Appraisals.
Directive as well as more
detailed policies derived
from the Directive at a
national level

The Birds Directive (2009)
EC Directive on the Conservation of Wild Birds 79/409/EEC (1979)
*This Directive has been amended by Directive 2009/147/EC
The Council of European Communities
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:31979L0409:EN:HTML
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

This Directive ensures far-reaching protection for
all of Europe's wild birds, identifying 194 species
and sub-species among them as particularly
threatened and in need of special conservation
measures. There are a number of components to
this scheme:

No targets or indicators

Policies should make
sure that the upkeep of
recognised habitats is
maintained and not
damaged from
development.

Incorporate protection of
birds into an appropriate
SA indicator.

Member States are required to designate Special
Protection Areas (SPAs) for 194 particularly
threatened species and all migratory bird
species. SPAs are scientifically identified areas
critical for the survival of the targeted species,
such as wetlands. They are part of the Natura
2000 ecological network set up under the
Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC.

Avoid pollution or
deterioration of other
habitats or any other
disturbance effecting
birds.
Designation of SPAs or
prospective SPAs in plan
area would restrict
development
opportunities.

A second component bans activities that directly
threaten birds, such as the deliberate killing or
capture of birds, the destruction of their nests and
taking of their eggs, and associated activities
such as trading in live or dead birds (with a few
exceptions).
A third component establishes rules that limit the
number of bird species that can be hunted (82
species and sub-species) and the periods during
which they can be hunted. It also defines hunting
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

methods which are permitted (e.g. non-selective
hunting is banned).
The Habitats Directive (1992)
EC Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats of Wild Flora and Fauna 92/43/EEC (1992)
The Council of European Communities
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:31992L0043:EN:HTML
The Habitats Directive addresses the
preservation, protection and improvement of the
quality of the environment, including the
conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna
and flora. Objectives:
•

Implementation of measures required to
maintain or restore the natural habitats
and the populations of species of wild
fauna and flora.

•

Implementation of measures to conserve
threatened species, and to ensure and
promote the maintenance of biodiversity.

•

Designation of special areas of
conservation to create a coherent
European ecological network under the

Requirements to take
legislative and
administration measures
to maintain and restore
natural habitats and wild
species. An assessment
of the impact and
implications of any plan
or project that is likely to
have a significant impact
on a designated site is
required.
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Allocate sites and
develop policies that
take into account the
Directive as well as more
detailed policies derived
from the Directive
contained in the NPPF.
The Plan must be
subject to Habitats
Regulations Assessment
in line with the Directive.

The SA Framework
takes into account the
conservation status of
areas within the Borough
and seeks to identify
measures to further
maintain and restore
natural habitats.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Allocate sites and
develop policies that
take account of the
Directive as well as more
detailed policies derived
from the Directive
contained in the NPPF.

Include sustainability
objectives that relate to
flood management and
reduction of risk.

title Natura 2000.
The Floods Directive, 2007
Directive 2007/60/EC on the assessment and management of flood risks
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32007L0060
Establishes a framework for the assessment and
management of flood risks, aiming at the
reduction of the adverse consequences for
human health, the environment, cultural heritage
and economic activity associated with floods.

Preliminary Flood Risk
Assessments to be
completed by December
2011. Flood Hazard
Maps and Flood Risk
Maps to be completed
by December 2013.
Flood Risk Management
Plans to be completed
by December 2015.

The Landfill Directive, 1999
Directive 99/31/EC on the landfill of waste
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31999L0031
The objective of the Directive is to prevent or
reduce as far as possible negative effects on the
environment, in particular on surface water,
groundwater, soil, air, and on human health from

Reduce the amount of
biodegradable waste
sent to landfill by 75% of
the 1995 level by 2010.
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Allocate sites and
Include sustainability
develop policies that
objectives to increase
take account of the
recycling and reduce the
Directive as well as more

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

the landfilling of waste by introducing stringent
technical requirements for waste and landfills.

Reduce this to 50% in
2013 and 35% by 2020.

detailed policies derived
from the Directive
contained in the NPPF.

amount of waste.

European Convention on the Protection of Archaeological Heritage, (Valletta, 1992)
Revision of the 1985 Granada Convention
http://www.supremecourt.ge/files/upload-file/pdf/act71.pdf
Protection of the archaeological heritage,
including any physical evidence of the human
past that can be investigated archaeologically
both on land and underwater.

No indicators or targets

Ensure that site
allocations and policies
take account of the
Convention.

Include sustainability
objectives to protect
archaeological heritage.

Water Framework Directive 2000/60/EC (2000)
The Council of European Communities
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32000L0060
The Water Framework Directive deals with the
management of large bodies of water i.e. inland
surface waters, transitional waters, coastal
waters and ground water. Objectives:
•

Inland water bodies to
achieve ‘good ecological
status’ by 2015

Enhance the status and prevent further
deterioration of aquatic ecosystems and
associated wetlands – there is a
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Ensure that development The SA Framework
does not have a
includes objectives
detrimental impact on
relating to water.
large bodies of water.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

The plan will need to
address waste and
encourage
developments that

The SA Framework
includes objectives
relating to sustainable
use of materials and

requirement for nearly all inland and
coastal waters to achieve ‘good status’ by
2015.
•

Promote the sustainable use of water.

•

Reduce pollution of water, especially by
‘priority’ and ‘priority hazardous’
substances.

•

Lessen the effects of floods and droughts.

•

Rationalise and update existing water
legislation and introduce a co-ordinated
approach to water management based on
the concept of river basin planning.

Waste Framework Directive 2006/12/EC (2006)
The Council of European Communities
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32008L0098
This sets out to ensure that waste management
provisions secure the protection of human health
and the environment against harmful effects
caused by the collection, transport, treatment,

No set targets
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Description

Targets

storage and tipping of waste. Objectives:
•

Effective and consistent rules on waste
disposal and recovery that prohibit the
abandonment, dumping or uncontrolled
disposal of waste.

•

The recovery of waste and the use of
recovered materials as raw materials in
order to conserve natural resources.

•

Implementation of measures to restrict the
production of waste particularly by
promoting clean technologies.

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

minimise and recycle
waste within the
Borough.

composting waste and
waste reduction.

The Drinking Water Directive (1998)
Directive 98/83/EC on the quality of water intended for human consumption
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=URISERV:l28079
Protect human health from the adverse effects of
any contamination of water intended for human
consumption by ensuring that it is wholesome
and clean.

Member States must set
values for water
intended for human
consumption.
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Allocate sites and
Include sustainability
develop policies that
objectives to protect and
take account of the
enhance water quality.
Directive as well as more
detailed policies derived
from the Directive
contained in the NPPF.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Encourages adoption of
policies and measures at
local level for protecting,
managing and planning
landscapes.

The SA Framework
includes objectives to
ensure sustainable use
of landscape.

European Landscape Convention (2006)
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/en/Treaties/Html/176.htm
It provides a basis for recognising the importance
of landscapes and sharing experience across
Europe. The convention recognises the need for
landscape management and protection across
the member states to be situated in law. It also
recognises the importance of stakeholder
involvement in landscape management,
protection and development.

No set targets.

Landscape is defined as 'an area, as perceived
by people, whose character is the result of the
action and interaction of natural and/or human
factors'.
The Industrial Emissions Directive (2010)
Directive 2010 /75/EU on industrial emissions (integrated pollution prevention and control)
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32010L0075
This Directive lays down rules on integrated
prevention and control of pollution arising from
industrial activities. It also lays down rules
designed to prevent or, where that is not
practicable, to reduce emissions into air, water

The Directive sets
emission limit values for
substances that are
harmful to air or water.
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Allocate sites and
Include sustainability
develop policies that
objective for reducing
take account of the
pollution.
Directive as well as more
detailed policies derived

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

and land and to prevent the generation of waste,
in order to achieve a high level of protection of
the environment taken as a whole.

Implication for SA

from the Directive
contained in the NPPF.

The Nitrates Directive (1991)
Directive 91/676/EEC on nitrates from agricultural sources
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31991L0676
Reduce water pollution caused or induced by
nitrates from agricultural sources and prevent
further such pollution. The Nitrates Directive
forms an integral part of the Water Framework
Directive and is one of the key instruments in the
protection of waters against agricultural
pressures

No set targets

Allocate sites and
Include sustainability
develop policies that
objectives to reduce
take account of the
water pollution.
Directive as well as more
detailed policies derived
from the Directive
contained in the NPPF.

Europe Landscape Convention (Florence, 1992)
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/en/Treaties/Html/176.htm
It provides a basis for recognising the importance
of landscapes and sharing experience across
Europe. The convention recognises the need for
landscape management and protection across
the member states to be situated in law. It also
recognises the importance of stakeholder
involvement in landscape management,

No set targets
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Encourages adoption of
policies and measures at
local level for protecting,
managing and planning
landscapes.

The SA Framework
includes objectives to
ensure sustainable use
of landscape

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

protection and development.
Landscape is defined as 'an area, as perceived
by people, whose character is the result of the
action and interaction of natural and/or human
factors'.
Air Quality Directive 2008/50/EC (2008)
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2008:152:0001:01:EN:HTML
The Air Quality Directive seeks to establish a
common approach to the assessment of ambient
air quality and the implementation of the
necessary measures to reduce emissions at
source in order to maintain or improve ambient
air quality. Objectives:
•

Protect human health and the environment
as a whole

•

Combat emissions of pollutants at source
and identify and implement the most
effective emission reduction measures at
all levels.

•

Air quality status should be maintained
where it is already good, or improved.

No set targets
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The plan will need to
address air quality and
encourage
developments that
minimise emissions.

The SA Framework
includes objectives for
reducing emissions and
improving air quality.

Description
•

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Minimise the risk posed by air pollution to
vegetation and natural ecosystems away
from urban areas.

Although there is no identifiable threshold below
which PM2,5 would not pose a risk, there should
be a general reduction of concentrations of fine
particulate matter (PM2,5).
EU Biodiversity Strategy to 2020 (2011)
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/biodiversity/comm2006/pdf/2020/1_EN_ACT_part1_v7%5b1%5d.pdf
In 2011, the European Commission adopted a
new strategy to halt the loss of biodiversity and
ecosystem services in the EU by 2020, in line
with two commitments made by EU leaders in
March 2010 - halting the loss of biodiversity and
the degradation of ecosystem services in the EU
by 2020, and restoring them in so far as feasible,
while stepping up the EU contribution to averting
global biodiversity loss - and a vision for 2050: by
2050, European Union biodiversity and the
ecosystem services it provides - its natural capital
- are protected, valued and appropriately restored
for biodiversity's intrinsic value and for their
essential contribution to human wellbeing and
economic prosperity, and so that catastrophic

The six targets cover:
- Full implementation of
EU nature legislation to
protect biodiversity
- Better protection for
ecosystems, and more
use of green
infrastructure
More sustainable
agriculture and forestry
- Better management of
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The plan will need to
ensure that biodiversity
is retained and
enhanced in the area.

The SA Framework
includes objectives
relating to biodiversity,
seeking to increase
biodiversity levels and
protect and enhance
green infrastructure.

Description

Targets

changes caused by the loss of biodiversity are
avoided. The strategy is also in line with the
global commitments made in Nagoya in October
2010, in the context of the Convention on
Biological Diversity, where world leaders adopted
of a package of measures to address global
biodiversity loss over the coming decade.

fish stocks

Implication for plan

- Tighter controls on
invasive alien species
- A bigger EU
contribution to averting
global biodiversity loss.
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Implication for SA

Table 2 National
Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

The Air Quality Strategy for England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland (Volume 1) (2007)

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130123162956/http:/www.defra.gov.uk/publications/files/pb12654-air-quality-strategyvol1-070712.pdf
The Air Quality Strategy sets out a way forward
for work and planning on air quality issues by
setting out the air quality standards and
objectives to be achieved. It introduces a new
policy framework for tackling fine particles, and
identifies potential new national policy measures
which modelling indicates could give further
health benefits and move closer towards meeting
the Strategy's objectives. Objectives:

No set targets

•
Further improve air quality in the UK from
today and long term.
•
Provide benefits to health, quality of life
and the environment.
The strategy is accompanied by The Air Quality
Strategy for England, Scotland, Wales and
Northern Ireland (Volume 2) (2007):
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/201301
23162956/http:/www.defra.gov.uk/publications/fil
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The plan will need to
ensure that air quality is
considered

The SA Framework
includes objectives
relating to air quality.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

The Plan will have to
ensure that it makes a
positive contribution in
meeting the climate
change challenge.

The SA Framework
includes objectives to
ensure that climate
change has been taken
account of.

es/pb12670-air-quality-strategy-vol2-070712.pdf
Climate Change Act 2008

HM Government
http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts2008/ukpga_20080027_en_1
The Act sets out legally binding targets for the
UK. It gives the Secretary of State the power to
set-up carbon trading schemes including the
Carbon Reduction Commitment, which will
include large local authorities and the ability for
local authorities to pilot waste reduction schemes
that include financial incentives.

Reduce carbon dioxide
emissions by at least 80
per cent by 2050, and
26% by 2020.

Water for life and livelihoods - River Basin Management Plan Humber River Basin District 2009
Environment Agency
http://a0768b4a8a31e106d8b0-50dc802554eb38a24458b98ff72d550b.r19.cf3.rackcdn.com/gene0910bsqr-e-e.pdf
This plan is about the pressures facing the water
environment in the Humber River Basin District
and the actions that will address them. It focuses
on the protection, improvement and sustainable
use of the water environment.

By 2015:
- 14 per cent of surface
waters are going to
improve for at least one
biological, chemical or
physical element
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The plan should reflect
the principles and
policies of this initiative

The SA Framework
includes objectives
relating to natural
resources (including
water quality and
flooding).

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

The plan should ensure
that has due regard to
the flood and water
management
regulations.

The SA Framework
includes objectives
relating to natural
resources (including
water quality and
flooding).

- 19 per cent of surface
waters will be at good or
better ecological status /
potential.
- 32 per cent of
groundwater bodies will
be at good status.
- At least 29 per cent of
assessed surface waters
will be at good or better
biological status.
Flood and Water Management Act 2010
DEFRA
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2010/29/pdfs/ukpga_20100029_en.pdf

The Act aims to provide better, more
comprehensive management of flood risk for
people, homes and businesses. It will also help
tackle bad debt in the water industry, improve the
affordability of water bills for certain groups and
individuals, and help ensure continuity of water
supplies to the consumer. Objectives:
•

No set targets

The development of, and compliance with,
a National Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Policies for the natural

Include a sustainability

Management Strategy.
•

The development of local flood risk
management strategies by local flood
authorities.

•

Enable the Environment Agency and local
authorities to more easily carry out flood
risk management works.

•

A more risk based approach to reservoir
management.

•

Enables water companies to more easily
control non-essential uses of water and to
offer concessions to community groups for
surface water drainage charges.

•

To require the use of SuDs in certain new
developments.

•

The introduction of a mandatory building
standard for sewers.

Natural Environment White Paper, 2011
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-natural-choice-securing-the-value-of-nature

Sets out the Government’s strategy for valuing

90 commitments to
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

nature in our society and ensuring that it is
available for use by future generations. This
outlines four ambitions aimed at mainstreaming
the value of nature across society:

improving natural
environment.

environment to be
objective relating to the
developed in accordance enhancement of the
with theobjectives of the natural environment.
White Paper

•

Protecting and improving the natural
environment

•

Growing a greener economy

•

Reconnecting people and nature

•

International and EU Leadership

Implication for SA

England Natural Environment Indicators is a
separate document that tracks progress of
ambitions of the White Paper.
Self Build and Custom House Building Act, 2015
HM Government
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/17/contents/enacted
This sets out the requirement for local councils to
establish a register for those interested in
developing a self or custom built house in the
area.

No set targets

Nationally Described Space Standard, March 2015
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Consideration of
requirements to allocate
sites for self-built plots

Include SA objective in
the Framework that
relates to securing a
range of housing options
– mix and choice.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

HM Government

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/421515/150324__Nationally_Described_Space_Standard____Final_Web_version.pdf
The National Described Space Standard deals
with internal space within new dwellings for use
across all tenures.
The Nationally Described Space Standard can be
applied if Local Planning Authorities have the
evidence to justify its application and had tested
its viability. The Nationally Described Space
Standard needs to be delivered through a
relevant Local Plan Policy.

No set targets but option
of a minimum space
standards for new
dwellings.

Consideration of whether
any space standards
could be included for
Rushcliffe in the LAPP.

Consideration of good
quality housing as an SA
indicator which would
include accessibility/size
as a factor.

Planning Act 2008
HM Government
http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts2008/ukpga_20080029_en_1
The Act puts plans in place for the creation of an No set targets
independent Infrastructure Planning Commission.
The Commission will be responsible for making
decisions on major infrastructure of national
significance. The Act also brings in the
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) which will
allow local authorities to charge developers for
infrastructure. Changes to existing local planning
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The plan should ensure
The SA Framework
that the implications
takes account of the
arising from the Planning Planning Act 2008.
Act have been
considered throughout
the process.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Policies compatible with
the provisions including
duty to co-operate,
neighbourhood plans.

The SA Framework
takes account of the
Localism Act 2011.

policy mean that Development Plan Documents
will need to contribute to climate change policy.
Localism Act 2011
HM Government
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2011/20/enacted
The Localism Act is designed to devolve power
back to local authorities and communities. The
Localism Act includes five key measures that
underpin the Government’s approach to
decentralisation:

No set targets

1. Community rights. 2. Neighbourhood planning.
3. Housing. 4. General power of competence. 5.
Empowering cities and other local areas.

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2012
Department for Communities and Local Government
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/6077/2116950.pdf
The National Planning Policy Framework
provides a framework within which local people
and their accountable councils can produce their

This includes the
following objectives:
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The plan should promote The SA Framework
and help achieve
encompasses the
principles and objectives

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

own distinctive local and neighbourhood plans,
which reflect the needs and priorities of their
communities. Planning law requires that
applications for planning permission must be
determined in accordance with the development
plan, unless material considerations indicate
otherwise.

1. Building a strong,
competitive economy

sustainable development set out in the NPPF.

2. Ensuring the vitality of
town centres

1. Include a SA indicator
relating to strengthening
the economy

3. Supporting a
prosperous rural
economy

2. Include a SA indicator
relating to the vitality of
town centres

4. Promoting sustainable
transport

3. Include a SA indicator
relating to supporting the
rural economy

5. Supporting high
quality communications
infrastructure
6. Delivering a wide
choice of high quality
homes
7. Requiring good design
8. Promoting healthy
communities
9. Protecting Green Belt
land
10. Meeting the
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4. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to the
sustainable transport.
5. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to improving
communication.
6. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to housing
availability and quality.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

challenge of climate
change, flooding and
coastal change

7. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to good design.

11. Conserving and
enhancing the natural
environment

8. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to improving
health and social
cohesion

12. Conserving and
enhancing the historic
environment
13. Facilitating the
sustainable use of
minerals

9. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to coalescence
10. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to climate
change mitigation and
adaption, including
flooding.
11. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to the
conservation and
enhancement of the
natural environment.
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA
12. Include a
sustainability objective
relating to the
conservation of historic
features.

Infrastructure Act 2015
HM Government
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/7/contents
Part 5 makes provision about nationally
significant infrastructure projects, deemed
discharge of planning conditions and about the
Homes and Communities Agency (HCA) and
other bodies.

No set targets

Plan policies should not
conflict with objectives of
the Act.

No direct influence.

Planning Policy for Traveller Sites, 2015
Department for Communities and Local Government
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/457420/Final_planning_and_travellers_policy.pdf
This document sets out the Government’s
planning policy for traveller sites and should be
read in conjunction with the National Planning
Policy Framework.

LPAs should set pitch
targets for gypsies and
travellers and plot
targets for travelling
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This policy will inform
development of the
Gypsy and Travelling
Showpeople evidence

Include relevant
sustainability objectives
relating to social
inclusion and

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

showpeople.

base

environmental protection

National Planning Policy for Waste, 2014
DCLG
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/364759/141015_National_Planning_Policy_for_Wast
e.pdf
Sets out the Government’s ambition to work
towards a more sustainable and efficient
approach to resource use and management. It
should be read in conjunction with the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Waste
Management Plan for England and National
Policy Statements for Waste Water and
Hazardous Waste, or any successor documents.

Ensuring waste
management is
considered alongside
with spatial planning
concerns.
Ensuring the design and
layout of new residential
and commercial
development and other
infrastructure (such as
safe and reliable
transport links)
complements
sustainable waste
management.

All local planning
authorities should have
regard to its policies
when discharging their
responsibilities to the
extent that they are
appropriate to waste
management. Ensure
compatibility with Waste
Core Strategy.

Towards a one nation economy: A 10-point plan for boosting rural productivity, August 2015
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Include an SA objective
in relation to increasing
recycling opportunities
and reducing waste.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/towards-a-one-nation-economy-a-10-point-plan-for-boosting-rural-productivity
Sets out measures to boost the rural economy by No set targets
investing in education and skills, increasing
wages, improving infrastructure and connectivity,
and simplifying planning laws for rural businesses
and communities.
Rural areas fully connected to the wider economy
1. Extensive, fast and reliable broadband
services
2. High quality, widely available mobile
communications
3. Modern transport connections
A highly skilled rural workforce
4. Access to high quality education and training
5. Expanded apprenticeships in rural areas
Strong conditions for rural business growth
6. Enterprise Zones in rural areas
7. Better regulation and improved planning for
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Consideration of
announced amendment
of planning rules to allow
Starter Homes to be built
on Exception Sites. If
planning rules are
amended this will be a
consideration in future
SA stages.

Include rural productivity
in the SA Framework
under the employment
objective.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

rural businesses
Easier to live and work in rural areas
8. More housing – e.g. starter homes on
exception sites
9.Increased affordability of affordable childcare
Greater local control
10. Devolution of power

Table 3
Greater Nottingham and Nottinghamshire
Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

The plan should assist in the
conservation and

The SA Framework
should take account of

Nottinghamshire Local Biodiversity Action Plan, 1998
Nottinghamshire Biodiversity Action Group
http://www.nottsbag.org.uk/index.htm
The Action Plan seeks to conserve, protect
and enhance wildlife and their habitats. It

Targets are set for a range
of habitats and species:
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

recognises and provides guidance for those
that are unique to Nottinghamshire. The
aims of the plan are 1. To conserve and
where appropriate enhance
Nottinghamshire's unique variety of wild
species and natural habitats; 2. To increase
public awareness of, and involvement in
conserving biodiversity; and 3. To
contribute to biodiversity conservation on a
national, European and global scale.

Habitat Action Plans

enhancement of biodiversity
within the area.

these needs.

Objectives:

- Lowland heathland

•

•

•

Through planning control, allow no
further loss of habitats and seek
opportunities to create new areas
through approved development.

- Eutrophic and
Mesotrophic Standing
Waters
- Lowland Calcareous
Grassland
- Lowland Dry Acid
Grassland

- Lowland Wet Grassland
- Mixed Ash-dominated
Woodland

- Oak-Birch Woodland
Through planning control, ensure
that the potential effects on wildlife of - Reedbed
changes of land use are properly
- Rivers and streams
assessed, and adverse effects
prevented.
- Unimproved Neutral
Grassland
Implement appropriate protection
measures such as the designation of
Local Nature Reserves.

- Urban and Post-industrial
Habitats
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

- Wet Broadleaved
Woodland
Species Action Plans –
- Barn Owl
- Bats
- Grizzled Skipper and
Dingy Skipper
Nottingham and Derby Green Belt Review, 2006
Nottinghamshire County Council and Derbyshire County Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/largedevelopments/1.%20Nott-DerbyGreenBelt-Review-Aug06.pdf
The purpose of this study was to provide a
No set targets
broad strategic review of the Green Belt. It
was produced to underpin the 3 cities subregional strategy that is contained within the
outgoing East Midlands Regional Plan. The
scope of the study is limited to the
principles of including land within the Green
Belt.

Consideration should be given
to the review, alongside the
first parts of the Rushcliffe
Green Belt Review

Include an SA
objective regarding the
coalescence of towns
and villages

Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessment for the Nottinghamshire Local Authorities of Ashfield, Broxtowe,
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Gedling, Mansfield, Newark and Sherwood, Nottingham City and Rushcliffe (2007) and 2010 update
Ashfield DC, Broxtowe BC, Gedling BC, Mansfield DC, Newark & Sherwood DC, Nottingham City, Rushcliffe BC
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/gypsy_traveller_accomodation_final_report.
pdf
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/GTAA_Update_FINAL2%20Low%20Res.p
df
Section 225 of the Housing Act 2004
9 pitch requirement for
introduced a specific requirement for Local
Rushcliffe
Authorities to assess the accommodation
needs of Gypsies and Travellers within their
area. In response to this requirement, the
authorities across Nottinghamshire County
(excluding Bassetlaw) jointly commissioned
a Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation
Assessment. The aim of this assessment is
to understand the accommodation needs,
and related support needs, of the Gypsy
and Traveller community within
Nottinghamshire.

Provision of unmet need has
been met in large part through
the SUEs included as
strategic allocations in Local
Plan Part 1: Core Strategy.

Inclusion of SA
objective in relation to
supply of a mix of
housing, including
provision for gypsies
and travellers

Nottingham Core Strategic Housing Market Assessment (2007) and 2010 and 2012 Needs Updates
B Line Housing and Three Dragons
http://www.nottinghamcity.gov.uk/D22AB022-A294-4A9C-8336-66152603A0B7/FinalDownload/DownloadIdA98

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

782AB4C9B34156DB7617BA30BB4BEAE8/D22AB022-A294-4A9C-8336-66152603A0B7/chttphandler.ashx?id=793&p=0
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/housing/NCHMNA2009.pdf
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/Rushcliffe_SHMA_2012.pdf
An assessment reviewing housing market
need within the Nottingham Core Housing
Market Area. The report outlines conditions,
identifies and defines distinct sub-market
areas, and highlights key housing issues for
Greater Nottingham. The SHMA
recommends that affordable housing policy
targets should be developed by each local
authority.
Further needs updates to the assessment
were also prepared in 2009 and 2012 to
reflect up to date cost and revenue figures.
The 2012 study recommended that the
Borough. An assessment reviewing
housing market need within the Nottingham
Core Housing Market Area. The report
outlines conditions, identifies and defines
distinct sub-market areas, and highlights
key housing issues for Greater Nottingham.
The SHMA recommends that affordable
housing policy targets should be developed

Need for 463 new
affordable units a year to
meet backlog and future
affordable housing need
New residential
developments should
provide for affordable
housing on sites of 5
dwellings or more 0.2
hectares or more. The
following proportion should
be sought:
30% - on strategic sites
and the following
submarkets: West
Bridgford, Rushcliffe Rural,
Radcliffe, Gamston,
Ruddington and Compton
Acres.
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Findings of the SHMA
informed development of the
Core Strategy. The thresholds
referred to be will be applied
for future allocations in Part 2.

SA housing objective
in the SA Framework
includes reference to
securing appropriate
levels of affordable
housing.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

by each local authority.

20% - ‘Leake’, Keyworth,
and Bingham

Implication for SA

10% - Cotgrave

Nottingham City Region Employment Study, 2007 and 2009 update
Roger Tym Partners on behalf of the Greater Nottingham authorities
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/ED15%20Nott
m%20City%20Region%20Employment%20Land%20Study.pdf
http://www.gedling.gov.uk/media/documents/planningbuildingcontrol/employmentlandstudyupdate_Mar2009.pdf
This study provides an assessment of the
quantity and quality of employment land in
Nottingham City Region (Nottingham City,
Broxtowe, Erewash, Gedling and Rushcliffe
- plus the Hucknall wards in Ashfield
district) and the likely requirements up to
2026.

No set targets

The plan should give
consideration to this study

The purpose of the 2009 update was to
assess how many additional jobs would be
needed to meet the higher housing target
established under the Regional Plan which
was a higher figure than that included in the
A100

The SA objectives
seek to ensure that the
employment provision
meets the needs of the
area.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

original study.

Employment Land Forecasting Study, August 2015
Nathaniel Litchfield and Partners on behalf of the Nottingham Core and Nottingham Outer HMAs
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/50406_02%2
0Nottingham%20Core%20&%20Outer%20HMA%20ELFS%20ISSUE%20140815.PDF
This study, prepared by Nathaniel Litchfield
and Partners, helps to identify future
employment land needs and guiding
economic development over the period to
2033 for the commissioning authorities. On
this basis, the study considers future
quantitative land and floorspace
requirements and any related qualitative
factors for individual sectors or employment
uses.

Includes estimates for
future floospace needs for
LPAs and the HMA.

Follow the recommendations
of the report in allocating sites
and developing employment
policies in the LAPP

Inclusion of relevant
employment indicators
in the SA Framework.

A Breath of Fresh Air for Nottinghamshire, 2009
The Nottinghamshire Environmental Protection Working Group
http://cms.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/nottsairqualityimprovementstrategy2008.pdf
This document aims to help local authorities No set targets.

Policies should develop in line
A101

The SA Framework
includes objectives

Description

Targets

and partner organisations manage and
improve ambient air quality and to protect
the health and wellbeing of the public.
Objectives:
•

Minimise air pollution and the impact
of global warming and climate
change.

•

Encourage sustainable development
in Nottinghamshire to protect the
health and wellbeing of the
population.

•

To work with businesses,
stakeholders and the residents of
Nottinghamshire to encourage
sustainable improvements in air
quality

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

with the objectives stated in
the air quality improvement
strategy.

relating to air quality.

Greater Nottingham Retail Study (2008) and 2012 background paper
Greater Nottingham,
http://www.nottingham.gov.uk/CHttpHandler.ashx?id=781&p=0
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/GN%20Retail%20Background%20Paper%
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Policies should follow the
recommendations of the
study.

The SA Framework
includes objectives
relating to retail.

20-%20Draft%20Jan%202012.pdf
The study assesses the need and capacity No set targets
(quantitative and qualitative) for additional
comparison and convenience retail
floorspace in Greater Nottingham to 2016
and projected the figures to 2026. The
Study advises how best to accommodate
any growth, taking into account existing
commitments. It also identifies the hierarchy
of centres in the Districts and provides
information on the vitality and viability of
each town centre. It utilises a forecasting
model to predict future retailing trends. The
report also reviews national trends in
retailing and retail development and the
implications for the town centres in the
study area.
The 2012 update looked at impacts of
recent trends on Nottingham City Centre.
These include the recession; a continuing
shift towards internet shopping; changes in
retailers’ sales densities; growth in other,
competing major centres and out-of-centre
shopping destinations; the continued
decline of the Broadmarsh Centre in terms
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

of retail attractiveness; and the evolving
approach to the expansion and/or
refurbishment of the Broadmarsh Centre,
the Victoria Centre, or both.
Greater Nottingham Retail Study 2015
Broxtowe Borough, Gedling Borough, Nottingham City, and Rushcliffe Borough Councils
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/GNRS%20Fin
al%20Report%2015-09-22%20with%20appcs.pdf
It updates the retail evidence base (i.e. the
2008 Retail Study) to help inform both planmaking and decision-taking across the
Study Area. For Rushcliffe, this includes an
audit of the district and local centres
(Bingham, West Bridgford, Cotgrave, East
Leake, Keyworth, Radcliffe and
Ruddington).

No set targets

Consider recommendations
set out for Rushcliffe in
development of LAPP
policies.

Inclusions of indicators
relating to the health of
retail centres in the SA
Framework.

6 Cs Green Infrastructure Strategy
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/6Cs_GI_Strat
egy_Executive_Summary_2010.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/11109009R_
Volume%201_Final_06-10.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/11109009R_
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Volume%202_Final_06-10.pdf ;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/11109009R_
Volume%203_Final_06-10.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/11109009R_
Volume%204_Final_06-10.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/11109009R_
Volume%205_Final_06-10.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/11109009R_
Volume%206_Final_06-10.pdf
6 Cs Growth Point
The 6Cs Green Infrastructure Strategy was
created by a partnership of local authorities
and environmental organisations who
commissioned consultants to develop a
Green Infrastructure Strategy for the 6Cs
Growth Point in the East Midlands. The
Strategy was launched in July 2010.

No targets or indicators

Although the regional planning context has
now changed, the Strategy contains vast
amounts of evidence and information
invaluable for producing Core Planning
Strategies and GI Strategies.
Nottinghamshire Local Transport Plan 2011-2026
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Study can be used as a base
for developing a local GI
strategy that could develop
into a policy as part of Local
Plan Part 2

Include SA objectives
relating to developing
and improving GI
networks.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

No set targets

The plan should support the
objectives of the Local
Transport Plan.

The SA Framework
should reflect the
priorities of the Local
Transport Plan as
appropriate.

Nottinghamshire County Council
http://cms.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/ltpfull.pdf
The Nottinghamshire Local Transport Plan
Strategy forms the long term transport
strategy for Nottinghamshire County
Council’s administrative area (excluding
Nottingham City) up to 2026. It has been
developed with a view to achieving
economic, environmental and health
benefits to local citizens and businesses.
Transport's role in supporting the economy
and enabling enterprise, reducing carbon
emissions from transport, maintaining the
current transport assets and providing and
enhancing an integrated transport system
are core themes of this strategy.

A Strategic Approach to Older Persons’ Accommodation for Nottinghamshire and Erewash, 2011
On behalf of the Nottinghamshire authorities
http://www.gedling.gov.uk/media/documents/housing/Older%20People's%20Housing%20Needs%20final%20main%20report.pdf
This is a study of the housing needs of
older people. It was carried out across
Nottinghamshire Housing Market Areas

No set targets

The plan should support the
objectives of the study where
appropriate
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Include housing
objective that includes
catering to a range of

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

which include Erewash. The study outlines
the need and demand for types and tenures
of homes, and issues to be addressed to
best meet the range of housing needs of
older people.

Implication for SA
housing mix

Nottinghamshire and Nottingham Replacement Local Plan Part 1: Waste Core Strategy (2013)
Nottingham City and Nottinghamshire County Council
http://www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/media/109118/waste-core-strategy-1.pdf
The Waste Core Strategy is a strategic
document which sets out overall planning
policy towards existing and future waste
management facilities within
Nottinghamshire and Nottingham. It will be
the basis for determining planning
applications for all future waste
management development and gives
guidance on the broad location and type of
waste management facilities that we want
to encourage. It also provides the context
for the later policy documents that will
follow.

No set targets

The plan should encourage
development in those more
sustainable locations to
reduce journey times to waste
facilities.

Minerals Local Plan Submission draft consultation, January 2016
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The SA Framework
includes objectives for
reducing overall waste
consumption.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Nottinghamshire County Council
http://www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/planning-and-environment/minerals-local-plan/new-minerals-local-plan
The new Minerals Local Plan will set out the No set targets
County Council's overall approach to future
minerals provision in Nottinghamshire up to
2030 and replace the Minerals Local Plan
adopted in 2005. Key issues it will cover
include:

Draft minerals allocations
should be referred to when
allocating sites for
development through LAPP.

Draft minerals
allocations should be
referred to when
allocating sites for
development through
LAPP.

•the amount of minerals we will need to
produce to meet demand
•the location of future sites
•the social and environmental impacts of
mineral working.

Rushcliffe BC publications
Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Rushcliffe Local Plan Part 1: Core Strategy
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/corestrategyexamination/9%
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

20Local%20Plan%20Part%201%20Rushcliffe%20Core%20Strategy.pdf
This out the broad planning policy direction
for Rushcliffe and allocates strategic sites
for development. It provides the strategic
policies for key areas in relation to housing,
the economy, the environment, transport,
renewable energy and supporting
infrastructure. It:
•

Sets out a housing target of 13,150
between 2011-2028, with the
following spatial hierarchy
established:

•

Strategic allocations for mixed use
development and housing at – (1)
Melton Rd, Edwalton, (2) South of
Clifton, (3) North of Bingham, (4)
RAF Newton, (5) Cotgrave Colliery,
(6) East of Gamston/North of
Tollerton

•

Commitment to a review of the
Green Belt (outside of the main
urban area) as part of the LAPP

•

Establishes the retail hierarchy:

Sets out a housing
LAPP must be developed
target of 13,150 between in accordance with Core
Strategy strategic policies
2011-2028,
Minimum housing
targets for key
settlements – (1) East
Leake – minimum of 400
homes, (2) Keyworth –
minimum of 450 homes,
(3) Radcliffe on Trent –
minimum of 400 homes,
(4) Ruddington –
minimum of 250 homes.
Identification of a
minimum of 67,900
square metres of new
floorspace for B1 (a) and
(b) and a minimum of 20
hectares of employment
land.
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SA Framework to include
indicators reflective of the
Core Strategy in terms of
Social, Economic and
Environemental.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

District centres – West Bridgford
and Bingham, Local centres –
Cotgrave, East Leake, Keyworth
(The Square and also Wolds
Drive), Radcliffe on Trent and
Ruddington.
•

Affordable housing policy
(thresholds and mix) based on
housing submarkets

•

Identifies transport infrastructure
priorities:
* NET 2 (now complete)
* A453 widening (now complete)
*A46 improvements (now
complete)
*Nottingham Ring Road
improvement scheme
* Improvements to A52 junctions
between A6005 (QMC) and A46
(Bingham)
* bus priority measures to serve
A110

Implication for SA

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

land East of Gamston

Rushcliffe Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA)
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/planningpolicy/localplan/supportingstudies/strategiclandavailabilityassessment/
An annual review of potential housing sites.
The assessment includes land that has
come forward from a range of sources,
including sites that have already been
granted planning permission and sites that
have been put forward by landowners and
developers.

No targets

Potential suitable sites to
inform site allocations
issues and options
Potential suitable sites to
inform site allocations
through Local Plan Part 2

Sites included in the SHLAA
will need to be appraised as
part of the SA process, either
as draft allocations or as
reasonable alternatives.

Rushcliffe Housing Implementation Strategy (HIS), 2014
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/planningpolicy/evidencebase/EX30%20Hou
sing%20Implementation%20Strategy.pdf
The HIS was prepared for the Core
Strategy and sets out the Council's
approach to managing the delivery of new

No targets

Monitoring of housing
delivery – updates to the
HIS will monitor how
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Description

Targets

Implication for plan

housing up to 2028. An annual review of
potential housing sites. The assessment
includes land that has come forward from a
range of sources, including sites that have
already been granted planning permission
and sites that have been put forward by
landowners and developers.

Implication for SA

delivery has progressed
and whether intervention
is required to bring sites
forward.

Rushcliffe Green Belt Review (Parts 1 and 2a), 2013
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/localplan/Rushcliffe%20Green%20Review
%20part%201%20and%202a%20Nov%202013.pdf
The Rushcliffe Green Belt review is being
introduced in two parts. The first part is an
overall strategic appraisal of the Green Belt
within Rushcliffe together with a more
detailed review around the Nottingham
built-up area.

No targets

Proposed to inset the
following villages from the
Green Belt: Gotham,
Bradmore, Bunny,
Plumtree, Cropwell Butler,
Upper Saxondale,
Shelford, Newton.

Melton and Rushcliffe Landscape Sensitivity Study: Wind Energy Development, 2014
Rushcliffe and Melton Councils
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/corestrategy/planningpolicypage/WTRweb2_Part1.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/corestrategy/planningpolicypage/WTRweb2_Part2.pdf;
A112

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/corestrategy/planningpolicypage/WTRweb2_Part3.pdf;
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/corestrategy/planningpolicypage/WTRweb2_Part4.pdf
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/corestrategy/planningpolicypage/WTRweb2_Part5.pdf
The study examines the sensitivity of
No applicable targets
landscape in Rushcliffe and Melton to wind
turbine development. It will assist by
identifying areas of greater and lesser
sensitivity and providing guidance as to
how development can be accommodated in
the landscape of the boroughs.

The SA Framework includes
objectives for encouraging
appropriate renewable
energy technologies.

Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2012 (with revisions from the purposes of Rushcliffe Borough Council, dated February 2014)
Greater Nottingham authorities
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/localplan/Rushcliffe%20Green%20Review
%20part%201%20and%202a%20Nov%202013.pdf
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/corestrategy/documents/examinationdocuments/EX35%20Infrastructure%20Delivery%20Plan.p
df
The 2012 study considers infrastructure
requirements related to the Core Strategies
of Broxtowe, Erewash, Gedling,
Nottingham and Rushcliffe Councils. It
seeks to ascertain what additional

No targets

Later versions of the IDP
will assess infrastructure
requirements for further
allocations
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Information from the IDP will
help appraise infrastructure
impacts as part of any site
appraisals.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

infrastructure is needed to support the level
of growth, when it is required and the
resources needed to deliver it. The report
also considers the viability of strategic
sites. The study was updated in 2014 to
support the increased level of growth
included in the Rushcliffe Core Strategy.
The 2012 study considers infrastructure
requirements related to the Core Strategies
of Broxtowe, Erewash, Gedling,
Nottingham and Rushcliffe Councils. It
seeks to ascertain what additional
infrastructure is needed to support the level
of growth, when it is required and the
resources needed to deliver it. The report
also considers the viability of strategic
sites.
The IDP will be updated as the Local Plan
progresses.
The 2012 study considers infrastructure
requirements related to the Core Strategies
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Implication for SA

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Rushcliffe Nature Conservation Strategy 2016-2020
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/environmentandwaste/Rushcliffe%20Nature%20Conservation%
20Strategy%202016_2020%20final.pdf
The principle objectives are:

No set targets.

The LAPP should reflect
the strategy’s objectives
where appropriate.

1) Promote landscape scale conservation
to create a more resilient natural
environment
2) Promote the maintenance and
enhancement of nature reserves
3) Promote sympathetic land management
for wildlife in rural and urban areas
4) Support continuing surveying, monitoring
and reporting of Rushcliffe’s biodiversity
5) Raise awareness of nature conservation
issues
6) Seek to influence the impact of
development on wildlife
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Incorporation of nature
conservation objectives in the
SA Framework.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Rushcliffe Climate Change Strategy, 2009-2020 (updated 2013)
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/environmentandwaste/Climate_change_strategy_2013.pdf
This sets out the Borough Council’s
approach to tackling climate change. This
sets out the key actions which include
reducing the Borough Council’s carbon
footprint (from its estate and business
operations), offering guidance and support,
and seeking funding opportunities. I

The emissions reduction
target is to reduce the
total direct GHG
significant emissions by
15% by 2015 and a
further 15% by 2020. To
date the council has
achieved 9.7% reductions
in emissions.

Policies designed to
minimise energy use

SA Framework includes
decision making questions
relating to reducing carbon
emissions with one indicator
designed for this.

Data included in the
mapping work could be
used to develop nature
conservation policies in
the LAPP

Contains environmental
baseline information for the
SA Scoping Report.

The Rushcliffe Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report, July 2015
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.nottsbag.org.uk/pdfs/RushcliffeBOMReport2015_V3.pdf
This report helps to underpin the wider
work of the Nottinghamshire Biodiversity
Action Group, the Local Biodiversity Action
Group partnership for Nottinghamshire.

No set targets.

The report includes habitat network maps
that can be used to establish baseline data.
A116

Include relevant nature
conservation indicators in the
SA Framework.

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

Rushcliffe Air Quality Action Plan 2010 and Progress Report, 2015
Rushcliffe Borough Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/Ruschcliffe%20AQAP%20Progress%20report%202015%202-6-2015.pdf
This report provides an update with respect No set targets but
to the progress of implementation of the
objectives of reducing
measures outlined in the Air Quality Action emissions.
Plan (AQAP) initially published in May 2007
and updated in 2009.

Potential to develop air
quality SPD in later plan
stages

The SA Framework includes
indicators in relation to air
quality.

The AQAP contains a set of measures
aimed at working toward ensuring the air
quality in Rushcliffe meets the Air Quality
Objectives set out in the National Air
Quality Strategy due to excessive levels of
nitrogen dioxide in air quality management
areas (AQMAs) within the Borough.

Parish/lower level geography publications
Description

Targets

Implication for plan
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Implication for SA

Description

Targets

Implication for plan

Implication for SA

East Leake Neighbourhood Plan
East Leake Neighbourhood Plan on behalf of East Leake Parish Council
http://www.rushcliffe.gov.uk/media/rushcliffe/media/documents/pdf/planningandbuilding/neighbourhoodplan/ELNPFinal%20version.pdf
An annual review of potential housing sites.
The assessment includes land that has
come forward from a range of sources,
including sites that have already been
granted planning permission and sites that
have been put forward by landowners and
developers.

No targets

Strategic policies of the
Neighbourhood Plan should
not conflict with Local Plan
policies.
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SA decision making criteria
includes reference to the
East Leake Neighbourhood
Plan.

Appendix 2 – Baseline data
SA Objective 1: Social

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Owned (either
outright or
mortgage)

Abbey

Housing tenure: 2011 Census (QS405EW)

82

82

71

82

74

82

68

74

78

93

79

77

81

74

86

73

81

87

80

74

75

84

82

93

78

36

79

89

Rushcliffe: 77%, Nottinghamshire: 72%, East Midlands: 67%, England and Wales: 64%,
Shared
ownership

0.5

0.7

1.3

0.2

0.9

0.6

0.9

2.7

0.1

0

1.2

0.2

0.5

0.5

0.6

0.4

0.1

0.5

0.5

1.5

0.1

0.2

0.1

0.5

0.4

0.5

0.8

0.5

2.8

9.3

11.5

7

3.6

4.3

0.9

10.8

13.7

8.1

2.4

9

12.4

15.8

11.1

12.3

5

10.6

48.7

10.7

7

1.27

0.89

2.44

0.87

1.65

0.76

0.72

1

0.92

1.15

Rushcliffe: 0.7%, Nottinghamshire: 0.5%, East Midlands: 0.7%, England and Wales: 0.8%
Social Rented

4.6

7.6

15.2

0.8

15.5

7.6

21.3

4.5

8

0.8

10.4

2.5

9.1

13.3

4.5

4.4

4.2

Rushcliffe: 8.4%, Nottinghamshire: 13.5%, East Midlands: 15.9%, England and Wales: 17.6%
Private Rented

11.9

9.5

11.8

16.2

8.6

8.5

9.1

17.9

11.5

5

8.7

19.9

8

10.9

7.8

12.3

14

8.2

Rushcliffe: 13.3%, Nottinghamshire: 13.1%, East Midlands: 14.9%, England and Wales: 16.7%
Living Rent
Free

0.7

0.47

0.66

0.91

0.72

1.1

1

0.5

2.13

0.83

1.15

0.66

1.47

0.85

1.08

0.59

0.32

Rushcliffe: 0.9%, Nottinghamshire: 1.3%, East Midlands: 1.3%, England and Wales: 1.4%
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1.3

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Whole House
or Bungalow;
Detached

Abbey

Dwellings, Household Spaces and Accommodation Type: 2011 Census (KS401EW)

33.1

57.4

43.2

69.4

28.3

57.6

48

53.9

47.7

85.1

39.6

18.2

58.3

59.5

54

29.4

59.4

76.5

63.9

30.1

52.7

65

53.6

74.6

36.5

7.5

48.9

74.9

Rushcliffe: 46.2%, Nottinghamshire: 35.6%, East Midlands: 32.2%, England and Wales:22.6 %,
Whole House
or Bungalow;
Semi-Detached

47.7

23.4

30

15.8

48.1

35.9

29.8

15.7

40.8

12

40

58.8

31.8

16.4

27.6

28.3

22.8

15.9

18.8

37.4

31.7

25.5

37.8

19.4

33.8

27.5

31.1

14.7

9.6

22.4

10.1

8.3

7.2

1

14.7

9.6

14.3

7.1

8.1

1.6

0.4

0.1

0.2

9.2

25.6

1.7

0.9

Rushcliffe: 31%, Nottinghamshire: 37.9%, East Midlands: 35.1 %, England and Wales: 30.7%,
Whole House
or Bungalow;
Terraced

13

8.6

19.8

2.6

18

5.2

2.9

15.3

8.5

1.3

16.4

4.3

4.6

9.9

10.1

22.4

4.9

6.5

Rushcliffe: 11.4%, Nottinghamshire: 16.6%, East Midlands: 20.6%, England and Wales: 24.7%
Flat,
Maisonette or
Apartment;
Purpose-Built
Block of Flats
or Tenement

4.2

9.1

6.3

10.9

4.6

0.6

17.5

8

1.8

0.7

2.9

11.2

4.4
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13.6

7.1

17.1

7.5

0.1

6.1

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Nevile

Musters

Melton

Manvers

Lutterell

Leake

Lady Bay

Keyworth South

Keyworth North

Gotham

Gamston

Edwalton Village

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

0.2

1

1.4

0.3

0.7

0.1

0.8

27.3

0.3

1.6

0.2

1

1.2

0.5

0.6

0.5

1.2

2.6

0.2

0.6

1.2

0

1.3

0.2

0.1

4.1

3.7

0

3.4

0.2

Rushcliffe:7.7 %, Nottinghamshire: 7.6%, East Midlands: 9.3%, England and Wales: 16.3%
Flat,
Maisonette or
Apartment;
Part of a
Converted or
Shared House
(Including
Bed-Sits)

1.3

0.3

0.4

0.8

0.2

0.6

1.1

0.4

0.2

0.7

0.3

6.9

0.2

0.5

0.8

2.1

4.9

0.1

Rushcliffe: 2.3 %, Nottinghamshire: 1.2%, East Midlands: 1.6%, England and Wales: 4.2%
Flat,
Maisonette or
Apartment; In
Commercial
Building

0.6

1.3

0.3

0.4

0.7

0

0.7

0.1

0.5

0.3

0.8

0.5

0.5

0.1

0.3

0.6

0.5

0.5

Rushcliffe: 0.7 %, Nottinghamshire: 0.8%, East Midlands: 0.9%, England and Wales: 1.1%
Caravan or
Other Mobile
or Temporary
Structure

0.1

0

0

0.1

0

0.1

0

6.7

0.4

0

0

0

0.2

0

0.1

0.1

0

Rushcliffe: 0.8%, Nottinghamshire: 0.4%, East Midlands: 0.4%, England and Wales: 0.4%
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0.4

Change in
number of
dwellings
between 2001
and 2011

A122

Rushcliffe: +2,580, Nottinghamshire: +22,474, East Midlands: +178,811, England and Wales: +1,971, 957
900
824
2156
2107
1668
931

78
52
175
-50
79
110

915

3244

971

800

1608

2084

1822

1804

2698

2026

2329

752

925

2257

1763

842

2993

1909

2020

1998

1100

Rushcliffe: 47,349, Nottinghamshire: 346,871, East Midlands: 1,971,514, England and Wales: 24,359,880

143

83

361

37

43

20

206

134

52

189

31

43

15

41

214

55

37

85

49

153

132

Number of
dwellings
(2011 Census)
1903

821

1589

2157

1981

772

822

957

832

2883

937

757

1588

1878

1688

1752

2509

1995

2286

737

884

2043

1708

805

2908

1860

1867

1866

1,890

Number of
dwellings
(2001 Census)

13

Wolds

Wiverton

Trent Bridge

Trent

Tollerton

Thoroton

Stanford

Soar Valley

Ruddington

Oak

Nevile

Musters

Melton

Manvers

Lutterell

Leake

Lady Bay

Keyworth South

Keyworth North

Gotham

Gamston

Edwalton Village

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

Number of dwellings, including change between 2001 and 2011: 2001 and 2011 Census’

Rushcliffe: 44,769, Nottinghamshire: 324,397, East Midlands: 1,792,703, England and Wales: 22,387, 923

Rushcliffe: 5.8%, Nottinghamshire: 6.9%, East Midlands: 10%, England and Wales: 8.8%
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Thoroton
Tollerton
Trent
Trent Bridge

9.5
6.7
8.8
-2.3

13.4

Wolds

Wiverton

Stanford

14.9

5

Soar Valley

10

Oak

4

Ruddington

Nevile

5.7

12.5

Musters

1.3

Keyworth South

1.9

Melton

Keyworth North

2

11

Gotham

4.6

Manvers

Gamston

10.5

7.9

Edwalton Village

3.2

Lutterell

Cranmer

4.6

3

Cotgrave

2.9

Leake

Compton Acres

2.6

7.5

Bingham West

8.2

Lady Bay

Bingham East

7.1

1.6

Abbey

0.7

% change

One Family,
%
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651
591
1387
735
1144
683

76.5
74.5
66.9
36.9
70.4
78.9

618

2084

647

579

1117

1255

1221

1076

1915

1290

1519

527

601

1495

1066

613

2041

1289

1362

1344

783

Rushcliffe: 30,875, Nottinghamshire: 222,339, East Midlands: 1,220,743, England and Wales: 14,448,646
75.4

71.8

66.2

68.5

75

71.5

61.9

69.1

61.1

72.3

65.4

67.2

73.3

67.4

68

62.7

74.8

69.7

69

69.4

69.8

One Family
Only; Total
17.6

25.9

44

29.2

21.6

19.7

19.8

23

29.2

28.3

19.9

21.3

30.1

26.8

33.9

23.4

25.3

29.1

24.2

28.1

27.6

33.3

22.3

25.3

24.2

27.6

27.3

26.5

One Person
Household;
%

1242

152

421

877

605

171

168

206

198

920

267

154

333

611

473

596

621

499

658

174

251

608

565

183

742

452

541

525

493

One Person
Household;
Total

66.7

Wolds

Wiverton

Trent Bridge

Trent

Tollerton

Thoroton

Stanford

Soar Valley

Ruddington

Oak

Nevile

Musters

Melton

Manvers

Lutterell

Leake

Lady Bay

Keyworth

Keyworth North

Gotham

Gamston

Edwalton

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

Household composition: 2011 Census

Rushcliffe: 45,835, Nottinghamshire: 94,773, East Midlands: 548,989, England and Wales: 7,067,261

Rushcliffe: 27.2%, Nottinghamshire: East Midlands: England and Wales: 30.2%

Other
Household
Types: %
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Rushcliffe: 5.4%, Nottinghamshire: 5.1%, East Midlands: 6.6% England and Wales: 0.4%
49
32
31
82
380
60
31

4.7
3.8
3.9
4
19.1
3.7
3.6

142

30

39

113

161

72

88

113

184

83

18

40

96

68

24

145

126

60

57

45

Rushcliffe: 2,496, Nottinghamshire: 17,191, East Midlands: 125,872, England and Wales: 1,850,137

5.2

4.5

3.2

5.1

7.2

7.9

4.1

5

4.3

9.3

3.7

2.5

4.5

4.4

4

2.9

5

6.7

3.1

3

127

Other
Household
Types; Total

6.8

Rushcliffe: 67.3%, Nottinghamshire: East Midlands: England and Wales: 61.8%
Wolds

Wiverton

Trent Bridge

Trent

Tollerton

Thoroton

Stanford

Soar Valley

Ruddington

Oak

Nevile

Musters

Melton

Manvers

Lutterell

Leake

Lady Bay

Keyworth

Keyworth North

Gotham

Gamston

Edwalton

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

Housing completions (by parish): Rushcliffe Borough Council Housing Land
Availability Reports
Parish
Aslockton
Barton in
Fabis
Bingham
Bradmore
Bunny
Car Colston
Clipston
Colston
Bassett
Costock
Cotgrave
Cropwell
Bishop
Cropwell
Butler
East
Bridgford
East Leake
Elton
Flawborough
Flintham
Gamston
Gotham
Granby
Hawksworth
Hickling
Holme
Pierrepont
Keyworth
Kingston on
Soar
Kinoulton
Kneeton
Langar
Normanton
on Soar
Normanton
on Wolds
Orston
Owthorpe
Plumtree
Radcliffe on
Trent

20102011

2011-12

2012-13

2013-14

1

2014-15
4

1
59

69

91

1

25
1

2
2

1
2

1
5

1

1
1
29

2

12

1

1

1

4

4

64

76
1

18
1

1
7

4

1

38

1

1

4
1

1

1

5

1

4

2

3
7

1
1
2
5

3

6

1

5
1
244
0
3
0
0
3
5
36
14
3
16
200
2
0
2
3
13
2
0
4
11

22

37
1

1

8
0
2
1

1
7

Total

1

1

3

3
7
1
20

9
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2

3

3

3

12
1
0
35

Parish
Ratcliffe on
Soar
Rempstone
Ruddington
Saxondale
Scarrington
Screveton
Shelford and
Newton
Shelton
Sibthorpe
Stanford on
Soar
Stanton on
the Wolds
Sutton
Bonington
Thoroton
Thorpe in the
Glebe
Thrumpton
Tithby and
Wiverton
Tollerton
Upper
Broughton
West
Bridgford
West Leake
Whatton
Widmerpool
Willoughby
on Wolds
Wysall

20102011

2011-12

2012-13

2013-14

2014-15

Total
0

7
15

1
13

7

3

2
1
12

29

6

7

2

2
22

1
31

2

1

33

2

10
60
0
2
2
107
0
0
9

1
4

1

3

1

1

5
14
1
0
0
0

2

9

1

1

9

26

18

5
6

3
3

1

1

1

2

1
216

294

2

3
3

2

21

68

1

209

3
124

226

16
7
142
0
9
10
7
1
1069

Highest number of completions in West Bridgford, Bingham, East Leake and the
former Shelford and Newton Parish (within current Newton parish). Comparatively
fewer completions in the remaining of our larger villages, e.g. Keyworth and
Radcliffe.
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Average house price data, 2006-2014

Median house prices based on Land Registry data,
£250,000

House price

£200,000

£150,000

£100,000

£50,000

£0

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

Rushcliffe

£185,000

£197,313

£184,973

£180,000

£200,000

£190,000

£192,500

£200,000

£212,000

Nottinghamshire

£131,000

£136,000

£128,500

£132,000

£135,000

£131,000

£130,000

England

£168,500

£178,000

£174,000

£170,000

£185,000

£180,000

£183,500
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Baseline data for Sustainability Appraisal
Indices of Multiple Deprivation – score and rank (Nottinghamshire authorities)

Authority
Rushcliffe
City of Nottingham
Ashfield
Bassetlaw
Broxtowe
Gedling
Mansfield
Newark and Sherwood

Average score
8
37
25
23
14
15
28
19

Rank of average score
319
8
79
114
218
203
56
153

Ranking (out of 326)
8
319
248
212
109
124
270
174

The Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) 2015 is the official measure of relative deprivation for small areas (or neighbourhoods) in
England. The IMD ranks every small area (Lower Super Output Area) in England from 1 (most deprived area) to 32,844 (least
deprived area). LSOAs are designed to be of a similar population size with an average of 1,500 residents each and are a standard
way of dividing up the country.
The Index of Multiple Deprivation is designed primarily to be a small area measure of deprivation. But the Indices are commonly
used to describe deprivation for higher level geographies including local authority districts. A local authority district is ranked
between 1 (the most deprived district in England) and 326 (the least deprived district in England). Based on the average IMD
score Rushcliffe is the eighth least deprived district in England. Conversely Nottingham City is the eighth most deprived district.
After Rushcliffe, Broxtowe has the second lowest level of overall deprivation in the county, ranking 109th of the 326 districts.
The Index of Multiple Deprivation is part of the Indices of Deprivation and it is the most widely used of these indices. It combines
information from seven domain indices (which measure different types or dimensions of deprivation) to produce an overall relative
measure of deprivation.
The seven domains of deprivation are as follows:
A129

The Income Deprivation Domain measures the proportion of the population experiencing deprivation relating to low income. The
definition of low income used includes both those people that are out-of-work, and those that are in work but who have low earnings
(and who satisfy the respective means tests).
The Employment Deprivation Domain measures the proportion of the working-age population in an area involuntarily excluded from
the labour market. This includes people who would like to work but are unable to do so due to unemployment, sickness or disability,
or caring responsibilities.
The Education, Skills and Training Deprivation Domain measures the lack of attainment and skills in the local population. The
indicators fall into two sub-domains: one relating to children and young people and one relating to adult skills.
The Health Deprivation and Disability Domain measures the risk of premature death and the impairment of quality of life through
poor physical or mental health. The domain measures morbidity, disability and premature mortality but not aspects of behaviour or
environment that may be predictive of future health deprivation.
The Crime Domain measures the risk of personal and material victimisation at local level.
The Barriers to Housing and Services Domain measures the physical and financial accessibility of housing and local services. The
indicators fall into two sub-domains: ‘geographical barriers’, which relate to the physical proximity of local services, and ‘wider
barriers’ which includes issues relating to access to housing such as affordability.
The Living Environment Deprivation Domain measures the quality of the local environment. The indicators fall into two subdomains. The ‘indoors’ living environment measures the quality of housing; while the ‘outdoors’ living environment contains
measures of air quality and road traffic accidents.

A130

A131

A132

A133

A134

Fair health

A135

Rushcliffe: 11.5%; Nottinghamshire: 14.8%, East Midlands: 14%, England and Wales: 13.2%
57.2
54.5
54.6
49.5
46.8
55.3
46.6
55

31.6
32.7
32.3
36
34
28.5
36.7
32.2

53.2

55

60.1

59.3

48.6

47.9

49.6

60.1

46.5

43.5

46.1

57.4

49.9

42.1

47.3

57.4

52.8

50.1

49.3

Rushcliffe: 32.6%; Nottinghamshire: 34.4%, East Midlands: 35.1%, England and Wales: 34.1%

33.5

31.6

32.2

28.5

28.9

35.1

33.1

34.1

29

35.1

38.7

36.3

31.1

30.8

34.4

33.7

31.5

31.9

34.3

Good health
54.5

53.9

55.7

69.8

50.6

51.5

60.1

56.7

66.3

55.4

52.3

55.9

59.9

62.3

53.2

51.7

53.5

62.8

51

46

55.1

61.2

48.5

55.7

56.7

62.9

59.1

53.6

58.8

Very good
health

31.5

Wolds

Wiverton

Trent Bridge

Trent

Tollerton

Thoroton

Stanford

Soar Valley

Ruddington

Oak

Nevile

Musters

Melton

Manvers

Lutterell

Leake

Lady Bay

Keyworth South

Keyworth North

Gotham

Gamston

Edwalton Village

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

SA Objective 2: Health

Health (Census 2011, KS301EW)

Rushcliffe: 51.9%; Nottinghamshire: 44.8%, East Midlands: 45.3%, England and Wales: 47.1%

Very bad
health

Rushcliffe
4%

East Midlands
7%

England
7%
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11.9
12.6
9.3
9.1
10.7
11.6
14.4
11.6
12.4
10

2.7
3.3
1.5
2.8
1.9
2.4
3.8
3.5
3.4
2.1

8.7

8.9

12.4

13.8

12.7

8

13.6

14.5

13.3

8.8

13.6

16

13.1

8.7

11.2

11.2

10.5

9.4

Rushcliffe: 3.1%; Nottinghamshire: 4.7%, East Midlands: 4.3%, England and Wales: 4.3%

2.2

2.2

2.4

3

4.2

2.8

2.5

4

2.6

3

2.3

4.4

5.9

4.6

1.7

3

3.5

2.9

Bad health

Rushcliffe: 0.9%; Nottinghamshire: 1.3%, East Midlands: 1.2%, England and Wales: 1.3%

Incapacity benefits

Percentage of people claiming incapacity benefits (as a proportion of the working age population).
Wolds

Wiverton

Trent Bridge

Trent

Tollerton

Thoroton

Stanford

Soar Valley

Ruddington

Oak

Nevile

Musters

Melton

Manvers

Lutterell

Leake

Lady Bay

Keyworth South

Keyworth North

Gotham

Gamston

Edwalton Village

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Total
claimant

Abbey

Disability Living Allowance Claimants
(source: Department for Work and Pensions, August 2012)

140

125

180

95

360

75

170

140

50

40

185

160

190

205

105

95

95

40

50

270

50

60

55

50

190

200

115

30

Rushcliffe: 3,930, East Midlands: 243,360, England: 2,698,340
Less than
12 months

5

0

0

5

10

0

5

5

0

0

5

5

10

5

0

0

0

0

5

10

0

0

0

0

0

0

5

0

0

5

5

5

5

5

0

0

5

0

0

5

0

0

0

0

5

0

5

0

10

5

25

15

25

10

15

10

10

0

5

35

5

15

10

10

25

20

5

5

40

30

150

135

150

185

90

85

80

40

40

220

45

45

45

40

160

180

100

25

Rushcliffe: 200, East Midlands: 13,750, England: 159,590
1 year and
up to 2
years

5

0

5

0

15

0

5

5

Rushcliffe: 190, East Midlands: 13,170, England: 148,830
2 years and
up to 5
years

20

20

25

15

50

10

10

15

Rushcliffe: 610, East Midlands: 38,650, England: 442,660
5 years and
over

110

105

150

75

285

65

150

115
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Rushcliffe: 2,930, East Midlands: 177,790, England: 1,947, 250

A138

A139

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

Source: NHS Choices, 2015
SA Objective 3: Heritage
Listed Buildings

785

Scheduled Ancient Monuments

32

Listed gardens

4

Source: Historic England, 2015
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1

1

Sutton
Bonington

Gotham

Cropwell
Bishop

East Bridgford

Ruddington

Radcliffe

Keyworth

East Leake

5

Cotgrave

17

Bingham

West
Bridgford

Number
of health
facilities

Rushcliffe
wide

Number of health facilities (2015)

1

SA Objective 4: Crime

A141

Recorded Crime Offences
Rushcliffe

Nottinghamshire

England

Violence against the
person, notifiable
offences recorded by the
police (rate per 1,000
people) (2013)

4.2

9

10.4

Common assault,
notifiable offences
recorded by the police
(rate per 1,000 people)
(2011)

1.1

2.5

3.7

Wounding or other act
endangering life,
notifiable offences
recorded by the police
(rate per 1,000 people)
(2011)

0.1

0.3

0.4

Other wounding,
notifiable offences
recorded by police (rate
per 1,000 ) (2011)

2.7

5.5

6.2

Burglary other than a
dwelling, notifiable
offences recorded by the
police (rate per 1,000)
(2013)

2.1

4.1

4.0

6

6

9.9

Robbery, notifiable
offenses recorded by the
police (rate per 1,000
households) (2013)

0.2

0.4

1.2

Theft from the person,
notifiable offences

0.3

0.3

1.8

Burglary, in a dwelling,
notifiable offences
recorded by the police
(rate per 1,000) (2013)
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Rushcliffe

Nottinghamshire

England

Theft from a motor
vehicle, notifiable
offences recorded by the
police (rate per 1,000
people) (2011)

5.7

4.9

5.6

Theft of a motor vehicle,
notifiable offences
recorded by the police
(rate per 1,000 people)
(2011)

1

2.3

2.1

Criminal damage
including arson,
notifiable offences
recorded by the police
(rate per 1,000 people)
(2013)

4.2

8.2

9.1

Harassment including
penalty notices for
disorder, notifiable
offences recorded by the
police (rate per 1,000
people) (2011)

1.1

2.1

3.2

recorded by the police
(rate per 1,000 people)
(2013)

Source: Police recorded crime and outcomes open data tables, Home Office, 2015
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SA Objective 5: Social
Number of local facilities
Leisure centres
6
Libraries
9
Source: Rushcliffe Borough Council and Nottinghamshire County Council

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Christian

Abbey

Religion (Census 2011, QS208EW)

53.2

6 2

59.1

51.8

60.8

63.2

58.2

55.2

65.6

70.4

62.6

42.8

64.6

55.9

62.5

52.2

51.3

68.3

67.6

58.7

5 9

67.7

67.2

67.3

61.7

47.8

65.8

68.8

Rushcliffe: 58.9%, England: 59.4%
Buddhist

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

0.1

1.4

0.4

0.3

0.3

0.1

0.1

0.3

0.2

0.4

0.2

0.4

0.4

0.1

0.1

0.3

0.6

0.1

0.2

0.1

0.1

0.3

0.4

0.1

4.8

0.2

0.2

2.9

3.2

0

0.1

0.2

0.7

0.2

3.1

0.8

1.5

1.6

0.1

0

0.5

1.1

0.5

0.1

0.6

0.2

1.8

0.2

0.4

0.2

0

0.1

0.7

0.5

0.1

0.1

0

0.4

0.2

0.4

0.1

0.5

0.6

0.1

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.4

0

0.4

0.1

0.6

0.1

0.8

Rushcliffe: 0.3%, England: 0.5%,
Hindu

1.6

0.1

0.2

Rushcliffe: 1%, England: 1.5%
Jewish

0.2

0.1

0.3

Rushcliffe: 0.3%, England: 0.5%
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Muslim

2.5

0.3

0.3

6.8

0.2

1.4

4.6

2.4

0.1

1.2

0.2

2.3

0.3

5.3

0.3

1.9

4.2

0.6

0.1

0.6

0.6

0.4

0.1

0.3

0.4

1.7

0.1

0.2

2.9

0.1

0

2.3

1.8

0.1

0.4

0

0.8

0.2

2.4

0.3

1.1

2.3

0

0.2

0.6

0.2

0.3

0.1

0.7

0.2

1.5

0.1

0.6

0.4

1.3

0.3

0.3

0.6

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.2

0.5

0.3

0.3

0.2

0.8

0.2

0.4

0.5

0.4

0

31.7

25.9

23.9

29.1

25.9

2 1

29.3

43.8

27.7

24.9

28.5

35.4

31.6

22.4

22.8

31.6

31.4

24.1

2 3

21.9

30.1

4 0

25.4

21.5

6.3

6.5

6.8

7.2

7.4

6.6

7.4

8.7

6.2

7.4

7

6.7

7.8

8.4

8.2

7.2

6.7

6.4

8.3

8.5

6.6

5.7

7.6

7.4

Rushcliffe: 1.5%, England: 5%,
Sikh

1.4

0

0.2

Rushcliffe: 0.8%, England: 0.8%
Other

0.4

0.3

0.4

0.3

Rushcliffe: 0.4%, England: 0.4%
No religion

32.4

29.1

32.4

26.4

Rushcliffe: 29.6%, England: 24.7%
Not stated

8

7.8

6.9

6.3

Rushcliffe: 7.1%, England: 7%

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

White

Abbey

Ethnic Group (Census 2011, QS201EW)

89.8

97.5

96.3

78.9

97.5

95.8

85.8

86.3

97.1

97.5

97.8

91.9

97.5

83.7

96.2

90.9

8 7

98.6

97.2

94.7

92.5

96.8

98.5

97.1

96.2

88.7

98.2

96.8

Rushcliffe: 93.1%, England: 85.4%
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Mixed/multi
ple ethnic
groups

2.7

1.1

1.9

2.1

1.2

1.3

2.5

3.1

2.0

0.9

1.0

2.5

1.0

2.5

1.5

2.1

2.7

0.6

1.6

1.8

1.4

1

1

1

1.4

2.9

0.8

1.2

16.
3

0.8

1.6

9.9

8.3

0.5

1.2

0.7

4.5

1.1

11.
9

1.8

6

8.5

0.6

0.7

2.8

4.9

1.8

0.5

1.9

1.7

6.8

0.7

1.6

0.4

1.1

0.8

1.4

0.3

0

0.4

0.7

0.3

0.9

0.3

0.7

1

0.1

0.3

0.3

0.7

0.2

0

0.1

0.4

1.1

0.3

0.1

0.1

0.2

1

0.9

0.2

0.4

0.1

0.4

0.1

0.9

0.2

0.4

0.8

0.1

0.1

0.3

0.5

0.2

0

0

0.4

0.6

0

0.2

Rushcliffe:1.8%, England:2.3%
Asian/Asia
n British

6.7

1

1.3

Rushcliffe:4.2%, England: 5.2%
Black/Afric
an/Caribbe
an/Black
British

0.6

0.3

0.4

1.3

Rushcliffe: 0.6%, England:3.5%
Other
ethnic
group

0.3

0.2

0.2

1.4

Rushcliffe: 0.4%, England: 1%,
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SA Objective 6: Environment, Biodiversity and Green Infrastructure
SA Objective 7: Landscape
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LBAP Habitats found in Rushcliffe
LBAP Habitat

Example sites

Arable field margins

Many sites

Canals

Grantham Canal

Ditches

Many sites

Eutropic and mesotrophic standing
waters (including ponds)

Wilford Claypits, Skylarks Nature Reserve, Kinoulton Marsh, Gresham Marsh,
Barnstone Pits, Holme Pierrepont

Hedgerows

Many sites

Lowland calcareous grassland

Gotham Hill Pastures

Lowland fen

Kinoulton Marsh

Lowland neutral grassland

Wilwell Cutting, Wilford Claypits, Gresham Marsh, Keyworth Meadow, Normanton
Pastures, Bingham Linear Walk

Lowland wet grassland

Wilwell Cutting

Marsh and Swamp

Gresham Marsh, Kinoulton Marsh

Mixed ash dominated woodland

Bunny Wood, Sharphill Wood, Meadow Covert, Wilford Hill Wood, West Leake Hills,
Cotgrave Wood

Reedbed

Skylarks Nature Reserve

Rivers and streams

Trent, Soar, Smite, Devon, Fairham Brook, Kingston Brook
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LBAP Habitat

Example sites

Traditional orchards

Many sites

Wet woodland

Skylarks Nature Reserve

Wood pasture and parkland

Flintham Hall, Stamford Hall

Source: Rushcliffe Conservation Strategy, 2015

Designated Wildlife Sites:
In Rushcliffe in 2015 there are 8 Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), 214 Local Wildlife Sites (LWS – previously known as
SINCs) and eight designated Local Nature Reserves (LNR).
Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) in Rushcliffe (2015)
Type of habitat

Number of sites

Total Area (ha)

Average size (ha)

Grassland

90

518

6

Woodland

30

604

20

Ponds and lakes

45

272

6

Streams, rivers, canals and
ditches

17

83

5

Ex Industrial including quarries

21

388

19
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Fen and Marshland

7

28

4

Hedgerow

3

3

1

Ruderal

1

7

7

Total

214

1903

9

Source: Rushcliffe Conservation Strategy, 2015
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Source: Natural England (magic map), 2015
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SA Objective 8 – Natural Resources and Flooding
Number of planning permissions granted contrary to Environment Agency advice on water quality grounds and flood defence
grounds.
2007/08

2008/09

2009/10

2010/11

2011/12

2012/13

2013/14

Flood grounds

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Water quality grounds

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Flood and quality
grounds

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Source: Rushcliffe Local Plan Monitoring Reports 2007/08-2013/14

SA Objective 9 – Waste

Rushcliffe
household waste

2010/2011

2011/2012

2012/13

2013/14

2014/15

51

53

49

50

52

Source: Rushcliffe Borough Council (LINS 18)

A152

SA Objective 10 – Energy and Climate Change
Per capita CO2 emission estimates;
domestic sector (kt CO2)

Per capita CO2 emission estimates;
industry sector (kt CO2)

3.0

4.0
3.0
2.0
1.0
0.0

2.0
1.0
0.0
2005

2006

2007

Rushcliffe

2008

2009

2010

2011

Nottinghamshire

2012

2013

2005

2006

England

2007

2008

Rushcliffe

2009

2010

2011

Nottinghamshire

2012

2013

England

Source: UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 2005-2013, Dept of Energy and Climate
Change (2015)

Per capita CO2 emission estimates; total
sector (kt CO2)

Per capita CO2 emission estimates;
transport sector (kt CO2)

10.0
8.0

3.0

6.0

2.0

4.0

1.0

2.0

0.0

2005

2006

2007

Rushcliffe

2008

2009

2010

Nottinghamshire

2011

2012

2013

2005

2006

2007

Rushcliffe

England
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2008

2009

2010

Nottinghamshire

2011

2012

England

2013

SA Objective 11 – Transport
Accessibility of households in the Borough
Access to a leisure centre within 15 minutes by public
transport

56%

Access to a leisure centre within 30 minutes by public
transport

90%

Accessibility of households - to a GP within 15 minutes
by public transport

85%

Accessibility of households - to a GP within 30 minutes
by public transport

96%

Accessibility of household s – to a hospital within 15
minutes by public transport

0%

Accessibility of household s – to a hospital within 30
minutes by public transport

24%

Accessibility of household s – to a primary school within
15 minutes by public transport

91%

Accessibility of household s – to a primary school within
30 minutes by public transport

97%
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Accessibility of household s – to a secondary school
within 15 minutes by public transport

60%

Accessibility of household s – to a secondary school
within 30 minutes by public transport

90%

Source: Nottinghamshire County Council,2009
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SA Objective 12 – To create high quality employment opportunities
SA Objective 13 – Innovation
SA Objective 14 – Economic Structure
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Employment by occupation (2011 Census, QS606EW)

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Managers,
directors
and senior
officials

Abbey

(All usual residents aged 16 to 74 in employment)

13.9

1 3

11.4

15.2

10.3

1 2

18.4

16.3

15.1

14.8

1 1

13.6

12.6

1 1

15.1

13.5

15.3

21.2

17.9

13.8

14.7

21.2

17.4

14.7

1 5

11.8

14.9

23.6

Rushcliffe:14.2%, East Midlands: 10.6%, England: 10.9%
Profession
al
occupation
s

34.4

21.7

18.9

31.4

12.9

17.1

28.4

30.7

20.7

30.8

21.7

36.5

22.5

28.4

23.8

37.5

37.3

27.1

27.2

24.4

24.4

26.5

2 2

25.5

23.1

31.4

21.7

27.2

1 2

14.5

11.7

16.8

14.1

14.4

16.6

17.5

14.6

1 2

13.8

1 3

12.7

11.7

1 5

15.2

14.8

17.9

12.8

12.1

9.3

12.4

12.4

8

12.4

1 3

12.6

10.4

9.7

11.7

1 1

11.4

1 2

10.6

12.1

14.7

10.5

7.2

11.1

8.9

Rushcliffe: 26.3%, East Midlands: 15.2%, England: 17.5%
Associate
profession
al and
technical

14.8

16.5

14.9

1 4

10.7

12.4

13.3

15.5

Rushcliffe: 14.3%, East Midlands: 11.3%, England: 12.8%
Administra
tive and

9.7

1 3

13.6

12.5

11.5

8.2

1 1

11.1
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Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Gamston

Edwalton Village

Cranmer

Cotgrave

Compton Acres

Bingham West

Bingham East

Abbey

1 4

6.9

11.5

5.6

10.1

6.5

8.3

3.7

5.1

10.5

10.5

10.9

9

10.6

11.4

9

9.6

4.6

12.8

11.2

8.2

4.1

8.4

4.8

6.9

6.5

7.3

4.9

5

5.4

5.7

8

8.3

6.1

6.4

5.2

9

6

7.2

5.9

6.7

6.2

9.1

5.9

6.3

8.7

6.3

5.7

5.7

2.6

3.4

6.6

5.6

4.9

4.1

6

6.8

9.4

4.5

3.7

secretarial
Rushcliffe: 11.1%, East Midlands: 10.9%, England: 11.5%
Skilled
trades
occupation
s

5.9

9.9

10.2

5.5

13.7

15.7

6.5

5.9

Rushcliffe: 8.8%, East Midlands: 12.1%, England: 11.3%
Caring,
leisure and
other
service
occupation
s

5.7

7.9

10.1

5.7

10.2

5.3

6.7

5.9

Rushcliffe: 6.9%, East Midlands: 9.5%, England: 9.3%
Sales and
customer
service
occs

6.9

7

7.3

6.7

9.7

2.9

6.3

7.2

Rushcliffe:6.6%, East Midlands: 8.4%, England: 8.4%
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Abbey

Bingham East

Bingham West

Compton Acres

Cotgrave

Cranmer

Edwalton Village

Gamston

Gotham

Keyworth North

Keyworth South

Lady Bay

Leake

Lutterell

Manvers

Melton

Musters

Nevile

Oak

Ruddington

Soar Valley

Stanford

Thoroton

Tollerton

Trent

Trent Bridge

Wiverton

Wolds

Process
plant and
machine
operatives

3.2

4.5

5.2

3.2

9.5

7.3

3.1

2.8

6.4

3.9

5.7

2.9

5.7

3.9

4.2

2.1

2.1

3.5

2.8

4.3

4.3

3.4

4.1

4

3.7

2.9

5.7

2.1

Rushcliffe: 4.3%, East Midlands: 9.3%, England: 7.1%
Elementary
occupation
s

5.5

6.4

8.4

5.9

11.
6

19.
1

6.3

4.4

7.5

6.4

8.7

5.9

9.4

7.5

5.8

4.7

5.1

5.9

7.7

7.7

9.1

5

7.4

5.6

7.5

8.9

9.2

5.2

Rushcliffe: 7.4%, East Midlands: 12.7%, England: 11%
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New employment floorspace created (square metres)
2009/10

2010/11

New floorspace
for B1

4425

0

New floorspace
for B1a offices

842

0

0

0

New floorspace –
for B1b research
and development
New floorspace –
for B1c light
industry

3669

0

New floorspace –
for B2 general
industry

374

0

2011/12

2012/13

2013/14

421

1675

421

1675

116

New floorspace –
for B8 storage or
distribution
centres

186
5255

0

New floorspace –
for mixed

0

0

55

A160

102

New floorspace –
total

10140

Source: Rushcliffe Local Plan Monitoring Reports 2009/10 – 2013/14
Employment land lost to other uses (square metres)
2009/10

2010/11

2011/12

B1a offices

2012/13

2013/14
-2392

B1b research and
development
B1c light industry
B2 general
industry

-1321

-490

-1,321

-2,882

B8 storage or
distribution
centres
Mixed
Total Lost
floorspace
Source: Rushcliffe Local Plan Monitoring Reports 2009/10 – 2013/14
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Appendix B: Development Management Policy Options

Optional Housing Standards: Accessibility

Option 1 – Introduce a
policy requiring a
proportion of new homes
to meet M4 (2) standard

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape

+
This is the second most
stringent requirement out of
the three options and will
require new houses to meet
higher standards in regards
to accessibility – meeting to
meet the needs of the elderly
and disabled.
Will help ensure type of
housing meets needs of
residents
+
Provision of more accessible
homes (M4 (2)) will meet the
needs of occupants with
differing needs, including
some older or disabled
people.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0

Option 2- Introduce a
policy requiring a
proportion of homes to
meet M4 (2) and M4 (3)
standard.

Option 3 – Do not
introduce a policy
requiring enhanced
standards and use
minimum Building
Regulations standards for
accessibility
0
No impact

+
This is a higher the most
stringent requirement out of
the three options. This will
meet

++
Provision of wheelchair
adaptable homes (M4 (3))
alongside M4 (2) would
contribute more positively to
meeting needs of disabled
people, reducing health
inequalities.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0

B1

0

No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1 – Introduce a
policy requiring a
proportion of new homes
to meet M4 (2) standard

Option 2- Introduce a
policy requiring a
proportion of homes to
meet M4 (2) and M4 (3)
standard.

No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Option 3 – Do not
introduce a policy
requiring enhanced
standards and use
minimum Building
Regulations standards for
accessibility

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary
Option 2 performs more positively than the other options as it makes specific provision for wheelchair users which is considered to have a more beneficial
impact on the health objective.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 2 was carried forward into Policy 12 (Housing Standards).

B2

Space standard
Option 1 –
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Introduce a new policy requiring
new dwellings to be built to the
nationally described space
standard

Option 2 –
Do not include a policy requiring
new dwellings to be built to the
nationally described standard

0/?

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

Larger homes may result in higher
house prices if increased costs are
passed onto consumers, negatively
impacting on affordability. However, if
there is an identified shortage of
homes in the Borough with adequate
space then there would be an
improvement in the quality of housing
stock. On balance, a neutral effect,
potentially positive if there is an
identified issue of inadequate housing
space standards in the Borough.
0
No impact
0/?
Enforcing a space standard may
restrict more innovative design by
being overly prescriptive

0
No impact
0

Ideas for mitigation

If there is an identified shortage of
homes built to adequate space
standards then there would be a
positive impact through improvements
to quality of housing stock.
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0

B3

Option 1 –
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Introduce a new policy requiring
new dwellings to be built to the
nationally described space
standard

Option 2 –
Do not include a policy requiring
new dwellings to be built to the
nationally described standard

No impact
0
No impact

No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

Summary
Negligible impact against the majority of the objectives for both of the options
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Ideas for mitigation

Option 1 –
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Introduce a new policy requiring
new dwellings to be built to the
nationally described space
standard

Option 2 –

Ideas for mitigation

Do not include a policy requiring
new dwellings to be built to the
nationally described standard

Option carried forward to Publication draft : Option 2. There is not considered sufficient evidence to justify introducing a space standard. In order to
implement the standard the NPPF states there has to be adequate evidence.
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Water efficiency
Option 1Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste

Introduce a new policy requiring
the lower optional standard of 110
litres per person per day of water
use
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
++
Lower standard would result in less
water use – directly promoting water
efficiency.
0
No impact
0
No impact

Option 2Do not introduce a policy for lower
water efficiency standards and use
higher Building Regulation default
standard of 125 litres per person
per day
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact on reducing water usage.
0
No impact
0
No impact
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Ideas for mitigation

Option 1Sustainability appraisal
objectives

11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 2-

Introduce a new policy requiring
the lower optional standard of 110
litres per person per day of water
use

Do not introduce a policy for lower
water efficiency standards and use
higher Building Regulation default
standard of 125 litres per person
per day

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

Summary:
Negligible impact on the majority of objectives but Option 1 has a significant positive impact on Natural Resources so is considered the more sustainable
option.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 12 (Housing Standards).
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Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Show-people

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

Option 1 –

Option 2 -

Allocate additional sites for
gypsies, travellers and travelling
showpeople

Do not allocate additional sites
through LP2 and rely on Core
Strategy policy 9

+
Core Strategy policy provision on
allocated sites and sites with
permission currently taken together
meet the requirement set out in the
GTAA. Providing more pitches
through LP2 would provide more than
that level required through the GTAA
but would give flexibility if strategic
allocation sites don’t come forward at
the rate required. This would have a
positive benefit of providing
accommodation to meet the needs of
present and future residents.
0
No impact
0/?

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact

0
No impact

Dependent on site/s chosen.

0
No impact

0
No impact
+

0
No impact
0
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Criteria in any policy to include impact
of self build proposals on historic
designations

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy

Option 1 –

Option 2 -

Allocate additional sites for
gypsies, travellers and travelling
showpeople

Do not allocate additional sites
through LP2 and rely on Core
Strategy policy 9

Policy for additional sites would
encourage positive integration with
local community. Minor positive.
0/?

No impact

Provision of additional sites may have
a negative on the biodiversity and GI,
as with any form of development.
Impact dependent on site/s identified.

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact

0/?
Provision of additional sites may have
a negative on the landscape, as with
any form of development. Impact
dependent on site/s identified.

0
No impact

0/?
Impact would be dependent on sites
identified. Potential to involve loss of
BMV agricultural land.

0
No impact

0/?
Dependent on site chosen.

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
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Adherence to Greater Nottingham
LCA guidelines and policy wording to
provide for suitable landscaping and
good design which should reduce the
potential for impacts on the
landscape.

Any policy text to state that sites
should not be allocated if they are at
risk of flooding.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

12. Transport

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1 –

Option 2 -

Allocate additional sites for
gypsies, travellers and travelling
showpeople

Do not allocate additional sites
through LP2 and rely on Core
Strategy policy 9

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

Policy wording to state that sites
would need to be close to road
network and well related to local
services.

Summary
Option 1 performs more strongly against the SA objectives as it would help meet needs of population by diversifying housing stock.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 2. Provision for gypsy and traveller accommodation is made on the Strategic Allocations in the Core
Strategy. As adequate provision has been made to meet the requirements of the GTAA, no further sites considered needed through Local Plan Part 2
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Custom and Self Build

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Option 1 – include a
policy requiring a
proportion of
allocations over a
certain threshold to
have an element of
custom and self build
+
Would positively
contribute to diversifying
the type of housing
available, however only
will be importance to a
small minority of the
overall population.
0: No impact

Option 2 – include a policy
allocating specific sites for
self and custom build

Option 3 – Do not include a
policy and use the NPPF and
Core Strategy on a site by
site basis

Ideas for mitigation

0 – No change to current
approach.
+
Would positively contribute to
diversifying the type of housing
available

0: No impact

0: No impact

0 – dependent on
individual site and exact
proposal

0: No impact

0 – dependent on individual
site and exact proposal

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0/?

0/?

0 Dependent on site and
location for proposal
0

May have a negative on
the biodiversity and GI, as
with any form of
development. Impact

Provision of additional sites
may have a negative on the
biodiversity and GI, as with
any form of development.

2. Health
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
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Dependent on site and location
for proposal

Criteria in any policy to include
impact of self build proposals
on historic designations

Criteria in policy to include
impact on environmental
designations

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Option 1 – include a
policy requiring a
proportion of
allocations over a
certain threshold to
have an element of
custom and self build

Option 2 – include a policy
allocating specific sites for
self and custom build

dependent on site/s
identified, however, if the
proportion wasn’t applied
for self/custom build then
standard housing would
be developed anyway
with the same potential
impact on biodiversity and
GI.

Impact dependent on site/s
identified.

0/?
Provision of additional
sites may have a negative
on the landscape, as with
any form of development.
Impact dependent on
site/s identified. As above,
a proportion approach
wouldn’t involve greater
land take so less impact
on this objective.
+ /?
This type of development
would increase likelihood
of more eco-friendly style
developments and

0: No impact

Option 3 – Do not include a
policy and use the NPPF and
Core Strategy on a site by
site basis

Ideas for mitigation

0 – Dependent on site and
location for proposal

Criteria in any policy to include
impact on landscape character

+ /?
As with option 1

+ /?
As with option 1
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1 – include a
policy requiring a
proportion of
allocations over a
certain threshold to
have an element of
custom and self build

Option 2 – include a policy
allocating specific sites for
self and custom build

Option 3 – Do not include a
policy and use the NPPF and
Core Strategy on a site by
site basis

innovative design.
0/?
Dependent on site and
location for proposals

0/?
Dependent on site and location
for proposals

10. Waste

0:
No impact

0:
No impact

0/?
Dependent on site and location
for proposals
0:
No impact

11. Energy

0:

0:

0: No impact

0
Dependent on site and
location for proposal
0: No impact

0
Dependent on site and location
for proposal
0: No impact

0
Dependent on site and location
for proposal
0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

0: No impact

9. Flooding

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

Summary
The three options perform quite similarly across the objectives but Option 1 and Option 2 have a slightly more beneficial impact on the housing stock as it
would help diversify housing stock by having a policy requirement to include custom and self build on either specific sites or a threshold basis.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 13 (Self-Build and Custom Housing Provision)
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Green Belt
Revised inset boundaries
Option 1

Option 2

Create new Green Belt inset
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

Do not create new Green Belt
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

1. Housing

+
This would facilitate new housing
allocations. Increasing housing supply
should improve affordability

This would not allow for housing
allocations in those settlements. This
would restrict new housing supply with
a negative impact on housing
affordability.

2. Health

?/ Removal of land from the Green Belt
would facilitate housing development
so a secondary effect of potentially
removing land that forms part of
recreational route for walking/cycling.
0

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

3. Heritage

0
No impact

0

No impact

No impact

0

0

No impact
0

No impact

No impact

No impact

4. Crime

5. Social

0

B14

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Create new Green Belt inset
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

Do not create new Green Belt
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

Ideas for mitigation

?/-

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Removal of land from the Green Belt
would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to
development. This would potentially
involve loss of habitats, potentially
impact on neighbouring LWS and
compromise GI networks. Impacts
would depend on sites identified for
removal.
?/Removal of land from the Green Belt
would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to
development. This may have a
negative impact on landscape
character, with potential cumulative
impacts if a number of sites are
identified for removal.
?/Removal of land from the Green Belt
would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to
development. This may have a
negative impact on landscape

0
No impact

Adherence to Greater Nottingham
LCA guidelines in respect of sites
identified.
0
No impact

0
No impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Create new Green Belt inset
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

Do not create new Green Belt
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

character, with potential cumulative
impacts if a number of sites are
identified for removal .
?/0
Impact dependent on whether sites
taken out of Green Belt are at risk of
flooding or not.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary:
Option 1 performs less favourable than option 2 due to the secondary environmental impacts of removing land from the Green Belt. The only objective
Option 1 performs better against is for the Housing objective. Option 2 therefore performs better against the SA framework overall.
Option carried forward to Publication draft:
Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 21 (Green Belt). If no further land was taken from the Green Belt at these settlements that other, less sustainable
settlements in the countryside would be more vulnerable to speculative applications and development. Therefore overall considered appropriate to create
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Create new Green Belt inset
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

Do not create new Green Belt
boundaries for 1) Cotgrave, 2)
Cropwell Bishop, 3) East Bridgford
and 4) Keyworth.

new inset boundaries.
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Ideas for mitigation

New inset boundaries (for settlements not previously inset)
Option 1

Option 2

Create new inset boundaries at 1)
Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3) Cropwell
Butler, 4) Gotham, 5) Newton, 6)
Plumtree, 7) Shelford and 8) Upper
Saxondale.

Do not create new inset boundaries
at 1) Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3)
Cropwell Butler, 4) Gotham, 5)
Newton, 6) Plumtree, 7) Shelford
and 8) Upper Saxondale.

1. Housing

+
This would facilitate new housing
allocations. Increasing housing supply
should improve affordability

This would not allow for housing
allocations in those settlements. This
would restrict new housing supply with
a negative impact on housing
affordability.

2. Health

?/ Removal of land from the Green Belt
would facilitate housing development
so a secondary effect of potentially
removing land that forms part of
recreational routes for walking/cycling
which would have a negative impact
on encouraging healthier lifestyles.
0

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

3. Heritage

0
No impact

0

No impact

No impact

0

0

No impact
0

No impact
0

4. Crime
5. Social
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Create new inset boundaries at 1)
Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3) Cropwell
Butler, 4) Gotham, 5) Newton, 6)
Plumtree, 7) Shelford and 8) Upper
Saxondale.

Do not create new inset boundaries
at 1) Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3)
Cropwell Butler, 4) Gotham, 5)
Newton, 6) Plumtree, 7) Shelford
and 8) Upper Saxondale.

No impact

No impact

?/-

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Removal of land from the Green Belt
would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to
development. This would potentially
involve loss of habitats, potentially
impact on neighbouring LWS and
compromise GI networks. Impacts
would depend on sites identified for
removal.
?/Removal of land from the Green Belt
would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to
development. This may have a
negative impact on landscape
character, with potential cumulative
impacts if a number of sites are
identified for removal.
?/Removal of land from the Green Belt

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Create new inset boundaries at 1)
Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3) Cropwell
Butler, 4) Gotham, 5) Newton, 6)
Plumtree, 7) Shelford and 8) Upper
Saxondale.

Do not create new inset boundaries
at 1) Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3)
Cropwell Butler, 4) Gotham, 5)
Newton, 6) Plumtree, 7) Shelford
and 8) Upper Saxondale.

would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to
development. This may have a
negative impact on landscape
character, with potential cumulative
impacts if a number of sites are
identified for removal.
?/0
Impact dependent on whether sites
taken out of Green Belt are at risk of
flooding or not.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary:
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Create new inset boundaries at 1)
Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3) Cropwell
Butler, 4) Gotham, 5) Newton, 6)
Plumtree, 7) Shelford and 8) Upper
Saxondale.

Do not create new inset boundaries
at 1) Bradmore, 2) Bunny, 3)
Cropwell Butler, 4) Gotham, 5)
Newton, 6) Plumtree, 7) Shelford
and 8) Upper Saxondale.

Ideas for mitigation

Option 1 performs less favourable than option 2 due to the secondary environmental impacts of removing land from the Green Belt. The only objective
Option 1 performs better against is for the Housing objective as
Option carried forward to Publication draft:
Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 21 Green Belt. If no further land was taken from the Green Belt at these settlements that other, less sustainable
settlements in the countryside would be more vulnerable to speculative applications and development. Therefore overall considered appropriate to create
new inset boundaries.
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Safeguarded land
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage

4. Crime

Designate further safeguarded land
for residential development
+
Safeguarding land for housing will
facilitate housing delivery in the
medium term/long term
0
No impact
0/?
Dependent of location of any sites
0
No impact
0/?

5. Social
Dependent of location of any sites
-/?

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

Dependent of location any sites.
Likely to involve loss of greenfield
sites due to nature of available sites in
the borough with a potential negative
impact on green infrastructure
networks.
0/?

Option 2
Do not designate further
safeguarded land for residential
development

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Criteria in any policy to include impact
of self build proposals on historic
designations

0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
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Adherence to LCA guidelines in
relationship to development of any

Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

8. Natural Resources

Designate further safeguarded land
for residential development
Dependent of location any sites.
However, secondary consequence of
safeguarding land would be
development of the land, which would
potentially impact on landscape.
-/?
Secondary consequence of
safeguarding land would be
development of the land, which would
involve use of raw materials, loss of
soils etc.
Impact dependent on scale and
nature of allocation.

Option 2
Do not designate further
safeguarded land for residential
development

site.

0
No impact

0/?
9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy

12. Transport

Dependent of location of any sites
0
No impact
0
No impact
0/?
Dependent on location. Identifying
safeguarded land on more isolated
areas would have a negative impact,
but identifying safeguarded sites
adjacent to the main urban area may

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Designate further safeguarded land
for residential development
have more positive benefits.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Option 2
Do not designate further
safeguarded land for residential
development

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary:
Option 2 does not have an impact on the objectives as it is the ‘do nothing’ approach. Option 1 has a more varied impact on the objectives. Impacts would
largely be dependent on location of any safeguarded site and this is not known at this stage. On balance, the negative environmental secondary
consequences of Option 1 result in Option 2 performing better.
Option carried forward to Publication draft:
Option 2 (no further safeguarded land was identified in LP2)
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New employment allocations

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Option 1

Option 2

Allocate further sites for
employment development

Do not allocate further sites for
employment development

0
No impact
0
No impact
0/?

0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

Dependent of location of any sites
0
No impact
0
No impact
-/?
Dependent on location of any sites.
Likely to involve loss of greenfield
sites due to nature of available sites in
the borough with a potential negative
impact on green infrastructure
networks.

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact

0/?
7. Landscape

Dependent of location any sites. But
likely to involve loss of greenfield sites
with a potential negative impact on

Criteria in any policy to include impact
of self build proposals on historic
designations

0
No impact
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Adherence to LCA guidelines in
relationship to development of any
site.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport

13. Employment

Option 1

Option 2

Allocate further sites for
employment development

Do not allocate further sites for
employment development

Ideas for mitigation

rural landscape character.
-/?
Development of additional land would
involve use of raw materials, loss of
soils etc.
Impact dependent on scale and
nature of allocation.
?
Dependent on site/s identified.
-/?
Secondary effect likely to increase
commercial waste, extent of this
dependent on nature of the enterprise.
0
No impact
0/?
Depends ion sites identified
+/?
Will directly lead to new employment
opportunities. Potentially improve
quality and diversity of local
employment, dependent on use class.
Dependent on location but also
potentially positive impact on rural
productivity. Level of positive impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

14. Innovation

15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Allocate further sites for
employment development

Do not allocate further sites for
employment development

Ideas for mitigation

dependent on scale and size of
development.
0
No impact
+
Will provide additional land for
employment use. Extent of positive
impact dependent on scale and type
of employment development
proposed.

0
No impact

0
No impact

Summary:
Option 2 does not have an impact on the objectives as it is the ‘do nothing’ approach. Option 1 has a more mixed impact on the objectives . Impacts would
largely be dependent on location of any employment site and this is not known at this stage. Option 1 has positive impacts on the economic objectives but
negative impacts on the environmental objectives (acknowledging that impact is dependent on location). The two options therefore perform broadly similarly
as a whole.
Option carried forward to Publication draft:
Option 1 was carried forward to Policy 15 (Employment Development)
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Existing allocations and policy designations

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

Delete existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

0
No impact

0/?
A secondary consequence of deleting
the employment allocation would be
an alternative use. Housing in this
location would not be a suitable use
as it’s surrounded by commercial and
industrial uses.

0
No significant impact. Located in an
accessible location so would
encourage walking to the site if
employers live locally.
0
No impact – site situated in an
industrial/commercial area some
distance from heritage assets and
Conservation Area

0
No impact

0/?
No significant impact.

0
No impact

0/?
Deletion of allocation in itself would
have no impact. Secondary impact
may be an alternative use to
employment on the site which may
have an impact – dependent on what
this alternative use would be.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

Delete existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
-/?
Retention of allocation would not
guarantee the site would definitely be
developed for employment. It may
remain undeveloped even with the
allocation.
However, any secondary employment
development arising from the
allocation would involve the loss of
trees as the site is greenfield and
heavily covered by trees. However, it
has been advised that the trees are
not of any notable public amenity
value, and are not species which
would warrant long term retention.
0
No significant impact – not in an area
of high landscape value. Adjacent to
supermarket in a relatively built up
area.
-/?
Retention of allocation would not
guarantee the site would definitely be
developed for employment so may not
result in loss of natural resources. . It
may remain undeveloped even with
the allocation.

0/?
Deletion of allocation in itself would
have no impact. Secondary impact
may be an alternative use to
employment on the site which may
have an impact – dependent on what
this alternative use would be.

0
No significant impact – not in an area
of high landscape value. Adjacent to
supermarket in a relatively built up
area.
-/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of
alternative uses on what is now a
greenfield site.
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Loss of trees could be offset. Full
ecological appraisal required to
accurately determine nature
conservation value

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

Delete existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

However, employment allocation
would increase likelihood of
development on a site which is heavily
covered by trees – not previously
developed.
0
Site not at flood risk.

0
Site not at flood risk.

0/?
Retention of employment designation
won’t in itself increase waste.
However, secondary impact of
retaining allocation would be potential
development of employment use on
site which may lead to increase
waste. Degree of impact dependent
on exact nature of the development.
0/?
Secondary impact of retaining
allocation would be development of
employment use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
+
Site is located in an accessible
location within 200m of Bingham
centre. This will incentivise public
transport use. A bus route also

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting the
allocation may be an alternative use
on site which could increase waste as
a secondary impact.

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of an
alternative use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
0/?
No direct impact but secondary
consequence of deleting the allocation
may be development of an alternative
use that would make benefit of the
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

Delete existing employment
allocation at Chapel Lane
(Bingham)

Ideas for mitigation

operates adjacent to the site along
good public transport accessibility.
Chapel Lane. Therefore an accessible
location for employment use.
+/?
Employment use on the site has been
-accepted as an acceptable use,
13. Employment
Loss of employment allocation.
hence its allocation. The fact it has
Negative impact
not been developed does not detract
from this benefit.
0/?
Depends on type of employment use
0
14. Innovation
that may result as a result of retaining
No impact
allocation. May be a benefit on
objective.
0
0
15. Economic Structure
Site of this size would not have an
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure
impact on economic structure
Summary: Option 1 has greater positive benefits overall given the significant economic advantages of retaining the allocation. Site is situated in a
sustainable location.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 15 (Economic Development)
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Hollygate Lane

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

0/?
No impact
0/?
No impact
0

0/?
No impact
0/?
No impact
0

No impact –not in proximity of
heritage assets.

No impact – site located on in
industrial estate and not in proximity
of heritage assets.

0/?
No impact
0/?

0/?
No impact

No impact

No impact

0/?

-/?

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

LWSs adjacent to site (Cotgrave
Colliery) designated for unusual plant
communities and a notable flora. This
designation covers the entire Colliery
site, however, a large area of this has
now been developed for housing.

Ideas for mitigation

-/?
Deletion of the allocation would
increase the likelihood of the site
being developed for other uses eg
housing – may also have an impact
on the biological assets identified.

The part of the Grantham Canal that
forms the eastern boundary of the site
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Biodiversity mitigation required.
Ecological assessments for any
intended use.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

is not a designated LWS but the area
of the Canal adjacent to the site to the
the South of Hollygate Lane is a
designated LWS.
Therefore there would potentially be
harm to designated conservation
assets caused by employment
development on this site.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

0/?
Impact on objective dependent on
type of employment use. Site not of
high landscape value and it currently
partly in use as open storage.
+/?
Site is approx. 50% greenfield and
50% PDL. On balance, retention of
allocation a positive impact.

Area to the east of the site (covering
approx. a third of the site) lies in Flood
Zone 3 (at risk from Grantham Canal).

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of
alternative uses which could have an
impact on landscape.
+/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of
alternative uses which would have a
positive benefit of reusing a PDLsite
-/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of
alternative uses. Part of site is at risk
of flooding as described under option
1 scenario.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

0/?
Retention of employment designation
won’t in itself increase waste.
However, secondary impact of
retaining allocation would be potential
development of employment use on
site which may lead to increase
waste. Degree of impact dependent
on exact nature of the development.
0/?
Secondary impact of retaining
allocation would be development of
employment use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
-/?
Site is in a relatively accessible
location, bordered to the north by new
housing development and to the west
by industrial units. If a secondary
effect of retaining the allocation would
be development of employment uses,
this would be considered to be a
suitable use in a relatively sustainable
location with good access to the SRN.
Lack of public transport serving the
site however. however.

Ideas for mitigation

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting the
allocation may be an alternative use
on site which could increase waste as
a secondary impact.

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of an
alternative use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
Improvements to the Hollygate
Lane/Colston Gate junction may need
to be improved

-/?
Same impact as for Option 1.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment

14. Innovation

15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hollygate Lane
(Cotgrave).

+/?
Employment use on the site has been
accepted as an acceptable use,
hence its allocation. The fact is has
not been developed does not detract
from this benefit.
0/?
Depends on type of employment use
that may result as a result of retaining
allocation. May be a benefit on
objective.
0
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure

Ideas for mitigation

-Loss of employment allocation.
Negative impact

0
No impact
0
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure

Summary:
Option 1 has greater positive benefits overall given the economic advantages of retaining the allocation for the town of Cotgrave. Site is not well served by
public transport but is surrounded by development.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 15 (Economic Development)
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hathern Station
Works (Sutton Bonington)

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hathern Station
Works (Sutton Bonington)

1. Housing

0/?
No impact

2. Health

0/?
No impact
0

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

0
No impact. Housing would not be a
suitable alternative use at this
location.
0/?
No impact
0

No impact –not in proximity of
heritage assets.

No impact – site located on in
industrial estate and not in proximity
of heritage assets.

0/?
No impact
0/?

0/?
No impact

No impact

No impact

0/?

0/?
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

Part greenfield/PDL site. No
designated features on the site.
0/?
No impact
+/?
Site is approx. 50% greenfield and
50% PDL. On balance, retention of

0/?
No impact
+/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

13. Employment

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hathern Station
Works (Sutton Bonington)

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hathern Station
Works (Sutton Bonington)

allocation a positive impact.

alternative uses which would have a
positive benefit of reusing a PDLsite
0
Site is not at risk of flooding

0
Site is not at risk of flooding
0/?
Retention of employment designation
won’t in itself increase waste.
However, secondary impact of
retaining allocation would be potential
development of employment use on
site which may lead to increase
waste. Degree of impact dependent
on exact nature of the development.
0/?
Secondary impact of retaining
allocation would be development of
employment use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
-Isolated location with very limited
public transport options.
+/?
Employment use on the site has been
accepted as an acceptable use,

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting the
allocation may be an alternative use
on site which could increase waste as
a secondary impact.

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of an
alternative use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
0/?
Isolated location .Secondary impact of
deleting the allocation may be an
alternative use in an unsustainable
location
Loss of employment allocation.
Negative impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
allocations at Hathern Station
Works (Sutton Bonington)

Delete existing employment
allocations at Hathern Station
Works (Sutton Bonington)

Ideas for mitigation

hence its allocation. The fact is has
not been developed does not detract
from this benefit.
0/?
0
14. Innovation
Location and type of surrounding uses
No impact
not compatible
0
0
15. Economic Structure
Site of this size would not have an
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure
impact on economic structure
Summary: Relatively small site so retention or deletion unlikely to have a significant impact on the objectives. Site is in a relatively inaccessible location so
has poor sustainable transport credentials. Both options perform comparably
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 2 was carried forward to Policy 15. Policy 15 would still allow for employment use on the site so a
similar effect to if allocation had been retained.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Option 1

Option 2

Retain employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

Delete employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

Ideas for mitigation

0
No alternative use for housing would
result

0
No impact

+/?
Deallocation would not directly result
in new housing on the site, however,
this would be a more realistic
alternative use on this site so could be
a secondary effect.
0/?
Secondary effect of deallocating the
site for employment would be a
potential allocation for housing.
Site is in some distance from a local
centre with health facilities. Closest
health centre is in East Leake (25
minute bus trip or 10 minute car drive)

0
3. Heritage

No impact

0
No impact

0
4. Crime

No impact

0
No impact

0
5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

No impact
?
Site mixed GF and PDL with

0
No impact
?
Impact depends on what the
secondary consequence of deleting
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste

Option 1

Option 2

Retain employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

Delete employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

substantial tree coverage. Impact
depends on whether a secondary
impact of retaining allocation would be
new employment buildings being built
on the site. This would lead to a
potential negative impact.

the allocation will be. May be an
alternative use e.g housing is deemed
appropriate which may have a
negative impact.

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0/?
Part GF/part PDL.
Neutral direct impact but secondary
consequence of employment
development would likely involve
consumption of natural resources
during construction and through future
employment use. Impact dependent
on employment use.
0
Site not at risk of flooding
0/?
Retention of employment designation
won’t in itself increase waste.
However, secondary impact of

0
No impact

0/?
Part GF/part PDL.
Neutral direct impact but secondary
consequence of employment
development would likely involve
consumption of natural resources
during construction and through future
0
Site not at risk of flooding
0/?
Secondary impact of deleting the
allocation may be an alternative use
on site which could increase waste as
a secondary impact.
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Adherence to LCA guidelines if new
development is proposed as a
secondary consequence of allocation
or deallocation.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

11. Energy

12. Transport

13. Employment

14. Innovation

Option 1

Option 2

Retain employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

Delete employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

Ideas for mitigation

retaining allocation would be potential
development of employment use on
site which may lead to increase
waste. Degree of impact dependent
on exact nature of the development.
0/?
Secondary impact of retaining
allocation would be development of
employment use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
Isolated location with limited public
transport options.
+
Retention of employment allocation
will not guarantee employment
development of the site but will
significantly increase the possibility.
Directly providing available
employment land. Potentials to bring
investment to a rural area, create job
opportunities
0/?
Depends on type of employment use
that may result as a result of retaining

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting
allocation may be development of an
alternative use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.
0/?
Isolated location . Secondary impact
of deleting the allocation may be an
alternative use in an unsustainable
location

-Loss of a relatively large employment
allocation /land.

0
No impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Retain employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

Delete employment designations at
4) Bunny Brickworks

allocation. May be a benefit on
objective.
0
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure

0
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure

Ideas for mitigation

Summary:
Large partly previously developed site in the Green Belt. In a relatively isolated location so negative impact on the Transport objectives for retention but
significant positive impact on Employment. Secondary impact of deleting the site could be redevelopment for other usese.g. housing.Option 1 has a slightly
more positive impact
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 2. Site taken forward as a regeneration site for a mixed use of housing and employment

B42

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

Delete existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

0
No impact

0
Housing as an alternative use for this
allocation would likely not be
considered appropriate given the
Green Belt designation and findings of
the Green Belt review.

0
2. Health

No impact

0
No impact

0
3. Heritage

No impact

0
No impact

0
4. Crime

No impact

0
No impact

0
5. Social

No impact

0
No impact

-/?
Loss of greenfield area.
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

However, no protected species or
designated sites present on site. Two
LWS in proximity (Cuckoo Bush
designated for its grassland

0
Impact dependent on secondary effect
– whether an alternative use is
developed on whether it is left as
vacant greenfield land.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

Delete existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

approximately 150 metres to the west
of the site, and Gotham Disused
Railway designated for its notable
calacerous communities directly to the
north of Gypsum Way.)
0/?

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Retention of employment allocation
does not guarantee it will be
developed. Retention may mean it
means undeveloped, therefore a
neutral impact on landscape.
If a secondary impact of retaining the
allocation is that it is developed with
new buildings, part of the site already
with several large buildings present on
site so further employment
development would not be considered
to have an incongruous impact on
landscape in this setting. Site is well
screened by wooded area directly
adjacent to the site to the west.
0
Neutral direct impact but secondary
consequence of employment
development would likely involve
consumption of natural resources

0/?
Direct impact of deletion of the
allocation would not have an impact
on landscape.
Secondary impact of an alternative
use on the site not considered to have
an impact as not suitable other use
type (e.g. housing) would not be
suitable in this location so it is likely it
would remain undeveloped.

0
No impact

B44

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

Delete existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

during construction and through future
employment use. Impact dependent
on employment use.
0
Site not at risk of flooding

0
Site not at risk of flooding

0/?
Retention of employment designation
won’t in itself increase waste.
However, secondary impact of
retaining allocation would be potential
development of employment use on
site which may lead to increase
waste. Degree of impact dependent
on exact nature of the development.
0
Secondary impact of retaining
allocation would be development of
employment use on site which may
lead to increase use of energy.

0/?
Secondary impact of deleting the
allocation may be an alternative use
on site which could increase waste as
a secondary impact.

0/?
No impact

12. Transport

13. Employment

+
Retention of employment allocation
will not guarantee employment
development of the site but will
significantly increase the possibility.
Directly providing available

Loss of employment allocation /land.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

14. Innovation

15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Retain existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

Delete existing employment
designation at British Gypsum
(Gotham).

employment land. Potentials to bring
investment to a rural area, create job
opportunities
0
No impact – existing employer not
contributing to innovation
0
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure

0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

0
Site of this size would not have an
impact on economic structure

Summary:
Relatively small site so retention or deletion unlikely to have a significant impact on the objectives. Secondary consequence of developing employment uses
considered to have a more positive impact on the site overall so on balance, option 1 considered more sustainable.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 2. Reasonable expansion of the existing employment would be permitted under Policy 15 of the LP2
so employment development would still be acceptable on the site in principle.
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Retail thresholds
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

Set a local threshold requiring an
impact assessment for retail
proposals with a gross floorspace
of 500 sqm or more

Option 2
Do not include a local threshold
and apply default national
threshold of 2,500 sqm

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
+

0
No impact
The higher national threshold would
result in proposals for out of centre
retail not being assessed for impact
on existing retail centres in the
Borough.

This would help ensure impact of out
of centre proposals for retail on
existing centre is assessed.
0/?
Impact dependent on location of out of
town proposal which may or may not
have a greater importance in terms of
green infrastructure and biodiversity.
0/?
Impact dependent on location of out of
town proposal which may or may not
have a greater importance in terms of
landscape.

0
No impact

0/?
As for option 1.

0/?
Impact as described for Option 1.

B47

Ideas for mitigation

Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy

12. Transport

Set a local threshold requiring an
impact assessment for retail
proposals with a gross floorspace
of 500 sqm or more
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

+
Extra restrictive policy in regards of
out of centre development which
would be less accessible and
encourage greater car use.

Option 2
Do not include a local threshold
and apply default national
threshold of 2,500 sqm

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
Would result in fewer restrictions for
out of town proposals which are less
accessible and would encourage
greater car usage and not maximise
public transport.

0
0
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: The two options perform similarly and are not considered to have an impact on the majority of the objectives. Option 1 however performs better
than Option 2 for both the Social objective and the Transport objective.
13. Employment
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Set a local threshold requiring an
impact assessment for retail
proposals with a gross floorspace
of 500 sqm or more

Option 2
Do not include a local threshold
and apply default national
threshold of 2,500 sqm

Ideas for mitigation

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 27 (Main Town Centre Uses Outside District Centres or Local
Centres).
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Renewable and low carbon energy generation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

Option 1

Option 2

Identify areas of the Borough as
suitable for renewable and low
carbon generation

Do not identify areas of the
Borough as suitable for renewable
and low carbon generation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0/?

0
No impact
0
No impact

Identifying suitable areas will allow
areas with heritage assets to be
avoided and protect sensitive areas.

0
No impact
0
No impact

0/?
No significant impact
NPPF wording justifies refusal of
applications which are considered to
have an adverse impact on heritage.

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

+
Identifying areas with lower landscape

Do not identify areas which would
have a significant harm to heritage
assets.

0
No impact
Policy text to include criteria not
permitting renewables in sensitive
areas
0
No impact

However, areas identified as suitable
would likely involve greenfield sites.
7. Landscape

Policy text to include heritage impact
as a consideration

0
No impact

+/?
Identifying suitable areas will allow
areas with important biological value
to be avoided.

Ideas for mitigation

Identifying areas with lower landscape
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Policy text to require that installations
are decommissioned at the end of the
operational life of development and
land restored to previous use.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

Option 1

Option 2

Identify areas of the Borough as
suitable for renewable and low
carbon generation

Do not identify areas of the
Borough as suitable for renewable
and low carbon generation

value as suitable for this type of
technology, specifically
acknowledging solar and wind have a
greater impact on landscape.

value as suitable for this type of
technology, specifically
acknowledging solar and wind have a
greater impact on landscape.
+/?
Will encourage greater use of
renewables which would help
preserve natural resources by
requiring less consumption of fossil
fuels e.g. coal

+/?
Will encourage greater use of
renewables which would help
preserve natural resources by
requiring less consumption of fossil
fuels of e.g. coal.
Proactive approach would encourage
developers through greater assurance
that schemes would be permitted in
those areas identified in the policy.
0
No impact
0
Anaerobic digestion plants would
reduce landfill but this type of
renewable would not be identified on
this basis
++
Proactive approach which would
support renewable energy generation
by giving more certainty to

Proactive approach would encourage
developers through greater assurance
that schemes would be permitted in
those areas identified in the policy.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact. Less certainty to
renewable energy developers who
would have to submit speculative
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Agricultural land value to be included
as one of the criteria for determining
proposals (e.g. proposals on BMV
land should not be approved).

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Identify areas of the Borough as
suitable for renewable and low
carbon generation

Do not identify areas of the
Borough as suitable for renewable
and low carbon generation

developers.

planning applications.

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
Criteria to include that sites should be
close to accessible transport routes.
No impact
No impact
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact – unless of a large
No impact
scale/exemplar type scheme
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: Option 1 performs more positively against the SA objectives in respect of Biodiversity and GI, Landscape and Energy. Identifying potentially
suitable areas for wind energy carried forward to Policy 16.
12. Transport

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 16 (Renewable Energy)
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Reducing carbon dioxide emissions
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage
4. Crime

5. Social

Introduce further policy on how
development should contribute to
reducing carbon dioxide emissions.

Option 2
Do not introduce further policy on
how development should
contribute to reducing carbon
dioxide emissions.

0
No impact
+
Reducing carbon dioxide emissions
would have a positive impact on
population’s health.
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0

0
No impact
0

No impact

No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

+/?
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

Long term – positives on natural
environment through contributing to
reducing pace of climate change –
important for our native species.
0
No impact
+

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

13. Employment
14. Innovation

Introduce further policy on how
development should contribute to
reducing carbon dioxide emissions.
Measures to reduce carbon dioxide
emissions would include reduction in
consumption of raw materials e.g.
burning of fossil fuels.
0
No impact
+/?
Measures to reduce waste (through
less landfill and more recycling) could
contribute to meeting any carbon
reduction target.
?
Employing energy efficiency
measures one of the most effective
ways of reducing carbon dioxide.
+/?
Motor vehicles are a large contributor
to carbon dioxide levels. Encouraging
public transport usage and making
more efficient use of transport
systems would be a potential way of
reducing carbon dioxide.
0
No impact
0
No impact

Option 2
Do not introduce further policy on
how development should
contribute to reducing carbon
dioxide emissions.
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

?

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Introduce further policy on how
development should contribute to
reducing carbon dioxide emissions.

Option 2
Do not introduce further policy on
how development should
contribute to reducing carbon
dioxide emissions.

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
No impact
No impact
Summary: Option 1 performs more positively against Option 2 for the Transport, Waste, Natural Resources, Biodiversity and GI, and Health. As such, it is
considered the most sustainable policy.
15. Economic Structure

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 2 was carried forward. Although option 1 performs more strongly against the objectives, it was not
considered appropriate to include a policy as CfSH has been withdrawn and replaced with the new national technical housing standards.
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SUDs

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

Option 1

Option 2

Introduce further policy in relation
to managing flood risk and
Sustainable Urban Drainage
Systems.

Do not introduce further policy in
relation to managing flood risk and
Sustainable Urban Drainage
Systems.

0
No impact
+
Well-designed SUDS can form part of
the Green Infrastructure network –
opportunities for recreational
activities. E.g improves attractiveness
of walking.
Presence of green spaces improves
sense of well being.
0

0
No impact

No impact
0

4. Crime
No impact
0
5. Social

No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

There are a number of SuDS
components that can make a
significant contribution to the

0
No impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Introduce further policy in relation
to managing flood risk and
Sustainable Urban Drainage
Systems.

Do not introduce further policy in
relation to managing flood risk and
Sustainable Urban Drainage
Systems.

biodiversity (ecological ) value of an
area (e.g. green roods, ponds,
swales, wetlands, trees).
7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment

0
No impact
+
SuDS can lead to air quality
improvements.
Can lead to the reduction and/or
sequestration of carbon.
Groundwater recharge improves
water quality and availability.
Will improve water efficiency.
+
Depending upon the design and
storage techniques SuDS can reduce
the frequency and/or severity of
flooding
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0

B57

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Introduce further policy in relation
to managing flood risk and
Sustainable Urban Drainage
Systems.

Do not introduce further policy in
relation to managing flood risk and
Sustainable Urban Drainage
Systems.

No impact
0
No impact

No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

Summary: Option 1 performs more positively than Option 2 for the Health, Biodiversity and GI, Natural Resources and Flooding objectives. As such, it is
considered the most sustainable policy. No significant negative impacts are identified for either option
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 18 (Surface Water Management).
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Green Infrastructure Networks
Option 2
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime

Identify new Green Infrastructure
corridors of local importance
through LP2.

0
No impact
+/?
On the assumption that the green
infrastructure corridors are made
publically accessible – positive benefit
on health. GI can support healthier
lifestyles by providing green routes for
walking and cycling, and green
spaces for exercise and play.
+/?
May improve access to
historic/cultural assets as part of the
Green Infrastructure networks. E.g.
Grantham Canal.
0
No impact
0

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Do not identify new Green
Infrastructure corridors of local
importance through LP2.

++

0
No impact
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Option 2
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Identify new Green Infrastructure
corridors of local importance
through LP2.

Do not identify new Green
Infrastructure corridors of local
importance through LP2.

. Having a specific Local Plan policy
and clear Council support for
protection of corridors could help with
funding for projects to improve etc.
Well planned GI increases ecological
connectivity to overcome habitat
fragmentation.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

+
Clear links between green
infrastructure and landscape.
Designating GI corridors should
contribute to protecting them which
will help preserve openness which in
turn would help conserve landscape
character. Its design and
management should also respect and
enhance the character and
distinctiveness of an area with regard
to habitats and landscape types.
+
GI supports the efficient management
of water resources.

0
No impact

0
No impact
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Option 2
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Identify new Green Infrastructure
corridors of local importance
through LP2.

Do not identify new Green
Infrastructure corridors of local
importance through LP2.

Ideas for mitigation

+
A network of green spaces reduces
the likelihood of flooding by allowing
0
water to permeate the ground.
9. Flooding
No impact
GI can be designed to act as flood
storage areas, holding large volumes
of water in temporary ponds to protect
built up areas from flooding.
0
0
10. Waste
No impact
No impact
0
0
11. Energy
No impact
No impact
+
Can encourage walking / cycling
0
12. Transport
instead of car usage through a series
No impact
of co-ordinated green infrastructure
corridors.
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: Option 1 performs more positively than Option 2 for the Health, Heritage, Landscape, Biodiversity and GI, Natural Resources , Flooding and
Transport objectives. As such, it is considered the most sustainable policy. No significant negative impacts are identified for either option
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Option 2
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Identify new Green Infrastructure
corridors of local importance
through LP2.

Do not identify new Green
Infrastructure corridors of local
importance through LP2.

Ideas for mitigation

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 35 (Green Infrastructure Network and Urban Fringe)
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Local Green Space

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Option 1

Option 2

Designate Local Green Space
through LP2 and include a policy to
ensure their protection from
development

Do not designate Local Green
Space through LP2

-/?
Would prevent the site coming
forward as a housing allocation or
permission
+/?
Dependent on type of local green
space. May have recreational value
and encourage healthier lifestyles
through its designation.

0
No impact
0/?
Potential to lose local green space to
other forms of development – could
impact on health if the space is valued
for recreation.

+/?

3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

One of the criteria for designating
local green space is for its historical
significance and or/local character.
Therefore a potential positive/
dependent on site.
0
No impact
+
?/+
One of the criteria for designating

0/?
Potential to lose local green space to
other forms of development – could
impact on heritage if the space is
valued for heritage.

0
No impact
0
No impact
0/?
Potential to lose local green space to
other forms of development
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Designate Local Green Space
through LP2 and include a policy to
ensure their protection from
development

Do not designate Local Green
Space through LP2

local green space is for its richness of
its wildlife. Therefore a potential
positive this is dependent on site.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste

+/?
One of the criteria for designating
local green space is for its value for its
beauty. Therefore a potential positive
but this is dependent on site.
+/?
This would protect the designated
green spaces from development and
leave them open. Dependent on the
type of green space, this could have a
positive impact on air quality, would
prevent loss of soils for development.
Some assets would be more valuable
in this regard than others.
+/?
Designations should prevent built
development on these sites, reduces
the likelihood of flooding by allowing
water to permeate the ground. Impact
dependent on type of designation.
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Designate Local Green Space
through LP2 and include a policy to
ensure their protection from
development

Do not designate Local Green
Space through LP2

0
No impact
0
No impact
-/?
Will prevent sites coming forward as
employment designations
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary
Option 1 would potentially have a positive impact on the Heritage, Social, Landscape, Health , Biodivesrity and GI (depending on the type of Local Green
Space identified). This was the better option overall.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 33 (Local Green Space)
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Ancient Woodland and Trees

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy to protect
and enhance ancient woodland and
veteran trees

Do not include further policy to
protect and enhance ancient
woodland and veteran trees

0
No impact
0
No impact
+

0
No impact
0
No impact

Ancient woodland and veteran trees
form part of the Borough’s heritage so
additional wording to protect and
conserve will be of benefit.

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact

++
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

Ancient woodland and veteran trees
are of an important ecological value
and form
++
Veteran trees and woodland form an
important part of our historic and
natural landscape.

0
No impact

0
No impact

B66

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy to protect
and enhance ancient woodland and
veteran trees

Do not include further policy to
protect and enhance ancient
woodland and veteran trees

Ideas for mitigation

+
Trees are an important carbon sink 0
extra protection therefore have a
8. Natural Resources
positive impact on reducing levels of
No impact
carbon dioxide released into the
atmosphere.
0
0
9. Flooding
No impact
No impact
0
0
10. Waste
No impact
No impact
0
0
11. Energy
No impact
No impact
0
0
12. Transport
No impact
No impact
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: Option 1 performs strongly against a larger number of SA objectives (Heritage, Biodiversity and GI, Landscape and Natural Resources) and is
considered and therefore performs better against the objectives than Option 2.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 37 (Trees and Woodlands)
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Biodiversity off setting
Assumptions – that offsetting is a last resort if harm, avoidance, mitigation not possible to existing feature.
Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy on
biodiversity off-setting to ensure
compensation is delivered.

Do not include further policy on
biodiversity off-setting to ensure
compensation is delivered.

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

3. Heritage

0
No impact

0
No impact

4. Crime

0
No impact

0
No impact

5. Social

0
No impact

0
No impact

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

Ideas for mitigation

Further policy would give greater
certainty that off –setting is provided
and what measures are expected
from developers.

0
No impact
No clear policy on offsetting in NPPF,
so fewer assurances that offsetting
would be provided. Lack of detail.

Policy wording to include that
offsetting is only acceptable when
avoiding harm to the existing feature
is not possible, avoidance is not
possible and mitigation is not
possible.

+

0

Ensure LCA guidelines are referred to

B68

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy on
biodiversity off-setting to ensure
compensation is delivered.

Do not include further policy on
biodiversity off-setting to ensure
compensation is delivered.

Ideas for mitigation

Mutually compatible objectives –
biodiversity off-setting complements
the Landscape objective.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

No impact

when proposing a new nature site in
an area to ensure appropriate species
and habitats are created.

0
No impact
0
9. Flooding
No impact
0
10. Waste
No impact
0
0
11. Energy
No impact
No impact
0
0
12. Transport
No impact
No impact
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: Option 1 performs more positively than Option 2 for the Landscape and Biodiversity and GI objectives. As such, it is considered the most
sustainable policy. No significant negative impacts are identified for either option
8. Natural Resources

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 36 (Designated Nature Conservation Sites)
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Leisure, tourism and sport
Safeguarded recreational facilities
Option 1

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Identify policy to safeguard the
following locations from
development which would
prejudice the ecological,
recreational , tourism and
commercial potential of 1) River
Trent, 2) River Soar, 3) Grantham
Canal, 4) Great Central Railway.
0
No impact
+
These are recreational routes for
walking/cycling etc. Greater protection
for these routes would therefore have
a positive impact on encouraging
healthier lifestyles.

Option 2
Do not include policy to safeguard
the following locations from
development: 1) River Trent, 2)
River Soar, 3) Grantham Canal, 4)
Great Central Railway.

0
No impact

0
No impact

+

3. Heritage

Great Central Railway is a heritage
line and Grantham Canal is also a
designated heritage asset. Additional
policy to safeguard in relation to
tourism value will open up further
opportunities for people to engage
with these heritage assets.

0
No impact
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Ideas for mitigation

Option 1

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

4. Crime

Identify policy to safeguard the
following locations from
development which would
prejudice the ecological,
recreational , tourism and
commercial potential of 1) River
Trent, 2) River Soar, 3) Grantham
Canal, 4) Great Central Railway.
0
No impact
0
No impact

5. Social

Option 2
Do not include policy to safeguard
the following locations from
development: 1) River Trent, 2)
River Soar, 3) Grantham Canal, 4)
Great Central Railway.

0
No impact
-/?
Potentially negative impact, as
although River Trent, Soar and
Grantham Canal are covered by
national conservation policy, they are
not safeguarded specifically for their
leisure and recreational use so a
negative impact on social cohesion.

+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

These are also LWSs in full or in part.
This policy would give further
protection for them.
+
These are features which give local
distinctiveness. This policy will give
greater protection to these features .
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
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Option 1

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation

15. Economic Structure

Identify policy to safeguard the
following locations from
development which would
prejudice the ecological,
recreational , tourism and
commercial potential of 1) River
Trent, 2) River Soar, 3) Grantham
Canal, 4) Great Central Railway.
+
Will ensure incompatible uses that
have higher risk of flooding aren’t
proposed.
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No impact
+
Potential minor positive impact on
tourism facilities helping to widen
Borough’s economic base.

Option 2
Do not include policy to safeguard
the following locations from
development: 1) River Trent, 2)
River Soar, 3) Grantham Canal, 4)
Great Central Railway.

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary:
Option 1 performs more strongly than Option 2 against the Health, Heritage, Biodiversity and GI, Landscape, Flooding and Economic Structure objectives
and the objectives overall. No significant impacts identified.
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Option 1

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Identify policy to safeguard the
following locations from
development which would
prejudice the ecological,
recreational , tourism and
commercial potential of 1) River
Trent, 2) River Soar, 3) Grantham
Canal, 4) Great Central Railway.

Option 2
Do not include policy to safeguard
the following locations from
development: 1) River Trent, 2)
River Soar, 3) Grantham Canal, 4)
Great Central Railway.

Ideas for mitigation

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 31 (Sustainable Tourism and Leisure).
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Contamination and land instability
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Include more detail in regards to
contamination and land stability

0/?
Could restrict supply of land for
housing. Depends on location and
how restrictive the policy is.
+
Contamination of land could lead to
adverse health impacts if sites were
developed for another use (e.g.
residential, employment, school)
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
+/?
Positive impact if sustainable remedial
measures are included in the policy
0

Option 2
Do not include policy with more
detail in regards to contamination
and land stability

0
No impact

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
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Ideas for mitigation

Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 2

Include more detail in regards to
contamination and land stability

Do not include policy with more
detail in regards to contamination
and land stability

No impact

No impact

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
No impact
No impact
0
0
11. Energy
No impact
No impact
0
0
12. Transport
No impact
No impact
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: The two options perform similarly and are not considered to have an impact on the majority of the objectives. As no negative impacts identified
both options are considered sustainable. Option 1 marginally more sustainable as a more positive impact on the Health and Natural Resources objective.
10. Waste

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1. Further detail on land contamination is included in Policy 40 (Pollution and Land Contamination).
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Noise pollution
Option 1
Option 2
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy

Include further detailed policy to
noise pollution

0
No impact
+
Minor positive. Noise pollution can
have a detrimental impact on mental
health and well being.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation
Do not include policy with more
detail in relation to noise pollution

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
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Option 1
Option 2
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Include further detailed policy to
noise pollution

Ideas for mitigation
Do not include policy with more
detail in relation to noise pollution

0
0
No impact
No impact
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: The two options perform similarly and are not considered to have an impact on the majority of the objectives. As no negative impacts identified
both options are considered sustainable. Option 1 marginally more sustainable as a more positive impact on the Health objective.
12. Transport

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 – Noise attenuation is covered in Policy 1 (Development Requirements).
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Light pollution

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

10. Waste

Option 1

Option 2

Include further detailed policy in
relation to light pollution

Do not include policy with more
detail in relation to light pollution

0
No impact
+
Minor positive. Light pollution can
have a detrimental impact on mental
health and well being.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
+
Additional policy on light pollution
could help proposed development
minimise impact on landscape.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Include further detailed policy in
relation to light pollution

Do not include policy with more
detail in relation to light pollution

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
No impact
No impact
0
0
12. Transport
No impact
No impact
0
0
13. Employment
No impact
No impact
0
0
14. Innovation
No impact
No impact
0
0
15. Economic Structure
No impact
No impact
Summary: The two options perform similarly and are not considered to have an impact on the majority of the objectives. As no negative impacts identified
both options are considered sustainable.
11. Energy

Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 – Light pollution is covered in Policy 1 (Development Requirements).
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Air pollution

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport

Option 1

Option 2

Include further detailed policy in
relation to air pollution

Do not include policy with more
detail in relation to air pollution

0
No impact
+
Air pollution negative impact on
health. Further policy
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
+//?
More policy could reduce emissions if
restrictive.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0

0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Include further detailed policy in
relation to air pollution

Do not include policy with more
detail in relation to air pollution

No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

Summary:
Option 1 performs more strongly against the objectives due to the positive impact on Natural Resources and Health objectives.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 carried forward to Policy 41 (Air Quality).
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Biodiversity
Networks

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Option 1

Option 2

Identify existing and proposed
biodiversity networks

Do not identify existing and
proposed biodiversity networks

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
?/+
Protection of local habitats of
importance can improve local
population health through improving
publically accessible GI.

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
++/?

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Identification of networks in policy
would give them a greater degree of
protection as these are not protected
under national legislation. Establishing
a network in policy will help ensure

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
-/?
Potentially negative impact on existing
networks as lack of identification in a
policy may offer less protection and
see harm caused to them if national
policy and guidance not sufficient to
protect them.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Identify existing and proposed
biodiversity networks

Do not identify existing and
proposed biodiversity networks

Ideas for mitigation

that important habitats don’t become
fragmented.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport

+/?
Links between biodiversity, green
infrastructure and landscape.
Protecting biodiversity networks
should help preserve openness which
would help conserve landscape
character.
+
Additional protection of ecological
features and the local network will
help maintain natural resources,
improve environmental quality.
+
Additional protection of biodiversity
networks mutually compatible with
reducing flood risk. Improving wetland
habitats, improving local watercourses
will help watercourses cope with
increased flows
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0

-/?
Links between biodiversity, green
infrastructure and landscape. May be
a negative impact if biodiversity
networks aren’t identified if these are
then compromised by development as
result.
-/?
Lack of local protection may result in
loss of local sites, negative impact on
local network and will diminish natural
resources and environmental quality.
-/?
Lack of protection may lead to
degradation of local wetland habitats.,
degradation of water quality and
potentially increased risk of flooding.
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Option 1

Option 2

Identify existing and proposed
biodiversity networks

Do not identify existing and
proposed biodiversity networks

No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact

0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact
0
No significant impact

Ideas for mitigation

Summary:
Option 1 performs more strongly against the objectives due to the extra protection it will give to local ecological networks that might not be protected by
national policy. This has an overall positive impact on the environmental objectives.
Option carried forward to Publication draft:
Option 1 carried forward to Policy 38 (Non-designated biodiversity assets and the wider ecological network)
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy to protect
parks and open space.

Do not include further policy to
protect parks and open space.

0
No impact

0
No impact
-/?
Could result in loss of parks and open
space for other uses – loss of
opportunities for leading healthier
lifestyles.

Ideas for mitigation

+
Protects parks and open space which
will improve/protect opportunities for
recreational physical activity.
+

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

Dependent on type of parks and open
space but could strengthen local
distinctiveness and character.

0
No significant impact

0
No impact
+
Parks and open space have value in
bringing communities together.
Additional protection would therefore
have a positive benefit.
+/?

0
No impact
-/?
Could result in loss of parks and open
space for other uses – loss of
opportunities for bringing communities
together.

Parks and open space can have
biological value and do have GI value.
Extra protection would therefore have
a positive benefit.
+/?

-/?
Potential loss of parks and open
space would have a negative impact
on biodiversity/GI
-/?
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy to protect
parks and open space.

Do not include further policy to
protect parks and open space.

Parks and green space can contribute
to landscape character. Compatible
land uses.

No protection would increase risk of
development of these types for other
uses. Sites could have importance for
landscape character by helping to
preserve openness.
Potential loss of trees, areas of green
space would have a negative impact
on natural resources through loss of
carbon sinks.
-/?
Loss of parks and open space and
reuse with non –permeable surfaces
may have an increase ein run off and
increase in flooding.
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Ideas for mitigation

8. Natural Resources

+
Protection would involve protection of
natural resources e.g. trees which
would have a positive benefit on
natural resources e.g. air quality

9. Flooding

+
Parks and open spaces are
compatible uses for areas at flood risk
and absorb waters.

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Option 1

Option 2

Include further policy to protect
parks and open space.

Do not include further policy to
protect parks and open space.

Ideas for mitigation

Summary:
Option 1 performs more strongly against the objectives due to the extra protection it will give to parks and open space. This has an overall positive impact on
the environmental objectives.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 32 (Recreational open space) and Policy 34 GI and Open Space
Assets.
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Regeneration
Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Identify 1) Bunny Brickworks and 2)
the Former Islamic Institute as sites
suitable for regeneration
+
Identification will involve allocating
part of the sites for housing.
Both sites are situated in isolated
locations away from centres with
health service provision.
Redevelopment of the sites would not
encourage healthier lifestyles through
walking/cycling due to distance from
services/facilities.

Option 2
Do not identify 1) Bunny
Brickworks and 2) the Former
Islamic Institute as sites suitable
for regeneration
0
No impact

0
No impact

0
3. Heritage

4. Crime

Neither site has any identified heritage
assets or any in proximity.
+/?
Positive impact as current derelict
building at Flintham has encouraged
anti-social behaviour (trespassing,
criminal damage etc) and contributes
to a feeling of unsafety. Secondary
consequence of identifiying site for
regeneration would be development of

0
No impact

-/?
Potential for continuation of existing
crime issues at Flintham site if no
alternative use is pursued.
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Identify 1) Bunny Brickworks and 2)
the Former Islamic Institute as sites
suitable for regeneration

Option 2
Do not identify 1) Bunny
Brickworks and 2) the Former
Islamic Institute as sites suitable
for regeneration

Ideas for mitigation

alternative uses and demolition of
current building.
5. Social

Isolated sites not in walking distance
to any community facilities or
services.

0
No impact

0

Full ecological appraisal would be
required whether there is a presence
of important species/habitats

No impact.

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Flintham: There are no designated
nature conservation assets within the
site. Nearest designated site is
Flintham Park LWS. This is 130m
south west of the site beyond the
Cricket pitch. Phase 1 habitat survey
identified broadleaf woodland, scrub
and semi-improved neutral grassland.
These are LBAP habitats.

0
No impact

Bunny:
Part of the site greenfield but no
identified features of ecological value
identified however. Significant wooded
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Identify 1) Bunny Brickworks and 2)
the Former Islamic Institute as sites
suitable for regeneration

Option 2
Do not identify 1) Bunny
Brickworks and 2) the Former
Islamic Institute as sites suitable
for regeneration

area directly adjacent to the site to the
north.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

0
Bunny: Site surrounded by
development to the west (industrial
use), south (recycling centre) with
residential development to the north
and the A60 to the west of the site.
Secondary consequence of identifying
site for regeneration would be
alternative uses on the site. This
would not therefore be considered to
have a significant impact on
landscape.
Flintham: Development would be
unlikely to detract from existing
landscape and visual amenity – low
value landscape and site is well
contained.
+
Sites are largely previously developed
and not agricultural
land,redevelopment would therefore
represent a sustainable and efficient
use of land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to

0
No impact

0
No impact
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

Identify 1) Bunny Brickworks and 2)
the Former Islamic Institute as sites
suitable for regeneration
increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and
services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation.
The significant benefit of reusing
PDLd site is considered to outweigh
the negative impacts on the objective.
0
Neither site identified as at risk of
flooding
Secondary consequence of identifying
site for regeneration would be
development of the sites for
alternative uses. Exact uses will
determine level of waste generated
but it will inevitably involve an
increase in waste.
Secondary consequence of identifying
site for regeneration would be
development of the sites for
alternative uses. Construction and
occupation will inevitably involve an
increase in energy use.
Secondary consequence of identifying

Option 2
Do not identify 1) Bunny
Brickworks and 2) the Former
Islamic Institute as sites suitable
for regeneration

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact

0
No impact
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Option 1
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Identify 1) Bunny Brickworks and 2)
the Former Islamic Institute as sites
suitable for regeneration
site for regeneration would be
development of the sites for
alternative uses ie
housing/employment. Due to
distances from main employment and
shopping areas, education and
community services, developing this
site for housing/employment will
inevitably lead to increased use of the
private car and congestion.
+/?
Potential to develop employment uses
as part of the regeneration.
0
No impact

Option 2
Do not identify 1) Bunny
Brickworks and 2) the Former
Islamic Institute as sites suitable
for regeneration

Ideas for mitigation

0
No impact
0
No impact
0
No impact

Summary:
Option 1 has mixed impacts on the objectives. Whereas there are positives associated with the reuse of previously developed sites, and there would be
limited impact of redevelopment on landscape, there are negatives identified due to the relatively isolated location of both sites. This has a negative impact
on the transport objective and health objective as it would lead to greater reliance on the motor car for journeys and de-incentives walking/cycling. There is
also a positive benefit for the crime objective on redevelopment of the site at Flintham due to the crime and antisocial behaviour issues currently associated
with the derelict former Islamic Institute building.
Option carried forward to Publication draft: Option 1 was carried forward into Policy 24 (Fintham) and Policy 23 (Bunny Brickworks)
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Appendix C Options for the Spatial Strategy

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Housing shortfall option 1: Principle of increasing growth at the key
settlements in excess of the minimum targets identified in the Core
Strategy
This will increase the amount of housing that LP2 is delivering.
Each of the larger settlements has a doctor’s surgery so new development
will be focussed in settlements that have provision. A positive impact would
depend on whether these have capacity for expansion.

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Potential positive benefit on encouraging healthier lifestyles through
improving recreational access to wider countryside (dependent on site
chosen).

Ideas for mitigation

None
Ensure any new housing site includes new open
space and takes advantage of any opportunities to
integrate with any existing surrounding GI
networks.
Update of Infrastructure Capacity Study required in
order to inform whether existing doctors surgery
provision in the key settlements can accommodate
further population increase this scenario would
result in.
All potential sites to be assessed for heritage
impact as part of site selection process.

Impact would depend on the sites that would be identified for development
under this option. Any heritage assets will be identified through any site
assessment work.
No direct impact

None

Development would be focussed on those settlements that have greater
number and range of services and facilities (shops, community centres, and
libraries, leisure centres) to support it. Impact would depend on the level of
growth proposed at each of the key settlements as some may have less
capability to absorb further additional growth.
Additional development would necessitate additional loss of greenfield sites
in the key settlements due to lack of availability of PDL sites. This would
potentially have a negative impact on biodiversity in terms of loss of wildlife
habitats and green infrastructure corridors, depending on the sites
identified. The key settlements are already identified for substantial
greenfield loss so this would have a greater negative impact due to
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Site selection process to assess biodiversity
impact on each site and opportunities for GI
linkages and integration as part of the design of
the scheme. Promote opportunities for new GI
through any site allocations.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Housing shortfall option 1: Principle of increasing growth at the key
settlements in excess of the minimum targets identified in the Core
Strategy

Ideas for mitigation

cumulative impact.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste
11. Energy

12. Transport

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Additional development may have an additional negative impact on the
wider landscape character of the key settlements. Impact would depend on
the individual settlement and sites identified, however, as the key
settlements (with the exception of Cotgrave) are already identified for
substantial greenfield loss, any additional development could have a
greater negative impact due to cumulative impact.
Allocation of additional greenfield sites in the key settlements may lead to
greater pressure to identify sites which are of higher quality agricultural
land.
Allocation of additional greenfield sites in the key settlements may lead to
greater pressure to identify sites which may have greater risk of flooding
due to reduced number of sites available.
Additional properties would inevitably increase waste. However, this would
be the same for the other growth strategies, regardless of location.
No direct impact.

Site selection process should refer to the
Landscape and Visual Analysis or Potential
Development Sites Study.
Mitigation measures as proposed through this and
Landscape Character Assessment.

Ensure the Sequential and Exceptions Tests are
followed in site selection.

Focusing development on key settlements with ensure development occurs
in areas already better served by public transport (compared to smaller
villages). The larger settlements are also the settlements that tend to have
the better road transport infrastructure.
Will not directly create any jobs (except from jobs created during the
construction phase)
No direct impact
No direct impact.

Summary
This would have a positive impact on the transport objective as it would focus on additional growth at those settlements that have a more frequent bus

C2

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Housing shortfall option 1: Principle of increasing growth at the key
settlements in excess of the minimum targets identified in the Core
Strategy

Ideas for mitigation

service. Increasing the housing allocations at the key settlements by this degree may increase the risk of having to identify those more sensitive greenfield
sites in terms of potentially landscape, flood risk etc. The impact would depend on the sites identified for development. There could be a more pronounced
impact on the landscape objective due to cumulative impact on rural character. There would also be a positive impact on the Social objective as this
significant level of development would help sustain the local centres and retail and other facilities (eg libraries, leisure centres) that exist in the key
settlements.
There would be a negative impact on the environmental objectives, principally Biodiversity, Natural Resources and Landscape. This is due to the significant
further greenfield landtake that would result.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green

Housing shortfall option 2: Increased growth at the third tier of
settlements with the same level of growth at key settlements as
proposed under Core Strategy
This will increase the amount of housing that LP2 is delivering overall,
therefore having a positive impact on this objective.
Two of the third tier settlements (Aslockton and Tollerton) do not have a
medical practice in their village. There would be a negative impact on those
settlements due to this lack of provision. The other remaining third tier
settlements do have a medical centre.
All available sites in the third tier lie adjacent to the settlement and in the
countryside, so there are good potential opportunities for linkages to the
wider countryside using existing PROW which would encourage healthier
lifestyles.
Impact on the heritage assets would depend on individual sites identified for
development. There are Conservation Areas and heritage assets adjacent
to, in proximity of or part of some of the available sites in the third tier of
settlements so impact would depend on sites identified for development. A
number of the third tier settlements do have large Conservation Areas in
respect of the relative size of the village, so some of the available housing
sites would potentially have a more pronounced effect on the historic
character of these settlements. Due to the high housing requirement under
this option, these more sensitive sites may need to be developed in order to
reach the identified housing target. Negative impact.
No direct impact.
Those settlements at the third tier have less services and facilities than the
Key Settlements but still have basic services and facilities. Additional
development should encourage greater use of the shops and facilities in the
third tier. The greater range of retail and services and facilities that exist in
the Key Settlements would not be supported under this option.
This strategy would also lead to the allocation of additional greenfield sites
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Ideas for mitigation

None
Ensure any new housing site includes new open
space and takes advantage of any opportunities to
integrate with any existing surrounding GI
networks.
Update of Infrastructure Capacity Study required in
order to inform whether existing doctors surgery
provision in the key settlements can accommodate
further population increase this scenario would
result in.
All potential sites to be assessed for heritage
impact as part of site selection process.

None

Site selection process to assess biodiversity

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste

Housing shortfall option 2: Increased growth at the third tier of
settlements with the same level of growth at key settlements as
proposed under Core Strategy
for development due to the lack of available PDL sites in the third tier of
settlements. This would potentially have a negative impact on biodiversity in
terms of loss of wildlife habitats and green infrastructure corridors,
depending on the sites identified. For example, there are LWSs in the third
tier settlement adjacent to, and also part of, available development sites,
that could be adversely affected by development.
The strategy would lead to the allocation of additional greenfield sites for
development over a wider spatial distribution and include the identification
of sites in more rural settlements. Impact on landscape character would be
of a site specific nature and depend on the sites identified for development.
However, on average, the third tier settlements do have landscapes of a
higher value and sensitivity when compared to the key settlements
(according to the Landscape and Visual Analysis Study). There would
therefore potentially be a greater negative of focussing development on the
third tier and sites with a high landscape score may have to be identified in
order to meet the number of dwellings required under this scenario.

Ideas for mitigation

impact on each site and opportunities for GI
linkages and integration as part of the design of
the scheme. Promote opportunities for new GI
through any site allocations.

Site selection process should refer to the
Landscape and Visual Analysis or Potential
Development Sites Study.
Mitigation measures as proposed through this and
Landscape Character Assessment.

Some of the available sites in the third tier of settlements are identified as
high quality agricultural land. Impact is therefore dependent on the sites
chosen.
Some of the available sites in the third tier of settlements are identified as
being at risk of flooding.
Development strategy would increase household waste, as would all of the
other potential growth strategies.

11. Energy
Any additional housing development would inevitably lead to additional
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Ensure the Sequential and Exceptions Tests are
followed in site selection.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Housing shortfall option 2: Increased growth at the third tier of
settlements with the same level of growth at key settlements as
proposed under Core Strategy

Ideas for mitigation

consumption of energy through electricity, gas usage etc.

12. Transport

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

The third tier of settlements are less accessible than the key settlements or
the main urban area adjacent to West Bridgford. Public transport does
serve the third tier of settlements, but not at the same frequency as those
services to the key settlements. Accessibility has recently been worsened
with the recent withdrawal of a key bus service for Aslockton, Cropwell
Bishop , East Bridgford (Villager 2).
This option would see more development at the third tier than the other
growth options so would see more development in these less accessible
settlements.
No direct impact on this objective.
No direct impact on this objective
No direct impact on this objective.

Summary
Introducing housing allocations at the third tier settlements would have a minor negative impact on the transport objective. The third tier settlements have
varying public transport services. Gotham and Tollerton benefit from a more reliable and frequent service and are also closer to the main urban area which
would further encourage public transport usage. Sutton Bonington, Cropwell Bishop, Aslockton, and East Bridgford do not benefit from as frequent or quicker
service. This option would not result in any additional development at the key settlements, which have the most frequent and reliable public transport.
This would support the facilities and services that exist in the third tier settlements, with a consequent positive impact on improving the rural economy and the
social objective. This would not however focus any additional growth on the key settlements, which have a greater range and number of key services and
facilities available (e.g. more shops, leisure centres) etc.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Housing shortfall option 3: Increased development distributed
between the key settlements and third tier of settlements.
This will increase the amount of housing that LP2 is delivering overall,
therefore having a positive impact on this objective.

The key settlements and the third tier settlement all have medical practices.
A positive impact would depend on whether these facilities have capacity
for expansion or capability of accommodating more patients.

Impact on heritage assets would depend on individual sites identified for
development.

Ideas for mitigation

None
Ensure any new housing site includes new open
space and takes advantage of any opportunities to
integrate with any existing surrounding GI
networks.
Update of Infrastructure Capacity Study required in
order to inform whether existing doctors surgery
provision in the key settlements can accommodate
further population increase this scenario would
result in.
All potential sites to be assessed for heritage
impact as part of site selection process.

No direct impact.
Both the key settlements and the third tier of settlements have a degree of
facilities and services. The key settlements have more services and
facilities, so having an increased level of housing at these locations would
have a more positive impact on this objective due to this greater availability.
This strategy would lead to the allocation of additional greenfield sites for
development in both the key settlements and the third tier of settlements.

None

There would potentially have a negative impact on biodiversity in terms of
loss of wildlife habitats and green infrastructure corridors, depending on the
sites identified.

Site selection process to assess biodiversity
impact on each site and opportunities for GI
linkages and integration as part of the design of
the scheme. Promote opportunities for new GI
through any site allocations.

Under this option there would be a greater spatial distribution of greenfield
loss instead of it being concentrated on a smaller number of settlements).
There would be a negative impact overall.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Housing shortfall option 3: Increased development distributed
between the key settlements and third tier of settlements.

Ideas for mitigation

This strategy would lead to the allocation of additional greenfield sites for
development over a wider spatial distribution and include the identification
of sites in more rural settlements alongside the key settlements.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

9. Waste
10. Energy

Impact on landscape character would be of a site specific nature and
depend on the sites identified for development. However, on average, the
third tier settlements do have landscapes of a higher value and sensitivity
when compared to the key settlements (according to the Landscape and
Visual Analysis Study). Some of the sites in the Key Settlements also have
a high landscape score. Under this scenario, it should be possible to avoid
developing those sites with the higher landscape scores.
Development strategy would result in the release of additional greenfield
sites over a wider area. This could potentially lead to the loss of sites with
higher agricultural land quality. The impact is therefore dependent on the
sites chosen.
Development strategy would result in the release of additional greenfield
sites over a wider area. This could potentially lead to the loss of sites at
higher risk of flooding. The impact is therefore dependent on the sites
chosen.
Development strategy would increase household waste, as would all of the
other potential growth strategies.
Any additional housing development would inevitably lead to additional
consumption of energy through electricity, gas usage etc.
The Key Settlements are well served by public transport in terms of
frequency of services and journey times.

11. Transport

The third tier of settlements are less accessible than the key settlements or
the main urban area adjacent to West Bridgford. Public transport does
serve the third tier of settlements, but not at the same frequency as those
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Site selection process should refer to the
Landscape and Visual Analysis or Potential
Development Sites Study.
Mitigation measures as proposed through this and
Landscape Character Assessment.

Ensure the Sequential and Exceptions Tests are
followed in site selection.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Housing shortfall option 3: Increased development distributed
between the key settlements and third tier of settlements.

Ideas for mitigation

services to the key settlements. Accessibility has recently been worsened
with the recent withdrawal of a key bus service for Aslockton, Cropwell
Bishop, East Bridgford (Villager 2).

12. Employment
13. Innovation
14. Economic Structure
Summary

As the growth would be distributed between the more accessible Key
Settlements and the less accessible third tier, there would be a less
negative impact than concentrating all additional development on the third
tier.
No direct impact on this objective.
No direct impact on this objective
No direct impact on this objective.

None

Introducing housing allocations at the third tier settlements would have a minor negative impact on the transport objective. The third tier settlements have
varying public transport services. Gotham and Tollerton benefit from a more reliable and frequent service and are also closer to the main urban area which
would further encourage public transport usage. Sutton Bonington, Cropwell Bishop, Aslockton, and East Bridgford do not benefit from as frequent or quicker
service. This option would result in additional development at the key settlements, which have the most frequent and reliable public transport.
This option would support the facilities and services at both the third tier and key settlements which would therefore have a positive impact on the social
objective.
As with the options 1 and 2, there would be a negative on the environmental objectives due to the increased greenfield landtake that would result. Impact
would depend on the sites identified for development.

C9

Housing shortfall option 4: The ‘do nothing’ approach.
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing
2. Health

(i.e. growth at the scale proposed under the Core Strategy (1,100
homes) and concentrated purely on the key settlements)
This would not increase the amount of housing that LP2 is delivering
overall. No impact.
No impact

3. Heritage

No impact

4. Crime

No impact

5. Social

No positive impact on the third tier of settlements as no additional
population growth under this option to support the services and facilities of
those rural settlements (e.g. public houses, convenience stores).

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste

No impact as no additional loss of greenfield sites in the third tier
settlements
No impact as no additional loss of greenfield sites in the third tier
settlements
No additional construction or use of natural resources.
No impact
No impact

11. Energy

No impact

12. Transport

No impact
No impact

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

No impact
No impact
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Ideas for mitigation

Housing shortfall option 4: The ‘do nothing’ approach.
Sustainability appraisal
objectives

(i.e. growth at the scale proposed under the Core Strategy (1,100
homes) and concentrated purely on the key settlements)

Ideas for mitigation

Summary
This has an overall neutral impact on the sustainability objectives. There would be significant allocations made in the third tier settlements under this
approach so no significant greenfield landtake. However, this scenario, wouldn’t resolve the current lack of five year housing land supply. This would increase
the risk of speculative planning applications across the borough being permitted, which would then lead to additional development on those greenfield sites,
potentially in both the third tier settlements and also in those less sustainable settlements in the Borough.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Aslockton: No
growth

No delivery of
additional homes so
no impact.

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

When taken with the
75 dwellings already
granted planning
permission, this would
increase the overall
number of dwellings in
the village by 32%.
This would increase
the overall housing
stock and would
include provision of
30% affordable units.
This would therefore
have a positive
impact.

Level of housing
proposed under this
option, taken with the
75 dwellings with
planning permission,
would almost double
the number of
dwellings in the village
(45% increase),
thereby significantly
contributing to
increasing housing
supply. This scenario
would likely involve
one or two larger sites,
which would more
likely lead to a broader
mix of house types
being sought. Mix and
type would be
dependent by site
however, and would
be expected to fit in
with existing
development. 30%
affordable housing (30
affordable units) would
be sought in this
housing submarket
area.

Level of housing
proposed under this
option, taken with the
75 dwellings with
planning permission,
would more than
double the number of
dwellings in the village
(58% increase),
thereby significantly
contributing to
increasing housing
supply. This scenario
would likely involve
two or three large
sites, which would
more likely lead to a
broader mix of house
types being sought.
Mix and type would be
dependent by site
however, and would
be expected to fit in
with existing
development. 30%
affordable housing (45
affordable units) would
be sought in this
housing submarket
area.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

2. Health

3. Heritage

Aslockton: No
growth

No impact.

No additional housing
sites would be
allocated; this would
lessen the risk of the
character of the
Conservation Area
and its setting being
compromised. No
impact.

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)
An additional housing
site would be located
adjacent to the
settlement with
opportunities to
access the wider
countryside if there
are nearby PROW.
There is no medical
centre in the village
with the closest in
Bingham.
Impact would depend
on the site chosen.
One of the available
sites lies adjacent to
the Aslockton
Conservation Area.
Two of the sites are
also covered by an
archaeological search
area alert constraint.
This means that
further work would be
needed to be
undertaken to
establish if there
would be any
significant

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.

Impact would depend
on the site or sites
chosen. Increased
risk of having to
develop the site
adjacent to the
Conservation Area
under this scenario
due to the level of
development required
and the limited
number of available
sites.
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Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.

Impact would depend
on the site or sites
chosen. Due to the
number of dwellings
required under this
scenario, it would
involve the
development of the
site adjacent to the
Conservation Area.
There would therefore
be a negative impact
on this objective.

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Aslockton: No
growth

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

No direct impact

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

Aslockton’s facilities
would help to be
sustained by this level
of new development.
Minor positive.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
or potentially two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

archaeological impact.
4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

No impact
The village has a
limited range of
service and facilities –
a village shop/post
office, a public house
and a community hall.
These would not be
supported under this
option as there would
be no population
increase as the result
of any additional
development.

As this option would
not involve the
allocation of any
additional greenfield
sites there would be
no impact on this
objective.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of a
greenfield site. Level
of impact would
depend on the site
chosen, in respect of
loss of wildlife and any
wider role performed
as part of any green
infrastructure corridor.
There are no identified
LWSs adjacent to the
settlement that would
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Aslockton: No
growth

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

be affected by the
development of any of
the sites.
Impact would depend
on the site chosen for
development.

7. Landscape

No new development
would help conserve
existing landscape
character.

In respect of the sites
available, those in
Aslockton have a
relatively low
landscape score when
compared to other
settlements assessed
in the Landscape and
Visual Analysis Study.
The lowest ranked site
scores 20 and the
highest 74. The
median score is 52.
(the highest ranked
site in Rushcliffe in
terms of landscape
impact is 98).
A residential
development would
not be expected to
improve landscape
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

9. Flooding

10. Waste

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Impact as described
under the Low growth
option but more
pronounced.

Impact as described
under the Low growth
option but more
pronounced.

No impact

One of the available
sites lies within the
Zone 2 floodplain.
Minor negative.

Increased risk of
having to develop the
site at flood risk due to
the higher level of
houses required under
this scenario. Minor
negative.

The site at flood risk
would likely have to be
developed under this
scenario in order to
meet the required
number of homes.
This would therefore
have a more
significant negative
impact.

No impact on levels of
waste generated, nor
would it increase
recycling rates.

Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.

Increased
development of a
larger scale would
increase levels of
household waste
further.

Aslockton: No
growth

No additional loss of
greenfield sites would
prevent further loss of
Grade 2 agricultural
land.

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)
character but any
impacts should be
able to be reduced by
following appropriate
mitigation measures.
All available sites are
greenfield and would
result in the loss of
soils. GIS mapping
indicates that all of the
available sites in the
village are Grade 2
agricultural land (Best
and Most Versatile).
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High level of
development would
inevitably increase
waste.

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives
11. Energy

12. Transport

Aslockton: No
growth

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

No direct impact

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

No impact

The settlement was
previously assessed
as relatively
accessible due to a
regular bus service
and the village also
benefitting from a
railway station. The
Greater Nottingham
Accessible Study
ranks it as the second
most accessible non
key settlement (after
Tollerton)
The main bus service
that served the village
and connected it to
Bingham surrounding
villages and
Nottingham was
withdrawn July 2017.
A replacement
service, the 822 has a
less frequent timetable
with no evening
service. The
sustainability
credentials have been

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

No impact
No impact

weakened by the
withdrawal of this bus
service. The village
does benefit from its
own railway station,
with services to
Nottingham, Grantham
and Skegness (10 per
day).
No direct impact
No direct impact

No direct impact
No direct impact

No direct impact.
No direct impact

No impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

Aslockton: No
growth

Ideas for mitigation

Aslockton summary
No growth
As this would result in no additional development (in addition to the 75 dwellings already granted planning permission) there are no significant impacts on any
of the sustainability objectives. There would be no loss of greenfield land so there would be no negative impact on the environmental objectives. As there
would be no population growth under this option, there would be no positive benefits on the social objectives of supporting local facilities and shops.
Low growth
As this option would result in the loss of a greenfield site, there would be a negative impact on the environmental objectives. The degree of impact would
depend on the site identified for development. Although there are no LWSs in close proximity of any of the available sites, all of these are identified as Grade
2 agricultural land (Best and Most Versatile). Of the available sites, it is likely that one of the two larger sites would be required. These have both been subject
to recent dismissed planning appeals. One of these cited the negative impact that development would have on the Conservation Area and character of the
village. There would therefore be a negative impact if this site was identified.
The settlement was previously assessed as being accessible due to the railway station and a relatively frequent bus service. The bus service has recently
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Aslockton: No
growth

Aslockton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Aslockton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Aslockton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Ideas for mitigation

been withdrawn and the replacement service is not as frequent. This would not encourage travel by public transport so it is considered to have a negative
impact on the transport objective. Local shops and facilities would be supported by the population increase this growth option would generate which is the
main positive benefit identified.
Medium growth
A higher level of growth would have a more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the higher level of greenfield land take required. This
option would likely require the allocation of one or two sites. This option would involve the loss of Grade 2 agricultural land due to the lack of available sites of
lower quality agricultural land. The lack of accessibility would also be a greater negative under this growth option due to the larger population increase. There
is also a potentially negative impact on the heritage objective due to impact on the Conservation Area as this scenario would likely involve the development of
ASL3 due to a lack of alternative available sites of a size to accommodate the number of dwellings required under this scenario. The recent planning appeal
decision for this site cited the negative impact development of this site would have on this asset. The exact impact would depend on the sites chosen, but the
number of units required under this option and lack of available sites would increase the risk of a negative impact.
High growth
The high growth option would more than double the number of dwellings in the village and would likely require development of the all available greenfield
sites. This would have a pronounced negative impact on the transport objective due to the significant number of additional car journeys this would generate,
(taking into account the relatively poor level of accessibility of the village) and also the other environmental objectives( natural resources/flooding, landscape,
biodiversity and green infrastructure). As with the medium growth option, there would be a cumulative negative impact on the character of the village,
particularly in regards to heritage and landscape character.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

No positive impact as
no new houses would
be delivered under this
option.

This option would
increase the overall
number of dwellings in
the village by 6%. This
would increase the
overall housing stock
and would include
provision of 30%
affordable units (15
units). This would
therefore have a
positive impact.

This option would
increase the overall
number of dwellings in
the village by 13%.
This would increase
the overall housing
stock of the village
quite considerably and
include provision of
30% affordable units
(30 units). This would
have more of a
positive impact that
the low growth or no
growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

This option would
increase the overall
number of dwellings in
the village by 26%
which would
considerably increase
the overall housing
stock of the village
and include provision
of 45 affordable units.
A mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged (where
this doesn’t conflict
with the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

No impact.

Cropwell Bishop
benefits from a
medical practice. This
level of development
would require

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.
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Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.

Ideas for mitigation

Capacity of the medical centre.
Improve existing PROW that lie
within or adjacent to any potential
housing site to further encourage
their use as a recreational route to

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

No impact.

3. Heritage

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)
identification of one
housing site. This
would be located
adjacent to the
settlement with
opportunities to
access the wider
countryside if there
are nearby PROW.
Impact would depend
on the site chosen.
Grantham Canal lies
adjacent to the
available housing sites
to the west so there
would be particularly
good opportunities for
exploiting this as a
recreational route to
encourage healthier
lifestyles.
Cropwell Bishop does
not have a
Conservation Area but
there are several listed
buildings and several
other non-designated
heritage assets (e.g.
Grantham Canal).
New residential

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

Ideas for mitigation

improve healthier lifestyles.

Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.
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Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

development,
especially of this
relatively low level,
should therefore avoid
having a negative
impact on heritage,
but this may be
dependent on the site
chosen.
4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

No impact
The village has a
range of facilities Cropwell Bishop
contains a shop,
public houses,
hairdresser, butcher
and sandwich shop.
These would not be
supported under this
option as there would
be no population
increase as the result
of any additional
development.
As this option would
not involve the
allocation of any
additional greenfield
sites there would be

No impact

No impact.

No direct impact.

Cropwell Bishop’s
facilities would help to
be sustained by this
level of new
development. Minor
positive.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of a
greenfield site. Level
of impact would

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
of two greenfield sites.
As this option would

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
of two greenfield sites.
As this option would
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth
no impact on this
objective.

7. Landscape

No new development
would help conserve
existing landscape
character.

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

depend on the site
chosen, in respect of
loss of wildlife and any
wider role performed
as part of any green
infrastructure corridor.
The Grantham Canal
(a LWS) lies adjacent
to two sites to the west
of the village. Half of
one of the available
sits is also covered by
a LWS designation
(Hoehill Pasture), This
be directly affected by
development if this
site was identified for
development.

require a greater
greenfield land take
than the low growth
option, this would
have a greater
negative impact on
this objective.

require a greater
greenfield land take
than the medium
growth option, this
would have a greater
negative impact on
this objective.

As with the low growth
option, impact would
depend on site
chosen. The larger
site to the east has a
high landscape score
but this site would not
necessarily be
required under this
growth option.

Impact as described
under the Medium
Growth option.

Overall impact on
landscape character
would depend on the
specific site identified
for development. In
respect of the sites
available, those in
Cropwell Bishop score
highly compared to the
other settlements
assessed in the
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

No additional loss of
greenfield sites would
prevent any loss of
soils

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)
Landscape and Visual
Analysis Study. The
lowest site ranking is
45, with the highest
90. The median score
for the village is 83.
The sites scored
especially highly in
respect of visual
susceptibility,
landscape
susceptibility and
landscape value. The
amalgamated site at
Fern Road has a
particularly high
landscape score.
All available sites are
greenfield and would
result in the loss of
soils. GIS mapping
indicates that all of the
available sites in the
village are Grade 3
agricultural land.
Further investigative
work would be needed
to establish whether
these sites were 3a or
3b (3a would qualify

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option, but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option, but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

No impact on levels of
waste generated, nor
would it increase
recycling rates.
No direct impact

No impact

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

as Best and Most
Versatile). None of the
sites are identified as
being at risk of
flooding from
watercourses.
Some of the sites are
identified at being at
risk of flooding from
surface water. Impact
dependent on site
chosen.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact.

Some of the sites are
identified at being at
risk of flooding from
surface water. Impact
dependent on site
chosen.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact.

Some of the sites are
identified at being at
risk of flooding from
surface water. Impact
dependent on site
chosen.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Impact as identified
under the Medium
Growth option but
more pronounced due
to the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Cropwell Bishop was a
part of the Rushcliffe
Villager V2 line which
was withdrawn July
2017. The
replacement 822
service will provide an
hourly service to West
Bridgford (or Bingham)
in the daytime. The
Tribal Study
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Ideas for mitigation

SUDs included in any new
development

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

No impact
No impact

highlighted that public
transport provision
was an issue for the
issue with the Greater
Nottingham
Accessible Settlement
Study also concluding
that the village had the
least non-motorised
access to services and
facilities compared to
other villages of a
similar size.
No direct impact
No direct impact

No direct impact
No direct impact

No direct impact
No direct impact

No impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

Ideas for mitigation

Cropwell Bishop summary
No growth
As this would result in no additional development there are no significant impacts on any of the sustainability objectives. There would be no loss of greenfield
land so there would be no negative impact on the environmental objectives. As there would be no population growth under this option, there would be no
positive benefits on the social objectives of supporting local facilities and shops.
Low growth
This would result in a 6% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of one greenfield site.
As such, there would be a negative impact on the environmental objectives with the degree of impact dependent on the site identified for development. There
is one identified LWS adjacent to two of the sites and one LWS that forms half of one of the sites. The mitigation measures proposed should be followed in
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Cropwell Bishop: No
growth

Cropwell Bishop:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Cropwell Bishop:
High growth (200
new homes)

Ideas for mitigation

order to avoid any adverse impact. Although none of the sites are identified as Grade 2, further work is needed to be undertaken to establish whether the
Grade 3 sites are Best and Most Versatile. Environment Agency flood maps identify that some of the sites identified are at risk of surface water flooding.
The settlement is one of the least accessible third tier settlements. As the key bus service (Villager 2) has recently been withdrawn and replaced with a less
frequent service, these credentials are further weakened. There is therefore a negative impact in relation to this transport objective. Local shops and facilities
would be supported by the population increase this growth option would generate which is the main positive benefit identified.
Medium growth
This would result in a 13% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of one or two greenfield sites. As such, there would be a
more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the higher level of greenfield land take required. As with the low growth option, further work
would need to be undertaken to establish the agricultural grading of the land in order to determine whether it is Best and Most Versatile. The lack of
accessibility would also be a greater negative under this growth option due to the larger population increase.
High growth
The high growth option would result in a 19% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and would likely require development of two or three
greenfield sites. This would have a pronounced negative impact on the transport objective due to the significant number of additional car journeys this would
generate, (taking into account the relatively poor level of accessibility of the village) and also the other environmental objectives( natural resources/flooding,
landscape, biodiversity and green infrastructure). There would also be a more negative impact on the landscape character due to the number of sites required
and volume of housing on local landscape.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

East Bridgford: No
growth

No positive impact as
no new houses would
be delivered under this
option.

No impact.

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 6% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 15 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective.

East Bridgford benefits
from a medical
practice. This level of
development would
require identification of

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 13% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 30 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective. This
would have more of a
positive impact that
the low growth or no
growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 19% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 45 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.

Impact as described
under the Low Growth
option.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

East Bridgford: No
growth

No impact.

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

No impact
The village benefits
from village shops,
post office, village hall
and a public house.
These would not be
supported under this
option as there would
be no population

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Level of development
required under this
option would likely
require two or more
sites; this would
increase the risk of
identifying sites with a
more negative impact
on the Conservation
Area. Minor negative

Level of development
required under this
option would likely
require two or more
sites; this would
increase the risk of
identifying sites with a
more negative impact
on the Conservation
Area. Minor negative.

No impact.

No direct impact.

No direct impact

East Bridgford’s
facilities would help to
be sustained by this
level of development.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

one housing site. This
would be located
adjacent to the
settlement with
opportunities to
access the wider
countryside if there
are nearby PROW.
Impact would depend
on the site chosen.
All but two of the
available sites lie
directly adjacent to the
East Bridgford
Conservation Area.
There are several
listed buildings that
are adjacent to several
of the sites.

C29

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

As this option would
not involve the
allocation of any
additional greenfield
sites there would be
no impact on this
objective.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of a
greenfield site. Level
of impact would
depend on the site
chosen, in respect of
loss of wildlife and any
wider role performed
as part of any green
infrastructure corridor.
There are no LWS in
close proximity of any
of the available sites.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
or potentially two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

No new development
would help conserve
existing landscape
character.

East Bridgford scores
averagely compared
to the other
settlements assessed
in the Landscape and
Visual Analysis Study.
The lowest site
ranking is 5, with the
highest 85. Level of
impact would therefore
depend on the site
identified for

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

East Bridgford: No
growth
increase as the result
of any additional
development.

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

East Bridgford: No
growth

No additional loss of
greenfield sites would
prevent any loss of
soils.

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

No impact on levels of
waste generated, nor
would it increase
recycling rates.
No direct impact

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)
development. The
median score for the
village is 55,
demonstrating there
are lower ranked sites
available. The sites
scored especially
highly in regards to the
landscape value
category.
All available sites are
greenfield and would
result in the loss of
soils. GIS mapping
indicates that all but
one of the available
sites in the village are
Grade 2 agricultural
land (Best and Most
Versatile).
No areas at flood risk
identified.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option, but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
and Grade 2 land take
required.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option, but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
and Grade 2 land take
required.

No areas at flood risk
identified.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more

No areas at flood risk
identified.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
Impact as identified
under the Medium
Growth option but
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

East Bridgford: No
growth

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Limited public
transport. The Greater
Nottingham
Accessible Settlement
Study ranked East
Bridgford fourth (out of
the non key
settlements) for
access to services and
facilities (after
Gotham, Tollerton and
Aslockton).
12. Transport

No impact
Trent Barton Villager
One serves the
village, connecting it to
Bingham (17 mins)
and Nottingham (58
mins) with an hourly
services from early
morning until late
afternoon in the
direction of
Nottingham and early
evening in the

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

more pronounced due
to the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Impact as identified
under the Medium
Growth option but
more pronounced due
to the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

No impact
No impact

Due to the lack of
frequency of the
service and the longer
journey time to
Nottingham, public
transport usage would
likely not be
incentivised.
No direct impact
No direct impact

No direct impact
No direct impact

No direct impact
No direct impact

No impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

East Bridgford: No
growth

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Ideas for mitigation

direction of Bingham.

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

East Bridgford Summary
No growth
As this would result in no additional development, there are no significant impacts on any of the sustainability objectives. There would be no loss of greenfield
land so there would be no negative impact on the environmental objectives. As there would be no population growth under this option, there would be no
positive benefits on the social objectives of supporting local facilities and shops.
Low growth
As this option would result in the loss of a greenfield site, there would be a negative impact on the environmental objectives. The degree of impact would
depend on the site identified for development. Although there are no LWSs in close proximity of any of the available sites, all but one of these are identified as
Grade 2 agricultural land (Best and Most Versatile). The settlement is not very accessible, and is relatively poorly served by public transport so has a negative
score in this regard. Local shops and facilities would be supported by the population increase this growth option would generate which is the main positive
benefit identified.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

East Bridgford: No
growth

East Bridgford: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

East Bridgford:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

East Bridgford: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Ideas for mitigation

Medium growth
A higher level of growth would have a more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the higher level of greenfield land take required. This
option would likely require the allocation of one or two sites. This option would likely involve the loss of Grade 2 agricultural land due to the lack of available
sites of lower quality agricultural land. The lack of accessibility would also be a greater negative under this growth option due to the larger population
increase. There is also a potentially negative impact on the heritage objective due to impact on the Conservation Area which the majority of the sites are
adjacent to. The exact impact would depend on the sites chosen, but the number of units required under this option and lack of available sites would increase
the risk of a negative impact.
High growth
As the high growth would likely require two or three greenfield sites, there would be a greater negative impact on the environmental objectives and the
transport objectives as highlighted under the medium and low growth options. The high number of homes required under this option, and number of sites
potentially required, could have a cumulative negative impact on the character of the village, particularly in regards to heritage and landscape character. The
lack of accessibility would also be more of an issue under this option, with a likely significant increase in the number of trips undertaken by private motor car.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Gotham: No growth

No positive impact as
no new houses would
be delivered under this
option.

No impact.

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 7% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 15 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective.

Gotham benefits from
a medical practice.
This level of
development would
require identification of

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 14% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 30 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective. This
would have more of a
positive impact that
the low growth or no
growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 21% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 45 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Gotham: No growth

No impact.

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

No impact
Gotham has a shop,
post office and three
public houses. These
would not be
supported under this
option as there would

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

one housing site. This
would be located
adjacent to the
settlement with
opportunities to
access the wider
countryside if there
are nearby PROW.
Impact would depend
on the site chosen.
Gotham does not have
a Conservation Area
but there are several
listed buildings and
building of local
importance in the
village within proximity
of some of the
available sites. Impact
would depend on the
site chosen but likely
minimal impact.
No impact.
Gotham’s facilities
would help to be
sustained by this level
of development.

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

As with the Low
Growth option, likely
minimal impact on this
objective due to lack
of heritage assets in
proximity.

As with the Low
Growth option, likely
minimal impact on this
objective due to lack
of heritage assets in
proximity.

No direct impact.
Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth

No direct impact.
Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

under this option.

under this option.

As this option would
not involve the
allocation of any
additional greenfield
sites there would be
no impact on this
objective.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of a
greenfield site. Level
of impact would
depend on the site
chosen, in respect of
loss of wildlife and any
wider role performed
as part of any green
infrastructure corridor.
There is a LWS
(Gotham Disused
Railway Line LWS)
that runs alongside
three of the available
sites and another LWS
that is sandwiched
between two sites.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
or two greenfield sites.
Due to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of two
or three greenfield
sites. Due to the
increased greenfield
land take required, the
impact would be more
negative under this
option.

No new development
would help conserve
existing landscape
character.

Compared to the other
settlements assessed
in the Landscape and
Visual Analysis Study,
Gotham is ranked
averagely. The lowest

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

Gotham: No growth

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

be no population
increase as the result
of any additional
development.

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

Gotham: No growth

No additional loss of
greenfield sites would
prevent any loss of
soils

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

site ranking is 2, with
the highest 73. The
median score for the
village is 48.
Landscape impact
would depend on the
site chosen but there
are sites available that
have a lower
landscape impact.
Regardless, new
residential
development would
not be expected to
improve landscape
character. Minor
negative.
All available sites are
greenfield and would
result in the loss of
soils. GIS mapping
indicates that all but
one of the available
sites in the village are
Grade 3 agricultural
land. Further work
would therefore be
required to
demonstrate whether
land was Best and

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Gotham: No growth

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

No impact on levels of
waste generated, nor
would it increase
recycling rates.
No direct impact

No impact

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

Most Versatile (Grade
3a).
Flood Zone 1
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact
Gotham is on the
Navy Line 1 bus route
which provides regular
buses to Nottingham,
Loughborough and
East Leake, with a
service in the
evenings and on a
Sunday that are less
frequent. The Greater
Nottingham
Accessible Settlement
Study (2010) ranked
Gotham as having the
non-key settlement
(other village) with
most access to
community services
and facilities.

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Flood Zone 1
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

Flood Zone 1
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Impact as identified
under the Medium
Growth option but
more pronounced due
to the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Gotham: No growth

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

13. Employment

No impact

No impact

No direct impact

14. Innovation

No impact

No impact

No direct impact

15. Economic
Structure

No impact

No impact

No direct impact

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Ideas for mitigation

No direct impact
No direct impact
No direct impact

Summary
No growth
As this wouldn’t result in any additional development, there are no significant impacts on any of the sustainability objectives. There would be no loss of
greenfield land so there would be no negative impact on the environmental objectives. As there would be no population growth under this option, there would
be no positive benefits on the social objectives of supporting local facilities and shops.
Low growth
This would result in a 7% increase in the number of dwellings in the village. As this option would result in the loss of a greenfield site, there would be a
negative impact on the environmental objectives. The degree of impact would depend on the site identified for development. There are two LWSs in close
proximity of three of the available sites (to the south of the village). An adequate buffer would have to be provided and appropriate mitigation measures
employed if any of these sites were identified under this option in order to ensure no adverse impact on the protected sites. All of the available sites are
identified as Grade 3 agricultural land so further work would have to be undertaken to establish whether any of the sites involved Grade 3a (Best and Most
Versatile). The settlement benefits from good accessibility with a regular bus service and it is also relatively close to the main built up area of Nottingham
(approximately 5 kilometres to the edge of Clifton). Local shops and facilities would be supported by the population increase this growth option would
generate which is the main positive benefit identified.
Medium growth
This would result in a 14% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of one or two greenfield sites. As such, there would be a
more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the higher level of greenfield land take required. As with the low growth option, further work
would need to be undertaken to establish the agricultural grading of the land in order to determine whether it is Best and Most Versatile.
High growth

C40

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Gotham: No growth

Gotham: Low growth
(50 new homes)

Gotham: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Gotham: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Ideas for mitigation

This would result in a 21% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of two or three greenfield sites. There would be a more
negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the greater greenfield landtake required. The high number of homes required under this option, and
number of sites potentially required, could have a cumulative negative impact on the character of the village, particularly in regards to heritage and landscape
character.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

No positive benefit as
no new housing would
be delivered under this
option.

No impact.

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 7% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 15 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective.

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 14% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 30 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective. This
would have more of a
positive impact that
the low growth or no
growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

Sutton Bonington
benefits from a
medical practice –

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option.
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Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 22% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 45 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective. This
would have more of a
positive impact that
the low growth or no
growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.
Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option.

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

No impact.
3. Heritage

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

capacity of this to
accommodate new
development is still to
be established. This
level of development
would require
identification of one
housing site. This
would be located
adjacent to the
settlement with
opportunities to
access the wider
countryside if there
are nearby PROW.
The opportunities for
this are restricted to
the south of the
settlement due to the
proximity of the A606
and the railway line
which both prevent
suitable public
footpath access. No
significant impact.
A Conservation Area
designation covers the
northern half of the
village. This is the
area where the locally

This level of growth
would require either
one or two sites. As
identified under the
low growth option,

This level of growth
would require the
allocation of the two
available sites,
including the site
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

4. Crime

5. Social

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

No impact
Sutton Bonington has
a library, post office,
convenience store and
two public houses.
These would not be
supported under this
option as there would
be no population

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

important and listed
buildings are also
located. One of the
available sites lies
adjacent to this
Conservation Area.
The other available
site lies to the south of
the village where there
are no such
designations. Any
impact would depend
on the site chosen
with the site to the
north having a
potentially negative
impact due to the
proximity of the
identified heritage
assets.

there may be a
negative impact on the
heritage assets
adjacent to the
available site to the
centre of the village if
this site is identified for
development.

adjacent to the
heritage assets. This
would therefore have
a potentially negative
impact on this
objective.

No impact.

No impact

No impact

The facilities identified
under the ‘No Growth’
option would help to
be sustained by this
level of development.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

As this option would
not involve the
allocation of any
additional greenfield
sites there would be
no impact on this
objective.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
greenfield site. Level
of impact would
depend on the site
chosen, in respect of
loss of wildlife and any
wider role performed
as part of any green
infrastructure corridor.
There are no LWS
adjacent to the
settlement or in
proximity of the
available sites.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
or potentially two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

No new development
would help conserve
existing landscape
character.

The two available sites
rank 36 and 74 in the
Landscape and Visual
Analysis Study (the
highest ranked site in
Rushcliffe in terms of
landscape impact is
98). The largest site,
which would be
required to meet this

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option.

Sutton Bonington:
No growth
increase as the result
of any additional
development.

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

9. Flooding

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

No additional loss of
greenfield sites would
prevent any loss of
soils

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)
level of growth, scores
36. This is
comparatively low
compared to other
sites in the Borough,
but residential
development would
still not help preserve
landscape character
so would have a
negative effect.
All available sites are
greenfield and would
result in the loss of
soils. GIS mapping
indicates both of the
available sites in the
village are Grade 3
agricultural land.
Further work would
therefore be required
to demonstrate
whether land was Best
and Most Versatile
(Grade 3a).

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option, but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.

Both available sites
would be required to
be developed under
this option. This would
require development

One of the two
available sites is
located in the Zone 2
floodplain.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

No impact on levels of
waste generated, nor
would it increase
recycling rates.
No direct impact

No impact

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

of the site at flood risk.
This would therefore
have a more negative
impact on this
objective.
Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

Very limited public
transport options. The
skylink service
connects the village to
Nottingham but this is
lengthy, taking one
hour and 30 minutes.
It runs from early
morning until early
evening. There is also
an hourly service
connecting the village
to Loughborough Mon
–Fri until early evening
(journey time of
approx. 20 mins). The
Greater Nottingham
Accessibility Study

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Impact as identified
under the Medium
Growth option but
more pronounced due
to the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

No impact
No impact

identifies the village as
having the poorest
accessibility to
services and facilities.
Due to the poor public
transport options, this
growth option has a
negative impact on
this objective.
No impact
No impact

No impact
No impact

No impact
No impact

No impact

No impact

No impact

No impact

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

Ideas for mitigation

Sutton Bonington Summary
No growth
As this wouldn’t result in any additional development, there are no significant impacts on any of the sustainability objectives. There would be no loss of
greenfield land so there would be no negative impact on the environmental objectives. As there would be no population growth under this option, there would
be no positive benefits on the social objectives of supporting local facilities and shops.
Low growth
This would result in a 7% increase in the number of dwellings in the village. The option would result in the loss of one greenfield site; as such there would be
a negative impact on the environmental objectives. The degree of impact would depend on the site identified for development. There are no LWSs in close
proximity to either of the two available sites. The two available sites are Grade 3 agricultural land so further work would have to be undertaken to establish
whether these are Grade 3a (Best and Most Versatile). The settlement is identified as having poor accessibility, with public transport frequency to Nottingham
limited and a lengthy The nearest large settlement of Loughborough has better accessibility but service frequency is still quite poor. This results in a negative
impact on the transport objective. Local shops and facilities would be supported by the population increase this growth option would generate which is the

C48

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Sutton Bonington:
No growth

Sutton Bonington:
Low growth (50 new
homes)

Sutton Bonington:
Medium growth (100
new homes)

Sutton Bonington:
High growth (200
new homes)

Ideas for mitigation

main positive benefit identified.
Medium growth
This would result in a 14% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of one or both of the available greenfield sites. As such,
there would be a more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the higher level of greenfield land take required. As with the low growth option,
further work would need to be undertaken to establish the agricultural grading of the land in order to determine whether it is Best and Most Versatile. There
would be a negative impact on environmental objectives if the site at risk of flooding was identified for development. This site would also potential have a
negative impact on the setting of the adjacent Conservation Area and character of the village. The lack of accessibility would also be a greater negative under
this growth option due to the larger population increase.
High growth
This would result in a 22% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of both of the available greenfield sites. There would be a
more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the greater greenfield landtake required. This would have a pronounced negative impact on the
transport objective due to the significant number of additional car journeys this would generate, (taking into account the relatively poor level of accessibility of
the village) and also the other environmental objectives( natural resources/flooding, landscape, biodiversity and green infrastructure).
The high number of homes required under this option, could have a cumulative negative impact on the character of the village, particularly in regards to
heritage and landscape character, especially bearing in mind the heritage and flood risk concerns associated with one of the sites.
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Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Tollerton: No growth

No positive benefit as
no new housing would
be delivered under this
option.

No impact.

Tollerton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 6% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 15 units).
This would therefore
have a positive impact
on this objective.

Tollerton does not
have a medical
practice. This level of
development would
require identification of
one housing site. This
would be located
adjacent to the

Tollerton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Tollerton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 13% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 30 units).
This would have more
of a positive impact
that the low growth or
no growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

This option would
increase the number
of dwellings in the
village by 19% and
would include
provision of 30%
affordable housing
(equating to 45 units).
This would have more
of a positive impact
that the low growth or
no growth options but
less positive than the
high growth option. A
mix and range of
house types would be
encouraged where this
doesn’t conflict with
the character and
pattern of surrounding
residential
development.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Tollerton: No growth

No impact.

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

No impact
Tollerton has a small
parade of shops, post
office, petrol station
and public house.
These would not be
supported under this
option as there would
be no population

Tollerton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Tollerton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Tollerton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

As with the Low
Growth option, likely
minimal impact on this
objective due to lack
of heritage assets in
proximity.

As with the Low
Growth option, likely
minimal impact on this
objective due to lack
of heritage assets in
proximity.

No impact.

No impact

No impact

Tollerton’s facilities
would help to be
sustained by this level
of development.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but potentially
more positive due to
the increased level of
population growth
under this option.

settlement with
opportunities to
access the wider
countryside if there
are nearby PROW.
Potential minor
positive on this
objective.
There is no
Conservation Area in
Tollerton but there are
a number of listed
buildings around
Tollerton Hall. These
are some distance
from the available
sites however so are
unlikely to be affected
by any potential
development.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Tollerton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Tollerton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Tollerton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

As this option would
not involve the
allocation of any
additional greenfield
sites there would be
no impact on this
objective.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
greenfield site. Level
of impact would
depend on the site
chosen, in respect of
loss of wildlife and any
wider role performed
as part of any green
infrastructure corridor.
There are no LWS
adjacent to the
settlement or in
proximity of the
available sites.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of one
or potentially two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

New development of
this scale would
require the loss of two
greenfield sites. Due
to the increased
greenfield land take
required, the impact
would be more
negative under this
option.

No new development
would help conserve
existing landscape
character.

The three available
sites rank 47, 62 and
69 in the Landscape
and Visual Analysis
Study. (Highest
ranked site is 98). The
median score is 62.
The available sites
have a relatively low
landscape score

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option. Minor
negative.

Tollerton: No growth

increase as the result
of any additional
development.

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Tollerton: No growth

Tollerton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Tollerton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Tollerton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
Option but more
pronounced due to the
increased greenfield
land take required.

Flood Zone 1

Flood Zone 1

compared to other
sites in Rushcliffe.
Regardless, new
residential
development would
not be expected to
improve landscape
character. Minor
negative.

8. Natural
Resources

9. Flooding

No additional loss of
greenfield sites would
prevent any loss of
soils

All available sites are
greenfield and would
result in the loss of
soils. GIS mapping
one of the available
sites is Grade 2
agricultural land. The
two other sites are
identified as Grade 3
so further work would
therefore be required
to demonstrate
whether land was Best
and Most Versatile
(Grade 3a).

Flood Zone 1
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

10. Waste

11. Energy

Tollerton: No growth

No impact on levels of
waste generated, nor
would it increase
recycling rates.
No direct impact

Tollerton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Tollerton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Tollerton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Increased
development would
inevitably increase
levels of household
waste.
No direct impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

Impact as identified
under the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced due to the
higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

Impact as identified
under the Medium
Growth option but
more pronounced due
to the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate.

No impact
No impact

No impact
No impact

No impact

No impact

12. Transport

No impact

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

No impact
No impact

Tollerton is located
close to the edge of
Nottingham’s main
urban area and
associated facilities.
There are buses to
Nottingham every 15
minutes during the
day. The Greater
Nottingham
Accessible Settlement
Study identified
Tollerton as being the
second most
accessible non key
settlement after
Gotham.
No impact
No impact

No impact

No impact

Tollerton Summary
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Tollerton: No growth

Tollerton: Low
growth (50 new
homes)

Tollerton: Medium
growth (100 new
homes)

Tollerton: High
growth (200 new
homes)

Ideas for mitigation

No growth
As this wouldn’t result in any additional development, there are no significant impacts on any of the sustainability objectives. There would be no loss of
greenfield land so there would be no negative impact on the environmental objectives. As there would be no population growth under this option, there would
be no positive benefits on the social objectives of supporting local facilities and shops.
Low growth
This would result in a 6% increase in the number of dwellings in the village. As this option would result in the loss of a greenfield site, there would be a
negative impact on the environmental objectives. There are no LWSs in proximity to any of the sites. One of the available sites is identified as Grade 2
agricultural land (Best and Most Versatile). The settlements benefits from good accessibility with a regular bus service and is also close to the main built up
area of Nottingham. Local shops and facilities would be supported by the population increase this growth option would generate.
Medium growth
This would result in a 13% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of one or two greenfield sites. As such, there would be a
more negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the higher level of greenfield land take required. As with the low growth option, further work
would need to be undertaken to establish the agricultural grading of the land in order to determine whether it is Best and Most Versatile.
High growth
This would result in a 19% increase in the number of dwellings in the village and require the loss of two or three greenfield sites. There would be a more
negative impact on the environmental objectives due to the greater greenfield landtake required. The high number of homes required under this option, and
number of sites potentially required, could have a cumulative negative impact on the character of the village, particularly in regards to landscape character.
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Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

This option would
not deliver any
additional housing
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy. Neutral.

This would deliver
130 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 16%.
This should include
10% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive

This would deliver
230 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 20%.
This should include
10% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

This would deliver
480 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 26%.
This should include
10% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

This would deliver
580 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 30%.
This should include
10% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

The Grantham
Canal and Country
Park are located on
the edge of
Cotgrave close to a
number of potential
housing allocations
on the town’s
northern and
eastern
boundaries.

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Minor positive.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Minor positive.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Minor positive.

Ideas for mitigation

Promote range of house
types and housing mix in
line with Policy 8 of the
Core Strategy.

Capacity of existing
medical centre will be of
importance.
Infrastructure Capacity
Study should be updated
to ensure population
increase can be
accommodated.
Ensure any new housing
site includes new open
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Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

Cotgrave also has
a leisure centre
which would be
within walking
distance of most
sites and a network
of rights of way
which connect the
town to the wider
countryside.
Minor positive.
Precise impact
would depend on
individual sites
identified for
development.

3. Heritage

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Cotgrave does not
have a
Conservation Area
but there are listed
buildings and local
interest buildings
primarily
concentrated in the
old village core. If
selected, sites

Ideas for mitigation

space and takes
advantage of any
opportunities to integrate
with any existing
surrounding GI networks.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Neutral.
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Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Neutral.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Neutral.

Seek to allocate sites
which do not impact on
the setting of heritage
assets. If allocated
ensure layout and design
avoid or mitigate adverse
effects.

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

located in close
proximity of the old
village core would
adversely affect the
setting of this area
and those buildings
of historic interest.
Although not
designated, the old
Grantham Canal is
a historic asset.
Neutral impact.

4. Crime

5. Social

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

No direct impact

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Additional
development
focussed on a
settlement which
already has a wide
range of facilities
and services
(primary school,

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced. Minor
positive.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in

No direct impact.

C58

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in

Designing out crime
features to be
incorporated as part of
the design of any
scheme.

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

population

population

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced as
green field sites are
developed and
opportunities to
avoid biodiversity
assets are reduced.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced as
green field sites are
developed and
opportunities to
avoid biodiversity
assets are reduced.

library, retail,
leisure centre, etc.).
These will be
improved following
the development of
the new community
hub within the town
centre. These
facilities and
services would be
supported by this
increase in
population, and
would help improve
vitality of town
centre. Minor
positive.

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

New development
of this scale would
involve the loss of
potentially one or
two greenfield
sites. It is likely that
priority habitats
would be affected
(hedgerows etc.)

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced as
green field sites are
developed and
opportunities to
avoid biodiversity
assets are reduced.
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Ideas for mitigation

Seek to allocate sites
which do not impact on
the biodiversity assets. If
allocated ensure layout
and design avoid or
mitigate adverse effects.

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

The Country Park
and Grantham
Canal are LWSs
and the south of
the town is
bounded by a
woodland belt.

Minor negative.

Minor negative.

Minor negative.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement. Minor
negative.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement.
Development of
this scale would
have a pronounced
impact on the
overall rural setting
of the settlement.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement.
Development of
this scale would
have a pronounced
impact on the
overall rural setting
of the settlement.

Ideas for mitigation

Negative impact

7. Landscape

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Precise impact
would depend on
the sites identified
for development.
In respect of the
sites available,
Cotgrave has a
relatively low
landscape score
when compared to
other settlements
assessed in the
Landscape and
Visual Analysis
Study, The lowest
ranked site score is
th
46 (the 6 lowest
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Site selection process
should refer to the
Landscape and Visual
Analysis or Potential
Development Sites
Study.
Mitigation measures as
proposed through this
and Landscape
Character Assessment.

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Impacts will
be more
pronounced as
housing numbers
and the population
increases. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Impacts will
be more
pronounced as
housing numbers
and the population
increases. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Impacts will
be more
pronounced as
housing numbers
and the population
increases.
Avoidance of best
and most versatile
land less likely.
Minor negative.

site within the
borough) and the
highest is 58 (the
th
65 highest site in
the borough). Land
south of Plumtree
Lane, west of
Cotgrave is
determined to be
the most sensitive.
Minor negative
Development would
inevitably increase
the use of natural
resources during
construction and
occupation. The
majority of land on
the edge of
Cotgrave is
identified as Grade
3 agricultural land.
However land to
the west is
identified as Grade
2 (Best and Most
versatile). Minor
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Ideas for mitigation

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

11. Energy

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

negative.
Sites adjacent to
the Grantham
Canal are identified
by EA maps as
being in Flood
Zone 2 or 3. A
number of sites are
at risk of surface
water flooding.
Potential negative
impact depending
on sites identified
for development.
Minor negative.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste during
construction and
occupation. Minor
negative.

No impact as no

No significant

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Minor
negative.

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste but more
pronounced due to
the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate. Minor
negative.
No significant

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste but more
pronounced due to
the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate. Minor
negative.
No significant
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Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Avoidance
of areas at risk of
flooding will be
harder to achieve.
Minor negative.

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste but more
pronounced due to
the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate. Minor
negative.
No significant

Ideas for mitigation

Adherence to Sequential
and Exceptions Test as
part of the allocations
process. Ensure sites
contain adequate SUDS
to manage surface water
run-off and prevent
increased surface water
flooding elsewhere.

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings
additional growth
proposed.

12. Transport

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

impact

impact

impact

impact

Cotgrave is within 4
miles of
Nottingham and
benefits from
regular public
transport services,
which run at least 3
times an hour
during MondayFriday daytime.
Most sites on the
edge of Cotgrave
are within walking
distance of this
service. The Canal
provides a nonmotorised, cycle
route to
Nottingham. Whilst
private car journeys
would inevitably
increase, the
provision of non-car
based transport is a

Increased car use
would inevitably
occur. However
provision of non-car
based transport
within Cotgrave is a
minor positive.
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Increased car use
would inevitably
occur. However
provision of non-car
based transport
within Cotgrave is a
minor positive.

Increased car use
would inevitably
occur. However
provision of non-car
based transport
within Cotgrave is a
minor positive.

Ideas for mitigation

Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

minor positive.

13. Employment

14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.
No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

Consideration of mixed
use allocations instead of
solely housing for the
higher growth options
(800 dwellings +). This
would improve
sustainability credentials
for the higher housing
scenarios as it would
improve employment
opportunities locally
thereby reducing the
need to travel for work.

No effects
identified.
No effects
identified.

Summary
Core Strategy minimum
This option has a neutral impact on the sustainability appraisal objectives as it would not require any further housing allocations (other than for the Core
Strategy minimum requirement of 470 dwellings (on the former Cotgrave Colliery Site)). Critically, this option would not help to address the current five year
housing shortfall and it could therefore indirectly lead to greater greenfield land take and development in less sustainable settlements.
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Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

Around 25% more than Core Strategy minimum
As with all the housing options appraised, exact impact would depend on sites identified to meet the housing requirement under this scenario.
The main sustainability issues identified for the settlement as a whole are as follows:
In addition to the colliery redevelopment, this scenario would likely require between one to three sites as a minimum (depending on the size and capacity of
the sites selected). The main negatives identified include potential impact on environmental objective as sites to the north and east (COT1, COT11b and
COT14) are in close proximity of LWS and all sites contain priority habitats. Sites located north of Plumtree Road and west of Main Road (COT3 and COT4)
contribute to the rural setting of the historic core of the village which contains listed and local interest buildings. Overall landscape constraints are limited, with
land to the east being identified as sensitive to change. Best and most versatile land is also limited to land in the east and areas at risk of river flooding are
restricted to land adjacent to the Canal. Given the allocation options on the edge of Cotgrave, notwithstanding the potential for adverse effects upon priority
habitats and LWS (which could be avoided or mitigated), the selection of one to three sites is unlikely to have significant negative effects on environmental
objectives. Minor negative effects concluded.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 50% more than Core Strategy minimum
In addition to the former colliery, this scenario would likely require three or four sites (although it could be delivered within one or two sites). The main
sustainability issues highlighted above would also apply under this scenario. This would therefore have a greater negative impact on the environmental
objectives as described above. However given the limited environmental constraints (biodiversity, landscape, flooding etc.) and the allocation options on the
edge of Cotgrave, notwithstanding the potential for adverse effects upon priority habitats and LWS, the selection of three or four sites is unlikely to have
significant negative effects on environmental objectives. Minor negative effects concluded.
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Cotgrave
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 470
dwellings

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Cotgrave

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(700 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (950
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1050
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 100% more than Core Strategy minimum
In addition to the former colliery, this scenario would likely require five or six sites (although it could be delivered with fewer sites). As such, there is a negative
impact on the environmental objectives, and more pronounced due to the greater greenfield land take required. However given the limited environmental
constraints (biodiversity, landscape, flooding etc.) and the allocation options on the edge of Cotgrave, notwithstanding the potential for adverse effects upon
priority habitats and LWS, the selection of three or four sites is unlikely to have significant negative effects on environmental objectives. Minor negative effects
concluded.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 125% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely involve the loss of more ecological, landscape or historic sensitivity. Sites further from the centre of Cotgrave may be required and
these are in less sustainable locations, further from services and public transport. The significant increase in population this scenario would result in could
increase patronage on public transport service which could improve the viability of the service and lead to further service improvements.
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Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

This option would
not deliver any
additional housing
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy. Neutral.

This would deliver
100 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 15%.
This should include
20% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive

This would deliver
230 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 18%.
This should include
20% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

This would deliver
480 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 25%.
This should include
20% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

This would deliver
580 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 27%.
This should include
20% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Keyworth has a
leisure and medical
centre, both of
which are within
walking distance of
most sites. There is
also a network of
rights of way which
connect the village
to the wider
countryside.

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Minor positive.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Minor positive.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Minor positive.

Ideas for mitigation

Promote range of house
types and housing mix in
line with Policy 8 of the
Core Strategy.

Capacity of existing
medical centre will be of
importance.
Infrastructure Capacity
Study should be updated
to ensure population
increase can be
accommodated.
Ensure any new housing
site includes new open
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Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Sports pitches and
play grounds are
located within the
village. Minor
positive.

Ideas for mitigation

space and takes
advantage of any
opportunities to integrate
with any existing
surrounding GI networks.

Precise impact
would depend on
individual sites
identified for
development.

3. Heritage

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Keyworth does not
have a
Conservation Area
which is focused on
the village centre.
Only one possible
allocation could
affect its setting
however as the
sites are located on
the edge of the
village. Due to the
village’s hilltop
location, the setting

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Neutral.
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Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Neutral.

Impact as
described under
Low growth option.
Opportunities to
avoid heritage
assets will be
reduced as housing
numbers and
allocations
increase. Neutral.

Seek to allocate sites
which do not impact on
the setting of heritage
assets. If allocated
ensure layout and design
avoid or mitigate adverse
effects.

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

of Keyworth would
be affected by
some sites,
especially those to
the west.
Neutral impact.

4. Crime

5. Social

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

No direct impact

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Additional
development
focussed on a
settlement which
already has a wide
range of facilities
and services
(primary school,
library, retail,
leisure centre, etc.).
These will be
improved following
the development of
the new community

No direct impact.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced. Minor
positive.
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No direct impact.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in
population

No direct impact.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in
population

Designing out crime
features to be
incorporated as part of
the design of any
scheme.

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced as
green field sites are
developed and
opportunities to
avoid biodiversity
assets are reduced.
Minor negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced as
green field sites are
developed and
opportunities to
avoid biodiversity
assets are reduced.
Minor negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option but more
pronounced as
green field sites are
developed and
opportunities to
avoid biodiversity
assets are reduced.
Minor negative.

hub within the town
centre. These
facilities and
services would be
supported by this
increase in
population, and
would help improve
vitality of town
centre. Minor
positive.
New development
of this scale would
involve the loss of
potentially three or
four greenfield sites
(depending on their
capacity). It is likely
that priority habitats
would be affected
(hedgerows etc.)
The BGS Meadow
and Stanton on the
Wolds Golf Club
are designated as
LWSs. These are
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Ideas for mitigation

Seek to allocate sites
which do not impact on
the biodiversity assets. If
allocated ensure layout
and design avoid or
mitigate adverse effects.

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement. Minor
negative.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement.
Cumulative impact
of this level of
Minor negative.

Ideas for mitigation

located east of the
village and could
be directly or
indirectly affected
depending on the
sites selected.

Negative impact

7. Landscape

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Precise impact
would depend on
the sites identified
for development.
In respect of the
sites available,
Keyworth has a
relatively low
landscape score
when compared to
other settlements
assessed in the
Landscape and
Visual Analysis
Study. Land of
Nicker Hill, Bunny
Lane and Selby

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement. Minor
negative.
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Site selection process
should refer to the
Landscape and Visual
Analysis or Potential
Development Sites
Study.
Mitigation measures as
proposed through this
and Landscape
Character Assessment.

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Development would
inevitably increase
the use of natural
resources during
construction and
occupation. Land
to the west (north
and south of Bunny
Lane) is identified
as Grade 2
agricultural land.
However land to
the east is
identified as Grade
3. Minor negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Impacts will
be more
pronounced as
housing numbers
and the population
increases. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Impacts will
be more
pronounced as
housing numbers
and the population
increases. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Impacts will
be more
pronounced as
housing numbers
and the population
increases.
Avoidance of best
and most versatile
land less likely.
Minor negative.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Keyworth is not
constrained by land
within Flood zones
2 or 3. A number of
sites are at risk of
surface water

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the Low Growth
option. Minor
negative.

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Ideas for mitigation

Lane however are
identified as
sensitive to
landscape change.
Minor negative

8. Natural
Resources

9. Flooding
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Impact as
described under

Avoid, if possible, sites
that contain best and
most versatile land.
Mitigate effects during
construction through soil
management measures.

Ensure sites contain
adequate SUDS to
manage surface water
run-off and prevent
increased surface water
flooding elsewhere.

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste during
construction and
occupation. Minor
negative.

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste but more
pronounced due to
the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate. Minor
negative.

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste but more
pronounced due to
the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate. Minor
negative.

the Low Growth
option. Avoidance
of areas at risk of
flooding will be
harder to achieve.
Minor negative.
Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste but more
pronounced due to
the higher level of
population increase
this option would
generate. Minor
negative.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Keyworth is within
4 miles of
Nottingham (5
miles from the
nearest local centre
at Gamston (which

Increased car use
would inevitably
occur. However
provision of non-car
based transport
within Keyworth is

Increased car use
would inevitably
occur. However
provision of non-car
based transport
within Keyworth is

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

flooding. Potential
negative impact
depending on sites
identified for
development.
Minor negative.

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport
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Increased car use
would inevitably
occur. However

Ideas for mitigation

Allocate, where possible,
sites which are in close
proximity to regular bus
services to Nottingham
and other towns and
villages.

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

13. Employment

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

has a
supermarket).
Keyworth is served
by regular public
transport services
(including Keyworth
Connections). Most
sites on the edge of
Keyworth are within
walking distance of
these services or
facilities in local
centres. Whilst
private car journeys
would inevitably
increase, the
provision of non-car
based transport is a
minor positive.
Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

a minor positive.

a minor positive.

provision of non-car
based transport
within Keyworth is
a minor positive.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

Additional housing
may generate short
term employment
during construction.
However it is
considered that
there is a neutral
effect.

C74

Ideas for mitigation

Consideration of mixed
use allocations instead of
solely housing for the
higher growth options
(800 dwellings +). This
would improve
sustainability credentials
for the higher housing

Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

scenarios as it would
improve employment
opportunities locally
thereby reducing the
need to travel for work.
14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.
No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.

No effects
identified.
No effects
identified.

Summary
Core Strategy minimum
This option has a neutral impact on the sustainability appraisal objectives as it would not require any further housing. Critically, this option would not help to
address the current five year housing shortfall and it could therefore indirectly lead to greater greenfield land take and development in less sustainable
settlements.
Around 25% more than Core Strategy minimum
As with all the housing options appraised, exact impact would depend on sites identified to meet the housing requirement under this scenario.
The main sustainability issues identified for the settlement as a whole are as follows:
This scenario would likely require between one to three sites as a minimum (depending on the size and capacity of the sites selected). The main negatives
identified include potential impact on environmental objective as sites to the northeast are in close proximity of LWS and all sites contain priority habitats.
Conversely sites to the west are identified as being Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile) and sites to the northeast are Grade 3. Overall
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Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

landscape constraints are limited, with prominent sites (KEY3, KEY04b and KEY14), in elevated locations, being identified as sensitive to change. Given the
allocation options on the edge of Keyworth, notwithstanding the potential for adverse effects upon priority habitats and LWS (which could be avoided or
mitigated), the selection of one to three sites is unlikely to have significant negative effects on environmental objectives. Minor negative effects concluded.
Regarding heritage objectives – aside from KEY14, Keyworth is not constrained by historic assets.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 50% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely require three or four sites (although it could be delivered within one or two large sites). The main sustainability issues highlighted
above would also apply under this scenario. This would therefore have a greater negative impact on the environmental objectives as described above.
However given the limited environmental constraints (biodiversity, landscape, flooding etc.) and the allocation options on the edge of Keyworth,
notwithstanding the potential for adverse effects upon priority habitats and LWS, the selection of three or four sites is unlikely to have significant negative
effects on environmental objectives. Minor negative effects concluded.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 100% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely require five or six sites (although it could be delivered with fewer sites). As such, there is a negative impact on the environmental
objectives, and this is more pronounced due to the greater greenfield land take required. However given the limited environmental constraints (biodiversity,
landscape, flooding etc.) and the allocation options on the edge of Keyworth, notwithstanding the potential for adverse effects upon priority habitats and LWS,
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Keyworth
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 450
dwellings

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Keyworth

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(550 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(675 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (900
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(1000
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

the selection of three or four sites is unlikely to have significant negative effects on environmental objectives. Minor negative effects concluded.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 125% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely involve the loss of more ecological, landscape or historic sensitivity. Sites further from the centre of Keyworth may be required and
these are in less sustainable locations, further from services and public transport. The significant increase in population this scenario would result in could
increase patronage on public transport service which could improve the viability of the service and lead to further service improvements.
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Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

This option would
not deliver any
additional housing
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy. Neutral.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

This would deliver
200 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 16%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive

This would deliver
400 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 22%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

This would deliver
500 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 24%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Major positive

This would deliver
100 dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 14%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive
Accessible
recreational routes
into wider
countryside
restricted as
majority of
available housing
sites neighbour
major roads. Sites
RAD11 and the
sites along
Nottingham road

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Ideas for mitigation

Promote range of house
types and housing mix in
line with Policy 8 of the
Core Strategy.

Capacity of existing
medical centre will be of
importance.
Infrastructure Capacity
Study should be updated
to ensure population
increase can be
accommodated.
Ensure any new housing
site includes new open
space and takes
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Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

are in proximity to
recreation grounds.
Neutral impact

Ideas for mitigation

advantage of any
opportunities to integrate
with any existing
surrounding GI networks.

Precise impact
would depend on
individual sites
identified for
development.

3. Heritage

Radcliffe on Trent
does not have a
Conservation Area
but there are listed
buildings and local
interest buildings
primarily
concentrated in the
village centre,
some distance
away from the
available sites.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

Neutral impact.
4. Crime
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Designing out crime

Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

features to incorporated
as part of the design of
any scheme.
Additional
development
focussed on a
settlement which
already has a wide
range of facilities
and services
(library, retail,
leisure centre, etc).
These facilities and
services would be
supported by this
increase in
population, and
would help improve
vitality of town
centre. Minor
positive.

5. Social

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

No impact.

New development
of this scale would
involve the loss of
potentially two
greenfield sites.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced. Minor
positive.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in
population

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced due to
greater greenfield

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced due to
greater greenfield
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Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in
population

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced due to
greater greenfield

Site selection process to
assess biodiversity
impact on each site and
opportunities for GI
linkages and integration
as part of the design of

Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

LWS lies between
sites RAD8 and
RAD9 to the south.

landtake required.
Minor negative.

landtake required.
Minor negative.

landtake required.
Minor negative.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement. Minor
negative.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement. Minor
negative.

Ideas for mitigation

the scheme. Promote
opportunities for new GI
through any site
allocations.

Negative impact

7. Landscape

Precise impact
would depend on
the sites identified
for development.
In respect of the
sites available,
Radcliffe has a
relatively low
landscape score
when compared to
other settlements
assessed in the
Landscape and
Visual Analysis
Study, The lowest
ranked site score is
39 and the highest
is 95 (the highest
rank is 98). Land at
Radcliffe on Trent
Golf Club (west)
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Site selection process
should refer to the
Landscape and Visual
Analysis or Potential
Development Sites
Study.
Mitigation measures as
proposed through this
and Landscape
Character Assessment.

Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

9. Flooding

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced.

and Land off
Shelford Road (2)
are highlighted as
being the more
important sites in
relation to
Landscape.
Available housing
sites to the east of
Radcliffe are
identified as Grade
2 agricultural land.
Minor negative.
Three sites to the
west identified by
EA maps as being
in Flood Zone 2.
However, most
recent SFRA work
indicates that only
the northern part of
the site is at risk of
flooding in a 1 in
1000 flood risk
event given the
defences in the
area. Potential

Ideas for mitigation

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option
Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option
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Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option

Adherence to Sequential
and Exceptions Test as
part of the allocations
process.

Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

10. Waste

11. Energy

12. Transport

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

negative impact
depending on sites
identified for
development.
Minor negative.
Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact
Impact as
described under
the 100% growth
option

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option.

Increase in
population of this
scale could
increase passenger
numbers on the rail
service which could
improve viability
and lead to more
frequent services.
Unknown impact
though so still only
identified as a
minor positive.

Radcliffe on Trent
benefits from a
regular bus service
(every ten minutes
during peak times)
with a relatively
short journey time
to Nottingham city
centre (30
minutes). Focusing
additional
development on the
settlements would
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Ideas for mitigation

Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

use and potentially
enhance existing
transport
infrastructure. The
village also benefits
from a train station,
however, services
are not frequent.
Minor positive.

13. Employment

14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure
Summary

No impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact
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No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

Consideration of mixed
use allocations instead of
solely housing for the
higher growth options
(800 dwellings +). This
would improve
sustainability credentials
for the higher housing
scenarios as it would
improve employment
opportunities locally
thereby reducing the
need to travel for work.

Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

Core Strategy minimum
This option has a neutral impact on the sustainability appraisal objectives as it would not require any further housing allocations (other than for the Core
Strategy minimum requirement of 400 dwellings). Critically, this option would not help to address the current five year housing shortfall and it could therefore
indirectly lead to greater greenfield land take and development in less sustainable settlements.
Around 25% more than Core Strategy minimum
As with all the housing options appraised, exact impact would depend on sites identified to meet the housing requirement under this scenario.
The main sustainability issues identified for the settlement as a whole are as follows:
This scenario would likely require two or three sites as a minimum. The main negatives identified include potential impact on the Flooding objective as three
of the sites to the west are identified in Flood Zone 2. However, most recent SFRA work indicates that only the northern part of RAD1 and RAD6 are at risk of
a 1 in 1000 flood risk event given the existing defences in the area, therefore only a minor negative is identified. All of the sites to the east of the settlement
are identified as Grade 2 agricultural land. It would likely be required to have to identify as least one of these sites in order to meet the housing requirement
proposed under this option. Minor negative therefore identified for this objective. There is a Local Wildlife Site (LWS) to the south of the settlement, in
between sites RAD8 and RAD9. Under this scenario it would be required to identify sites either at flood risk, or of high agricultural land value or with a
potential impact on the LWS. There would therefore be an overall negative impact on the environmental objectives.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 50% more than Core Strategy minimum
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Radcliffe on Trent
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 400
dwellings

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Radcliffe on Trent

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(500 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(600 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (800
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum(900
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

This scenario would likely three or four sites as a minimum. The main sustainability issues highlighted above would also apply under this scenario. This would
therefore have a greater negative impact on the environmental objectives as described above and increase the probability of identifying sites that have a
more negative impact on the Flooding, Biodiversity and GI, or Landscape objectives.

Around 100% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely five or six sites as a minimum. As such, there is a negative impact on the environmental objectives, and more pronounced due to
the greater greenfield land take required. In addition, this scenario would increase the probability of allocating those sites identified as having a higher
landscape score in order to meet the required numbers (RAD9 and RAD10). Under this quantum of development, provision of new employment could also be
considered appropriate as part of a potential mixed use scheme.
The significant increase in population this scenario would result in could increase patronage on the rail service which could improve the viability of the service
and lead to further service improvements.
Around 125% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely involve the loss of the majority of the available greenfield sites.
In addition, this scenario would increase the probability of allocating those sites identified as having a higher landscape score in order to meet the required
numbers (RAD9 and RAD10). The significant increase in population this scenario would result in could increase patronage on the rail service which could
improve the viability of the service and lead to further service improvements.
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Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

This option would
not deliver any
additional housing
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy. Neutral.

No impact as no
additional growth
proposed.

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

This would deliver
around 125
dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 16%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive

This would deliver
around 250
dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 22%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive

This would deliver
around 315
dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 24%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive

This would deliver
around 60
dwellings more
than that proposed
under the Core
Strategy and would
increase the
number of
dwellings in the
village by 10%.
This should include
30% affordable
housing in this
submarket area.
Minor positive
Ruddington
benefits from a
number of
accessible green
spaces that could
could encourage
healthier lifestyles
(Ruddington
Country Park,
Wilwell Farm
Cutting, Fairham

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Ideas for mitigation

Promote range of house
types and housing mix in
line with Policy 8 of the
Core Strategy.

Capacity of existing
medical centre will be of
importance.
Infrastructure Capacity
Study should be updated
to ensure population
increase can be
accommodated.
Ensure any new housing
site includes new open

C87

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Nature Reserve).
RUD 1, 2, 7, 8 and
15 lie in proximity
to those areas so
appropriate
linkages could be
provided to exploit
this. Consideration
should be given to
ensure increased
footfall doesn’t
compromise the
biodiversity value of
the LNR/SSSIs
however.
Overall neutral
impact as this
would depend on
sites chosen. The
opportunities for
the above sites
should be
considered as part
of the site specific
appraisals
however.

Ideas for mitigation

space and takes
advantage of any
opportunities to integrate
with any existing
surrounding GI networks.
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Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Higher growth
option of this scale
would increase risk
of identifying sites
identified as having
more sensitivity in
terms of heritage
impact. Neutral.

Higher growth
option of this scale
would increase risk
of identifying sites
identified as having
more sensitivity in
terms of heritage
impact. Neutral.

Precise impact
would depend on
individual sites
identified for
development.

3. Heritage

Ruddington has a
relatively large
Conservation Area
and a number of
listed buildings and
buildings of local
importance. 6 of
the available sites
are adjacent to the
Conservation Area
(RUD4, RUD5,
RUD6, RUD12,
RUD13, RUD14).

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Neutral.

Easthorpe House
(RUD4) has
significant identified
heritage constraints
(Listed Building,
Historic Park and
Garden and impact
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Ideas for mitigation

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

on setting of
adjacent
Conservation
Area).

4. Crime

5. Social

No direct impact

No direct impact

No direct impact

Additional
development
focussed on a
settlement which
already has a wide
range of facilities
and services
(library, retail,
leisure centre, etc).
These facilities and
services would be
supported by this
increase in
population, and
would help improve
vitality of town
centre. Minor
positive.

No direct impact.

No direct impact.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced. Minor
positive.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in
population
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No direct impact.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced. Major
positive due to
more significant
increase in
population

Designing out crime
features to incorporate as
part of the design of any
scheme.

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

6. Biodiversity,
Green
Infrastructure

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

No impact.

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced due to
greater greenfield
landtake required.
Minor negative.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced due to
greater greenfield
landtake required.
Minor negative.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced due to
greater greenfield
landtake required.
Minor negative.

New development
of this scale would
involve the loss of
potentially two
greenfield sites.
Impact would
depend on the sites
identified for
development under
this option but the
following sites have
been highlighted of
importance.
A number of
important sites for
biodiversity lie
within and adjacent
to the settlement.
Wilwell Farm
Cutting is a
designated SSSI
with part of its
stretch adjoining
sites RUD7.
RUD15 and RUD1.
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Ideas for mitigation

Site selection process to
assess biodiversity
impact on each site and
opportunities for GI
linkages and integration
as part of the design of
the scheme. Promote
opportunities for new GI
through any site
allocations.

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

Fairham Brook
Nature Reserve
(also a LWS) lies
adjacent to both
RUD8 and RUD15.
Ruddington
Country Park (also
a LWS) lies
adjacent to RUD7.
Residential
development could
compromise the
biodiversity integrity
of these sites.
Appropriate and
sensitive design
would be needed to
mitigate any
impact.

7. Landscape

Precise impact
would depend on
the sites identified
for development.

Under this
scenario, there
would be a greater
risk of having to
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Site selection process
should refer to the
Landscape and Visual
Analysis or Potential

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

8. Natural
Resources

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

In respect of the
sites available,
landscape scores
vary considerably.
The lowest ranked
site score is 2 and
the highest is 96
(the highest rank is
98). Easthorpe
House (RUD4) and
land to the west of
Wilford Road
(RUD2) highlighted
as being the more
important sites in
relation to
Landscape.
All available
housing sites are
identified as Grade
2 agricultural land
so there would
inevitably be losses
of Best and Most
Versatile soils
under all housing
scenarios, even the

identify sites more
sensitive in terms
of landscape in
order to meet the
housing
requirement. Minor
negative.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced.
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Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option but more
pronounced.

Ideas for mitigation

Development Sites
Study.
Mitigation measures as
proposed through this
and Landscape
Character Assessment.

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

9. Flooding

10. Waste

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

lowest. Minor
negative
Parts of four sites
are identified as
being in Flood
Zone 2 and also
Zone 3(RUD1,
RUD2, RUD8 and
RUD15). The
extent of flood risk
varies for each site.
RUD2 only has a
small part of its
southern boundary
identified as at risk,
whereas over half
of RUD1 is
identified as being
at risk. Potential
negative impact
depending on sites
identified for
development.
Minor negative.
Increased
development would
inevitably lead to

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Higher
growth requirement
means increased
likelihood of
allocating sites at
flood risk.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Higher
growth requirement
means increased
likelihood of
allocating sites at
flood risk

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to
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Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option. Higher
growth requirement
means increased
likelihood of
allocating sites at
flood risk

Increased
development would
inevitably lead to

Ideas for mitigation

Adherence to Sequential
and Exceptions Test as
part of the allocations
process.

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

11. Energy

12. Transport

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

increased levels of
waste. Minor
negative.
No significant
impact

Ruddington
benefits from a
regular bus service
(every ten minutes
during peak times)
with a relatively
short journey time
to Nottingham city
centre (30
minutes). Focusing
additional
development on the
settlements would
use and potentially
enhance existing
transport
infrastructure.
Minor positive
overall. Impact
would depend on
sites chosen as

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option.

Impact as
described under
the 25% growth
option.
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Ideas for mitigation

Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

some of those are
not in proximity to
the bus stop
(RUD3, RUD11.
RUD9. RUD10 and
RUD16).

13. Employment

14. Innovation
15. Economic
Structure
Summary

No impact
No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

No significant
impact

Consideration of mixed
use allocations instead of
solely housing. This
would improve
sustainability credentials
for the higher housing
scenarios as it would
improve employment
opportunities locally
thereby reducing the
need to travel for work.

No significant
impact
No significant
impact

Core Strategy minimum
This option has a neutral impact on the sustainability appraisal objectives as it would not require any further housing allocations (other than for the Core
Strategy minimum requirement of 250 dwellings). Critically, this option would not help to address the current five year housing shortfall and it could therefore
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Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

indirectly lead to greater greenfield land take and development in less sustainable settlements.
Around 25% more than Core Strategy minimum
As with all the housing options appraised, exact impact would depend on sites identified to meet the housing requirement under this scenario.
The main sustainability issues identified for the settlement as a whole are as follows:
This scenario would likely require two or three sites as a minimum. The main negatives identified include potential impact on the Flooding objective as four of
the sites to the west are identified in Flood Zone 2 or Flood Zone 3. Sequential test (establishing whether alternative sites within Flood Zone 1 exist) and
exception test (mitigation measures) must be applied in order to allocate those sites if they are identified under this growth scenario. All of the available sites
are identified as Grade 2 agricultural land. This therefore has a negative on this objective due to the inevitable loss of Best and Most Versatile Agricultural
Land as a result of the level of development proposed under this growth scenario. There are also a number of important sites for biodiversity within and
adjacent to the settlement that border some of the available sites that could be identified for development under this growth option. Mitigation measures would
therefore be critical to avoiding any adverse impact. A number of the available sites also are identified as having a potentially negative impact on the Heritage
objective due to the proximity of the Conservation Area and presence of important listed buildings.
There would be a positive benefit on the Social objective as the resultant increase in population should help support the retail centre and the viability of other
facilities (e.g. library, leisure centre). There is also a minor positive identified for the Transport objective as it focuses new development on a settlement that is
well served by a frequent bus service with a relatively short journey time to Nottingham city centre.
Around 50% more than Core Strategy minimum
This scenario would likely two or three sites as a minimum. The main sustainability issues highlighted above would also apply under this scenario. This would
therefore have a greater negative impact on the environmental objectives as described above due to the greater greenfield landtake required. It would
increase the probability of having to identify sites that either have a negative impact on the Flooding, Heritage or Landscape objectives.
Around 100% more than Core Strategy minimum
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Ruddington
Sustainability
appraisal
objectives

Core Strategy
minimum of 250
dwellings

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Ruddington

Around 25% more
than CS minimum
(c310 dwellings)

Around 50% more
than CS minimum
(375 dwellings)

Around 100%
more than CS
minimum (500
dwellings)

Around 125%
more than CS
minimum ( c565
dwellings)

Ideas for mitigation

This scenario would potentially involve having to identify as many as four sites. As such, there is a negative impact on the environmental objectives, and more
pronounced due to the greater greenfield land take required. As with the 50% additional growth scenario, this would increase the probability of having to
identify sites that either have a negative impact on the Flooding, Heritage or Landscape objectives.
Around 125% more than Core Strategy minimum
This higher growth scenario would potentially involve having to identify as many as four or five sites and would require having to identify a greater number of
sites that have a negative impact on either the Flooding, Heritage or Landscape objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

4. Crime

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

Site RAD1 – Option for housing allocation only. 300 dwellings
Ideas for mitigation

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 90 affordable units. Significant positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however opportunities
to incorporate significant GI which could enable physical activity. Playing
fields are a 10 min walk.

There are no heritage assets within the site or adjacent to it. Development
would affect the setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of the village
when approaching on Nottingham Road.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On-site GI
should address flooding and ecological impacts.
Property design and layout should reflect local
vernacular.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population - as a result of
allocating this site - should help sustain local shops, schools, public houses
and community facilities.

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site. It is
however bounded by and contains hedgerows, treebelts (and isolated
trees), scrub and woodland. These are LBAP priority habitats. The land
has been used for pasture and some has been less intensively managed.
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The Rushcliffe Biodiversity Mapping Report
identifies the protection of hedgerows as a
borough wide opportunity. These should be
enhanced with shelter belts. The presence of
existing grassland is identified in the opportunity

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Site RAD1 – Option for housing allocation only. 300 dwellings
Ideas for mitigation

Consequently it may contain locally important lowland grassland.

7. Landscape

The aggregate LVIA scored the site: 51/100. The site is comprises pasture
and rough ground nestled into the north-western edge of Radcliffe on Trent.
The landscape value of the study area is low, with little scenic quality,
correlation to existing landscape character, recreational value or tranquillity.
Development of the site would be perceived as infill with no notable loss of
key characteristics and as such the landscape susceptibility is also low. The
landscape sensitivity is low overall. The site has no visual value in its
surroundings and has a limited contribution to surrounding receptors owing
to its low visibility. Overall, the visual value, susceptibility and sensitivity
area all low.
Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will indirectly
reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation.

8. Natural Resources and
Flooding

The whole site is within Floodzone 2 and a significant area of the site is at a
high risk, medium and low risk of surface water flooding. SFRA indicates
that given the defences
Negative effect.

9. Waste

10. Energy

map. The loss of priority habitats should be
avoided, mitigate or as a last resort compensated.

Mitigation should include retaining blocks of
vegetation that define the field boundaries and
retention of woodland to the east. Buffering the
west half of the site to avoid perception of
increased urbanisation.

Development should incorporate sustainable
design.
Site should be subject to sequential test, exception
test and development would be required to include
significant SUDS. Northern part of the site should
remain free from development.

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non-renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

C100

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase
production of renewable energy.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

11. Transport

Site RAD1 – Option for housing allocation only. 300 dwellings
Ideas for mitigation

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services. The
site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (every 10 minutes).
Whilst distances from main employment and shopping areas, schools and
community facilities will inevitably result in an increased use of the private
car and congestion. The provision of frequent public transport in close
proximity results in a minor positive impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

No impact
12. Employment
No impact
13. Innovation
14. Economic Structure

No impact.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site solely for housing would have a similar sustainability impact as the alternative option of having a mixed use scheme
involving an element of employment land, except for the mixed use scheme would have a more positive impact on the economic objectives. The
environmental impact would be similar and would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats,
however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the site for housing and
their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that
the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a minor positive impact in relation to transport objective.
Development would lead to more car journeys however the site is within walking distance of the village centre and is served by frequent public transport
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Appendix D: Alternative Options for Site Allocation

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL01

Site name

Maltings Farm

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

1.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

16

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/001

SHLAA site ref

693

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 4 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Playing field on Dark Lane is 0.5 miles from the site
and is a 10 minute walk. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

Maltings Cottages are identified as Local Interest Buildings.
Development would impact on their agricultural setting.

Reinforcement of existing screening planting and
careful site layout required. In accordance with
Core Strategy policy 10, design and layout should
respect the existing character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Site contains small woodland/copse and is bounded by hedgerow.
These are identified as Local BAP/Priority habitats. Negative effect.

Phase 1 habitat survey should be undertaken with
planning application. The design and layout should
protect and enhance priority habitats ensuring they
are connected internally and with the wider
countryside.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate score in LVIA: 48/100. The site comprises one pastoral field
with adjoining farmstead. The site lies immediately north of, and is
accessed via Abbey Lane. There are a number of PRoW's within the
study area as well as conservational interests, but neither are directly
related to the site. There is an overall medium landscape value within
the study area and an associated scheduled monument 'Cranmer's

Soft landscaping should be incorporated into the
design and mature vegetation should be retained.

D1

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL01

Site name

Maltings Farm

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

1.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

16

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/001

SHLAA site ref

693

Ideas for mitigtion

Mound'. There is a low susceptibility to change due to the perception of
the site as an extension of the edge. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are no distinct indicators of
value within the study area. There is a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge, however the
overall susceptibility is low. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile).
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.
Neutral effect.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contribution to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

12. Transport

‐

Bus stops are located on Main Street which is a 5 minute walk and these Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
provide service to Grantham, Bingham, Newark and Nottingham. There
are also train services to Nottingham, Grantham and Skegness. Many of
the services on public transport are irregular however. Due to the
distance from main employment and shopping areas and irregular
public transport services, the development of this site for housing
would inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
congestion. Negative effect.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although may
D2

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL01

Site name

Maltings Farm

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

1.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

16

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/001

SHLAA site ref

693

Ideas for mitigtion

generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats
and loss of best and most versatile land. Whilst the former could be mitigated through sensitive design and layout, the loss of best and most
versatile land cannot be mitigated. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and
climate change objectives. Housing development within Aslockton, which has limited services and facilities, will increase the use of private car and
conflict with Transport objectives. Development would provide housing opportunities for local residents however and the subsequent increase in
population would help sustain the limited services and facilities within the village. Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral.

D3

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL02

Site name

Land to the rear of Acacia House

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/002

SHLAA site ref

694

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 4 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Playing field on Dark Lane is 0.5 miles from the site
and is a 10 minute walk. Nearest medical centre is at Bingham. Neutral
effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. There is known archaeology located outside the site however.
Site does contain enclosure and ring ditch. Neutral effect.

Site wide geophysical survey to inform
development. In accordance with Core Strategy
policy 10, design and layout should respect the
existing character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Site is bounded by hedgerows. These are identified as Local
BAP/Priority habitats. Negative effect.

Phase 1 habitat survey should be undertaken with
planning application. The design and layout should
protect and enhance priority habitats ensuring they
are connected internally and with the wider
countryside. RoW should be preserved and its
environment maintained and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate score in LVIA: 50/100. The site comprises one relatively well
maintained pastoral field. The site lies immediately north of a single row
of houses of Abbey Lane. There are a number of PRoW's within the
study area as well as conservational interests, but neither are directly

Soft landscaping should be incorporated into the
design and mature vegetation should be retained.
Site should be brought forward with RBC/ASL/002
to ensure comprehensive development includes

D4

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL02

Site name

Land to the rear of Acacia House

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/002

SHLAA site ref

694

Ideas for mitigtion

related to the site. There is an overall medium landscape value within
effective mitigation.
the study area and an associated scheduled monument 'Cranmer's
Mound'. There is a low susceptibility to change due to the perception of
the site as an extension of the edge. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are no distinct indicators of
value within the study area. There is a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge, however the
overall susceptibility is low. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile).
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.
Neutral effect.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce likelihood
of surface water flooding within the site and wider
area.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

Bus stops are located on Main Street which is a 5 minute walk and these Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
provide service to Grantham, Bingham, Newark and Nottingham. There
are also train services to Nottingham, Grantham and Skegness. Many of
the services on public transport are irregular however. Due to the
distance from main employment and shopping areas and irregular
public transport services, the development of this site for housing
would inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
D5

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL02

Site name

Land to the rear of Acacia House

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/002

SHLAA site ref

694

Ideas for mitigtion

congestion. Negative effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats
and loss of best and most versatile land. Whilst the former could be mitigated through sensitive design and layout, the loss of best and most
versatile land cannot be mitigated. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and
climate change objectives. Housing development within Aslockton, which has limited services and facilities, will increase the use of private car and
conflict with transport objectives. Development would provide housing opportunities for local residents however and the subsequent increase in
population would help sustain the limited services and facilities within the village. Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL03

Site name

Land North of Abbey Lane

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

65

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture/Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/003

SHLAA site ref

641

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 19 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Playing field on Dark Lane is 0.5 miles from the site
and is a 10 minute walk. Nearest medical centre is at Bingham. Neutral
effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site. Aslockton
Conservation Area is adjacent to the site however and its setting could
be adversely affected. Minor negative effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policies 10 and
11, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the settlement, including the
conservation area. Layout, screening and
positioning of public open space within site.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Site is bounded by hedgerows. These are identified as Local
BAP/Priority habitats. Right of way (RoW) borders the site, adjacent to
the school field, this route could be adversely affected. Minor negative
effect.

Phase 1 habitat survey should be undertaken with
planning application. The design and layout should
protect and enhance priority habitats ensuring they
are connected internally and with the wider
countryside. RoW should be preserved and its
environment maintained and enhanced.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 61/100. The site comprises one relatively well
maintained arable field. The site lies immediately north of a single row
of houses of Abbey Lane. There are a number of PRoW's within the

Soft landscaping should be incorporated into the
design and mature vegetation should be retained.
Setting of the Conservation Area should be
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL03

Site name

Land North of Abbey Lane

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

65

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture/Arable

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/003

SHLAA site ref

641

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

study area with Footpath FP3 running along the sites eastern boundary. respected.
There are some conservational interests within the study area which
are not directly related
to the site. There is an overall medium landscape value within the study
area and an associated scheduled monument 'Cranmer's Mound'. There
is a low susceptibility to change due to the perception of the site as an
extension of the edge. The sensitivity of the landscape character is low
overall. Visually, there are no distinct indicators of
value within the study area. There is a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge, however the
overall susceptibility is low. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile).
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Whilst the site is within Floodzone 1, a significant area of the site is
identified as being at low risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce likelihood
of surface water flooding within the site and wider
area.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

Bus stops are located on Main Street which is a 5 minute walk and these Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
provide services to Grantham, Bingham, Newark and Nottingham.
There are also train services to Nottingham, Grantham and Skegness.
Many of the services on public transport are irregular however. Due to
D8

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL03

Site name

Land North of Abbey Lane

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

65

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture/Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/003

SHLAA site ref

641

Ideas for mitigtion

the distance from main employment and shopping areas and irregular
public transport services, the development of this site for housing
would inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
congestion. Negative effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, as there is on historic
assets, in particular the conservation area. There would be a negative effect in terms of natural resources, with the loss of best and most versatile
agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change
objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is
considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective. Development would lead to more car journeys due
to its location at a village with limited facilities and limited public transport. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL04

Site name

Land at Cliff Hill Lane

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/005

SHLAA site ref

435

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or improve access to health facilities.
Playing field on Dark Lane is 0.5 miles from the site and is a 10 to 15
minute walk. Nearest medical centre is at Bingham. Neutral effect.

There are opportunities to provide on‐site
recreational space for physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site. Neutral effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area. Positioning of open space towards north
and west of site.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

No nature conservation assets within the site or in close proximity. It is Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
however bounded by and contains hedgerows in varied condition which preserved and enhanced. Adverse effects should be
are a LBAP /Priority habitat.
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 52/100. The site comprises one field with both
Single row linier development to match existing and
pastoral and rough/ equestrian characteristics. The site lies immediately retention of existing hedgerows will help reduce
north of Cliffhill Lane opposite a block of housing. There are a number
and mitigate landscape and visual impacts.
of PRoW's within the study area with Footpath FP4 running past the
north‐west corner of the site. There are some conservational interests
within the study area which are not directly related to the site. There is
an overall low landscape value within the study area. There is a medium
susceptibility to change due to the perception of infill and a disruption
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL04

Site name

Land at Cliff Hill Lane

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/005

SHLAA site ref

435

Ideas for mitigtion

of the existing ribbon development. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are no distinct indicators of
value within the study area. There are a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge. The overall
visual susceptibility is low as the site does not form an important part of
the visual amenity. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile).
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site is within Floodzone 2 (1‐1000 years). EA map indicates a significant
proportion of the site is also at a low risk of surface water flooding.
Minor negative effect.

Sequential Test should be applied and sites outside
Floodzone 2 and 3 preferred. If allocated, this
should be justified through the Exception Test.
Avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

Bus stops are located on Main Street which is a 5 minute walk and these Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
provide service to Grantham, Bingham, Newark and Nottingham. There
are also train services to Nottingham, Grantham and Skegness. Many of
the services on public transport are irregular however. Due to the
distance from main employment and shopping areas and irregular
public transport services, the development of this site for housing
would inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
D11

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

ASL04

Site name

Land at Cliff Hill Lane

Settlement

Aslockton

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/ASL/005

SHLAA site ref

435

Ideas for mitigtion

congestion. Negative effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate significant employment benefits,
although it may generate short term employment during construction.
Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats,
loss of best and most versatile land and flooding. Whilst the former could be mitigated through sensitive design and layout, the loss of best and
most versatile land cannot be mitigated and development in flood zone 2 should be avoided. The development of the site for housing and their
occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. Housing development within Aslockton, which has limited
services and facilities, will increase the use of private car and conflict with transport objectives. Development would provide housing opportunities
for local residents however and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the limited services and facilities within the village.
Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 23

Site reference

BUN01

Site name

Bunny Brickworks

Settlement

Bunny

Site area (hectares)

7.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Landscape review ref

RBC/BUN/001

SHLAA site ref

30

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Vacant land previously developed

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 30 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

‐

Will not reduce health inequality. There are opportunities to provide on‐
site Green Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for physical
activity. Site is in a more isolated location outside of a settlement
which would not encourage walking/cycling

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

‐

Site is in an isolated location so no community facilities in proximity.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

No nature conservation assets within the site or in close proximity. It is Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
however bounded by and contains hedgerows in varied condition which preserved and enhanced. Adverse effects should be
are a LBAP habitat, and there is some evidence of natural regeneration. avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 52/100. The site is situated on the southern
edge of the village of Bunny, adjacent to a landfill site and Bunny
Trading Estate, as well as a line of housing. The site includes an area of
TPO and slopes gently up towards the south. Within the study area,
there is a low landscape value due to the degraded and industrial
character of the site's immediate surroundings. The landscape
susceptibility is medium as the site would form a block of development
and have a perceived increase in density on the sparsely populated
village edge. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. There is very
limited visual value associated with the site, as well as a low visual
susceptibility arising from the dense vegetation on the site boundaries,
D13

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Retain mature vegetation on site. Retain TPO on
north east of site.

Local Plan reference Policy 23

Site reference

BUN01

Site name

Bunny Brickworks

Settlement

Bunny

Site area (hectares)

7.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

100

Score

Landscape review ref

RBC/BUN/001

SHLAA site ref

30

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Vacant land previously developed

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

which currently screens it from view. The visual sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

0

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services, compounded by the site's
location. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. However, reuse of a PDL site represents
an efficient use of land. On balance, a neutral impact.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site not identified as at risk of flooding from rivers and streams. East of
the site is identified as a source of potential surface water flooding.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SuDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site remediation, construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

The site is within walking distance to the number 9 bus service which
provides services to Nottingham and Loughborough every 30 minutes
throughout the week, but hourly on Sundays. Employment use on site
and distance larger urban areas will result in increased private car use.
The site is within walking distance to Bunny; however the services and
facilities are limited.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

+

Site being promoted as mixed use development with the provision of
some employment units.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

Site not of a scale to generate significant improvements to economic
structure

Summary

The regeneration of this brownfield site for housing and employment would increase in employment opportunities within the rural area and assist
the delivery of the SA's economic objectives. Impacts on local priority habitats and the landscape could be avoided or mitigated through sensitive
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Local Plan reference Policy 23

Site reference

BUN01

Site name

Bunny Brickworks

Settlement

Bunny

Site area (hectares)

7.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Landscape review ref

RBC/BUN/001

SHLAA site ref

30

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Vacant land previously developed

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

design and layout. Whilst bus services along the A60 provide access to centres of employment, retail and community facilities, the development of
this site for housing will also inevitably increase usage by private car so considered to have a negative impact on the Transport objective and
Health as walking and cycling would not be incentivised. The construction and occupation would inevitably increase the production of waste,
energy demand, and consumption of natural resources.
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Local Plan reference Policy 2.1

Site reference

COT01

Site name

Land RO Mill Lane/The Old Park

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

12.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

COT/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/001

SHLAA site ref

359 and 43

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a major contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 17 affordable units. Major positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

+

The occupants of the site will benefit from being in close proximity to
the recreational assets of Cotgrave Country Park and will be within a 30
minute walking distance of the health and leisure centres.

Ensure if possible linkages are provided to access
the county park and the Grantham Canal.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated heritage assets within the site. However
archaeological finds indicate the site may contain a prehistoric
settlement and early medieval cemetery. Medieval and roman pottery
has been found. Geophysical survey has indicated the likelihood of
archaeology to the west of the site.

Areas of important archaeological interest should
be avoided and
retained as open space unless subject to area
excavation and recording;. In accordance with Core
Strategy policy 10, design and layout should respect
the existing character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

Site is within close proximity of Cotgrave Country Park and the
GI within Cotgrave Country Park and along the
Grantham Canal corridor. Both of which are local wildlife sites. Site itself Grantham Canal corridor. Potential to improve.
is open and agricultural.
Opportunities to enhance the northern and eastern
fringes of the site to provide a buffer to these
features, together with the public footpath corridor
that runs across the western part of the site.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 48/100. The site is comprises two arable
fields and some rough ground on the north‐eastern edge of the village
of Cotgrave. To the immediate north of the site is Cotgrave Country
D16

Retain and enhance boundary trees and vegetation,
Provide buffer to Cotgrave Country Park.

Local Plan reference Policy 2.1

Site reference

COT01

Site name

Land RO Mill Lane/The Old Park

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

12.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

COT/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/001

SHLAA site ref

359 and 43

Ideas for mitigtion

Park, which is a considerable recreational resource for the area. There is
an overall low landscape value within the study area and a low
susceptibility to change due to the perception of the site as an
extension of the edge. The sensitivity of the landscape character is low
overall. Visually, Cotgrave Country Park is an indicator of value, but
there is little else of value. There is a medium number of potential
receptors and the site forms part of the backdrop to the village, but it is
of overall low susceptibility. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, services and facilities. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Minor negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site as identified in the SHLAA is not within an area of flood risk.
Parts of the site are at risk of flooding from surface water.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

+

Within walking distance of shopping area and most main facilities. Also Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
within walking distance of main bus route in Cotgrave. Whilst
development will inevitably will lead to increased use of the car in any
location, it is considered that the balancing factors will lead to a positive
effect.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.
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Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference Policy 2.1

Site reference

COT01

Site name

Land RO Mill Lane/The Old Park

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

12.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

180

Score

COT/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Green Belt ref

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/001

SHLAA site ref

359 and 43

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. Effects on biodiversity and landscape are neutral. Historic records
indicate the presence of medieval settlement, and survey work leads to the conclusion that the area should be left in situ or a detailed exercise of
suveying and recording should take place if this part of the site were to be developed. The scale of development would make a significant
contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area and the subsequent increase in
population would help sustain the settlements services and facilities. The site is in close proximity of local recreational assets Canal and Country
Park) and these provide opportunities for healthy activities. Whilst construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral. As the site is within walking distance of Cotgrave's community facilities, retail options and regular bus services to
Nottingham, the use of private car would be reduced. Consequently, overall the site has a positive impact on transport.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT02

Site name

Land at Main Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

2.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

COT/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/002

SHLAA site ref

45

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 5 affordable units. Minor positive effect.

2. Health

+

Will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to health facilities. Ensure if possible linkages are provided to access
Site is within a 10 minute walk of the Country Park and 30 minute walk the county park and the Grantham Canal.
of new medical centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established hedgerows
which are a LBAP habitat and the pasture may contain locally important
neutral grassland plant species.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 48/100. Site COT/002 is a small rectangular
piece of equestrian grazing land just to the north of the Cotgrave village
boundary. It is slightly removed from the village boundary, with a TPO
on its southern edge. There is a low landscape value and susceptibility
in the study area due to the high degree of human influence and the
perception of the site as an extension of the urban edge, albeit slightly
removed from the existing boundary. Overall there is a low landscape
sensitivity. The visual value is low, although the presence of Cotgrave

Retain and enhance existing trees and vegetation.
Landscape planting on northern boundary to break
up urban edge.
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Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT02

Site name

Land at Main Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

2.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

50

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/002

SHLAA site ref

45

Ideas for mitigtion

Country Park is a positive factor. There is a low visual susceptibility
owing to the limited contribution of the site to the visual amenity.
Overall there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, services and facilities. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Minor negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site located within zone 1 flood risk area. Parts of the site at risk from
surface water flooding.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least 3
times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Off road cyclepath on
opposite side of Main Road. Some distance from main facilities and
local employment opportunities. Development will inevitably lead to
increased use of the car

Improve connectivity to existing footway further
down Main Road on the same side of the road as
the site. Provide travel packs to new occupants of
development.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT02

Site name

Land at Main Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

2.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

50

Green Belt ref

COT/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/002

SHLAA site ref

45

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats conflict with biodiversity objectives and
should be avoided or mitigated. Parts of the site are liable to surface water flooding and development would require avoidance and mitigation
measures to ensure properties are not affected and that development does not increase flooding elsewhere. Contrary to transport objectives,
distances from employment and from local services in the village will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars. The development of
the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing
market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore
supports SA housing and social objectives. The site is in close proximity of the Country Park and these provide opportunities for healthy activities.
Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT03

Site name

Land R/O and to the west of Main Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

6.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

125

Green Belt ref

COT/N

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/003

SHLAA site ref

364

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 12 affordable units. Positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or improve access to health facilities.
Site is within a 10 minute walk of the Country Park and 30 minute walk
of new medical centre. Neutral effect.

There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Nothing on site, but within the setting of listed church which is grade I
and the Limes, which is grade II. There is a series of earthworks forming
banked enclosures and hollows in southern half of the site. However
age and function is unknown.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area. Avoid excessive height of development ‐
limited to 2 storey with some limited 2 and a half
storey potential. Opportunities to further
knowledge and understanding of archaeology on
site ‐ findings must inform development and could
potentially restrict scope for development across
half of the site area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows in part which
are a LBAP habitat and the pasture may contain locally important
neutral grassland plant species and there are watercourses at the edge
of the site.

Hedgerow corridors could be maintained and
enhanced as green infrastructure. The watercourse
to the north of the site could be maintained and
enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggregate score: 46/100. The site is a series of arable fields to the

Retain and enhance existing trees and vegetation.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT03

Site name

Land R/O and to the west of Main Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

6.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

125

Green Belt ref

COT/N

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/003

SHLAA site ref

364

Ideas for mitigtion

north‐west of the historic centre of Cotgrave and is part of the setting
New development to respond to local vernacular.
to 'The Limes', a Grade II listed house. Cotgrave Footpath 15 crosses the
site in its south‐western corner and contributes to the medium
recreational value in the study area. Overall there is a low landscape
value. The landscape
susceptibility is also low as the site acts as an extension to the
settlement with no notable loss of key characteristics. This level of
susceptibility occurs despite the proximity of the site to the historic
village core. There is low landscape sensitivity overall. Visually, the site
has a limited recreational value and does not contribute to the visual
amenity for both residential and recreational receptors. It has an overall
low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
Grade 3 agricultural land.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site is not at risk of flooding from rivers and streams. Parts of the site
at varying risk from surface water flooding

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

+

Within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least 3
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Within walking distance
of facilities. Development will inevitably will lead to increased use of the
car. Slightly positive effect.
D23

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT03

Site name

Land R/O and to the west of Main Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

6.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

125

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/N

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/003

SHLAA site ref

364

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with
biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The rural setting of the village and heritage assets within the historic core of Cotrave
would be adversely impacted, contrary to heritage and design objectives. Parts of the site are liable to surface water flooding and development
would require avoidance and mitigation measures to ensure properties are not affected and that development does not increase flooding
elsewhere. Distances from employment and local services in the village and the frequency of bus service will lead to a slight positive, against the
transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and
others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities.
The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the
effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT04

Site name

Southwell and Nottingham Dicoese 534685 agent JVH 988882

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

COT/M

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/004

SHLAA site ref

44

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 8 affordable units. Positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or improve access to health facilities.
Site is within a 20 minute walk of the Country Park, Maddison Park, and
new medical centre. Neutral effect.

There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
physical activity. Also to provide access to wider
RoW networks.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Nothing on site, but within the setting of listed church which is grade I
and the Limes, which is grade II.

Ensure that the setting of the listed church and
other listed structures are not adversely affected
through design and layout. Avoid excessive height
of development ‐ limited to 2 storey with some
limited 2 and a half storey potential. In accordance
with Core Strategy policy 10, design and layout
should respect the existing character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established hedgerows
which are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 46/100. The site is an arable field on the
north‐western settlement edge of Cotgrave; it is crossed by Cotgrave
Footpath 15 and forms part of a strong rural edge to the settlement.

Retain and enhance existing vegetation.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT04

Site name

Southwell and Nottingham Dicoese 534685 agent JVH 988882

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

80

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/M

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/004

SHLAA site ref

44

Ideas for mitigtion

There is an overall low landscape value on site due to the low level of
conservation interests and the degree of human influence in the study
area. The landscape susceptibility is also low, owing to development of
the site resulting in no notable loss of key characteristics and an
extension of the urban edge. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. In
terms of visual amenity, there is a recreational value and views to All
Saints Church, but overall the value of the visual amenity is low. The site
is part of the visual amenity for residential receptors and is situated on
the village edge; it has a medium visual susceptibility. Overall there is a
low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
Grade 2 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not identified as at risk of flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

0

Site some distance away from main cotgrave connection, but closer to
Villager 2 which is hourly. Within walking distance of some main
facilities and local employment opportunities. Development will
inevitably will lead to increased use of the car. Neutral effect

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified
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Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT04

Site name

Southwell and Nottingham Dicoese 534685 agent JVH 988882

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

80

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

Green Belt ref

COT/M

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/004

SHLAA site ref

44

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified

The development of this site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste
and energy consumption. The loss of Best and Most Versatile Land cannot be mitigated and therefore the allocation of this site conflicts with
natural resources objectives. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflicts with biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or
mitigated. Distances from employment and local services in the village will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary
to transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local
residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT05

Site name

Bakers Hollow

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

55

Green Belt ref

COT/L

Existing use

Agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/005

SHLAA site ref

683

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 6 affordable units. Minor positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to health
facilities. Site is within 15 minute walk of the new medical centre,
Maddison Park and Country Park. Neutral effect.

There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established hedgerows
which are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 49/100. The site is an intensively managed
arable field located on the western edge of Cotgrave, which forms a
small part of the rural setting to the village. The high degree of human
influence contributes to the low landscape value, as does the limited
number of conservation interests. There would be no notable loss of
key characteristics and the site would appear as an extension to the
existing urban edge. Within the study area, there is an inherent low
landscape sensitivity in the study area, which is derived from the low

Enhance existing hedge and mature vegetation,
particularly on south west edge.
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Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT05

Site name

Bakers Hollow

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

55

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/L

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/005

SHLAA site ref

683

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape value and low landscape susceptibility. In terms of visual
amenity there is a low visual value, although there is inherent
recreational value in the study area. The visual susceptibility is also low;
the site has a limited contribution to the experience of receptors.
Overall the visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
predominantly grade 3 agricultural land with a small area identified as
grade 2.

9. Flooding

0

Site is not identified as at risk of flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

0

Site some distance away from main cotgrave connection, but closer to
Villager 2 which is hourly. Swithin walking distance of some faciltiies.
Development will inevitably will lead to increased use of the car.
Neutral effect.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT05

Site name

Bakers Hollow

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

55

Green Belt ref

COT/L

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/005

SHLAA site ref

683

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with
biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. Neutral effect in relation to the transport objectives. The development of the site for
housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area.
The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA
housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT06

Site name

The Brickyard

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

8.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/006

SHLAA site ref

437

Green Belt ref

COT/J

Existing use

Former brickyard, scrub, woodland and agricultural (wider area)

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 8 affordable units. Minor positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequalities or improve health inequalities. The
There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
site is within a 15 minute walk of Maddison Park and the new medical
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
centre. It is within a 20 minute walk of the Country Park Neutral effect. physical activity. These could complement and
integrate with neighbouring open spaces and RoW.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The Brickyard building is identified as a property of local interest. This
early 19th century brickworks includes kilns which survive on site.
Development of land around the building may affect its setting. Non
designated heritage assets also include a WW2 rifle range at west side
of site.

Potential to re‐use and repair some of these
buildings and incorporate them into the
development as well as record them. Unlikely to be
a significant barrier to development of the site. In
accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design and
layout should respect the existing character of the
area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP habitat and the pasture may contain
locally important neutral grassland plant species. The site also contains
trees and scrubland which may also be a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow
quality and connectivity should be preserved and enhanced.

There are a number of potential opportunities for
the enhancement of green infrastructure on the
site, including the retention and enhancement of
hedgerow corridors, tree clusters and grasslands
around the site. Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 49/100. The site is situated on the south‐

Retain and enhance existing mature vegetation in
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT06

Site name

The Brickyard

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

8.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/006

SHLAA site ref

437

Green Belt ref

COT/J

Existing use

Former brickyard, scrub, woodland and agricultural (wider area)

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

western edge of Cotgrave and comprises pastoral land and woodland.
There is an inherent low landscape value within the study area, owing
to the high degree of human influence and detractors, as well as the
lack of tranquillity. Landscape susceptibility is also low, although loss of
the woodland as both an ecological and recreational resource and the
increased prominence of the site in its surroundings will both be issues
affecting the susceptibility of the landscape character to development
on site. Visually, there is little value except for a minor recreational
value arising from the presence of the woodland on the site and at its
western boundary. The susceptibility of the visual amenity to change is
also low. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low, as is the visual
sensitivity.

the site, particularly the wooded area and boundary
vegetation. Provide landscape buffer above 60m to
avoid increasing prominence of settlement.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
predominantly grade 3 agricultural land but not in general agricultural
use.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Site is not identified as at risk of flooding from watercourses. There is a
corridor within the site that is identified as at risk of flooding from
surface water.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

0

Within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least 3
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Some distance from main
facilities and local employment opportunities. Development will
D32

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT06

Site name

The Brickyard

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

8.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

80

Score

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/006

SHLAA site ref

437

Green Belt ref

COT/J

Existing use

Former brickyard, scrub, woodland and agricultural (wider area)

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

inevitably lead to increased use of the car. Neutral effect overall.
13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The 19th Century brickyard building is identified as a property of local interest. Adverse effects on
these features and the WW2 rifle range conflicts with SA heritage objectives. Distances from employment and local services in the village will lead
to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to transport objectives, however frequent bus service within walking distance
leads to a neutral effect overall. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of
local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's
services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT07

Site name

Land behind Firdale (2)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

65

Green Belt ref

COT/I

Existing use

Agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/007

SHLAA site ref

706

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 6 affordable units. Minor positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocation would not reduce health inequality or improve access to
There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
health facilities. Site is within a 10 to 15 minute walk of the new medical Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
centre, Maddison Park and Country Park. Neutral effect.
physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect. Site
offering to provide location for primary school if required

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by some hedgerows which
are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 53/100. Site COT/007 comprises an arable
field and a field of rough ground on the eastern rural edge of Cotgrave.
The two fields form part of the rural setting to the village, but the
human influence within the study area, as well as the lack of
conservation interests contribute to the low landscape value. In terms
of landscape susceptibility, development of the site would not result in
the loss of key characteristics. It would appear as an extension of the

Retain and enhance vegetated boundaries. Provide
landscape buffer on eastern half of site.
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Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT07

Site name

Land behind Firdale (2)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

65

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/I

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/007

SHLAA site ref

706

Ideas for mitigtion

urban edge, albeit a finger of development that might increase the
prominence of the settlement. Overall, the landscape susceptibility and
sensitivity are both low. In terms of visual amenity, there is low visual
value, limited to a slight residential amenity. The visual susceptibility is
medium due to the relative openness of the site to its surroundings, as
well as the moderate number of potential receptors. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
predominantly Grade 3 agricultural land.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site not at risk of river flooding from watercourses. Site frontage to
Colston Gate identified is at risk of flooding from surface water.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

0

Majority of the site within walking distance of Cotgrave connection,
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
which runs at least 3 times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime.
Some distance from main facilities and local employment opportunities.
Development will inevitably lead to increased use of the car.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified
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Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT07

Site name

Land behind Firdale (2)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

65

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

Green Belt ref

COT/I

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/007

SHLAA site ref

706

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified
Distances from employment centres and local services in the village, is contrary to transport objectives, however the site is within walking distance
of a frequent bus service therefore effect is neutral. The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA
objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse
effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The development of the site for housing
would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The
subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA
housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT08

Site name

Land behind Firdale

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

95

Green Belt ref

COT/H

Existing use

Agricultural‐Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/008

SHLAA site ref

705

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 9 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to health facilities. There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
Site is within a 10 minute walk of the new medical centre, Maddison
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
Park and Country Park. Neutral effect.
physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
provide connection to play area.
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Site close to existing play area.
Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by some hedgerows which
are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 46/100. As Site COT/007, Site COT/008 is a
field of rough ground to the immediate east of the settlement boundary
of Cotgrave. There is a low landscape value which is contributed to by
the lack of conservation interests and the relatively high degree of
human influence. The study area is of low landscape susceptibility to
development of the site, with no notable loss of key characteristics or
out‐of‐character additions to the landscape. Overall, there is a low
D37

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

Retain and enhance vegetated boundaries.
Landscape buffer to far south of the site, avoiding
bringing the settlement up the hill and increasing its
prominence.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT08

Site name

Land behind Firdale

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

95

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/H

Existing use

Agricultural‐Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/008

SHLAA site ref

705

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape sensitivity. In terms of visual amenity, there is low visual
value as a result of the site, although it does form a small part of the
rural outlook for houses on the edge of Cotgrave. There are a medium
number of potential receptors and the site does not contribute to their
experience of the landscape; this contributes to a low visual
susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is low overall.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 3 agricultural land.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site not at risk of flooding from watercourses but is a risk of flooding
from surface water.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

0

Site within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
3 times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Some main facilities
and local employment opportunities within reasonable walking distance
of the site. Development will inevitably lead to increased use of the car.
Neutral effect.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified
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Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT08

Site name

Land behind Firdale

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

95

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

Green Belt ref

COT/H

Existing use

Agricultural‐Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/008

SHLAA site ref

705

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The allocation would have a neutral impact on heritage/design, health or landscape SA objectives.
Distances from employment centres and local services in the village and proximity to bus service mean there is a neutral effect in relation to
transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents
and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and
facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT09

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (1)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

75

Green Belt ref

COT/D

Existing use

Agricultural/fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/009

SHLAA site ref

847 and 848

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 8 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to health facilities. There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
Site is within a 10 minute walk of the new medical centre, Maddison
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
Park and Country Park. Neutral effect.
physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by some hedgerows which
are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 47/100. Site COT/009 comprises a number of
fields laid to both arable farming and rough ground on the north‐
eastern edge of Cotgrave. The study area has an medium landscape
value, partly due to the close representativeness to the prevailing
landscape character and the high recreational value in the study area.
The landscape susceptibility is low; this is through the development of
the site causing no notable loss of key characteristics in the study area
and the site being perceived as an extension of the existing urban edge.

Retain and enhance existing vegetation and trees.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT09

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (1)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

75

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/D

Existing use

Agricultural/fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/009

SHLAA site ref

847 and 848

Ideas for mitigtion

Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. Visually, there is a low value
related to the site ‐ the only aspect of value is the views towards All
Saints Church in the historic centre of the village. The visual
susceptibility is also low, arising from the low level of visibility of the
site and the limited contribution that the site has to the experience of
residential and recreational receptors in the area. There is an overall
low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 3 agricultural land.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Site not at risk from any form of flooding.

Site not at risk from any form of flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects

12. Transport

+

Site within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least
3 times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Site within walking
distance of most main facilities and local employment opportunities.
Development will inevitably will lead to increased use of the car.
Positive effect on balance.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT09

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (1)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

75

Green Belt ref

COT/D

Existing use

Agricultural/fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/009

SHLAA site ref

847 and 848

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The allocation would have a neutral impact on heritage/design, health and landscape SA
objectives. The site is served by regular bus service and is close to facitlities therefore positive in terms of transport objectives. The development
of the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider
housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site
therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT10

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (2)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

1.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

40

Green Belt ref

COT/C

Existing use

Agricultural Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/010

SHLAA site ref

375

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 4 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to health facilities. There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
The site is within a five minute walk of the new medical centre, Country Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
Park and Maddison Park. Neutral effect.
physical activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by some hedgerows which
are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 46/100 The site is a field of rough ground
Retain and enhance existing vegetation and trees.
nestled on the north‐eastern edge of Cotgrave; it currently has a strong
vegetated boundary on all sides and an existing line of houses on the
western site boundary. The landscape value within the study area is
low, mostly due to the influence of adjacent development, including the
business park to the north‐east of the site, as well as the lack of
conservation interests. The study area is of low susceptibility to
development of the site, with development of the site resulting in no
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT10

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (2)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

1.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

40

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/C

Existing use

Agricultural Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/010

SHLAA site ref

375

Ideas for mitigtion

loss of kay characteristics and potential having a beneficial effect as the
site aesthetics are improved. Overall the landscape sensitivity is
considered to be low. In terms of visual amenity, there is a lack of visual
value arising from the presence of the site in the study area. There are a
medium number of receptors due to the site's presence on the edge of
the settlement, but the strong vegetated site boundaries mean that
there is a low susceptibility. Overall, the visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 3 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not at risk from any forms of flooding

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

+

Site within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least
3 times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Site within walking
distance of most main facilities and local employment opportunities.
Development will inevitably will lead to increased use of the car.
Positive effect.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT10

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (2)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

1.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

40

Green Belt ref

COT/C

Existing use

Agricultural Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/010

SHLAA site ref

375

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats would conflict with biodiversity objectives
and should be avoided or mitigated. The development of the site for housing would make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local
residents and others within the wider housing market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. Whilst construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. As the site is within walking
distance of Cotgrave's community facilities, retail options and regular bus services to Nottingham, the use of private car would be reduced.
Consequently, overall the allocation of this site for housing would have a positive impact on transport.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT11a

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (3a)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

3.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

65

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/011

SHLAA site ref

42

Green Belt ref

COT/E

Existing use

Agricultural, Paddocks, livery and residential

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 7 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Will not reduce health inequality or improve access to health facilities.
The site is however close to the Grantham Canal an important
recreational resource and 15 minute walk from the medical and leisure
centres. Minor positive effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated heritage assets within the site. Grantham Canal In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
is located close to the boundary, however it is unlikely to affect the
and layout should respect the existing character of
setting of this site significantly.
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site.
Grantham Canal is located close to the boundary, however it is unlikely
to affect this site significantly.

7. Landscape

0

As COT11a would not be developed in isolation the landscape appraisal Retain and enhance existing vegetation and trees.
has assessed COT, 9, COT10 and COT11a as one parcel of land.
Limit development on east of the site to avoid
Landscape appraisal score 54/100. Site COT/011 is a series of arable
illogical extension.
fields, rough ground and equestrian grazing along Hollygate Lane on the
north‐eastern edge of Cotgrave. The site stretches from the urban edge
towards countryside, but often has a degraded feel with frequent
industrial influences. The landscape value of the study area is assessed
as medium; this is a result partly of the high recreational value and
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT11a

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (3a)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

3.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

65

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/011

SHLAA site ref

42

Green Belt ref

COT/E

Existing use

Agricultural, Paddocks, livery and residential

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

close representativeness to the prevailing landscape character as
assessed by Nottinghamshire County Council. Development of the site
would result in an illogical extension of the urban edge as a finger
perpendicular to the existing settlement line, extending the settlement
into the rural setting. Despite this, the landscape susceptibility is
considered to be low and the overall landscape sensitivity is low.
Visually, there is a low value, although the Grantham Canal has
recreational value. There are a medium number of receptors and a
general overall low visibility of the site, feeding into a low visual
susceptibility. Overall there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 3 agricultural land

9. Flooding

0

Site is within floodzone 1 and is not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

+

Site within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least
3 times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Site within walking
distance of most main facilities and local employment opportunities.
Development will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

‐

Development of the site would lead to the loss of existing operational
livery and other businesses.

14. Innovation

0

None identified
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT11a

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (3a)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

3.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

65

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/011

SHLAA site ref

42

Green Belt ref

COT/E

Existing use

Agricultural, Paddocks, livery and residential

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

None identified

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats would conflict with biodiversity objectives
and should be avoided or mitigated. The development of the site for housing would make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local
residents and others within the wider housing market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. Whilst construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. As the site is within walking
distance of Cotgrave's community facilities, retail options and regular bus services to Nottingham, the use of private car would be reduced.
Consequently, overall the allocation of this site for housing would have a slightly positieve impact on transport.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT11b

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (3b)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

8.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

COT/E and COT/F

Existing use

Agricultural/Equestrian

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/011

SHLAA site ref

42

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 17 affordable units. Positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

+

Will not reduce health inequality or improve access to health facilities.
The site is however close to the Grantham Canal an important
recreational resource and 15 minute walk from the medical and leisure
centres. Minor positive effect.

There are opportunities to provide on‐site Green
Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for
physical activity and provide linkages to Grantham
Canal corridor

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Whilst screened by a hedgerow, development adjacent to Grantham
Setting of Grantham Canal should be protected.
Canal is likely to adversely affect the setting of this historical feature
Consider GI buffer along northern edge of the site.
(non‐designated heritage asset) and recreational enjoyment it provides. In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Numerous mature hedgerows within the site and on its boundary,
together with ponds both of which are priority LBAP habitats. The
Grantham Canal runs along the north of the site. The Grantham Canal is
identified as a Local Wildlife Site.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated. Hedgerows and public
footpath corridors should, where possible be
retained and enhanced. Ponds within the site
should be retained, if possible and enhanced with
GI. Grantrhan Canal corridor should also be
enhanced as a GI corridor.

7. Landscape

0

As COT11b would not be developed in isolation the landscape appraisal
has assessed COT, 9, COT10, COT11a and COT11b as one parcel of land.

Retain and enhance existing vegetation and trees.
Limit development on east of the site to avoid
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Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT11b

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (3b)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

8.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

COT/E and COT/F

Existing use

Agricultural/Equestrian

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/011

SHLAA site ref

42

Ideas for mitigtion

Landscape appraisal score 54/100. Site COT/011 is a series of arable
illogical extension.
fields, rough ground and equestrian grazing along Hollygate Lane on the
north‐eastern edge of Cotgrave. The site stretches from the urban edge
towards countryside, but often has a degraded feel with frequent
industrial influences. The landscape value of the study area is assessed
as medium; this is a result partly of the high recreational value and
close representativeness to the prevailing landscape character as
assessed by Nottinghamshire County Council. Development of the site
would result in an illogical extension of the urban edge as a finger
perpendicular to the existing settlement line, extending the settlement
into the rural setting. Despite this, the landscape susceptibility is
considered to be low and the overall landscape sensitivity is low.
Visually, there is a low value, although the Grantham Canal has
recreational value. There are a medium number of receptors and a
general overall low visibility of the site, feeding into a low visual
susceptibility. Overall there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 3 agricultural land

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐‐

Northern part of the site along the Grantham Canal corridor zones 2
and 3 flood risk. A corridor within the site is identified as at risk from
surface water flooding.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding. Avoid development within
the area at risk of flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT11b

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane (3b)

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

8.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

COT/E and COT/F

Existing use

Agricultural/Equestrian

Commentary

12. Transport

+

Site within walking distance of Cotgrave connection, which runs at least
3 times an hour during Monday‐Friday daytime. Site within walking
distance of most main facilities and local employment opportunities.
Whilst Development will inevitably lead to increased use of the car,
transport impacts are slightly positive.

13. Employment

0

None identified

14. Innovation

0

None identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

None identified

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/011

SHLAA site ref

42

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats and potential impacts on neighbouring
Grantham Canal Local Wildlife Site would conflict with biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. Development of land within
Flood zones 2 and 3 is contrary to SA flooding objectives. The development of the site for housing would make a valuable contribution to meeting
the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain
the settlement's services and facilities. Whilst construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. As
the site is within walking distance of Cotgrave's community facilities, retail options and regular bus services to Nottingham, the use of private car
would be reduced. Consequently, overall the allocation of this site for housing would have a slightly positieve impact on transport.

D51

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT12

Site name

Land south of Plumtree Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

250

Green Belt ref

COT/K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/012

SHLAA site ref

843

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 25 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality. There are opportunities to provide on‐
site Green Infrastructure, including open spaces/play areas, for physical
activity. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site, and the site is not In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
in the setting of a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by some hedgerows which
are a LBAP habitat. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 58/100 The site is comprises two arable
Enhance existing hedge and mature vegetation on
fields on the western edge of Cotgrave; they are crossed by a PRoW and boundaries. Landscape buffer on 60m contour and
have a second PRoW on their western boundary. Overall, the landscape above.
value of the study area is medium due in part to the amount of
recreational value and the attractive rural setting that the western half
of the study area forms in relation to the village itself. There is a low
landscape susceptibility to change, however, as no notable key
landscape characteristics are lost through development of the site. The
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

The existing hedgerows could be retained and
enhanced.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT12

Site name

Land south of Plumtree Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

250

Score

Green Belt ref

COT/K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/012

SHLAA site ref

843

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape sensitivity is overall low. In terms of visual amenity, there is a
low value, but the susceptibility to change is medium as the site forms
part of the rural setting for both recreational and residential receptors.
Overall the visual sensitivity is medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 2 agricultural land

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Site not at risk of flooding from watercourses. There is a risk of flooding
from surface water runoff across some parts if the site.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Majority of the site is some distance from the main Cotgrave
Connection service (which runs 3 times an hour). Close to Villager 2
route which runs hourly along Plumtree Road. Site some distance of
most main facilities and local employment opportunities. Development
will inevitably will lead to increased use of the car.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

no effects identified
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT12

Site name

Land south of Plumtree Road

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

250

Green Belt ref

COT/K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/012

SHLAA site ref

843

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats would conflict with biodiversity objectives
and should be avoided or mitigated. The site is liable to surface water flooding and development would require avoidance and mitigation
measures to ensure properties are not affected and that development does not increase flooding elsewhere. The site's distance from the centre of
the town would increase private car use and is contrary to the SA's transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however
make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent
increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and
social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT13

Site name

Land off Main Road and south of Gozen Lodge

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

0.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

CAT/O

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/013

SHLAA site ref

864

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 1 affordable unit. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

The occupants of the site will benefit from being within 600m of
Cotgrave Country Park. The Leisure Centre and medical centre are
within a 20m walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

Several archaeological features
Mitigation dependent on findings of archaeological
nearby including Medieval Cemetery, a 17th century windmill
surveys.
(destroyed early 20thC in storm) and a disused quarry site of unknown
date. All are on the opposite side of Main Road however. Archaeological
investigation advisable.

4. Crime

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. Site is bounded by hedgerows which are a local
priority habitat.

Hedgerows should be protected and enhanced to
aid habitat connectivity.

7. Landscape

0

Total aggregate score: 50/100. The site comprises an arable field
situated on a ridgeline to the north of the village of Cotgrave. It is
isolated from the main village edge, but is situated adjacent to an
individual residential property. Overall, there is a medium landscape
sensitivity in the study area as a result of the low landscape value and
medium landscape susceptibility.
The study area is fairly degraded and unattractive with few
conservation interests; all of which contributes to the low landscape

If allocated the existing mature field boundaries
should be retained. Landscape planting on western
boundary to break up urban edge
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT13

Site name

Land off Main Road and south of Gozen Lodge

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

0.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

CAT/O

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/013

SHLAA site ref

864

Ideas for mitigtion

value. However the site's location as isolated from the main settlement
edge contributes to the medium landscape susceptibility; however
there is a low landscape sensitivity overall. There are no elements of
visual
value attributed to the site within the study area, and the site does not
contribute to local views ‐ these characteristics contribute to an overall
low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. The site is identified as Grade 3
agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

12. Transport

‐

Whilst the site is accessible by public transport (the nearest bus stop is
400m south of the site on Main Road and regular bus services to
Nottingham can be accessed at this stop), development will inevitably
lead to increased use of the car slightly negatative effect.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT13

Site name

Land off Main Road and south of Gozen Lodge

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

0.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

15

Green Belt ref

CAT/O

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/013

SHLAA site ref

864

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats would conflict with biodiversity objectives
and should be avoided or mitigated. The site's distance from the centre of the town would increase private car use and is contrary to the SA's
transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local
residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. The site is in close proximity of local recreational
assets Canal and Country Park) and these provide opportunities for healthy activities. Although construction would provide/sustain employment,
the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT14

Site name

Land east of Hollygate Lane

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

COT/G

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/014

SHLAA site ref

854

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 9 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

The occupants of the site will benefit from being within close proximity
of Cotgrave Country Park and Grantham Canal. Both which provide
opportunities for recreational activity. The Leisure Centre and medical
centre are within a 20m walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Adjacent to Grantham Canal, a non‐designated Heritage asset.
Development of COT14 would have a visual impact along an otherwise
rural section of the canal route.

Appropriate landscape
buffer along canalside would mitigate impact

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The Grantham Canal runs along the south of the site. The Grantham
Canal is identified as a Local Wildlife Site. It is also bounded by
hedgerows which are a local priority habitat.

7. Landscape

0

Total aggregate score 53/100. COT/014 comprises arable and rough
Landscape buffer should be created along eastern
land just off Hollygate Lane in Cotgrave, immediately south‐east of the
boundary and along canal.
new Hollygate Park housing development. There is a low landscape
value within the study area due to the relatively degraded character
and lack of conservation interests, amongst other factors. The site is
isolated from the main
settlement edge, but its proximity to the existing adjoining
development means that the landscape susceptibility is low overall. The
D58

Avoidance measures, including landscape buffers
should ensure adverse impacts on the Canal are
prevented. Hedgerows should be preserved and
enhanced.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT14

Site name

Land east of Hollygate Lane

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

COT/G

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/014

SHLAA site ref

854

Ideas for mitigtion

low landscape value and susceptibility contribute to a low landscape
sensitivity. There are no elements of visual value, but there is a medium
visual susceptibility due to the site forming part of the rural outlook for
both residential and recreational receptors. Overall the visual sensitivity
is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. The site is identified as Grade 3
agricultural land.

9. Flooding

‐‐

Low‐lying land adjacent to the Canal is identified as Floodzone 3. 1/100
year risk of flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst the site is accessible by public transport (a bus stop is located
just north of the site on Hollygate Lane. The 822 service currently
provides morning rush hourly services to Nottingham and West
Bridgford. The first service is at 6.50am and the last is at 5.15pm). The
Cotgrave connection and village centre are also within acceptable
walking distance. Development will inevitably lead to increased use of
the car. Neutral effect.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

D59

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

COT14

Site name

Land east of Hollygate Lane

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

4.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

90

Green Belt ref

COT/G

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/014

SHLAA site ref

854

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified. Neutral.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss of priority habitats and potential adverse effects on
neighbouring Grantham Canal Local Wildlife Site would conflict with biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. Development
within areas identified as flood zone 3 must be avoided as this would conflict with SA flooding objectives. The site is within acceptable walking
distance of a regular bus service and the towncentre and the impacts are considered to be neutral against these objectives. The development of
the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider
housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site
therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. The site is in close proximity of local recreational assets Canal and Country Park) and these
provide opportunities for healthy activities. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are
neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 2.2

Site reference

COT9/10/11a

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

9.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/009 and 011

SHLAA site ref

375, 87 and 42

Green Belt ref

COT/C,D, and E

Existing use

Various. Predomanently pasture, Stables and paddocks

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

The site would make a major contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 190 dwellings. 10% of the
dwellings (up to 19) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

The site will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to health
facilities. The site is within 15 minute walk to the new medical centre.
Maddison Park and Cotgrave Country park are also within 15 minute
walk.

Ensure if possible linkages are provided to access
the county park and the Grantham Canal. Provision
of on‐site Green Infrastructure including open
spaces and play areas.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No recorded heritage assets on site or in the surrounding setting. The
Grantham Canal is located close to the boundary; however,
development is unlikely to have any significant effect on it.

n accordance with Core Strategy Policy 10, the
design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
development’s design and layout.

Ensure the development’s design and layout does
not increase opportunity for crime, or the fear or
crime. Well‐designed housing with passive
surveillance.

5. Social

+

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve access
to community facilities. However, increase the local population ‐ as a
result should indirectly help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Cotgrave.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

+

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site’s
boundary. The Grantham Canalclose to the site’s northern boundary;
however, it is unlikely to affect this significantly. It is also bounded by
the some hedgerows which are a LBAP habitat.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in addition to Green
Infrastructure linkages to the Grantham Canal and
Hollygate Park. Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score of 47 and 54/100 has been given to the site.
The site comprises a number of fields on the north‐eastern edge of
Cotgrave laid to arable farming, rough ground and equestrian grazing.
The study area has a low to medium landscape value, partly due to the

Retain and enhance existing vegetation and trees.
Careful design and layout particularly toward the
east of the site where the site’s edge meets the
open countryside.
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Local Plan reference Policy 2.2

Site reference

COT9/10/11a

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

9.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/009 and 011

SHLAA site ref

375, 87 and 42

Green Belt ref

COT/C,D, and E

Existing use

Various. Predomanently pasture, Stables and paddocks

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

influence of existing development and lack of conservation interests;
however, there is also a close representativeness to the prevailing
landscape character and the high recreational value in the study area.
Development of the site would result in an illogical extension of the
urban edge as a finger perpendicular to the existing settlement line,
extending the settlement into the rural setting. Despite this, the
landscape susceptibility is low as the development of the site would
cause no notable loss of key characteristics in the study area and the
site is still perceived as an extension of the existing urban edge. Overall
the landscape sensitivity is low. Visually, there is a low value related to
the site ‐ the only aspect of value is the views towards All Saints Church
in the historic centre of the village. The visual susceptibility is also low,
arising from the low level of visibility of the site and its presence on the
edge of the settlement with strong vegetated site boundaries. There is
an overall low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development will inevitably use natural resources during construction
and occupation. Site is identified as grade 3 agricultural land.

Ensure houses are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

9. Flooding

0

The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding).

Where possible, ensure SuDs are utilised

10. Waste

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within walking distance of the Cotgrave Connection bus route Travel packs should be provided to all new
which runs at least three times per hour during weekday daytime. The
residents to encourage use of sustainable transport
site is also within walking distance of most main facilities and local
modes.
employment opportunities. However, development will inevitably result
in the use of private cars. Part of the development will include a road
D62

Encourage sustainable design for housing to reduce
energy consumption.

Local Plan reference Policy 2.2

Site reference

COT9/10/11a

Site name

Land South of Hollygate Lane

Settlement

Cotgrave

Site area (hectares)

9.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

190

Score

Landscape review ref

RBC/COT/009 and 011

SHLAA site ref

375, 87 and 42

Green Belt ref

COT/C,D, and E

Existing use

Various. Predomanently pasture, Stables and paddocks

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

connection between Colston Gate and Hollygate Park to reduce
congestion. Overall positive effect on transport.
13. Employment

‐

Development of the site would result in the loss of existing businesses.
However, the site is likely to create employment in the short‐term
during construction.

14. Innovation

0

No identified effects.

15. Economic
Structure

‐

Employment site which currently operates on the site will be lost as a
result of residential development.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The allocation would have a neutral impact on heritage/design, health and landscape SA objectives.
As the site is within walking distance of Cotgrave's community facilities, retail options and regular bus services to Nottingham, the use of private
car would be reduced. Consequently, overall the allocation of this site for housing would have a slightly positive impact on transport. The
development of the site for housing would however make a significant contribution to meeting the housing needs for both local residents and
others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities.
The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI01a

Site name

Land to the south of Nottm Rd and east of Kinoulton Rd (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

40

Green Belt ref

CBI/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/001 & RBC/CBI/0

SHLAA site ref

539

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make contribution to meeting open market housing demand
and deliver up to 12 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocating the site will not reduce health inequality or improve access to
health facilities. It is in close proximity of the recreation ground and
Grantham Canal.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated heritage assets within or adjacent to the site. It
is however a former Gypsum quarry site and unquarried area include
medieval building platforms, hollows and trackway. Local interest
buildings to north on corner of Kinoulton Road and Nottingham Road.
67 and 69 Nottingham Road are identified as local interest buildings .

Locate open space (not attenuation ponds) in
northeast of site to avoid impact on archaeology.
Non designated heritage assets should be
unaffected through normal course of development.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Neutral effect given the scale of
proposed development.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Site itself is ungrazed pasture which may contain biodiversity interest
together with those hedgerows that exist. Hedgerow around the site
could be enhanced to provide green infrastructure.

Hedgerow around the site could be enhanced to
provide green infrastructure. Some of the pasture
could be retained to form wildlife meadow.

7. Landscape

0

The landscape assessment scored CBI1a: 54/100. The site comprises
one pastoral field and lies south of the main thoroughfare through
Cropwell Bishop, Nottingham Road. There is a good network of PRoW's
within the study area and a recreational walkway along Grantham
Canal. There are some conservational interests within the study area

Single row of development along roadside to
conserve ribbon character.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI01a

Site name

Land to the south of Nottm Rd and east of Kinoulton Rd (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

40

Green Belt ref

CBI/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/001 & RBC/CBI/0

SHLAA site ref

539

Ideas for mitigtion

which are not directly related to the site.
There is an overall medium landscape value within the study area and
an attractive village setting. There is a low susceptibility to change due
to the perception of infill and a continuation of the existing. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are
no distinct indicators of value within the study area. There is a
medium number of potential receptors due to the site forming part of
the village core, situated along a busy road. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium as the site as the site is part of the village
setting. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect. The site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not at risk of flooding from watercourses. Very small part of the site Ensure that SuDs are used within the site.
identified as at risk of flooding from surface water. Neutral effect

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

‐

The village is served by Rushcliffe Villager 2. The service runs hourly
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
during the daytime Monday‐Saturday. Infrequent Cotgrave Connection
service extended on request sporadically in the evening. Village location
will inevitably lead to increased use of the car for journeys.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI01a

Site name

Land to the south of Nottm Rd and east of Kinoulton Rd (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

40

Score

CBI/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

Green Belt ref

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/001 & RBC/CBI/0

SHLAA site ref

539

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats,
the increased production of waste, increase in energy consumption and use of natural resources. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop
will increase the use of private car and conflict with transport objectives. Development would provide housing opportunities for local residents
however and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and facilities. The site is also in close proximity of local
recreational assets (the Canal and recreation ground) and these provide opportunities for healthy activities. Given the limited scale of
development, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI01b

Site name

Land to the south of Nottm Rd and east of Kinoulton Rd (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

40

Green Belt ref

CBI/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/001 & RBC/CBI/0

SHLAA site ref

539

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make contribution to meeting open market housing demand
and deliver up to 12 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocating the site will not reduce health inequality or improve access to
health facilities. It is in close proximity of the recreation ground and
Grantham Canal.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated heritage assets within or adjacent to the site. It Non designated heritage assets should be
is however a former Gypsum quarry site and unquarried area includes
unaffected through normal course of development.
medieval building platforms, hollows and trackway.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Neutral effect given the scale of
proposed development.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no identified nature conservation interests within the site.
Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be preserved and enhanced
in accordance with Wider Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

As CBI1b would not be developed in isolation without CBI1a the
landscape appraisal has assessed both together. Score of the larger site
(RBC/CBI/008) is 61/100. The site comprises two fields which sit
between Nottingham Road and Kinoulton Lane on the southern edge of
Cropwell Bishop. Within the study area, there is a medium scenic
quality and an attractive rural edge at the south of Cropwell Bishop, of

Retain vegetated boundaries, particularly on west
of site. Single row of development along roadside
to conserve ribbon character. Create landscape
buffer to south of site to retain rural edge
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI01b

Site name

Land to the south of Nottm Rd and east of Kinoulton Rd (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

40

Score

Green Belt ref

CBI/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/001 & RBC/CBI/0

SHLAA site ref

539

Ideas for mitigtion

which the site is a part. This ‐ along with the high degree of recreational
value, as well as the high representativeness of the prevailing landscape
character ‐ gives a medium landscape value within the study area.
Development of the site would result in loss of a portion of this scenic
rural edge, and this contributes to a medium landscape susceptibility to
change. Overall, the landscape sensitivity is medium. Visually, the site
has a low value within its surroundings, but a medium susceptibility to
change as it forms part of the landscape setting for residential receptors
and is a relatively open site. The visual sensitivity is medium overall.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect. The site is identified as Grade 3 agricultrual land.

9. Flooding

0

The site is not identified as at risk of flooding from watercourses or
surface water run‐off.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

‐

The village is served by Rushcliffe Villager 2. The service runs hourly
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
during the daytime Monday‐Saturday. Infrequent Cotgrave Connection
service extended on request sporadically in the evening. Village location
will inevitably lead to increased use of the car for journeys.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI01b

Site name

Land to the south of Nottm Rd and east of Kinoulton Rd (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

40

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

Green Belt ref

CBI/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/001 & RBC/CBI/0

SHLAA site ref

539

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats,
landscape and visual amenity, the increased production of waste, increase in energy consumption and use of natural resources. Housing
development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict with transport objectives. Development would provide
housing opportunities for local residents however and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and facilities. The
site is also in close proximity of local recreational assets (the Canal and recreation ground) and these provide opportunities for healthy activities.
Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI02

Site name

Land north of Memorial Hall (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

CBI/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/002

SHLAA site ref

684

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make contribution to meeting open market housing demand
and deliver up to 27 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocating the site will not reduce health inequality or improve access to Site could incorporate on‐site recreational space
health facilities. It is adjacent to the recreation ground and Grantham
which complements/integrates with neighbouring
Canal.
open space and the Canal.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated historic assets within or adjacent to the site.
Ensure that the vegetation on the western
The Grantham canal is a historic non‐designated heritage asset and runs boundary of the site is retained together with a
along the western boundary of the site. Potential archaeology consists
green corridor along the existing public right of way.
of clay pits which cut through medieval banks and ridge and furrow
remains.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Neutral effect given the scale of
proposed development.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no identified nature conservation interests within the site.
The fields are in agricultural use. There is existing Green Infrastructure
adjacent to the canal in the form of the Grantham Canal corridor. In
addition there is a public footpath that runs along the sites western
boundary and a public bridleway along its eastern boundary.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Public Footpath and bridleway
corridors should be retained and enhanced, where
possible.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI02

Site name

Land north of Memorial Hall (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

CBI/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/002

SHLAA site ref

684

Ideas for mitigtion

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 58/100. The site comprises two arable fields Retain existing boundary vegetation.
and lies north of Cropwell Bishop Memorial Hall off Nottingham Road.
There is a good network of PRoW's within the study area with Cropwell
Bishop BW10 and FP12 running along the sites eastern and western
boundaries. There is also a recreational walkway along Grantham Canal
adjacent to the site. There are some conservational interests within the
study area which are not directly related to the site. There is an overall
medium landscape value within the study area and an attractive village
setting. There is a low susceptibility to change due to the perception of
a slight increase in urbanisation. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are some indicators of value
relating to Grantham Canal. There is a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge. The overall
visual susceptibility is medium as the site as the site is part of the village
setting. Overall, there is a medium visual sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect. The site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

‐

Site not at risk of flooding from watercourses. Parts of the site
identified as at risk of flooding from surface water.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The village is served by Rushcliffe Villager 2. The service runs hourly
during the daytime Monday‐Saturday. Infrequent Cotgrave Connection

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Ensure that SuDs are used within the site.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI02

Site name

Land north of Memorial Hall (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

90

Score

Green Belt ref

CBI/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/002

SHLAA site ref

684

Ideas for mitigtion

service extended on request sporadically in the evening. Village location
will inevitably lead to increased use of the car for journeys. Within
walking distance of bus stop.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats
and potentially the neighbouring Canal and Hoe Hill Pasture (both local wildlife sites). These could be avoided, mitigated or compensated through
careful site design. Design should also mitigate surface water flooding. It would inevitably increase the production of waste, energy consumption
and the use of natural resources. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict with transport
objectives. Development would however provide housing opportunities for local residents and others within the wider housing market area and
the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the village services and facilities. The site is also in close proximity of local recreational
assets (the Canal and recreation ground) and these provide opportunities for healthy activities. Given the limited scale of development, the effects
on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI03

Site name

Land north of Memorial (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

5.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

CBI/B

Existing use

Grassland and agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/003

SHLAA site ref

692

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 21 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocating the site will not reduce health inequality or improve access to Site could incorporate on‐site recreational space
health facilities. It is adjacent to the recreation ground and Grantham
which complements/integrates with neighbouring
Canal, and within a 30 minute walk of the medical centre.
open space and the Canal.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated historic assets within or adjacent to the site.
The Grantham canal is a historic non‐designated heritage asset and runs
along the western boundary of the site. Archaeology consists of clay
pits which cut through medieval banks and ridge and furrow remains.

Ensure that the vegetation on the western
boundary of the site is retained together with a
green corridor along the existing public right of
way. Archaeological investigation and recording as
mitigation

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Neutral effect given the scale of
proposed development.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

One of the fields identified as a Local Wildlife Site and is left as
grassland, The remaining three fields are in agricultural use. There is
existing Green Infrastructure adjacent to the canal in the form of the
Grantham Canal corridor, which is also identified as a green
infrastructure corridor. In addition there is a public footpath that runs
along the sites western boundary and a public bridleway along its
eastern boundary.

Where possible retention and enhancement of the
grassland within the Local Wildlife Site. Retention
and enhancement of public right of way corridors s
green corridors and a buffer provided along the
western and northern boundaries, the latter to
enhance biodiversity value near to the woodland on
the top of Hoehill

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape appraisal score 66/100. The site comprises four fields (with

Retain existing boundary vegetation. Provide
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI03

Site name

Land north of Memorial (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

5.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

CBI/B

Existing use

Grassland and agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/003

SHLAA site ref

692

Ideas for mitigtion

CBI02) of arable and rough/ equestrian character. The site lies north of landscape buffer to northern part of the site to
Cropwell Bishop Memorial Hall. There is a good network of PRoW's
conserve rural village setting.
within the study area with Cropwell Bishop BW10 and FP12 running
along the sites eastern and western boundaries. There is also a
recreational walkway along Grantham Canal adjacent to the site. There
are some conservational interests within the study area which are not
directly related to the site. There is an overall medium landscape value
within the study area and an attractive rural character. There is a
medium susceptibility to change due to the rural character of the site
and the visibility. The sensitivity of the landscape character is medium
overall. Visually, there are some indicators of value relating to
Grantham Canal. There is a medium number of potential receptors due
to the site forming part of the village edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium as the site as the site is part of the village edge.
Overall, there is a medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is identified as grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is not identified as at risk of flooding from watercourses. It is
Ensure that SuDs are used within the site.
identified as at risk of flooding in some areas from surface water run‐off.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The village is served by Rushcliffe Villager 2. The service runs hourly
during the daytime Monday‐Saturday. Infrequent Cotgrave Connection

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI03

Site name

Land north of Memorial (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

5.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

70

Score

Green Belt ref

CBI/B

Existing use

Grassland and agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/003

SHLAA site ref

692

Ideas for mitigtion

service extended on request sporadically in the evening. Village location
will inevitably lead to increased use of the car for journeys. Within
walking distance of bus stop.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats,
Hoe Hill Pasture local wildlife site and neighbouring Canal (also a local wildlife site). Development would result in direct and complete loss of the
Hoe Hill Pastures wildlife site and historic clay pits and ridge and furrow. Design and layout should mitigate surface water flooding. It would
inevitably increase the production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop
will increase the use of private car and conflict with transport objectives. Development would however provide housing opportunities for local
residents and others within the wider housing market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and
facilities. The site is also in close proximity of local recreational assets (the Canal and recreation ground) and these provide opportunities for
healthy activities. Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI04

Site name

Land north of Fern Road (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

CBI/F

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/004

SHLAA site ref

840

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 10 affordable units. Positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocation would not reduce health inequalities. The site is within a 15
minute walk of playing fields at Cropwell Bishop Memorial Hall, which
provide opportunities for physical activity. It is also within a 30 minute
walk of the medical centre.

If developed, it could provide additional onsite
open space providing additional recreational
facilities.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated historic assets within the site. Site contains
building platforms, trackways and remains of field system, central to
site (along Cropwell Butler Road frontage). Two buildings of local
interest are located in close proximity. 54/56 Fernhill Road is opposite
the site and 6 Stockwell Lane is next to the site. Setting of St Giles
Church (Grade I) may be adversely affected.

Limited understanding of archaeology on site,
development could represent an opportunity to
identify and explore site for further archaeological
information. Ensure design and layout provides an
attractive entrance to the village on Fernhill Road
and also protects the rural character of the area.
This would preserve the setting of the locally
important buildings. Vegetation on the boundary of
the site should be retained together with a green
corridor along the existing public right of way.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Cropwell Bishop.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site or in
close proximity. It is however bounded by and contains hedgerows in
varied condition which are a LBAP habitat and maps indicate a pond is
located on the site's northern boundary (these are also a LBAP habitat).
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. The preservation of

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI04

Site name

Land north of Fern Road (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

CBI/F

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary
The pasture may contain locally important neutral grassland plant
species. A public right of way runs along side the hedgerow which splits
the site east/west.

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/004

SHLAA site ref

840

Ideas for mitigtion
the hedgerow should accompany the creation of a
wider green corridor through the site which
includes the Row. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA Score: 61/100. The site comprises two small fields of
Impacts on site unable to be mitigated in the
pastoral and rough/ equestrian character. The site lies north of Fern
eastern section. It may be possible for development
Road on the eastern edge of the village. There is a good network of
in eastern section.
PRoW's within the study area with Cropwell Bishop FP2 intersecting the
site. There are some conservational interests within the study area
which are not directly related to the site. There is an overall medium
landscape value within the study area and an attractive rural edge to
the village. There is a medium susceptibility to change due to the rural
character of the site. The sensitivity of the landscape character is
medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value. There is a
medium number of potential receptors due to the site forming part of
the village edge. The overall visual susceptibility is medium as the site as
the site is part of the village edge. Overall, there is a low visual
sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐

The land is classified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, services and facilities. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Minor negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1. A small area in the north western corner
of site is at a low risk of surface water flooding.

Ensure that SuDs are used within the site.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI04

Site name

Land north of Fern Road (2)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

35

Score

Green Belt ref

CBI/F

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/004

SHLAA site ref

840

Ideas for mitigtion

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

Whilst a bus stop is in close proximity of the site, services are limited.
Travel packs could be provided for occupants.
Distance from main employment and shopping areas will inevitably lead
to increased use of the private car and congestion. Negative effect.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the adverse effects on priority
habitats. It would also inevitably increase the production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. Development would
result in direct and complete loss of historic ridge and furrow. It would also adversely affect the setting of the historic core of the village, contrary
to historic environment objectives. The impact on the setting of the village and rights of way increase the site's landscape and visual sensitivity to
change and conflict with landscape SA objectives. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict
with transport objectives. Development would however provide housing opportunities for local residents and others within the wider housing
market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and facilities. Given the limited scale of development,
the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 7

Site reference

CBI05

Site name

Land East of Church Street

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

CBI/C

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/009

SHLAA site ref

81

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 21 affordable units. Significant
positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocation would not reduce health inequalities or improve access to
health facilities. The site is within a 15 minute walk of playing fields
which provide opportunities for physical activity. It is also within a 30
minute walk of the medical centre.

If developed, it could provide additional onsite
open space providing additional recreational
facilities.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated historic assets within the site. 61 Church Street
is a local interest building located opposite the site.

Ensure design and layout provides an attractive
approach/entrance to the village and also protects
the rural character of the area. This would preserve
the setting of the locally important buildings.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools,
community services and facilities within Cropwell Bishop.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site or in
close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows in varied
condition which are a LBAP habitat. Two local footpaths cross the site.
One links Fernhhill Road (through RBC/CBI/004) crossing the site
north/south with other RoW in the open countryside to the north east.
The other runs along the edge of the site and Cropwell Bishop linking
the other RoW with Church Road.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Existing footpaths should form green
corridors through and around the site.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 54/100. The site is part of a wider arable field on
the north‐eastern edge of Cropwell Bishop and is crossed by / bounded
by a number of public rights of way. There is an overall low landscape

Mature vegetation should be retained.
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Local Plan reference Policy 7

Site reference

CBI05

Site name

Land East of Church Street

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

CBI/C

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/009

SHLAA site ref

81

Ideas for mitigtion

sensitivity within the site. The landscape value is medium, owing in part
to the well managed quality of the study area, which offers a variety of
recreational assets, as well as including the attractive rural fringe to the
village. The landscape susceptibility is low despite the loss of a small
portion of the rural setting to the village. Visually, the rural setting
contributes to the value, but this remains low overall given the lack of
other contributors. The visual susceptibility, however, is medium as the
site forms part of the rural outlook for both residential and recreational
receptors in the study area. The visual sensitivity overall is medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is classified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, services and facilities. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Minor negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Floodzone 1. Land within the lower lying area of the
site, closer to Cropwell Bishop and the Sewage Treatment Works is
identified as being at a high risk of surface water flooding, with medium
and low risk areas also.

Ensure that SuDs are used within the site.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Whilst a bus stop is within a 5 minute walk of the site, services are
limited. Distance from main employment and shopping areas will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Negative effect.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.
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Local Plan reference Policy 7

Site reference

CBI05

Site name

Land East of Church Street

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

70

Score

CBI/C

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

Green Belt ref

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/009

SHLAA site ref

81

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the adverse effects on priority
habitats. It would also inevitably increase the production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The site is liable to
surface water flooding and development would require avoidance and mitigation measures to ensure properties are not effected and that
development does not increase flooding elsewhere. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict
with transport objectives. Development would however provide housing opportunities for local residents and others within the wider housing
market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and facilities. Given the limited scale of development,
the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI06

Site name

Land north Fern Road (3)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

3.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

CBI/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/006

SHLAA site ref

108

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 21 affordable units. Significant
positive effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocation would not reduce health inequalities or improve access to
health facilities. The site is within a 15 minute walk of playing fields
which provide opportunities for physical activity. It is also within a 30
minute walk of the medical centre.

If developed, it could provide additional onsite
open space providing additional recreational
facilities.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated historic assets within the site.

Ensure design and layout provides an attractive
approach/entrance to the village on Fernhill Road
and also protects the rural character of the area.
Potential to explore part of the known, but
undated, prehistoric settlement to the southeast,
careful positioning of open space should be capable
of retaining most archaeology in situ.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools,
community services and facilities within Cropwell Bishop.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site or in
close proximity. It is however bounded by and contains hedgerows in
varied condition which are a LBAP habitat. Two local footpaths cross the
site. One links Fernhill Road (through RBC/CBI/004) crossing the site
north/south with other RoWs in the open countryside to the north east.
The other runs along the edge of the site and Cropwell Bishop linking
the other RoW with Church Road.
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Existing footpaths and hedgerows
should form green corridors through and around

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI06

Site name

Land north Fern Road (3)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

3.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

CBI/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/006

SHLAA site ref

108

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
the site.

7. Landscape

‐‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 73/100. The site comprises two well maintained
The landscape and visual impacts are significant and
arable field forming part of an attractive rural edge to the village. There cannot be mitigated.
is a good network of PRoW's within the study area with Cropwell Bishop
FP2 and FP5 intersecting the site with FP6 running adjacent to its
northern boundary. There are some conservational interests within the
study area which are not directly related to the site. There is an overall
medium landscape value within the study area and an attractive rural
edge to the village. There is a medium susceptibility to change due to
the rural character of the site and the dramatic rise in landform. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is medium overall. Visually, there
are no indicators of value. There is a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge. The overall
visual susceptibility is high as the site is a key part of the visual amenity
for the village due to rising landform. Overall, there is medium visual
sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐

The land is classified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, services and facilities. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Minor negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1.

Ensure that SuDs are used within the site.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Whilst a bus stop is within a 5 minute walk of the site, services are
limited. Distance from main employment and shopping areas will

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI06

Site name

Land north Fern Road (3)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

3.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

70

Score

Green Belt ref

CBI/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/006

SHLAA site ref

108

Ideas for mitigtion

inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Negative effect.
13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the adverse effects on priority
habitats and significant landscape impacts. The former could be avoided or mitigated through site design and layout. Due to the elevated location
of the site and its rural character, landscape impacts cannot be mitigated. It would also inevitably increase the production of waste, energy
consumption and the use of natural resources. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict with
transport objectives. Private car use would increase as result of the site's outlying location. Development would however provide housing
opportunities for local residents and others within the wider housing market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain
village services and facilities. Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI07

Site name

Land north of Fern Road (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

7.8

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

CBI/D

RBC/CBI/005

SHLAA site ref

81

Existing use

Commentary

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 45 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocation will not reduce health inequality or improve access to heath
facilities. The Cropwell Bishop recreation ground, off Nottingham Road,
is a 10 minute walk. The site is within a 30 of the Medical Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

54 Fern Road is identified as a Local Interest Building. This building is
located opposite the south west corner of the site on the other side of
Fern Road. There are no other identified heritage assets identified
within the site or in close proximity. There is likely to be archaeological
remains on site due to presence of a spring. Extent, dates and types of
activity unknown.

4. Crime

Landscape review ref

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ideas for mitigtion

There are opportunities to incorporate Green
Infrastructure.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site or in
close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows in varied
condition which are a LBAP habitat . Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider Landscape
objectives within Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report.

Phase 1 habitat survey should be undertaken with
planning application. The design and layout should
protect and enhance priority habitats ensuring they
are connected internally and with the wider
countryside. Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐‐

CBI7 would not come forward in isolation consequently landscape
assessment includes CBI5 (RBC/CBI/005). Aggregate score 73/100. The
site comprises one well maintained arable field forming part of an
attractive rural edge to the village. There is a good network of PRoW's

Site unable to be mitigated in eastern section,
possible scope for development in western section.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI07

Site name

Land north of Fern Road (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

7.8

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

CBI/D

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/005

SHLAA site ref

81

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

within the study area with Cropwell Bishop FP2 and FP5 intersecting the
site with FP6 running adjacent to its northern boundary. There are
some conservational interests within the study area which are not
directly related to the site. There is an overall medium landscape value
within the study area and an attractive rural edge to the village. There is
a medium susceptibility to change due to the rural character of the site
and the dramatic rise in landform. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value.
There is a medium number of potential receptors due to the site
forming part of the village edge. The overall visual susceptibility is high
as the site as the site is a key part of the visual amenity for the village
due to rising landform. Overall, there is medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. The site is identified as Grade 3
agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The 882 bus service runs along Fern Road. This service provides peak
time buses with hourly services during day to Nottingham. The nearest
bus stop is within a 5 minute walk. Due to the distance from main
employment and shopping areas the development of this site for
housing would inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

CBI07

Site name

Land north of Fern Road (1)

Settlement

Cropwell Bishop

Site area (hectares)

7.8

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

CBI/D

Landscape review ref

RBC/CBI/005

SHLAA site ref

81

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

congestion. Negative effect.
13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the adverse effects on priority
habitats and significant landscape impacts. The former could be avoided or mitigated through site design and layout. Due to the sloping
topography and its rural character, landscape impacts cannot be mitigated. It would also inevitably increase the production of waste, energy
consumption and the use of natural resources. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict with
transport objectives. The scale of development would make a significant contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others
within the wider housing market area and the subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and facilities. Given the limited
scale of development, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR01

Site name

Land behind Kirk Hill (east)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
1. Housing

15

Green Belt ref

EBR/H

Existing use

Tennis court and grassland

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/001

SHLAA site ref

87 & 88

Ideas for mitigtion

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver up to 4 affordable units.Positive impact.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The northern part of the site lies within the East Bridgford Conservation
Area. Potential for undefined archaeology given edge of village position.
Listed buildings to the north and west have no relationship to this site,
mill buildings relate to village rather than rural environment

Impacts should be mitigated through usual
development practice ‐ no special measures
recommended beyond archaeological watching
brief and desk based evaluation.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI, together with footpath corridors.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggregate score: 55/100. The site comprises one field with rough/
equestrian character and is accessed via Kirk Hill. There is a strong
network of PRoW's within the study area with East Bridgford FP26
running along the sites south‐western boundary. There are some
conservational interests within the study with the site forming part of
the local conservation area.
There is an overall high landscape value within the study area along
with a strong aesthetic character, attractive rural setting and distinctive
townscape. There is a low susceptibility to change due to the

Vernacular respecting conservation area.

2. Health
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR01

Site name

Land behind Kirk Hill (east)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

15

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/H

Existing use

Tennis court and grassland

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/001

SHLAA site ref

87 & 88

Ideas for mitigtion

perception of infill. The sensitivity of the landscape character is low
overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value. There is a low number
of potential receptors due to the site forming part of the edge of a small
village. The overall visual susceptibility is low due to the strong level of
screening by vegetation and built form. Overall, there is low visual
sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
predominantly grade 2 and also 3 agricultural land however it is not in
agricultural use.

9. Flooding

0

Site not identified as at risk of flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Rushcliffe Villager 1 runs in close proximity to the site. There is an
hourly service during the day, with none in the evenings or weekends.
Site within walking distance of most main facilities. Development will
inevitably lead to increased use of the car.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR01

Site name

Land behind Kirk Hill (east)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

15

Green Belt ref

EBR/H

Existing use

Tennis court and grassland

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/001

SHLAA site ref

87 & 88

Ideas for mitigtion

As the site contains priority habitats, contributes to the rural setting of East Bridgford's Conservation Area, and the site contains Grade 2
agricultural land, the allocation of this site would have negative effects on the SA's biodiversity and natural resources objectives. The construction
and occupation would also inevitably lead to increased waste production and energy use. Notwithstanding existing public transport provision,
allocating the site for housing would result in an increase in the use of private cars, contrary to transport objectives. Although construction would
provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a
minimal contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The limited increase in
population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a neutral effect on housing and
social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR02

Site name

Land behind Kirk Hill (west)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

3.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

EBR/H

Existing use

Agricultural and paddock.

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/002

SHLAA site ref

89

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 21 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Developing the site will not reduce health inequality. The site is within a
10 minute walk of East Bridgford Recreation Ground. Rights of way
provide opportunities for physical activity. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The sites frontage along Kirk Hill lies within the East Bridgford
Conservation Area. Potential for undefined archaeology given edge of
village position, listed buildings to the north and west have no
relationship to this site which adds to their significance. Potential
adverse impact on Kirk Hill as a semi‐rural approach into the village. The
frontage is identified as a significant hedgerow.

Care over proposals affecting site frontage to Kirk
Hill to retain a semi‐rural character, open space and
planting along this boundary would alleviate impact
on nearby buildings ‐ no special measures
recommended beyond archaeological watching
brief and desk based evaluation.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means slight positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI, together with footpath corridors.

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape appraisal score 67/100 The site comprises two fields with
rough/ equestrian character and is accessed via Kirk Hill. There is a
strong network of PRoW's within the study area with East Bridgford.
FP26 intersecting the site and FP27 running along its south‐eastern
boundary. There are some conservational interests within the study

Retain existing mature vegetation. Landscape
buffer to the southwest of site to retain rural
context. Respect the local vernacular of the
conservation area.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR02

Site name

Land behind Kirk Hill (west)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

3.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

EBR/H

Existing use

Agricultural and paddock.

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/002

SHLAA site ref

89

Ideas for mitigtion

with the site forming part of the local conservation area. There is an
overall medium landscape value within the study area along with a
strong aesthetic character, attractive rural setting and distinctive
townscape. There is medium susceptibility to change due to the
perceived loss of historic vernacular through increased urbanisation.
The sensitivity of the landscape character is medium overall. Visually,
there are no indicators of value. There is a medium number of potential
receptors due to the site forming part of the village edge near the busy
A6097 road. The overall visual susceptibility is medium due to the scale
of the site within a small village and views between gaps in vegetation.
Overall, there is medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
a mix of grade 2 and 3 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not identified as at risk of flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Site is within walking distance of village services. Rushcliffe Villager 1
runs in close proximity to the site. There is an hourly service during the
day, with none in the evenings or weekends. Development will
inevitably lead to increased use of the car.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR02

Site name

Land behind Kirk Hill (west)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

3.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

70

Score

EBR/H

Existing use

Agricultural and paddock.

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Green Belt ref

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/002

SHLAA site ref

89

Ideas for mitigtion

As the site contains priority habitats, contributes to the rural setting of East Bridgford's Conservation Area, and the site contains Grade 2
agricultural land, the allocation of this site would have negative effects on the SA's biodiversity, landscape, and natural resources objectives.
Impacts on biodiversity can be mitigated through the design and layout, however impacts on landscape and loss of best and most versatile land
are significant sustainability issues. The construction and occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production and energy use.
Notwithstanding existing public transport provision, allocating the site for housing would result in an increase in the use of private cars, contrary
to transport objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The
development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the
wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site
therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR03

Site name

Land North of Kneeton Road

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

4.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

EBR/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/003

SHLAA site ref

703

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 28 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

Development of the site would have an impact on the neighbouring
conservation area, interrupting an important view out of the
conservation area. It would also significantly impact on the setting of
East Bridgford Manor.

Unlikely that development could be appropriately
mitigated without either screening resulting in
harmful impact of its own or development being of
such a form that it cannot be economically viable.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI, together with footpath corridors.

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape appraisal score 64/100. The site comprises one well
maintained arable field and is located immediately north of Kneeton
Road. There is a good network of PRoW's within the study area with
East Bridgford FP12 intersecting the site and FP11 running along its
north‐western boundary. There are some conservational interests
within the study with the site adjacent to a listed building and forming
part of the local conservation area. There is an overall medium
landscape value within the study area with attractive long distance

Site is prominent and unable to be mitigated.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR03

Site name

Land North of Kneeton Road

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

4.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

EBR/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/003

SHLAA site ref

703

Ideas for mitigtion

views of the surrounding landscape. There is medium susceptibility to
change due to the perceived increased prominence of the village. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is medium overall. Visually, there
are no indicators of value. There is a low number of potential receptors
due to the site forming part of the village edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium due to the scale of the site within a small
village and long distance views and prominent ridgeline. Overall, there
is medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
a mix of grade 2 and 3 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Small part of site is at risk from surface water flooding, however
negligible.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

The site is some distance away from the main bus route. Rushcliffe
Villager 1 serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service during
the day, with none in the evenings or weekends. Village location would
inevitably lead to increased car journeys.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

None identified
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Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR03

Site name

Land North of Kneeton Road

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

4.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

90

Green Belt ref

EBR/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/003

SHLAA site ref

703

Ideas for mitigtion

None identified

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The land contributes to the rural setting of the Manor and Manor Lodge (both
listed) and the Conservation Area. Consequently the allocation of this site would have a negative effect on SA heritage and landscape objectives.
The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. Distances from main
employment and retail centres and community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA
transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents
and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and
facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR04

Site name

Land North of Kneeton Road (2)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

7.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

EBR/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/004

SHLAA site ref

702

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 45 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Development of the site would have an impact on the neighbouring
conservation area, interrupting views out of the conservation area.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI, together with footpath corridors.

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape appraisal score 64/100 The site comprises two well
maintained arable fields and is located immediately north of Kneeton
Road. There is a good network of PRoW's within the study area with
East Bridgford FP12 intersecting the site and FP11 running along its
north‐western boundary. There are some conservational interests
within the study with the site adjacent to a listed building and forming
part of the local conservation area. There is an overall medium
landscape value within the study area with attractive long distance
views of the surrounding landscape. There is medium susceptibility to

Site is prominent and unable to be mitigated.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR04

Site name

Land North of Kneeton Road (2)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

7.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

EBR/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/004

SHLAA site ref

702

Ideas for mitigtion

change due to the perceived increased prominence of the village. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is medium overall. Visually, there
are no indicators of value. There is a low number of potential receptors
due to the site forming part of the village edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium due to the scale of the site within a small
village and long distance views and prominent ridgeline. Overall, there
is medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
a mix of Grade 2 and Grade 3 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Small part of site is at risk from surface water flooding, however
negligible.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐‐

The site is some distance away from the main bus route. Rushcliffe
Villager 1 serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service during
the day, with none in the evenings or weekends. Village location would
inevitably lead to increased car journeys.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

None identified
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Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR04

Site name

Land North of Kneeton Road (2)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

7.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

150

Green Belt ref

EBR/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/004

SHLAA site ref

702

Ideas for mitigtion

None identified

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The distance from the site to the village centre, and beyond East Bridgford to the main
employment/retail centres and facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives.
The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within
the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of
this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR05

Site name

Land at Lammas Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

EBR/C

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/005

SHLAA site ref

90

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 10 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Site is adjacent to conservation area with a medium to long distance
view identified across the site through the Townscape Appraisal.

Existing overgrown boundary hedge limits views
previously identified in this direction. A
combination of reinforcement/enhancement of this
hedge and the possibility of development re‐
opening avenue views to countryside beyond
should provide effective mitigation.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI, together with footpath corridors.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 58/100 The site is made up of one pastoral
field with minimal management and is accessed via Lammas Lane
running adjacent to the sites north‐western boundary. There is a
network of PRoW's within the study area with East Bridgford FP19
running adjacent to its south‐western boundary. There are some
conservational interests within the study with the site forming part of

Site is unable to be mitigated due to its inaccessible
enclosed vernacular.

D100

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR05

Site name

Land at Lammas Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

30

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/C

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/005

SHLAA site ref

90

Ideas for mitigtion

the local conservation area. There is an overall medium landscape value
within the study area due to a well vegetated appearance and tranquil
character. There is medium susceptibility to change due to sense of a
loss of enclosure along Lammas Lane, loss of tranquillity and a
perceived increase in urbanisation. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value.
There is a low number of potential receptors due to a high level of
screening by vegetation. The overall visual susceptibility is low due to
screening. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 2 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site is not identified as at risk of flooding from any source.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

The site is some distance away from the main bus route. Rushcliffe
Villager 1 serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service during
the day, with none in the evenings or weekends.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR05

Site name

Land at Lammas Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

30

Green Belt ref

EBR/C

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/005

SHLAA site ref

90

Ideas for mitigtion

As the site contains priority habitats and contributes to the rural setting of East Bridgford's Conservation Area the allocation of this site would
have negative effects on the SA's biodiversity and heritage objectives. Impacts on biodiversity can be mitigated through the design and layout. The
construction and occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. Notwithstanding
existing public transport provision, these are not in close proximity of the site, therefore allocating the site for housing would result in an increase
in the use of private cars, contrary to transport objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local
residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities.
The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR06

Site name

Closes Side Lane (west)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

EBR/D

Existing use

Smallholding/paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/006

SHLAA site ref

580

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 6 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Properties adjacent to this land on Cherry Holt Lane are within East
Bridgford’s Conservation Area. Impacts on the conservation area are
limited as the site is bounded to west and south by existing modern
housing development. Whilst the site provides a rural aspect, this is not
prominent from within the conservation area.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area. Any impact likely minimal subject to usual
development practice.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 46/100. The site comprises one field with
The local vernacular should be in keeping with the
pastoral and rough/ equestrian characteristics. The site lies immediately conservation area.
north of Closes Side Lane. There is a network of PRoW's within the
study area. There are some conservational interests within the study
with the site lying adjacent to the local conservation area. There is an
overall low landscape value within the study area due to a number of
human detractors and some areas of poor management. There is a low
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR06

Site name

Closes Side Lane (west)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

20

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/D

Existing use

Smallholding/paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/006

SHLAA site ref

580

Ideas for mitigtion

susceptibility to change with no real loss of character and the
perception of an extension to the urban fringe. The sensitivity of the
landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are no indicators of
value. There is a medium number of potential receptors as the site
forms part of the village edge. The overall visual susceptibility is low due
to the urban feel of the village edge. Overall, there is low visual
sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 2 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

The site is not identified as at risk of flooding from any source.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

The site is within reasonable walking distance of main bus route.
Travel packs could be provided for occupants.
Rushcliffe Villager 1 serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service
during the day, with none in the evenings or weekends.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR06

Site name

Closes Side Lane (west)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

20

Green Belt ref

EBR/D

Existing use

Smallholding/paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/006

SHLAA site ref

580

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives can be avoided or mitigated. Whilst the site is adjacent to the Conservation Area, the effects upon its setting are not considered
significant and can be avoided/mitigated. The distance from the site to the village centre, and beyond East Bridgford to the main
employment/retail centres and facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives.
The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within
the wider housing market area. Although the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities, this
positive effect would be limited given the scale of development. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR07

Site name

Closes Side Lane (east)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

EBR/D

Existing use

Smallholding/agricultural.

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/007

SHLAA site ref

540

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 6 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Whilst the site provides a rural aspect, this is not prominent from within In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
the conservation area. Any impact likely minimal subject to usual
and layout should respect the existing character of
development practice.
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 48/100. The site is made up of two fields
with pastoral and rough/ equestrian characteristics. The site lies
immediately north of Closes Side Lane. There is a network of PRoW's
within the study area with East Bridgford FP19 running adjacent to the
sites north‐eastern boundary. There are some conservational interests
within the study with the site lying adjacent to the local conservation
area. There is an overall low landscape value within the study area due
to a number of human detractors and some areas of poor
management. There is a low susceptibility to change with no real loss of

A landscape buffer should be provided along the
north east corner of the site to create strong
settlement line. Local vernacular should be in‐
keeping with the conservation area.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR07

Site name

Closes Side Lane (east)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

20

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/D

Existing use

Smallholding/agricultural.

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/007

SHLAA site ref

540

Ideas for mitigtion

character and the perception of an extension to the urban fringe. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are
no indicators of value. There is a medium number of potential receptors
as the site forms part of the village edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is low due to the urban feel of the village edge. Overall,
there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 2 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not at risk of from flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

The site is within reasonable walking distance of main bus route.
Travel packs could be provided for occupants.
Rushcliffe Villager 1 serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service
during the day, with none in the evenings or weekends.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste and energy consumption . The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts on the setting of the Conservation Area can
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR07

Site name

Closes Side Lane (east)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

EBR/D

Existing use

Smallholding/agricultural.

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/007

SHLAA site ref

540

Ideas for mitigtion

be avoided or mitigated. The loss of best and most versatile land however cannot be mitigated, therefore allocating this site would have significant
negative effects on the SA's natural resources objectives. The distance from the site to the village centre, and beyond East Bridgford to the main
employment/retail centres and facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives.
The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within
the wider housing market area. Although the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities, this
positive effect would be limited given the scale of development. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR08

Site name

Land to the north of Butt Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

EBR/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/008

SHLAA site ref

378

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 6 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Site is adjacent to conservation area on its western boundary.
Properties within the conservation area lie behind hedgerows. No
conservation area features of note identified along this boundary.
Impact on rural approach to the village from east.

Main requirement is to avoid overt frontage
development which would detract from the
character of Butt Lane as a rural approach to the
village. Careful consideration of access design and
frontage landscaping are key.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 47/100. The site comprises one pastoral field
and lies immediately north of Butt Lane. There is a network of PRoW's
within the study area with East Bridgford FP21 running through the
adjacent field to the north of the site. There are some conservational
interests within the study with the site lying adjacent to the local
conservation area. There is an overall low landscape value within the
study area due to a high number of human detractors and a strong

Development should be in keeping with the
conservation area. Single line of development to
match existing.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR08

Site name

Land to the north of Butt Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

15

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/008

SHLAA site ref

378

Ideas for mitigtion

urban character. There is a low susceptibility to change with no real loss
of character and the perception of an extension to the urban fringe. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are
no indicators of value. There is a medium number of potential receptors
as the site forms part of a well‐populated settlement. The overall visual
susceptibility is low due to the urban feel of the village edge. Overall,
there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 2 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site is not at risk from flooding from any source.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

The site is close to the main bus route. Rushcliffe Villager 1 serves parts Travel packs could be provided for occupants.
of the village. There is a limited hourly service during the day, with none
in the evenings or weekends. Development will inevitably lead to
increased use of the car.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified
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Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR08

Site name

Land to the north of Butt Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

15

Green Belt ref

EBR/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/008

SHLAA site ref

378

Ideas for mitigtion

As the site contains priority habitats and contributes to the rural setting of East Bridgford's Conservation Area the allocation of this site would
have negative effects on the SA's biodiversity and heritage objectives. Impacts on biodiversity can be mitigated through the design and layout. The
construction and occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. Distances from main
employment and retail centres and community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport
objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the
site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market
area. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing objectives. The increase in population and subsequent increased use of
local services will be limited.
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Local Plan reference Policy 8.1

Site reference

EBR08, 11 and 12

Site name

Land Between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

3.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

EBR/E J and K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/012

SHLAA site ref

378, 939 and 940

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
housing demand by providing around 80 dwellings. 30% of the dwellings ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
(up to 24) should be affordable housing.
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

There will be no reduction in health inequality or loss of opportunity for Retention of the public right of way, giving
recreational activity as a result of the site’s development. East Bridgford pedestrian access into the open countryside to the
Medical Centre is located within short walking distance of the site. East east.
Bridgford recreation ground and Millennium Wood are both within 15
minutes walking distance from the site.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The south of the site is adjacent to East Bridgford Conservation Area.
Properties within the Conservation Area lie in close proximity to the
site, behind hedgerows. However, no Conservation Area features of
note are identified along this boundary. Development of the site would
impact on the rural approach to the village from east.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
development’s design and layout.

5. Social

0

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve access
to community facilities. However, increase the local population ‐ as a
result should indirectly help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within East Bridgford.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site or The quality and connectivity of hedgerows should
in close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows which are a
be preserved and enhanced. Any adverse effects on
LBAP priority habitat.
biodiversity should be avoided, mitigated or as a
last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 51/100. The site comprises three fields
within agricultural use on the east of the village of East Bridgford and
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Avoid overt frontage development which would
detract from the character of Butt Lane as a rural
approach to the village. Careful consideration of
access, design and frontage landscaping are key.
Site layout should mirror the historical north/south
and east/west arterial routes through East
Bridgford.

Development bordering the open countryside on
the east and fronting onto Butt Lane should provide

Local Plan reference Policy 8.1

Site reference

EBR08, 11 and 12

Site name

Land Between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

3.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

EBR/E J and K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/012

SHLAA site ref

378, 939 and 940

Ideas for mitigtion

sits to the north of Butt Lane and the south of Closes Side Lane. There is
a network of public rights of way within the study area with one running
through the site itself. The East Bridgford Conservation Area also
borders the site. The overall landscape value within the study area is
low due to the strong urban fringe character, as well as the degradation
of landscape features such as hedgerows. There is a low susceptibility to
change with development of the site constituting a perceived extension
to the urban fringe. When combined with the low value of the
landscape, this results in a low sensitivity of the landscape of the study
area to development of the site. The site has a small amount of visual
value in its role as part of the setting to the adjacent conservation area,
but little else ‐ a low visual value overall. The site forms part of the
visual amenity for residential and recreational receptors and as such is
of medium visual susceptibility. The overall visual sensitivity is medium.

a visually attractive boundary which respects the
rural character. Mature hedgerows should be
retained and enhanced. Development should also
be in keeping of the Conservation Area’s rural
character.

8. Natural Resources

0

The majority of land is classified as Grade 2 (very good) agricultural
land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.

The loss of good agricultural land cannot be
mitigated. Ensure houses are built to a sustainable
standard in terms of energy and water efficiency

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). There is an
identified area of low and medium risk surface water flooding in the
north‐east corner of the site.

Flood avoidance measures, such as sustainable
drainage systems, are required to mitigate the risk
of surface water flooding

10. Waste

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a greater
overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the greater number
of units.

12. Transport

‐

The site is close to the Rushcliffe Villager bus route. However, there is a
limited hourly service during the day, with no service in the evenings or
Sundays. Development will inevitably lead to increased private car use
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Contributions to increase frequency and quality of
local public transport. Travel packs should be
provided to all new residents to encourage use of

Local Plan reference Policy 8.1

Site reference

EBR08, 11 and 12

Site name

Land Between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

3.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

80

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/E J and K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary
in the area.

RBC/EBR/012

SHLAA site ref

378, 939 and 940

Ideas for mitigtion
sustainable transport modes.

13. Employment

0

The site is likely to create employment in the short‐term during
construction.

14. Innovation

0

No identified effects.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No identified effects.

Summary

Landscape review ref

As the site contains priority habitats and contributes to the rural setting of East Bridgford's Conservation Area the allocation of this site would have
negative effects on the SA's biodiversity and heritage objectives. Impacts can be mitigated through the design and layout. The construction and
occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. As a result of an infrequent bus service,
there will be increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to
meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area, including the provision of affordable housing. The
allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing objectives. The increase in population will subsequently result in an increased use,
therefore support, of local services and facilities.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR09

Site name

Land to East of Springdale Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

EBR/G

Existing use

Agricultural and grazing

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/009

SHLAA site ref

379

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

The site as promoted providing affordable housing for the village.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The site is not within or adjacent to the conservation area. Whilst the
Townscape appraisal identifies a wide panoramic view from the
conservation area, it should be noted that this is not from the edge of
the conservation area. The site does contain ridge and furrow and is
also identified as a positive open space.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout do not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help in a small way to sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford. Level
of development means that Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

Existing hedgerows could be retained and enhanced
as GI.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 56/100. The site comprises one pastoral field
and lies immediately south of Springdale Lane. There is a strong
network of PRoW's within the study area with East Bridgford FP25
running adjacent to the sites southern boundary. There are some
conservational interests within the study area but none which directly
influence the site. There is an overall medium landscape value within
the study area due to a reasonably well maintained and attractive
scenic quality with some levels of degradation and some human
detractors. There is a medium susceptibility to change with no real loss
of key characteristics but increased density and urbanisation due to

Site unable to be mitigated due to its semi‐rural
location.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR09

Site name

Land to East of Springdale Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

30

Score

Green Belt ref

EBR/G

Existing use

Agricultural and grazing

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/009

SHLAA site ref

379

Ideas for mitigtion

finger of development. The sensitivity of the landscape character is
medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value. There is a low
number of potential receptors as the site is on the village edge. The
overall visual susceptibility is low due to the levels of visibility and the
site forming part of the urban edge. Overall, there is low visual
sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Site is identified as
grade 2 agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

Site is not at risk from flooding from any source.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

The site is close to the main bus route. Rushcliffe Villager 1 serves parts Travel packs could be provided for occupants.
of the village. There is an hourly service during the day, with none in the
evenings or weekends. Development will inevitably lead to increased
use of the car.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.
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Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR09

Site name

Land to East of Springdale Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

30

Green Belt ref

EBR/G

Existing use

Agricultural and grazing

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/009

SHLAA site ref

379

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts can be avoided
through development design and layout. The loss of ridge and furrow and land identified as important open space in the Townscape Appraisal
would conflict with heritage and design objectives. Distances from main employment and retail centres and community facilities will lead to
inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would
however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. Although the
subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities, this positive effect would be limited given the scale
of development. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 8.2

Site reference

EBR10

Site name

Land south of Butt Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

45

Green Belt ref

EBR/F

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/010

SHLAA site ref

863

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 12 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Developing the site will not reduce health inequality. The site is within a
10 minute walk of East Bridgford Recreation Ground and also adjacent
to open access land (Millennium Wood). The site is also directly
adjacent to East Bridgford's Medical Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

No identified historical assets within the site. The character of Butt Lane
as a rural approach will be adversely affected. However the first
building in conservation area (Medical Centre) is modern and of no
special interest.

Main requirement is to avoid overt frontage
development which would detract from the
character of Butt Lane as a rural approach to the
village. Careful consideration of access design and
frontage landscaping are key.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets identified within or
in close proximity of the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows and
Millennium Wood is located south of the site.

Hedgerows should protected and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggregate score 59/100. The site comprises an arable field on the
eastern edge of East Bridgford, adjacent to the Millennium Wood.
Within the study area, there is a low landscape sensitivity derived from
a medium landscape value and low landscape susceptibility. The
medium landscape value is attributed in part to the high landscape
quality, as well as the medium level of conservation interests and
recreational assets. Development of the site would result in the

Boundary vegetation should be retained.
Millennium Wood could be extended beyond
eastern boundary. Adjacent Conservation Area
should be respected.
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Local Plan reference Policy 8.2

Site reference

EBR10

Site name

Land south of Butt Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

45

Green Belt ref

EBR/F

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/010

SHLAA site ref

863

Ideas for mitigtion

extension of the settlement edge ‐ albeit in the a finger of
development ‐ and this contributes to the low landscape susceptibility.
There is a low visual value, although the site sits adjacent to East
Bridgford Conservation Area. However, the visual susceptibility is
medium as there are open views available of the site, which forms part
of the visual amenity for both residential and recreational receptors.
Overall, there is a medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. The site is classified as being Grade 2
agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1 and is not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

There are bus stops a short distance west of the site on Main Street.
These stops provide limited services to Nottingham (hourly), Newark,
Bingham (hourly), Orston and Newton. Site within walking distance of
most main facilities. Development will inevitably lead to increased use
of the car.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference Policy 8.2

Site reference

EBR10

Site name

Land south of Butt Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

45

Green Belt ref

EBR/F

Existing use

Agricultural: Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/010

SHLAA site ref

863

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified. Neutral.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. The allocation would have a neutral impact on heritage/design and landscape SA objectives.
Distances from main employment and retail centres and community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is
contrary to SA transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of
local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's
services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR11

Site name

South of Closes Side Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

25

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/11

SHLAA site ref

939

Green Belt ref

EBR/J

Existing use

agricultual smallholding and paddock

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 9 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Developing the site will not reduce health inequality. The site is within a
15 minute walk of East Bridgford Recreation Ground and also near
routes that offer access to the countryside. Minor positive

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No identified historical assets within the site. The character of the site is Careful consideration of access design and
of urban fringe. Neutral effect
boundary treatment are key. Development should
reflect the largely grid pattern of the settlement.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets identified within or
in close proximity of the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows.

Where possiblem existing hedgerows could be
retained and enhanced as GI.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggrigate score 42/100. Lying immediately south of Closes Side
Lane, the site comprises a pastoral field with associated hedgerow
boundaries. The study area contains a good network of PRoW, as well
as a number of conservation interests such as listed buildings and TPOs.
There is an urban fringe character to the site and its surroundings and
this contributes to an overall low landscape value. The study area has a
low susceptibility to changes within the site due to its position on the
urban fringe; there is overall a low sensitivity. Visually, there are no
indicators of value. There is a medium number of potential receptors as
the site forms part of a well populated settlement, but the site itself is

Retain mature boundary vegetation
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Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR11

Site name

South of Closes Side Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

25

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/11

SHLAA site ref

939

Green Belt ref

EBR/J

Existing use

agricultual smallholding and paddock

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

not
particularly important to the visual amenity of adjacent residential or
recreational receptors. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is identified as grade 2 agricultural
land.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Parts of site is at risk from surface water flooding.

Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

There are bus stops a reasonable distance Main Street. These stops
provide limited services to Nottingham (hourly), Newark, Bingham
(hourly), Orston and Newton. Site within walking distance of most main
facilities. Development will inevitably lead to increased use of the car.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR11

Site name

South of Closes Side Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

25

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/11

SHLAA site ref

939

Green Belt ref

EBR/J

Existing use

agricultual smallholding and paddock

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. If the site is allocated there would be a neutral impact on heritage/design and landscape SA
objectives. Distances from main employment and retail centres and community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars,
which is contrary to SA transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the
settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would
provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR12

Site name

North of Butt Lane (2)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

40

Green Belt ref

EBR/K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/12 (part)

SHLAA site ref

940

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Developing the site will not reduce health inequality. The site is within a
15 minute walk of East Bridgford Recreation Ground and also near
routes that offer access to the countryside. Minor positive

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Site is adjacent to conservation area on its south western corner.
Properties within the conservation area lie behind hedgerows. No
conservation area features of note identified along this boundary.
Impact on rural approach to the village from east.

Careful consideration of access design and
boundary treatment are key. Development should
reflect the largely grid pattern of the settlement.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets identified within or
in close proximity of the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows in
the most part. PROW runs through the site however not part of
ecological network at present.

7. Landscape

0

Combined assessment, including site EBR11 and EBR08. Aggregate score Retain mature field boundaries and enhance gappy
51/100. The site comprises three fields within agricultural use on the
hedges. Development vernacular should be in‐
east of the village of East Bridgford and sits to the north of Butt Lane
keeping wth the adjacent conservation area.
and the south of Closes Side Lane. There is a network of PRoW within
the study area with East Bridgford FP21 running through the site itself;
the East Bridgford Conservation Area also borders the site. The overall
landscape value within the study area is low due to the strong urban
fringe character, as well as the degradation of landscape features such
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Where possible existing hedgerows could be
retained and enhanced as GI. Opportunity to
enhance PROW corridor as green corridor through
the site

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR12

Site name

North of Butt Lane (2)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

40

Green Belt ref

EBR/K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/12 (part)

SHLAA site ref

940

Ideas for mitigtion

as hedgerows. There is a low susceptibility to change with development
of the site constituting a perceived extension to the urban fringe. When
combined with the low value of the landscape, this results in a low
sensitivity of the landscape of the study area to development of the
site. The site has a small amount of visual value in its role as part of the
setting to the adjacent conservation area, but little else ‐ a low visual
value overall. The site forms part of the visual amenity for residential
and recreational receptors and as such is of medium visual
susceptibility. The overall visual sensitivity is medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is identified as grade 2 agricultural
land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not at risk of flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

There are bus stops a reasonable distance Main Street. These stops
provide limited services to Nottingham (hourly), Newark, Bingham
(hourly), Orston and Newton. Site within walking distance of most main
facilities. Development will inevitably lead to increased use of the car.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR12

Site name

North of Butt Lane (2)

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

40

Green Belt ref

EBR/K

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/12 (part)

SHLAA site ref

940

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified. Neutral.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity
objectives and should be avoided or mitigated. If the site is allocated there would be a neutral impact on heritage/design and landscape SA
objectives. Distances from main employment and retail centres and community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars,
which is contrary to SA transport objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the
settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives. Although construction would
provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR13

Site name

Land off Brickyard Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

EBR/I

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/13

SHLAA site ref

933

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Developing the site will not reduce health inequality. The site is within a
10 minute walk of East Bridgford Recreation Ground and also near
routes that offer access to the countryside. Minor positive

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

The site isadjacent to the conservation area. The Townscape appraisal
identifies a wide panoramic view from the conservation area towards a
notable building. The site does contain ridge and furrow and is also
identified as a positive open space.

Untable to provide any meaningful mitigation
against the potential impact.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets identified within or
in close proximity of the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows in
the most part. PROW runs through the site however not part of
ecological network at present.

Where possible existing hedgerows could be
retained and enhanced as GI. Opportunity to
enhance PROW corridor as green corridor through
the site

7. Landscape

0

Landscape score 54/100 The site comprises one field used for
equestrian grazing which contains a PRoW and lies immediately south
of Springdale Lane. A medium landscape value is apparent within the
study area, contributed to by the high level of recreational amenity, as
well as the number of conservation interests. The site forms a
somewhat illogical extension to the village, pushing a finger of
development into the rural surroundings, but despite this the overall
susceptibility to change within the landscape is low. Overall, the

Retain mature boundary vegetation
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR13

Site name

Land off Brickyard Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

EBR/I

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/13

SHLAA site ref

933

Ideas for mitigtion

sensitivity of the landscape resource is also low. Visually, the site has
little value in its surroundings other than as part of the setting to the
conservation area. There is also a
low visual susceptibility, derived from the low visibility of the site and
its position just off a quiet residential street. The visual sensitivity is
overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is identified as grade 2 agricultural
land.

9. Flooding

0

Site not at risk of flooding from any source

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

There are bus stops a reasonable distance Main Street. These stops
provide limited services to Nottingham (hourly), Newark, Bingham
(hourly), Orston and Newton. Site within walking distance of most main
facilities that are on offer in the village. Development will inevitably
lead to increased use of the car.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EBR13

Site name

Land off Brickyard Lane

Settlement

East Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

35

Green Belt ref

EBR/I

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EBR/13

SHLAA site ref

933

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts can be avoided
through development design and layout. The loss of ridge and furrow, the important view and land identified as important open space in the
Townscape Appraisal would conflict significantly with heritage and design objectives. Distances from main employment and retail centres and
community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives. The development of
the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing
market area. Although the subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities, this positive effect would
be limited given the scale of development. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL09

Site name

Land south of West Leake Road

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/001

SHLAA site ref

98

Existing use

Commentary

1. Housing

+

New development of a scale that would deliver a range of house types,
including 10 affordable homes.

2. Health

‐

Development would result in the loss of accessible GI and recreationa
facility (allotments).

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. A banked enclosure of unknown date with an area of pebbles
at its centre is however on the site.

4. Crime

0

No impact

5. Social

0

Site is located some distance from the centre of East Leake and the
community facilities located within.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐‐

Loss of allotments would have a negative impact on biodiversity. They
are important habitats for wildlife as they provide food, shelter and
breeding sites.

7. Landscape

0

Loss of greenfield site but not of high landscape quality.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Loss of high soil quality associated with allotment use. The site is
identified as Grade 2 agricultural land. As the site located some distance
from the centre of the village, likelihood of higher car usage instead of
more sustainable transport options.

9. Flooding

0

Only a very small part of the site at low risk of flooding ‐ this part of the
site could be avoided.

10. Waste

‐

Production of waste during site construction and occupation. Minor
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Ideas for mitigtion

Investigation could promote knowledge and
provide basis for a decision as to weather the
enclosure should be preserved in situ ‐ given the
small portion of the site affected even this should
not preclude reasonable development. In
accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design and
layout should respect the existing character of the
area.

Unable to mitigate other than provide equal or
better provision elsewhere

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL09

Site name

Land south of West Leake Road

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

50

Score

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/001

SHLAA site ref

98

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

negative effect.
11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects.

12. Transport

‐

Site located some distance from village centre and is not close to any
bus stops. Sustainable transport methods would not therefore be
incentivised. The site is beyond the 1.25km walking distance from the
village centre as required by the Neighbourhood Plan.

Travel packs could be provided for occupants.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic
Structure

0

No significant impact.

Summary

Site located some distance from the village centre and is not close to any bus stops. Sustainable transport methods would not therefore be
incentivised and allocating this site would have significant negative effects on transport objectives. The loss of allotments would also significantly
effect Biodiversity objectives. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts can be avoided through development design and
layout. The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the
production of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of
local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and
facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL10

Site name

Land north of West Leake Road

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

75

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/002

SHLAA site ref

362

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within 30 minute walking
time of East Leake Leisure Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No impact on heritage assets

4. Crime

0

No impact

5. Social

+

Development would not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Kingston Brook is identified in the Biodiversity Opportunity Map as a
potential river restoration project. This lies approximately 100 metres
to the north of the site. Site itself is bounded by hedgerows in varied
condition. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be preserved and
enhanced.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggregate score of 51/100. Site EL/002 is an arable field on the
western edge of the village of East Leake. Medium landscape value and
low susceptibility. Overall low landscape sensitivity. Overall low visual
sensitivity arising from low visual value and low susceptibility.

Retain and enhance existing vegetated boundary.
Building form should mirror existing housing. Linear
with long narrow gardens

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Minor negative effect. Half of site is
identified as Grade 2 agricultrual land.

9. Flooding

0

Only a very small part of the site at low risk of flooding ‐ this part of the
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL10

Site name

Land north of West Leake Road

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

75

Score

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/002

SHLAA site ref

362

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

site could be avoided.
10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

Site located some distance from village centre and is not close to any
bus stops. Sustainable transport methods would not therefore be
incentivised. Site is beyond the 1.25km walking distance from the
village centre as required by NP policy H6.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic
Structure

0

No significant impact

Summary

Site located some distance from the village centre and is not close to any bus stops. Sustainable transport methods would not therefore be
incentivised and allocating this site would have negative effects on transport objectives given distances from bus routes and the village centre.
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts can be avoided
through development design and layout. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The
development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the
wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site
therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL11

Site name

Brook Furlong Farm

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

5.6

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/003

SHLAA site ref

542

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 33 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within 30 minute walking
time of East Leake Leisure Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

East Leake Conservation Area located approximately 350 metres from
the site (as the crow flies). No other recorded heritage assets within or
in close proximity to the site. Neutral impact.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development would not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Kingston Brook is identified in the Biodiversity Opportunity Map as a
potential river restoration project. This lies approximately 50 metres to
the south of the site. No identified nature conservation assets within
the site or in close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows in
varied condition which are a LBAP habitat and the pasture may contain
locally important neutral grassland plant species.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Biodiversity Mapping Report also
identifies that there are "long term opportunities to
improve the management of and link between
existing grasslands along the Kingston Brook and to
the edge of East Leake" (ref 180).

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggregate score 52/100. The site is comprises two fields used for
equestrian grazing with mature vegetated boundaries on the eastern
edge of East Leake. Despite the proximity of East Leake conservation
area, there is a low landscape value within the study area; this is

Restore and enhance existing mature vegetation.
Create landscape buffer on northern and eastern
section of site to retain settlement pattern
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL11

Site name

Brook Furlong Farm

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

5.6

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

90

Score

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/003

SHLAA site ref

542

Existing use

Commentary
contributed to by the degree of human detractors and lack of
tranquillity. Development of the site would extend the settlement
beyond the existing urban edge and form a potentially illogical
extension to the village, although no notable key characteristics would
be lost. This factors into a low landscape susceptibility. The landscape
sensitivity is also low overall. In terms of visual value, the site has
recreational value but little else. There
is a low visual susceptibility arising from the site being generally
obscured from view by mature boundary vegetation. Overall there is a
low visual sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is identified as being mainly Grade 2
agricultural land. Major negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within Flood Zone 1. No risks of surface water flooding identified.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

+

Site is within 500m of bus route providing regular services to
Nottingham and Loughborough. Services and facilities in Loughborough
are within 30 minute travel time on this service.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic
Structure

0

No significant impact
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Ideas for mitigtion

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL11

Site name

Brook Furlong Farm

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

5.6

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

90

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/003

SHLAA site ref

542

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste and energy consumption. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts on the setting of the Conservation Area can
be avoided or mitigated. The loss of best and most versatile land however cannot be mitigated, therefore allocating this site would have significant
negative effects on the SA's natural resources objectives. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting
the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the
settlement's services and facilities. Allocating this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. It is also within 500m of a
bus route providing regular services to nearby Loughborough and therefore supports the SA's transport objectives. Although construction would
provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 3

Site reference

EL12

Site name

Land off Rempstone Road (north)

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

235

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/004

SHLAA site ref

687

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 47 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within 30 minute walking
time of East Leake Leisure Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No designated or non designated heritage assets within or in close
proximity of the site. Neutral impact.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development would not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Landowner has proposed new school,
however delivery requires co‐operation with neighbouring developer of
EL4.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat.

7. Landscape

‐

LVIA aggregate score: 63/100. The site is a series of arable fields
Landscape and visual impacts unable to be
separate from the existing settlement boundary of East Leake, although mitigated due to role as a finger of development
adjacent to an existing development site with outline permission for
extending the settlement into the rural setting
residential development. It slopes up towards Rempstone Road from
the settlement. There is a medium landscape value within the study
area which arises from the
network of paths, the generally good level of management and the rural
setting to the village. The main factor influencing the medium landscape
susceptibility is the fact that the site (when considered with the
adjacent consented development) forms a finger of urban influence into
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Maintain and enhance hedgerows. Off site loss of
biodiversity through multi‐functional GI.

Local Plan reference Policy 3

Site reference

EL12

Site name

Land off Rempstone Road (north)

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

235

Score

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/004

SHLAA site ref

687

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

the rural setting, expanding the urban influence. The landscape
sensitivity is overall medium. Visually, there is a medium sensitivity to
development of the site. This is derived partly from the medium visual
value arising from the sites location in the setting of East Leake
Conservation Area and the recreational value of the site. The other
factor is the medium visual susceptibility as the site is part of the
recreational experience and part of the rural setting for residential
receptors in East Leake. Site is located on the Rempstone Road Ridge
Line where Neighbourhood Plan Policy E1 restricts development that
breaks the skyline.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is identified as Grade 2 (BMV)
agricultural land. Major negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Flood Zone 1. Eastern boundary of the site at high risk of surface water
flooding. Small area of the site to the western end at low risk of surface
water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐‐

Nearest bus stop, for the Navy 1 line, lies at the end of Kirk Ley Road,
approximately 200 metres from the site. There is no footpath to this
stop. Site is beyond the 1.25lkm walking distance from the village
centre and therefore contrary to the adopted Neighbourhood Plan.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact
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Loss of BMV land cannot be mitigated.

Local Plan reference Policy 3

Site reference

EL12

Site name

Land off Rempstone Road (north)

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

235

Score
0

No significant impact

15. Economic
Structure

0

No significant impact

RBC/EL/004

SHLAA site ref

687

Existing use

Commentary

14. Innovation

Summary

N/A

Landscape review ref

Ideas for mitigtion

Site located some distance from the village centre and is not close to any bus stops. Sustainable transport methods would not therefore be
incentivised and allocating this site would have significant negative effects on transport objectives. The development of this greenfield site would
have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption. The loss
and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts can be avoided through development design and layout. The loss of best and most
versatile land and negative effects on landscape however cannot be mitigated and these conflict with natural resources and landscape objectives.
As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing
would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area.
The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on
housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL13

Site name

Land off Rempstone Road (south)

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

6.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

120

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/005

SHLAA site ref

710

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 24 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within 30 minute walking
time of East Leake Leisure Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No designated or non designated heritage assets within or in close
proximity of the site. Neutral impact.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development would not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a LBAP
priority habitat. The site does not contain GI or open space assets.
There are limited opportunities to incorporate significant GI, beyond
amenity spaces.

Preserve and enhance priority habitats. Achieve net
gains in biodiversity.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA aggregate score of 57/100. The site consists of three arable fields
on the south‐western tip of the village of East Leake and forms part of a
ridgeline which contains the village from the south. There is a low
landscape value in the study area due to the lack of both conservation
and recreation interests. The landscape susceptibility is medium owing
to the site forming an illogical finger of development which also brings
housing onto the ridgeline and increases the prominence of the
settlement as a whole in its surroundings. There is, however a low
landscape sensitivity overall when taking into account the low
landscape value. There are long views within the study area, but

Ridgeline location means that site is unable to be
fully mitigated
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL13

Site name

Land off Rempstone Road (south)

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

6.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

120

Score

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/005

SHLAA site ref

710

Ideas for mitigtion

otherwise a low visual value. The site forms part of the rural setting for
the village and the ridgeline setting and medium number of potential
receptors contributes to a medium visual susceptibility. Overall, the
visual sensitivity is low. Site is located on the Rempstone Road Ridge
Line where Neighbourhood Plan Policy E1 restricts development that
breaks the skyline.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation.The site is identified as Grade 2 (BMV).
Major negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Flood Zone 1. The Environment Agency surface water
flooding maps indicate that there is no risk of surface water flooding on
the site.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

‐

Nearest bus stop, for the Navy 1 line, lies at the end of Kirk Ley Road.
There are no pavements along Rempstone Road however. This service
provides access to Loughborough within 30 minutes. Site is beyond the
1.25km walking distance from the village centre and therefore contrary
to the adopted Neighbourhood Plan.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic
Structure

0

No significant impact
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Loss of BMV land cannot be mitigated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL13

Site name

Land off Rempstone Road (south)

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

6.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

120

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/005

SHLAA site ref

710

Ideas for mitigtion

The site is located some distance from the village centre. There are no footpaths linking the site with bus stops on Kirk Ley Road. Sustainable
transport methods would not therefore be incentivised and allocating this site would have negative effects on transport objectives. The
development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of
waste and energy consumption. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and impacts can be avoided through development design
and layout. The loss of best and most versatile land and landscape impacts (resulting from the site's ridgeline location) however cannot be
mitigated and this conflict with natural resources and landscape objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL14

Site name

Land north of Lantern Lane

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

24.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

260

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture

Commentary

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 72 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within 30 minute walking
time of East Leake Leisure Centre. Site offers opportunities to provide
accessible open spaces.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No designated or non designated heritage assets within or in close
proximity of the site. No designated or non designated heritage assets
within or in close proximity of the site. The submitted planning
application suggested there is a low to moderate potential for medieval
deposits and artefactual material, based on the presence of ridge and
furrow earthworks within the application site. There is a low potential
for the recovery of archaeological remains from all other periods.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development would not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The ecological assessment supporting the planning application found
some features of an nature conservation interest on the site. For
example, the site supports hedgerows that offer nesting opportunities
for birds foraging bats. There is
also an ephemeral pond that may offer opportunities for amphibians.
East Leake Bridleway Vergers Local Wildlife Site is adjacent to the site to
the north. The Rushcliffe Golf Course SSSI and a number of local wildlife
sites are within 2km of the Site. The desk study returned results of great
crested newts Tripuris cristatus within 1.65km of the site. There are two
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Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/006

SHLAA site ref

844

Ideas for mitigtion

Watching brief required.

Preserve and enhance priority habitats (hedgerows
and ponds). Achieve net gains in biodiversity.
Protect designated sites from indirect adverse
affects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL14

Site name

Land north of Lantern Lane

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

24.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

260

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/006

SHLAA site ref

844

Ideas for mitigtion

ponds on and near site, which could support great crested newts. The
site offers forging and commuting opportunities for
bats as well as habitat suitable for farmland birds.
7. Landscape

‐

LVIA aggregate score 63/100. The site comprises a large parcel of land
LVIA concluded that mitigation would not be
with pastoral and rough/ equestrian characteristics and is situated
possible due to large scale, open rural character
immediately north of Lantern Lane. There is a network of PRoW within
and rising landform.
the study area with East Leake FP27 centred through the site. There are
some conservational interests within the study area, including some
TPOs, several listed buildings and a conservation area but none are
directly related to the site. There is an overall low landscape value
within the study area with some areas of degradation and human
detractors. There is a medium susceptibility to change with some loss of
rural characteristics and setting and a large extension to the urban
edge. The sensitivity
of the landscape character is medium overall. Visually, there are no real
indicators of value with conservation area bearing little relation to the
site. There is a medium number of potential receptors as the site forms
part of the village edge. The overall visual susceptibility is medium as
the site is part of the villages rural setting, and the rise in
landform increasing visibility. Overall, there is medium visual sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and facilities.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is identified as being mainly Grade 3
agricultural land with a small area of Grade 2 (BMV). Major negative
effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Flood Zone 1. Part of the site crossing from east to west (covering
approx. one tenth of the site) is at risk of surface water flooding, the
majority of which is at low risk but with a small part at high risk.
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Flood avoidance and mitigation measures (including
SUDS) will be required to mitigate against the risk of
surface water flooding.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

EL14

Site name

Land north of Lantern Lane

Settlement

East Leake

Site area (hectares)

24.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

260

Score

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture

Commentary

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor negative
effect.

12. Transport

+

Nearest bus stop, for the Navy 1 line, is on Gotham Road, some 500
metres from the site. These services run 2‐3 times per hour and provide
access to Loughborough within 30 minutes. The site is just within the
1.25km walking distance from the village centre required within the
Neighbourhood Plan.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic
Structure

0

No significant impact

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/EL/006

SHLAA site ref

844

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste and energy consumption. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats and surface water flood risk issues can be avoided or
mitigated. The loss of best and most versatile land and impacts on landscape and visual amenity however cannot be mitigated, therefore
allocating this site would have significant negative effects on the SA's natural resources and landscape objectives. The development of the site for
housing would however make a significant contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing
market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. Allocating this site therefore has a positive
effect on housing and social objectives. It is also within 500m of a bus route providing regular services to nearby Loughborough and therefore
supports the SA's transport objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT01

Site name

Land to the rear of former British Legion

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

25

Green Belt ref

GOT/B

Existing use

Amenity ‐ Natural Greenspace

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/001

SHLAA site ref

851

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 7 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

+

Site is adjacent to playing fields and public right of way which provides
access to Gotham Hill. Positive.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. Old mineral railway line runs along the western boundary.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area. Buffer on western boundary would
preserve setting of former railway line.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

In accordance with core strategy policy 10, ensure
design and layout does not increase opportunities
for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Gotham Hill Pasture SSSI and LWS is 300m north and easily accessible
Whilst development would result in the loss of
via the track which borders the site. Site is notified due to its species‐
habitat, it could facilitate improvements (quality
rich grassland. Unlikely that site could be adversely affected by the scale and connectivity) within remaining areas.
of this development. Advice from Natural England will confirm this. The
Biodiversity Mapping Report identifies the site as being located within
an area where the grassland should be improved in the short term.
Negative effect.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 56/100. The site comprises one field with rough/
equestrian characteristics. There are some PRoW's within the study
area with Gotham BW3 running along the sites south‐western
boundary. There are few conservational interests within the study area,
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Landscape and visual impacts are unable to be
mitigated due to existing rural setting and change in
character arising from development.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT01

Site name

Land to the rear of former British Legion

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

25

Green Belt ref

GOT/B

Existing use

Amenity ‐ Natural Greenspace

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/001

SHLAA site ref

851

Ideas for mitigtion

none of which directly influence the site. There is an overall low
landscape value within the study area due to some levels of
degradation and a high degree of human influence. There is a medium
susceptibility to change with a slight loss of rural character despite sites
domesticated nature. The sensitivity of the landscape character is
medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value. There is a
medium number of potential receptors as the site is on the village edge.
The overall visual susceptibility is medium due to the levels of visibility,
particularly from the west and the site forming part of the settlement
edge. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies a small area of the site as being at low
risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contribution to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Site is within the centre of Gotham in close proximity of village services Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
and facilities (including regular bus services to Nottingham and
Loughborough) However, whilst Gotham is served by public transport,
due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education
and community services, developing this site for housing will inevitably
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT01

Site name

Land to the rear of former British Legion

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

25

Green Belt ref

GOT/B

Existing use

Amenity ‐ Natural Greenspace

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/001

SHLAA site ref

851

Ideas for mitigtion

lead to increased use of the private car and congestion. Negative effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Loss of local informal recreational space is contrary to GI objectives and can not be
mitigated. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and
others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation
of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT02

Site name

Land north of Kegworth Road / Home Farm (west)

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

2.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

GOT/A

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/002

SHLAA site ref

133

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity.

If access can be provided onto the former minerals
line (now a public path) and access agreed across
land behind the former Birtish Legion, the
recreation ground would be less than a 5 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The old school is Grade II Listed and Home Farm is a local interest
building. The development of this field would adversely affect the
setting of these historic assets, especially Home Farm, which has a
historic relationship with the neighbouring land. Ridge and furrow,
trackway and mound ‐ possibly mill mound given size and position near
the brow of the hill.

Whilst, sensitive design could reduce effects, due to
the size of the site and proximity of these buildings,
reducing adverse effects on their setting to an
acceptable level will be difficult. Opportunity to
confirm mound as a mill mound.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

In accordance with core strategy policy 10, ensure
design and layout does not increase opportunities
for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent
to the site. It is however bounded by established mature hedgerows
which are a LBAP habitat. Pasture may contain locally valuable neutral
grassland species.
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report (BOMR). BOMR also
identifies the neighbouring former minerals line as
connection between grassland sites. Adverse

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT02

Site name

Land north of Kegworth Road / Home Farm (west)

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

2.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

GOT/A

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/002

SHLAA site ref

133

Ideas for mitigtion
effects should be avoided, mitigated or as a last
resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 62/100. The site comprises one field sub‐divided
for equestrian purposes with areas of well and poorly managed
character. There are some PRoW with Gotham FP2 running along the
western boundary of the site and intersecting FP22 which runs adjacent
to the sites northern boundary. There are few conservational interests
within the study area. There is an overall medium landscape value
within the study area due to a combination of well managed and
degraded spaces. There is a low susceptibility to change with the
perception of development as infill. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are some benches and picnic
areas along FP22, as well
as signs of recent improvements and usage. There is a medium number
of potential receptors as the site is part of the settlement edge. The
overall visual susceptibility is medium partly due to open views from
the south. Overall, there is medium visual sensitivity.

Retain boundary vegetation and buffer on northern
boundary to protect recreation route.

8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is classified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.
Neutral effect.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT02

Site name

Land north of Kegworth Road / Home Farm (west)

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

2.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

GOT/A

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/002

SHLAA site ref

133

Ideas for mitigtion
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

Site is within the centre of Gotham in close proximity of village services Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
and facilities (including regular bus services to Nottingham and
Loughborough) However, whilst Gotham is served by public transport,
due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education
and community services, developing this site for housing will inevitably
lead to increased use of the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Impacts on the setting of Gotham's historic core and neighbouring listed former school and
locally designated farm house conflict with heritage objectives and are harder to mitigate. Gotham is served by public transport, however due to
distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to
increased use of the private car and congestion, the effect is considered neutral on this basis. The development of the site for housing would
however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in
population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and
social objectives. This is contrary to transport objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives
are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT03

Site name

Land north of Kegworth Road / Home Farm

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

GOT/A

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/003

SHLAA site ref

381

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 4 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

+

If access can be provided onto the track behind the former British
Legion, the recreation ground would be less than a 5 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. Old mineral railway line runs along the northern boundary.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP habitat. Pasture may contain locally
valuable neutral grassland species.
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Whilst sensitive design could reduce effects, due to
the proximity of these buildings, reducing adverse
effects on their setting to an acceptable level will be
difficult.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. BOMR also identifies
the neighbouring former minerals line as a long
term opportunity to connect grassland sites.
Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated. Gotham Hill Pasture SSSI
and LWS is 300m north and easily accessible via the
track which borders the site. Site is notified due to
its species‐rich grassland. Unlikely that the site
could be adversely affected by the scale of this

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT03

Site name

Land north of Kegworth Road / Home Farm

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

GOT/A

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/003

SHLAA site ref

381

Ideas for mitigtion
development. Advice from Natural England will
confirm this.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 62/100. The site is made up of two fields with
Retain boundary vegetation and buffer on northern
rough/ equestrian characteristics and evidence of subdivision. There are boundary to protect recreation route.
some PRoW's with Gotham FP2 running along the western boundary of
the site and intersecting FP22 which runs adjacent to the sites northern
boundary, as well as Gotham BW3 running along the sites eastern
boundary. There are few conservational interests within the study area,
none of which directly influence the site. There is an overall medium
landscape value within the study area due to a combination of well
managed and degraded spaces. There is a low susceptibility to change
with the perception of development as infill. The sensitivity of the
landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are some benches and
picnic areas along FP22, as well as signs of recent improvements and
usage. There are a medium number of potential receptors as the site is
part of the settlement edge. The overall visual susceptibility is medium
partly due to open views from the south. Overall, there is medium
visual sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is classified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.
Neutral effect.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT03

Site name

Land north of Kegworth Road / Home Farm

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

GOT/A

Existing use

Paddock

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/003

SHLAA site ref

381

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Site is within the centre of Gotham in close proximity of village services Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
and facilities (including regular bus services to Nottingham and
Loughborough) However, whilst Gotham is served by public transport,
due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education
and community services, developing this site for housing will inevitably
lead to increased use of the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

As the site contains priority habitats the allocation of this site would have negative effects on the SA's biodiversity objectives. Impacts on
biodiversity can be mitigated through the design and layout. Negative effects on landscape objectives can also be mitigated. The construction and
occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. Gotham is served by public transport,
however due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion, overall neutral effect. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to
meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. Furthermore the additional residents would help
sustain local services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. The increase in
population and subsequent increased use of local services will be limited.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT04

Site name

Land South of Pygall Avenue

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

GOT/G

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/004

SHLAA site ref

134

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Recreation ground is a 10 minute
week.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no designated heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. Evidence of Ridge and furrow to the west of the site and an
undated bank feature to south.

Best examples of ridge and furrow should be
retained. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Gotham Disused Railway Line LWS (woodland) borders the site on its
western boundary. The LWS separates the site from Gypsum Way. It is
bounded by and contains established mature hedgerows which are a
LBAP habitat. The pasture is identified as existing grassland within the
Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report (BOMP) and may contain
locally valuable neutral grassland species.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects on
the LWS and non designated assets should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 46/100. The site is made up of two fields with
rough/ equestrian characteristics. There are some PRoW's within the
study area but none which directly influence the site. There are few
conservational interests within the study area, with one listed building
situated on the south‐eastern corner of the site boundary. There is an

Maintain strong vegetation boundary, particularly
along Gypsum Way. Retain listed building.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT04

Site name

Land South of Pygall Avenue

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

GOT/G

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/004

SHLAA site ref

134

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

overall low landscape value within the study area due to a combination
of some degraded spaces and high levels of human influence. There is a
low susceptibility to change with no notable loss of key characteristics
and an extension of the urban fringe. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value
present. There is a medium number of potential receptors as the site is
part of the settlement edge. The overall visual susceptibility is low
partly due to the site being unimportant to visual amenity. Overall,
there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies the south east corner of the site as being SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
at high risk of surface water flooding.
contribution to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Site is in close proximity of village services and facilities (including
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
regular bus services to Nottingham and Loughborough) However,
whilst Gotham is served by public transport, due to distances from main
employment and shopping areas, education and community services,
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Negative effects.
D156

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT04

Site name

Land South of Pygall Avenue

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Green Belt ref
Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

GOT/G

RBC/GOT/004

SHLAA site ref

134

Existing use

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

Ideas for mitigtion

Presence of ridge and furrow on the site and its loss conflicts with SA heritage objectives. If lost to development this local heritage feature, which
contributes to the historical setting of the village, can not be mitigated or compensated. The development of this greenfield site would have
negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste, energy consumption and use of natural
resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Surface water run‐off issues can be mitigated and conflict with SA flooding objectives avoided. Gotham is served by public
transport, however due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for
housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion, overall neutral effect. The development of the site for housing
would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area.
Furthermore the additional residents would help sustain local services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on
housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 9

Site reference

GOT05a

Site name

Land east of Gypsum Way /The Orchards

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

4.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

GOT/F

Existing use

Former nursery and agriculture

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/005

SHLAA site ref

132

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 21 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

The existing site does not provide any health benefits. However the
scale of development could include on‐site amenity and recreational
open space. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
this site. The setting of listed barn within the adjacent bus depot will not and layout should respect the existing character of
be affected by this allocation.
the area. Opportunity to renovate listed building
within the site as mitigation.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Gotham Disused Railway Line LWS borders the site on its western
boundary. The LWS separates the site from Gypsum Way. It is bounded
by and contains established mature hedgerows which are a LBAP
habitat. The pasture is identified as existing grassland within the
Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report (BOMP) and may contain
locally valuable neutral grassland species. The allocation is also within
the Gotham Hills Ecological Network.
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Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping project. If quantity of
grassland is reduced, this should be off‐set by
improvements in the quality and connectivity of
remaining grasslands. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.
The Ecological Network habitats should be
connected to the site by delivering on‐site green
infrastructure.

Local Plan reference Policy 9

Site reference

GOT05a

Site name

Land east of Gypsum Way /The Orchards

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

4.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

GOT/F

Existing use

Former nursery and agriculture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/005

SHLAA site ref

132

Ideas for mitigtion

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score 46/100: The site comprises several field
Maintain strong vegetation boundary, particularly
boundaries with a mixture of pastoral, rough/equestrian and urban
along Gypsum Way. Retain listed building.
characteristics. There are some PRoW's within the study area but none
which directly influence the site. There are few conservational interests
within the study area, with one listed building situated on the eastern
edge of the site boundary. There is an overall low landscape value
within the study area due to a combination of some degraded spaces
and high levels of human influence. There is a low susceptibility to
change with no notable loss of key characteristics and an extension of
the urban fringe. The sensitivity of the landscape character is low
overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value present. There are a
medium number of potential receptors as the site is part of the
settlement edge. The overall visual susceptibility is low partly due to the
site being unimportant to visual amenity. Overall, there is low visual
sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies land within the centre of the site as
being at high, medium and low risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contribution to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

D159

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference Policy 9

Site reference

GOT05a

Site name

Land east of Gypsum Way /The Orchards

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

4.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

GOT/F

Existing use

Former nursery and agriculture

Commentary

12. Transport

0

The northern area of this site is within a 5 minute walk of the village's
services and community facilities. However, whilst Gotham has some
limited services and is well served by bus services to Nottingham and
Loughborough, due to distances from main employment, secondary
education and shopping areas developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Neutral effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/005

SHLAA site ref

132

Ideas for mitigtion
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

As the site contains priority habitats and is adjacent to a local wildlife site the allocation of this site would have negative effects on the SA's
biodiversity objectives. Impacts on biodiversity however can be mitigated through the design and layout of any development. The construction
and occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. Surface water run‐off issues can be
mitigated and conflict with SA flooding objectives avoided. Gotham is served by public transport, however due to distances from main
employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the
private car and congestion, although considered to be overall a neutral effect. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the
effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. Furthermore the additional residents would help sustain local services
and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT05b

Site name

Land East of Gypsum Way/The Orchards (2)

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

5.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

GOT/F

Existing use

Equestrian/agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/005

SHLAA site ref

132

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 36 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Scale of development could include on‐site amenity and recreational
open space.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Gotham Disused Railway Line LWS borders the site on its western
boundary. The LWS separates the site from Gypsum Way. It is bounded
by and contains established mature hedgerows which are a LBAP
habitat. The pasture is identified as existing grassland within the
Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report (BOMP) and may contain
locally valuable neutral grassland species. Hedgerow quality and
connectivity should be preserved and enhanced in accordance with
Wider Landscape objectives within Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping
project. Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping project. If quantity of
grassland is reduced, this should be off‐set by
improvements in the quality and connectivity of
remaining grasslands. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

As GOT9 would not be developed in isolation without GOT4 or GOT5
the LVIA has assessed the three sites together. Aggregate LVIA score:
46/100. The site comprises several field boundaries with a mixture of

Maintain strong vegetation boundary, particularly
along Gypsum Way.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT05b

Site name

Land East of Gypsum Way/The Orchards (2)

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

5.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

GOT/F

Existing use

Equestrian/agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/005

SHLAA site ref

132

Ideas for mitigtion

pastoral, rough/equestrian and urban characteristics. There are some
PRoW's within the study area but none which directly influence the site.
There are few conservational interests within the study area, with one
listed building situated on the eastern edge of the site boundary. There
is an overall low landscape value within the study area due to a
combination of some degraded spaces and high levels of human
influence. There is a low susceptibility to change with no notable loss of
key characteristics and an extension of the urban fringe. The sensitivity
of the landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are no
indicators of value present. There are a medium number of potential
receptors as the site is part of the settlement edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is low partly due to the site being unimportant to visual
amenity. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Floodzone 1. A very small area along the site's northern border is at a
low risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

The site is within a 5 minute walk of the village's services and
community facilities. However, whilst Gotham has some limited

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT05b

Site name

Land East of Gypsum Way/The Orchards (2)

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

5.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

100

Score

Green Belt ref

GOT/F

Existing use

Equestrian/agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/005

SHLAA site ref

132

Ideas for mitigtion

services and is well served by bus services to Nottingham and
Loughborough, due to distances from main employment, secondary
education and shopping areas developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

As the site contains priority habitats and is adjacent to a local wildlife site the allocation of this site would have negative effects on the SA's
biodiversity objectives. Impacts on biodiversity however can be mitigated through the design and layout of any development. The construction
and occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. Gotham is served by public
transport, however due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for
housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion, neutral effects. Although construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a significant
contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. Furthermore the additional
residents would help sustain local services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT06

Site name

Land east of Leake Road

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

5.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

120

Green Belt ref

GOT/D

Existing use

Agricultural: arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/006

SHLAA site ref

135

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 36 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Recreation ground is a 10 minute
week.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no recorded heritage assets within the site. The historic core
of the village, including the church, rectory and their grounds are
however in close proximity of the site. The development of the site
would affect the rural setting when approaching along Leake Road.

In accordance with Core Strategy policies 10 and
11, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area, including the rural setting of
the village's historic core.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows and ditch/watercourse which are LBAP habitats.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. In accordance with
the BOMR, the ditch should also be buffered to:
avoid diffused water pollution; connect water
bodies; and to protect or enhance biodiversity.
Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 55/100. The site comprises an arable field which
lies immediately east of Leake Road and to the south of the main village

A landscape buffer should be created to the south
so that development line mirrors existing and forms
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT06

Site name

Land east of Leake Road

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

5.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

120

Green Belt ref

GOT/D

Existing use

Agricultural: arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/006

SHLAA site ref

135

Ideas for mitigtion

of Gotham. On of the key characteristics of the site is the role that it
a strong urban edge to settlement. The form of
plays in forming both part of the rural setting to and southern approach development should be linear to reflect
of Gotham village. The study area has a low landscape value, due in part development opposite.
to the detractors in the surrounding area such as the gypsum works and
pylons. However, there is a medium landscape susceptibility, which is
due to the development of the site extending the village into its strong
rural setting, and erosion of the rural southern approach to the village
itself. Overall, the landscape sensitivity is low. in visual terms, there is
little of visual value. However, the site forms part of the rural outlook
for adjacent residential properties and is fairly open ‐ these factors feed
into a medium visual susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is overall low in
this location.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies land within the northern area of the site
as being at medium and low risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contribution to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

The site is in close proximity to village centre where there are limited
services and community faculties. Bus stops on Nottingham Road
provide access to Nottingham, East Leake and Loughborough. These

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT06

Site name

Land east of Leake Road

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

5.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

120

Green Belt ref

GOT/D

Existing use

Agricultural: arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/006

SHLAA site ref

135

Ideas for mitigtion

services run 2‐3 times per hour. However, whilst Gotham has some
facilities and is served by public transport, due to distances from main
employment, secondary education, community facilities and shopping
areas, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased
use of the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Conflicts with SA flooding objectives should be mitigated through site design, layout and
SUDS. Gotham is served by public transport, however due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community
services, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion, however there is considered to be
a neutral effect overall. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local
residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities.
The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the
effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT07

Site name

Land east of Hill Road

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

8.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

GOT/E

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture/Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/007

SHLAA site ref

849

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 30 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Recreation ground is a 10 ‐ 15
minute week.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows/treebelts and a ditch/stream which are a LBAP habitats.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. In accordance with
the BOMR, the ditch should also be buffered to
avoid diffused water pollution, connect water
bodies and to protect or enhance biodiversity.
Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 62/100. The site comprises a medium sized
parcel of land with pastoral characteristics situated adjacent to the
junction between Leake Road and Gypsum Way bypass. There is a

Landscape planting should enhance the boundary.
Landscape buffers should be created around the
majority of the site to protect rural setting. The
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT07

Site name

Land east of Hill Road

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

8.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

GOT/E

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture/Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/007

SHLAA site ref

849

Ideas for mitigtion

network of PRoW's within the study area, particularly to the east of
form of development should be linear along the
Gotham, with Gotham BW14 running along the sites western boundary. western boundary to reflect development opposite.
There are very few conservational interests within the study area
comprising a handful of listed buildings but little else. There is an overall
low landscape value within the study area due to a combination of
some degraded spaces, scenic quality interrupted by industry and busy
road network. There is a high susceptibility to change with a perceived
change in the shape of development, disrupting the existing linear
settlement pattern with increased urbanisation. The sensitivity of the
landscape character is medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators
of value present. There are a low number of potential receptors as the
site is removed from the majority of the settlement. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium due to the site being part of the rural setting
and visual amenity. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. Small area adjacent to Leake Road is identified by the EA
as being at low risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contribution to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

The site is within a 5 minute walk of the village centre, where there are

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT07

Site name

Land east of Hill Road

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

8.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

GOT/E

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture/Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/007

SHLAA site ref

849

Ideas for mitigtion

limited facilities and bus stops on Nottingham Road which provide
services to Nottingham, East Leake and Loughborough. These services
run 2‐3 times per hour. Whilst Gotham is served by public transport,
due to distances from main employment, secondary education,
community facilities and shopping areas developing this site for housing
will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

The site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it
may generate short term employment during construction. Suggested
employment uses will be assessed separately. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Developing this site would have significant landscape impacts which could be avoided if
developable area is restricted to land adjacent to Hill Road. Conflicts with SA flooding objectives should be mitigated through site design, layout
and SUDS. Gotham is served by public transport, however due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community
services, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion, however considered to be a neutral
effect overall. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and
others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation
of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT08

Site name

Land south of Moor Lane.

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

GOT/C

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/008

SHLAA site ref

700

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 4 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Recreation ground is a 10 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, ensure
design and layout does not increase opportunities
for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows and a ditch/stream, both of which are a LBAP habitats.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. In accordance with
the BOMR, the ditch should also be buffered to
avoid diffused water pollution, connect water
bodies and to protect or enhance biodiversity.
Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 42/100. The site comprises one pastoral field
located immediately west of Moor Lane. There is a network of PRoW's

Landscape planting should enhance boundary
vegetation.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT08

Site name

Land south of Moor Lane.

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

GOT/C

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/008

SHLAA site ref

700

Ideas for mitigtion

within the study area, particularly to the east of Gotham, none of which
directly influence the site. There are very few conservational interests
within the study area comprising a handful of listed buildings but little
else. There is an overall low landscape value within the study area due
to infrastructure usages and equestrian characteristics detracting from
scenic quality. There is a low susceptibility to change with the
perception of infill development and an extension of existing urban
form. The sensitivity of the landscape character is low overall. Visually,
there are no indicators of value present. There are a low number of
potential receptors. The overall visual susceptibility is low as the site is
unimportant to the visual amenity. Overall, there is low visual
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is identified as being Grade 3 agricultural land. Development
will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Floodzone 1

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

The site is within a 5 minute walk of the village centre where there are
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
limited services and bus stops on Nottingham Road which provide
services to Nottingham, East Leake and Loughborough. These services
run 2‐3 times per hour. Whilst Gotham is served by public transport,
due to distances from main employment, secondary education,
community facilities and shopping areas developing this site for housing
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

GOT08

Site name

Land south of Moor Lane.

Settlement

Gotham

Site area (hectares)

0.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

GOT/C

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/GOT/008

SHLAA site ref

700

Ideas for mitigtion

will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

As the site contains priority habitats the allocation of this site would have negative effects on the SA's biodiversity objectives. Impacts on
biodiversity however can be mitigated through the design and layout of any development. The construction and occupation would inevitably lead
to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. Gotham is served by public transport, however due to distances from
main employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion, however overall a neutral effect. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on
economic objectives are neutral. The development of this site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of
local residents and others within the wider housing market area. Given the small size of the site this would be limited. The allocation of this site
therefore has a positive effect on housing objectives. The increase in population and subsequent increased use of local services will be limited.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY01

Site name

Land East of Willowbrook

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

1.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

KEY/G

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/001

SHLAA site ref

151

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 7 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Playing field on Elm Avenue is 0.8 miles from the
site and is a 15 minute walk. Site is not large enough to provide open
space for physical activities.

Contributions to GI through planning obligations or
CIL (if adopted by RBC)

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

NMP shows ridge and furrow across entire site.

ridge and furrow still evident, but not pronounced
or best example. In accordance with Core Strategy
policy 10, design and layout should respect the
existing character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP habitat and the pasture is identified as
existing grassland within the Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report.
It may therefore contain locally important neutral grassland plant
species. Minor negative effect.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Loss of any locally
important grassland should be off‐set though on‐
site or off‐site natural greenspace. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Phase 1 habitat survey should
support any forthcoming application.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 48/100. KEY/001 is a pastoral field nestled

Where possible retain and enhance vegetated
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY01

Site name

Land East of Willowbrook

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

1.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

KEY/G

Existing use

Paddock

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/001

SHLAA site ref

151

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

between development on the eastern edge of Keyworth. Within the
study area, there is a low landscape value, owing in part to the high
degree of human influence and lack of conservation interests.
Development of the site would be perceived as infill within the urban
edge, giving no loss of key characteristics. Overall the landscape
sensitivity is low. Visually there is a low value aside from a slight
recreational value arising from the PRoW. The site does not have much
relevance to residential and recreational receptors and is generally
visually contained; the susceptibility is low. Overall the visual sensitivity
is also low.

boundary.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies land adjacent to the school as being of
high risk of surface water flooding. Negative effect.

SUDS should be incorporated within the design of
any development to reduce contribution to surface
water flooding within the site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable sources. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

This site is within a 10 minute walk of the village centre and Wolds
Drive. Whilst Keyworth has a wide range of community facilities and
local services and is served by public transport. As with all sites,
developing it for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the
private car and congestion. Minor positive.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY01

Site name

Land East of Willowbrook

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

1.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

35

Green Belt ref

KEY/G

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/001

SHLAA site ref

151

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, as there is on historic
assets. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change, and natural
resources objectives. Surface water run‐off issues can be mitigated and conflict with SA flooding objectives avoided. The development of the site
for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area.
The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on
housing and social objectives. It is considered that due to its location, there is a minor positive effect in terms of the transport objective. Overall
there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY02

Site name

Land CO Selby Lane and Willowbrook

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

0.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

KEY/D

Existing use

Paddock/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/002

SHLAA site ref

368

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 3 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Playing field on Elm Avenue is 0.7 miles from the
site and is a 15 minute walk. Site is not large enough to provide open
space for physical activities. Neutral effect.

Contributions to GI through planning obligations or
CIL (if adopted by RBC)

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP habitat and the pasture is identified as
existing grassland within the Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report.
It may therefore contain locally important neutral grassland plant
species. Minor negative effect.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 53/100. Site KEY002 is a pastoral field situated on Strong vegetated boundary must be retained.
the eastern extent of Keyworth; it has a strongly vegetated boundary at
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Loss of any locally
important grassland should be off‐set though on‐
site or off‐site natural greenspace. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Phase 1 habitat survey should
support any forthcoming application.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY02

Site name

Land CO Selby Lane and Willowbrook

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

0.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

KEY/D

Existing use

Paddock/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/002

SHLAA site ref

368

Ideas for mitigtion

present which helps to screen the settlement from the east. There is a
low landscape value in the study area arising in part from the lack of
conservation and recreational interests. Landscape susceptibility is also
low; development of the site would result in no loss of key
characteristics, but loss of the strong vegetated boundary has the
potential to increase prominence of the settlement. Overall the
landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of visual amenity, there is low
value ‐ despite the long views towards the Leicestershire Wolds ‐ and
the susceptibility is also low as the site is heavily screened and does no
contribute to the visual amenity experienced by residential receptors.
The visual sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Minor negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.
Neutral effect.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable sources. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

This site is within a 10 minute walk of Wolds Drive. Whilst Keyworth
has a wide range of community facilities and local services and is
served by public transport, due to distances from the main areas of
employment, community facilities, and shopping areas, developing this
site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY02

Site name

Land CO Selby Lane and Willowbrook

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

0.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

KEY/D

Existing use

Paddock/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/002

SHLAA site ref

368

Ideas for mitigtion

and congestion. Overall effects are considered neutral.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats,
the increased production of waste, increase in energy consumption and use of natural resources. It is considered that due to its location, and
accessibility to public transport, there is a minor positive effect in terms of the transport objective. Impacts on heritage and landscape objectives
are neutral. Development would provide housing opportunities for local residents however and the subsequent increase in population would help
sustain village services and facilities. It therefore performs positively against housing and social objectives. Given the limited scale of development,
the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY03

Site name

Land South of Selby Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

KEY/H

Existing use

Agricultural Use (Arable)

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/003

SHLAA site ref

367

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 10 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Playing field on Elm Avenue is a 10 to 15 minute
walk. Site is not large enough to provide sufficient open space for
physical activities. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. Neutral effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
to the site. It is however bounded on three sides by established mature preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat.
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Phase 1 habitat survey should
support any forthcoming application.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 60/100. The site comprises the northern parts of
two arable fields on the eastern edge of Keyworth; it benefits from long
views towards the Leicestershire Wolds in the south. Despite the good
condition of the landscape resource within the study area, it has a low
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The mature vegetation boundary should be
retained and a strong vegetated edge should be
created to soften views from the south. A
landscape buffer should be created along the

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY03

Site name

Land South of Selby Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

KEY/H

Existing use

Agricultural Use (Arable)

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/003

SHLAA site ref

367

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape value. This is contributed to in part by the lack of
conservation interests and recreational interests. The landscape
susceptibility is also low, although the increased prominence of the
settlement arising from development of the site and erosion of the
rural setting is an issue. The landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of
visual amenity there is a medium value attached to the site, in part
attributed to the bench just to the north of the site which indicates
value, as well as the site's value as the rural setting to the village and
the long views to the Leicestershire Wolds. The susceptibility is also
medium as a result as the medium number of potential receptors and
high degree of visibility of the site. Overall, there is a medium visual

eastern boundary to retain rural character. The
form of development could follow the existing line
of development along the road.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.
Neutral effect.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

+

This site is within a 10 minute walk of Wolds Drive. Whilst Keyworth has Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
a wide range of co mmunity facilities and local services and is served by
public transport, due to distances from the main areas of employment,
community facilities, and shopping areas, developing this site for
housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
congestion. Minor positive effect.
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY03

Site name

Land South of Selby Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

2.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

KEY/H

Existing use

Agricultural Use (Arable)

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/003

SHLAA site ref

367

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have significant negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects
on priority habitats and the local wildlife site. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect due to high landscape quality,
however mitigation is considered to be possible. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some
additional housing. It is considered that there is a minor positive effect in relation to transport objective given the bus service is within walking
distance and together with some local facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives if allocated for mixed use
development.
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Local Plan reference Policy 4.1

Site reference

KEY04a

Site name

Land off Nicker Hill (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

7.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

KEY/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable and Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/004

SHLAA site ref

544

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 30 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Playing field on Elm Avenue is a 20 minute walk. Leisure Centre and
football pitches are a 10 minute walk. There are however opportunities
to incorporate Green Infrastructure which could enable physical
activity. Minor positive effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. BGS is a local interest building. It is however screened by a
treebelt. Neutral effect.

Setting of local interest buildings should be
preserved. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The field adjacent to both the site and BGS is a LWS (BGS Meadow) and
also identified as existing grassland within the Biodiversity Opportunity
Mapping Report. It is also adjacent to Stanton‐on‐the‐Wolds Golf
Course, also designated a LWS. The land is bounded by and contains
within it established mature hedgerows which are a LBAP priority
habitat and the pasture may contain locally important neutral grassland
plant species. Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be preserved
and enhanced in accordance with Wider Landscape objectives within
Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report. The site also contains ditches
which are also a priority habitat. In accordance with the BOMP, ditches
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. The site also contains
ditches which are also a priority habitat. In
accordance with the BOMP, ditches should be
buffered and managed to improve connectivity of
water bodies, biodiversity and reduce diffuse water
pollution. Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Given

Local Plan reference Policy 4.1

Site reference

KEY04a

Site name

Land off Nicker Hill (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

7.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

KEY/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable and Pasture

Commentary
should be buffered and managed to improve connectivity of water
bodies, biodiversity and reduce diffuse water pollution. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Given
presence of LWS and priority habitats a Phase 1 habitat survey should
be undertaken.

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/004

SHLAA site ref

544

Ideas for mitigtion
presence of LWS and priority habitats a Phase 1
habitat survey should be undertaken.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 61/100. Situated on the north‐eastern edge of
Retain and enhance the existing vegetation
Keyworth, the site is a series of both arable and pastoral fields which
boundaries.
forms a key part of the rural setting for the village. There is a high
landscape quality and close representativeness to the landscape
character set out by Nottinghamshire County Council, both of which
contribute to a medium landscape value. Despite the site's role as part
of the rural setting to the village, there is a low landscape susceptibility
to development of the site. The landscape sensitivity is also low. The
site has a low visual value although the long views afforded to the north
are a positive factor. There is a medium visual susceptibility which is as
a result of the site being a part of the visual amenity for both
recreational and residential receptors, as well as the high visibility of
the site within its surroundings. Overall the sensitivity of the visual
amenity is medium.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3. Development will indirectly reduce air
Development should incorporate sustainable design
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies areas within the site that are at medium
risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.
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SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference Policy 4.1

Site reference

KEY04a

Site name

Land off Nicker Hill (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

7.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

KEY/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable and Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/004

SHLAA site ref

544

Ideas for mitigtion

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

+

Whilst Keyworth is served by public transport and regular services
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
(every 10‐15 minutes) are within a 5 minute walk, due to distances from
the centre of the village and main employment and shopping areas in
the main urban area, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead
to increased use of the private car and congestion. Minor positive
effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats and the local wildlife site. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect due to high landscape quality however
mitigation is considered to be possible through the provision of a landscape buffer. The development of the site for housing and their occupation
will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the
site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that there is a slight positive effect in relation to transport objective given the bus
service is within walking distance and together with some local facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives if
allocated for mixed use development.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY04b

Site name

Land off Nicker Hill (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

16.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

210

Green Belt ref

KEY/E & KEY/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable and Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/004

SHLAA site ref

544

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 96 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Playing field on Elm Avenue is a 20 minute walk. Leisure Centre and
football pitches are a 10 minute walk. There are however opportunities
to incorporate Green Infrastructure which could enable physical
activity. Minor positive effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site. BGS is a local interest building. It is however screened by a
treebelt. Neutral effect.

Setting of local interest buildings should be
preserved. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐‐

The field adjacent to the BGS and ditch which runs along the bottom of
the site is a LWS (BGS Meadow) and also identified as existing grassland
within the Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report. It is also adjacent
to Stanton‐on‐the‐Wolds Golf Course, also designated a LWS. The land
is bounded by and contains within it established mature hedgerows
which are a LBAP priority habitat and the pasture may contain locally
important neutral grassland plant species. Hedgerow quality and
connectivity should be preserved and enhanced in accordance with
Wider Landscape objectives within Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping
Report. The site also contains ditches which are also a priority habitat.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. The site also contains
ditches which are also a priority habitat. In
accordance with the BOMP, ditches should be
buffered and managed to improve connectivity of
water bodies, biodiversity and reduce diffuse water
pollution. Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Given

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY04b

Site name

Land off Nicker Hill (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

16.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

210

Green Belt ref

KEY/E & KEY/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable and Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/004

SHLAA site ref

544

Ideas for mitigtion

In accordance with the BOMP, ditches should be buffered and managed presence of LWS and priority habitats a Phase 1
to improve connectivity of water bodies, biodiversity and reduce diffuse habitat survey should be undertaken.
water pollution. Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as a
last resort compensated. Given presence of LWS and priority habitats a
Phase 1 habitat survey should be undertaken.
7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 61/100. Situated on the north‐eastern edge of
Retain and enhance existing hedgerows and
Keyworth, the site is a series of both arable and pastoral fields which
boundaries.
forms a key part of the rural setting for the village. There is a high
landscape quality and close representativeness to the landscape
character set out by Nottinghamshire County Council, both of which
contribute to a medium landscape value. Despite the site's role as part
of the rural setting to the village, there is a low landscape susceptibility
to development of the site. The landscape sensitivity is also low. The
site has a low visual value although the long views afforded to the north
are a positive factor. There is a medium visual susceptibility which is as
a result of the site being a part of the visual amenity for both
recreational and residential receptors, as well as the high visibility of
the site within its surroundings. Overall the sensitivity of the visual
amenity is medium.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3. Development will indirectly reduce air
Development should incorporate sustainable design
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map identifies areas within the site that are at medium
risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.
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SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY04b

Site name

Land off Nicker Hill (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

16.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

210

Score

Green Belt ref

KEY/E & KEY/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable and Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/004

SHLAA site ref

544

Ideas for mitigtion

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

+

Keyworth is served by public transport and regular services (every 10‐15 Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
minutes) are within a 10 minute walk. Some facilities on Wolds Drive
and the school are within walking distance.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

The development of this greenfield site would have significant negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects
on priority habitats and the local wildlife site. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect due to high landscape quality, with
mitigation difficult to achieve. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate
change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is
considered that there is a slight positive effect in relation to transport objective given the bus service is within walking distance and together with
some local facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives if allocated for mixed use development.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY05

Site name

Hill Top Farm, Platt Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

KEY/B

Existing use

Farm complex and pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/005

SHLAA site ref

543

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 10 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Will not reduce health inequality or increase opportunities for
recreational activity. Football pitches are opposite (for club use). Leisure
centre and playing field are a 15 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site. The cottages fronting Platt Lane and BGS are however
identified as local interest buildings. Minor negative effects.

Setting of local interest buildings should be
preserved. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent
to the site. It is however bounded by established mature hedgerows
which are a LBAP priority habitat. The site also contains pasture
identified as existing grassland within the Biodiversity Opportunity
Mapping Report. The site may therefore contain locally important
neutral grassland species.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects,
including effects on locally important grassland,
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Phase 1 habitat survey should
support any forthcoming application.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 45/100. The site includes a pastoral field and the
farmstead of Hill Top Farm and slopes upwards towards its eastern
corner giving the impression of a valley on the western site boundary.

Restore and enhance vegetated boundary. Contain
development below 60 AOD to avoid adverse
impact on surrounding rural landscape.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY05

Site name

Hill Top Farm, Platt Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

KEY/B

Existing use

Farm complex and pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/005

SHLAA site ref

543

Ideas for mitigtion

The landscape of the study area has a tendency to be degraded in parts
and has a high degree of human influence, both of which contribute to
a low landscape value. Development of the site would result in minimal
loss of key characteristics and a perceived extension to the urban edge,
albeit within urban fringe rather than adjacent to existing development.
Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. The community sports facilities
to the north‐west of the site indicate some form of visual value, but this
is limited and overall low. The site has minimal impact on the visual
amenity of both recreational and residential receptors and as a result,
the visual susceptibility is also considered to be low. The visual
sensitivity is also therefore low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that land adjacent to the ditch which
borders the site is at high risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Keyworth is served by regular public transport services (including Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Keyworth Connections)and there are stops within a 5 minute walk of
the site, due to distances from main employment and shopping areas
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY05

Site name

Hill Top Farm, Platt Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

2.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

KEY/B

Existing use

Farm complex and pasture

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/005

SHLAA site ref

543

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, with a slight negative effect
on historic assets in terms of the adjacent local interest buildings. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably
conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would
provide for some additional housing. It is considered that there is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective given the bus service is within
walking distance and together with some local facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives if allocated for mixed
use development.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY06

Site name

Hill Top Farm, Platt Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

KEY/C

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/006

SHLAA site ref

Part of 545

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 16 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Football pitches are
opposite (for club use). Leisure centre and playing field are a 15 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site. The cottages fronting Platt Lane and BGS are however
identified as local interest buildings. Minor negative effects.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent
to the site. It is however bounded by and contains established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat. The site also contains
pasture identified as existing grassland within the Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. The site may therefore contain locally
important neutral grassland species.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects,
including effects on locally important grassland,
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Phase 1 habitat survey should
support any forthcoming application.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 47/100. Situated to the north‐east of Keyworth,
Site KEY006 comprises pastoral land as well as the farmstead for Hill

Restore and enhance vegetated boundary. Contain
development below 60 AOD to avoid adverse
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Setting of local interest buildings should be
preserved. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY06

Site name

Hill Top Farm, Platt Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

KEY/C

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/006

SHLAA site ref

Part of 545

Ideas for mitigtion

Top Farm. As KEY005, the study area is in mixed condition and locally
degraded around the site itself with a strong urban fringe influence.
With this in mind, the landscape value is considered to be low.
Development of the site would result in an extension of the perceived
urban edge, altering the urban fringe character to a stronger urban
character. However, there would be no loss of key characteristics and
the landscape susceptibility would be overall low. Visually, the
community sports facilities opposite the site have value, but there is
little else; resulting in a low visual value. The site has little bearing on
the visual amenity of both recreational and residential receptors and as
a result the visual susceptibility is also low. Overall both the landscape
and visual sensitivities are considered to be low.

impact on surrounding rural landscape.

Development should incorporate sustainable design

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that land adjacent to Platt Lane is at high SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
risk of surface water flooding. Negative effect.
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Keyworth is served by regular public transport services (including Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Keyworth Connections)and there are stops within a 5 minute walk of
the site, due to distances from main employment and shopping areas
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY06

Site name

Hill Top Farm, Platt Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

KEY/C

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/006

SHLAA site ref

Part of 545

Ideas for mitigtion

the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, with a slight negative effect
on historic assets in terms of the adjacent local interest buildings. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably
conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would
provide for some additional housing. It is considered that there is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective given the bus service is within
walking distance and together with some local facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives if allocated for mixed
use development.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY07

Site name

Shelton Farm, Platt Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

8.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

160

Green Belt ref

KEY/C

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/007

SHLAA site ref

545

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 32 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical activity.
Football club pitches are opposite. Playing field and Leisure centre are
15 min walk. Minor positive effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site. The cottages fronting Platt Lane and BGS are however
identified as local interest buildings, however these are some distance
away from this particular field

Setting of local interest buildings should be
preserved. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent
to the site. It is however bounded by and contains established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat. The site also contains
pasture identified as existing grassland within the Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. The site may therefore contain locally
important natural grassland species. The scale of the site offers
opportunities to provide GI, however this does not outweigh the overall
assessment that the impact on this objective is minor negative.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 52/100. Similar to KEY/006, KEY/007 comprises a

Restore and enhance vegetated boundary. Contain
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY07

Site name

Shelton Farm, Platt Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

8.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

160

Green Belt ref

KEY/C

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/007

SHLAA site ref

545

Ideas for mitigtion

series of pastoral fields on the north‐eastern edge of Keyworth. The
study area is of low landscape value due to the high degree of human
influence and lack of tranquillity, as well as the lack of conservation
interests. The landscape susceptibility is also low due to the minimal
loss of loss characteristics, although the creation of a finger of built
development perpendicular to the urban edge is an issue. The
landscape sensitivity is overall low. Visually, there is a low visual value
despite the contribution of the adjacent community sports facilities as
an indicator of value. There is also a low visual susceptibility; this is
derived from the minimal impact that the site has on the visual amenity
of receptors, both recreational and residential. Overall there is a low
visual sensitivity.

development below 60 AOD to avoid adverse
impact on surrounding rural landscape.

Development should incorporate sustainable design

8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that land adjacent to Platt Lane is at high SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
risk of surface water flooding. Negative effect.
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Keyworth is served by regular public transport services (including Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Keyworth Connections)and there are stops within a 5 ‐ 10 minute walk
of the site, due to distances from main employment and shopping areas
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY07

Site name

Shelton Farm, Platt Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

8.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

160

Green Belt ref

KEY/C

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/007

SHLAA site ref

545

Ideas for mitigtion

the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, as there is on historic
assets. There would be a negative effect in terms of natural resources, with the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development
of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives,
there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that there is a neutral effect in
relation to transport objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives if allocated for mixed use development.
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Local Plan reference Policy 4.2

Site reference

KEY08

Site name

Platt Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

9.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Green Belt ref

KEY/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/008

SHLAA site ref

149

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 38 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical activity.
Football club pitches are adjacent. Playing field and Leisure Centre are
15 min walk. Minor positive effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site. The cottages fronting Platt Lane and BGS are however
identified as local interest buildings. Minor negative effects.

Setting of local interest buildings should be
preserved. In accordance with Core Strategy policy
10, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent
to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows/tree belt which are a LBAP priority habitat. Site size offers
opportunity to incorporate GI.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Run‐off into the ditch on Debdale
Lane should be prevented to avoid diffuse water
pollution.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 51/100. The site is a pleasant arable field nestled

Restore and enhance vegetated boundary
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference Policy 4.2

Site reference

KEY08

Site name

Platt Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

9.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Green Belt ref

KEY/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/008

SHLAA site ref

149

Ideas for mitigtion

on the northern edge of Keyworth. The study area has a variable
landscape condition and a lack of conservation interests as well as a
distinct human influence; for these reasons there is a low landscape
value. In terms of susceptibility, other than the loss of attractive and
well‐managed farmland, there are few other issues. The site would be
perceived as an infill / extension to the urban edge and the
susceptibility would overall be low. The landscape sensitivity would also
be low. The adjacent community sports facilities are indicators that
there is visual value within the study area, but other than that there are
few other factors that point to the site having any visual value. The site
forms part of the visual amenity for residential receptors, but has a
minor impact on the experience for recreational receptors. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile
land). Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Significant negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that land adjacent to Platt Lane is at high SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
risk of surface water flooding.
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

Keyworth is served by regular public transport services to Nottingham
(including Keyworth Connections) and the site is directly opposite the

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design

Local Plan reference Policy 4.2

Site reference

KEY08

Site name

Platt Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

9.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Green Belt ref

KEY/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/008

SHLAA site ref

149

Ideas for mitigtion

main bus route where there are two stops. Within walking distance of
regular bus service and some local facilities. Overall the effects on
transport will be minor positive.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, as there is on historic
assets. There would be a negative effect in terms of natural resources, with the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. fThe development
of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives,
there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. There is a minor positive effect in terms of transport
with a regular bus service running past the site and facilities being within walking distance. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the
economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY09

Site name

Land north of Debdale Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

5.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

110

Green Belt ref

KEY/P

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/009

SHLAA site ref

546

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 22 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Playing field and
leisure centre are a 10 ‐ 15 minute walk. Football club is a 20 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no designated heritage assets within or adjacent to the site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 49/100. The site is an arable field which rises
from south to north abutting existing housing on the north‐western
edge of Keyworth. There is a low landscape value within the study area,
contributed to by a lack of conservation interests, low perceived

Restore and enhance existing vegetation. There is
an opportunity to create PRoW along southern
boundary.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY09

Site name

Land north of Debdale Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

5.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

110

Green Belt ref

KEY/P

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/009

SHLAA site ref

546

Ideas for mitigtion

tranquillity and low scenic quality. The site would form an extension to
the existing urban edge although the ridgeline at the north of the site
would mean that there is a slight increase in prominence of the
settlement. There would be no loss of key characteristics and overall
the landscape susceptibility to change within the study area as a result
of development of the site would be low. The landscape sensitivity
would also be low. The site does not have any visual value, but there is
a medium visual susceptibility. This is partly due to the site forming the
rural outlook for residential receptors and having a medium visibility
within the study area with slightly longer views available from the
north. Overall the visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as mainly Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most
versatile land). Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to
increased vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Significant negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within Floodzone 1.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Keyworth is served by regular public transport services (including Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Keyworth Connections)and there are stops within a 5 minute walk of
the site, due to distances from main employment and shopping areas,
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Neutral effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
D201

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY09

Site name

Land north of Debdale Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

5.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

110

Green Belt ref

KEY/P

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/009

SHLAA site ref

546

Ideas for mitigtion

generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, as there is on historic
assets. There would be a negative effect in terms of natural resources, with the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development
of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. It is considered that due to its
location, there is a negative effect in terms of the transport objective. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the
site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in terms of the transport
objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 4.3

Site reference

KEY10

Site name

Land South of Debdale Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

15.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Green Belt ref

KEY/M & KEY/N

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/010

SHLAA site ref

150

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 38 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are opportunities to
incorporate GI, including a linear park along the site's western
boundary. Football club and leisure centre are a 20 minute walk, playing
field is 10 minutes.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by and contains established
mature hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat. It may also
contain locally important neutral grassland.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with wider
landscape objectives within the Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Run‐off into the ditch on Debdale
Lane should be prevented to avoid diffuse water
pollution.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 48/100. The site is a series of fields comprising
rough ground and pasture on the western edge of Keyworth village; the

Retain and enhance the existing vegetation. A
strong urban edge is required.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference Policy 4.3

Site reference

KEY10

Site name

Land South of Debdale Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

15.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Green Belt ref

KEY/M & KEY/N

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/010

SHLAA site ref

150

Ideas for mitigtion

site forms a block extending the existing settlement line. Within the
study area, there is a low landscape value owing in part to the poorly
managed and degraded rural edge and the lack of recreational
opportunities. As mentioned previously, the site forms a block of
development extending the urban edge with no loss of key
characteristics. With this in mind the landscape susceptibility and also
the landscape sensitivity are both considered to be low. Visually, there
is limited value in the study area; the only element of value is the
Keyworth conservation area and this is visually removed from the site
itself. In terms of visual susceptibility, the site forms part of the rural
outlook for residential properties, although the view is not necessarily
aesthetically pleasing due to the degraded nature of the site itself. The
visual susceptibility is therefore medium owing to this, the medium
number of receptors and the medium visibility of the site. Overall the
visual sensitivity is considered to be low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 (best and most versatile land) and Grade 3
agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
community services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Significant negative
effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that part of the site which drops down to SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
Debdale Lane is at high/medium risk of surface flooding.
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.
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Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference Policy 4.3

Site reference

KEY10

Site name

Land South of Debdale Lane (1)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

15.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

190

Green Belt ref

KEY/M & KEY/N

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/010

SHLAA site ref

150

Ideas for mitigtion

12. Transport

+

Whilst Keyworth is served by regular public transport services (including Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Keyworth Connections) and there are three stops on Manor Road
within a 5 ‐10 minute walk of the site, due to distances from main
employment and shopping areas developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Slightly positive effect overall.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production
of waste, energy consumption and use of natural resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Developing this site would have neutral landscape impacts and conflicts with SA flooding
objectives should be mitigated through site design, layout and SUDS. It is considered that due to its location, there is a slight positive effect in
terms of the transport objective. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of
local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and
facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY11

Site name

Land south of Debdale Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

13.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

KEY/O

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/011

SHLAA site ref

834

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 34 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are opportunities to
incorporate GI, including a linear park along the site's western
boundary. Football club and leisure centre are a 20 minute walk, playing
field is 10 minutes.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by and contains established
mature hedgerows and a woodland (Cottons Plantation) which are
LBAP priority habitats. Cottons Plantation is identified as existing
woodland within the Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report. The
pasture may contain locally important neutral grassland species.
Neutral grassland is also a LBAP priority habitat.

In accordance with the BOMR, Hedgerow and
woodland quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.
Run‐off into the ditch on Debdale Lane should be
prevented to avoid diffuse water pollution.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 54/100. The site forms a large block of
development on pastoral land, rough ground and woodland on the
western edge of Keyworth. Within the study area there is a low

Retain and enhance the existing vegetation. The
western half of the site should be a landscape
buffer to create a strong rural edge to the village
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY11

Site name

Land south of Debdale Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

13.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

KEY/O

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/011

SHLAA site ref

834

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape value arising in part from the lack of recreational assets and
the generally degraded nature of the rural edge. The landscape
susceptibility is medium as the site will form a large urban extension
and has the potential to increase the perceived urbanisation in the
western half of the study area by drawing the settlement over a
localised ridgeline. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of
visual amenity there is a low visual value inherent in the site. Again, the
visual susceptibility is medium due to the site forming part of the rural
edge for a medium number of residential receptors, as well as the site
having a medium visibility within the study area.

and prevent encroachment over the ridgeline.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 (best and most versatile land) and Grade 3
agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
community services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Significant negative
effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that part of the site which drops down to SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
Debdale Lane is at high/medium risk of surface flooding. Negative
contributions to surface water flooding within the
effect.
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Keyworth is served by public transport these services would not
be in close proximity to residents who live furthest west within the site.
At the limits of walking distance from main employment and shopping
areas, schools and community facilities. Developing this site for housing

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY11

Site name

Land south of Debdale Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

13.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

KEY/O

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/011

SHLAA site ref

834

Ideas for mitigtion

will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Neutral effects
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

It is considered that due to its location, there is a significant negative effect in terms of the transport objective. The development of this greenfield
site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption.
Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated. The
loss of best and most versatile land however cannot be mitigated and conflicts with the SA's natural resources objectives. Developing this site
would have neutral landscape impacts and conflicts with SA flooding objectives should be mitigated through site design, layout and SUDS. The
development of the site for housing would make a substantial contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the
wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site
therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY12

Site name

Land north of Debdale Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

7.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

160

Green Belt ref

KEY/Q

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/012

SHLAA site ref

Part of 434

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 32 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Playing field and
leisure centre are a 10 ‐ 15 minute walk. Football club is a 20 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site. Neutral effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within the Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Run‐off into the ditch on Debdale
Lane should be prevented to avoid diffuse water
pollution.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 50/100. The site comprises two arable fields on
the north‐western edge of Keyworth. There is an inherent low

Landscape planting should restore and enhance
existing vegetation. There is an opportunity to
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY12

Site name

Land north of Debdale Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

7.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

160

Green Belt ref

KEY/Q

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/012

SHLAA site ref

Part of 434

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape value within the study area due to the degraded elements
and human influence, as well as the limited conservation and
recreational interests. The site forms an extension of the existing urban
edge with no loss of key characteristics, but the extension is a finger of
development which appears illogical. The landscape susceptibility is
considered to be low, but it is recommended that this site is brought
forward with site KEY/010 in order to minimise the effect. Overall the
landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of visual amenity, the value is low
with no indicators of value, recognition of value or other value. The
susceptibility in visual amenity terms is medium; the site forms part of
the landscape setting for residential receptors and has a medium
visibility, particularly from the north. Overall the visual sensitivity is low.

recreate a PRoW along the site’s southern
boundary. The site should be brought forward
alongside KEY/10 to avoid a narrow finger of
development.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is mainly Grade 2 (best and most versatile land) agricultrual land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment, education, shops and community services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that a small area of the site is at a low
risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Keyworth is served by public transport these services are on the Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
extrmities of walking distance. Due to distances from main employment
and shopping areas, schools and community facilities developing this
D210

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY12

Site name

Land north of Debdale Lane (2)

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

7.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

160

Green Belt ref

KEY/Q

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/012

SHLAA site ref

Part of 434

Ideas for mitigtion

site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car
and congestion. Neutral effects
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Whilst Keyworth is served by public transport these services are no the extremities of acceptable walking distance.. Consequently there is a
neutral effect in terms of the transport objective. The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA
objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur,
effects on priority habitats should be avoided or mitigated. The loss of best and most versatile land cannot be mitigated however and means the
allocation of this land is contrary to natural resources objectives. Developing this site would have neutral landscape impacts and conflicts with SA
flooding objectives should be mitigated through site design, layout and SUDS. It is considered that due to its location, there is a negative effect in
terms of the transport objective. The development of the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 4.4

Site reference

KEY13

Site name

Hillside Farm

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

3.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

KEY/L

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/013

SHLAA site ref

376

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 10 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Playing field is a 8
minute walk. Leisure centre is 16 minutes and Football club is 25+
minutes. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or adjacent to
the site. Neutral effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent In accordance with the Biodiversity Opportunity
to the site.
Mapping Report, the hedgerow fronting Bunny
Lane should be preserved and enhanced as these
are a LBAP habitat. Any adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.
Run‐off into ditches should be prevented to avoid
diffuse water pollution.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 44/100. Site KEY/013 is a field of rough pasture
situated on the western edge of the village of Keyworth; the site has
limited visibility form its surroundings and slopes downwards from the
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Landscape planting should restore and enhance
existing boundary vegetation.

Local Plan reference Policy 4.4

Site reference

KEY13

Site name

Hillside Farm

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

3.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

KEY/L

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/013

SHLAA site ref

376

Ideas for mitigtion

northern boundary. Within the study area, the low landscape quality
and lack of recreational value contribute to a low landscape value. The
site would appear as an urban extension to the settlement boundary
with no loss of key characteristics and as such would have a low
landscape susceptibility as well. Visually, there is little value related to
the site, which does not form part of the visual amenity for any
receptors; the visual susceptibility is low. Overall there is a low
landscape and visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile
land) and Grade 3. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to
increased vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that small area down the centre of the
site and adjacent to properties Roseland Close are at a low risk of
surface water flooding. Negative effect.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

Keyworth is served by regular public transport services (including
Keyworth Connections) and there are stops within a 5 ‐10 minute walk
of the site (on Manor Road and the village centre). Developing this site
for housing will still inevitably lead to increased use of the private car
and congestion. Overal slight positive.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
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Local Plan reference Policy 4.4

Site reference

KEY13

Site name

Hillside Farm

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

3.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

70

Green Belt ref

KEY/L

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/013

SHLAA site ref

376

Ideas for mitigtion

The loss of best and most versatile land is a constraint which, alongside the increased use of natural resources as a result of construction and
occupation, means the allocation of this land conflicts with the natural resource objective. The development of this greenfield site would have
negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption. Developing this
site would have neutral landscape impacts and conflicts with SA flooding objectives due to the low risk of surface water flooding should be
mitigated. The development of the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents
and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The
allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the
effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY14

Site name

Land South of Bunny Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

27.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

410

Green Belt ref

KEY/J and KEY/K

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/14

SHLAA site ref

640 and part 434

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 82 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate significant GI which could enable physical
activity. Playing fields are a 11 min walk, leisure centre is 16 min and
football club 25+ mins.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Development on Wysall Lane would adversely affect the approach to
Keyworth and the setting of the conservation area.

In accordance with Core Strategy policies 10 and
11, design and layout should respect the existing
character of the area, including the Conservation
Area. Modest landscape reinforcement of the
roadside boundary at southeast corner of the site
would likely allow the whole site to be well
screened from heritage assets.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent
to the site. It is however bounded by established mature hedgerows
which are a LBAP priority habitat and the pasture is identified as existing
grassland within Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping report and may
contain locally important neutral grassland plant species.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within the Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY14

Site name

Land South of Bunny Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

27.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

410

Green Belt ref

KEY/J and KEY/K

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/14

SHLAA site ref

640 and part 434

Ideas for mitigtion

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 61/100. Situated on the south‐western edge of
Keyworth, site KEY/014 comprises a series of arable and pastoral fields
which slope away from the village and form part of its rural setting. The
value of the landscape resource within the study area is considered to
be medium ‐ this is partly a result of the medium levels of landscape
and scenic quality, as well as the conservation interests available.
Susceptibility to development is also medium as the site constitutes a
large urban extension which will cause a loss of the strong rural setting
to the village, as well as a perception of increased urbanisation and
prominence of the settlement. The landscape sensitivity is also medium.
In terms of the visual amenity, there is a low value despite the site's
role as part of Keyworth's rural setting. However, there is a medium
susceptibility arising from the site's role as part of the visual amenity
experienced by both recreational and residential receptors, as well as
the medium visibility of the site within its surroundings. Overall, the
visual sensitivity is medium.

The development should include: Landscape
planting which restores and enhances existing
boundary vegetation; landscape buffers to contain
development within the western and southern
areas; and a strong urban edge.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (best and most versatile
land). Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Significant negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated or compensated. Development should
incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Floodzone 1. EA map indicates that land within the centre of the site (at
its lowest point) is at a high risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

KEY14

Site name

Land South of Bunny Lane

Settlement

Keyworth

Site area (hectares)

27.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

410

Green Belt ref

KEY/J and KEY/K

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable/Pasture

Commentary

12. Transport

0

Keyworth is served by public transport and these services are within
walking distance some but not all of the site. Some of the site is also
within walking distance of the main facilities within the villsge.
Developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Neutral effect overall.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/KEY/14

SHLAA site ref

640 and part 434

Ideas for mitigtion
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

The loss of best and most versatile land is a constraint which, alongside the increased use of natural resources as a result of construction and
occupation, means the allocation of this land conflicts with the natural resource objective. The development of this greenfield site would have
negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption. The
development of this land would have adverse effects on the landscape objective. To ensure development accords with the flooding objective
areas at a high risk of surface water flooding should be avoided and effects mitigated. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral
effect in terms of the transport objective. The development of the site for housing would make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services
and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain
employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.1

Site reference

RAD01

Site name

Land north of Nottingham Road (mixed use)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

RAD/J

Existing use

Pasture

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/001

SHLAA site ref

188

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 45 affordable units. Significant
positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate significant GI which could enable physical
activity. Playing fields are a 10 min walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within the site or adjacent to it.
Development would affect the setting of Radcliffe, altering the
appearance of the village when approaching on Nottingham Road.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site. It
is however bounded by and contains hedgerows, treebelts (and isolated
trees), scrub and woodland. These are LBAP priority habitats. The land
has been used for pasture and some has been less intensively managed.
Consequently it may contain locally important lowland grassland.

The Rushcliffe Biodiversity Mapping Report
identifies the protection of hedgerows as a borough
wide opportunity. These should be enhanced with
shelter belts. The presence of existing grassland is
identified in the opportunity map. The loss of
priority habitats should be avoided, mitigate or as a
last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA scored the site: 51/100. The site is comprises
pasture and rough ground nestled into the north‐western edge of
Radcliffe on Trent. The landscape value of the study area is low, with

Mitigation should include retaining blocks of
vegetation that define the field boundaries and
retention of woodland to the east. Buffering the
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.1

Site reference

RAD01

Site name

Land north of Nottingham Road (mixed use)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

RAD/J

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/001

SHLAA site ref

188

Ideas for mitigtion

little scenic quality, correlation to existing landscape character,
west half of the site to avoid perception of
recreational value or tranquillity. Development of the site would be
increased urbanisation.
perceived as infill with no notable loss of key characteristics and as such
the landscape susceptibility is also low. The landscape sensitivity is low
overall. The site has no visual value in its surroundings and has a limited
contribution to surrounding receptors owing to its low visibility. Overall,
the visual value, susceptibility and sensitivity area all low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The whole site is within Floodzone 2 and a significant area of the site is
at a high risk, medium and low risk of surface water flooding. Most
recent SFRA work indicates that only the northern part of the site is at
risk of flooding in a 1 in 1000 flood risk event given the defences in the
area.

Site should be subject to sequential test, exception
test and development would be required to include
significant SUDS. Northern part of the site should
remain free from development.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (every 10
minutes). As with any developmen, there will inevitably result in an
increased use of the private car and congestion. The provision of
frequent public transport in close proximity results in a minor positive
impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

+

Providing for mixed use development enables the potential to create
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.1

Site reference

RAD01

Site name

Land north of Nottingham Road (mixed use)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

12.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

RAD/J

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/001

SHLAA site ref

188

Ideas for mitigtion

jobs
14. Innovation

+

Providing for a mixed use development could potentially provide for
high quality employment opportunities

15. Economic
Structure

+

Providing for a mixed use development could potentially provide for job
diversity in the locality and provide for land and building required by
business

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral
effect in relation to transport objective. Development would lead to more car journeys however the site is within walking distance of the village
centre and is served by frequent public transport Overall there would be a positive effect on the economic objectives if allocated for mixed use
development.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.2

Site reference

RAD02

Site name

Land adjacent to Grooms Cottage

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RAD/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/003

SHLAA site ref

186

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocation will not reduce health inequality or improve access to health
facilities. Playing fields at Wharf Lane are a 17 min walk. Medical
Centre is within a 20 walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No designated or non‐designated assets within or adjacent to the site
and no archaeological alert.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or in close Hedgerows should be preserved and enhanced.
proximity of the site. The site is bounded by hedgerows in varied
conditions. Hedgerows are a LBAP priority habitat which should
according to the Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report be preserved
and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

The LVIA has assessed RAD2 and RAD3 as one larger parcel of land. LVIA Avoid roof lines above landform skyline and
aggregate score: 52/100. The site comprises a series of arable fields on develop at a similar density to existing residential
the eastern edge of Radcliffe on Trent, forming a large finger of
areas.
development towards the east into the rural setting of the village. The
landscape value in the study area is low overall, but the generally well
maintained landscape quality, the number of conservation interests and
the strong rural edge contributed by the site within the study area all
add value. In terms of susceptibility to change, development of the site
would result in the creation of a finger of development into the strong
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There are opportunities to incorporate significant
GI (if developed alongside RAD3) which could
enable physical activity.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference Policy 5.2

Site reference

RAD02

Site name

Land adjacent to Grooms Cottage

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RAD/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/003

SHLAA site ref

186

Ideas for mitigtion

rural edge, effectively eroding this edge and creating an increased
perception of urbanisation. Development on Spellow Hill will be
particularly problematic in terms of increased prominence of housing in
the area. Due to this, the landscape susceptibility of the study area to
change is therefore medium, and the landscape sensitivity is also
medium. In visual terms, the site forms a strong rural setting to the
settlement and this contributes to a medium visual value. In terms of
visual susceptibility, the site forms the rural setting for both residential
and transport receptors and includes areas of prominent land, resulting
in a medium susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is overall medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Site is classified as 'urban' however it is
greenfield and adjacent Grade 2 classified land.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1 and is not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

There are bus stops located adjacent to the site on Shelford Road. The
Rushcliffe Villager service provides hourly services during the day to
Nottingham and Bingham or Newton. More regular bus service
available from the village centre. As with all developments, there woud
be an increase in car bourne journeys in the area, possibly increasing
congestion and air pollution. Overall neutral effect.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
D222

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference Policy 5.2

Site reference

RAD02

Site name

Land adjacent to Grooms Cottage

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RAD/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/003

SHLAA site ref

186

Ideas for mitigtion

However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect.. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral
effect in relation to transport objective. Whilst within walking distance of the village centre, public transport only runs hourly. Overall there would
be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.3

Site reference

RAD03

Site name

Land off Shelford Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

19.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

400

Green Belt ref

RAD/B

Existing use

Agricultural: pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/003

SHLAA site ref

547

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 80 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate significant GI which could enable physical
activity. Playing fields at Wharf Lane are a 17 min walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no identified heritage assets within or in close proximity of
the site. No archaeological alerts , however initial assessment which
accompanies the planning application has found evidence of late iron
age early Romano British settlement. Development would affect the
setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of the village when
approaching on Shelford Road.

Further archaeological investigation necessary.
Results could potentially result in a portion of the
site being inappropriate for development, although
a large portion of the site would still have potential.
Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or in close Hedgerows are a LBAP priority habitat which should
proximity of the site. The site is bounded by and contains hedgerows in according to the Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping
varied conditions.
Report be preserved and enhanced.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is: 52/100. The site comprises a series of
arable and pastoral fields on the eastern edge of Radcliffe on Trent,
forming a block of development towards the east of the village. The
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Roof Lines should not break landform skyline. The
density should also be the same as existing
neighbouring residential areas.

Local Plan reference Policy 5.3

Site reference

RAD03

Site name

Land off Shelford Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

19.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

400

Green Belt ref

RAD/B

Existing use

Agricultural: pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/003

SHLAA site ref

547

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape value in the study area is low overall, but the generally well
maintained landscape quality, the representativeness of the study area
with regards to the LCA and the rural edge contributed by the site
within the study area all add value. In terms of susceptibility to change,
development of the site would result in the creation of an extension of
the settlement, with potential for increased density but overall a low
landscape susceptibility. The landscape sensitivity is also low. In visual
terms, the site forms part of the rural setting to the settlement but has
little other visual value. In terms of visual susceptibility, the site forms
the rural setting for both residential and transport receptors and has a
medium visibility, resulting in a medium susceptibility. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The majority of site classed as Grade 2 (BMV) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Significant
negative effect.

Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
mitigated. Development should incorporate
sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is identified as being within Flood Zone 1. The bottom of the
site is at a high risk of surface water flooding. Land in the centre, below
the farm, is also at a low risk of surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

There are bus stops located adjacent to the site on Shelford Road. The
Rushcliffe Villager service provides hourly services during the day to
Nottingham and Bingham or Newton. More regular bus service

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.3

Site reference

RAD03

Site name

Land off Shelford Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

19.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

400

Green Belt ref

RAD/B

Existing use

Agricultural: pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/003

SHLAA site ref

547

Ideas for mitigtion

available from the village centre. The site is within walking distance of
the village centre, although the extremes of the site are on the limits. As
with all developments, there woud be an increase in car bourne
journeys in the area, possibly increasing congestion and air pollution.
Overall neutral effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. There is a major negative
effect in terms of natural resources as development would lead to the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. There is a negative effect on historic assets in relation to
archaeology, however this only relates to a small part of the site which could be avoided if necessary. It is considered that due to its location, there
is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective. Whilst within walking distance of the village centre, public transport only runs hourly. Overall
there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD04

Site name

Land North of Grantham Road (North of railway line)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

44.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

900

Green Belt ref

RAD/D

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/004

SHLAA site ref

(part of)184

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 180 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

0

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate significant GI which could enable physical
activity. .

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no nationally recognised heritage assets within or in close
proximity of the site. Spellow Farm is a locally registered building of
local interest. Development would significantly affect the setting of
Radcliffe, altering the appearance of the village when approaching on
Shelford Road and the A52. Views from Oatfield Lane and PRoW would
also be affected.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.
Given the scale of the development mitigating the
effects on Spellow Farm and the setting of Radcliffe
would be difficult.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site.
Saxondale Railway is a local wildlife site which contains calcareous flora
that supports butterfly of conservation priority in Nottinghamshire. The
site itself contains numerous hedgerows and areas of woodland
(notably on Spellow hill). There are also ditches. These are LBAP priority
habitats.

Development should seek to preserve and enhance
these priority habitats, ensuring a network of
wildlife corridors is maintained.

7. Landscape

‐

The aggregate LVIA score is 65/100. The site comprises a series of

Woodland on Spellow Hill should be retained.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD04

Site name

Land North of Grantham Road (North of railway line)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

44.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

900

Green Belt ref

RAD/D

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/004

SHLAA site ref

(part of)184

Ideas for mitigtion

arable fields on the eastern edge of Radcliffe on Trent, forming a large
finger of development towards the east into the rural setting of the
village. The landscape value in the study area is low overall, but the
generally well maintained landscape quality, the number of
conservation interests and the strong rural edge contributed by the site
within the study area all add value. In terms of susceptibility to change,
development of the site would result in the creation of a finger of
development into the strong rural edge, effectively eroding this edge
and creating an increased perception of urbanisation. Development on
Spellow Hill will be particularly problematic in terms of increased
prominence of housing in the area. Due to this, the landscape
susceptibility of the study area to change is therefore medium, and the
landscape sensitivity is also medium. In visual terms, the site forms a
strong rural setting to the settlement and this contributes to a medium
visual value. In terms of visual susceptibility, the site forms the rural
setting for both residential and transport receptors and includes areas
of prominent land, resulting in a medium susceptibility. The visual
sensitivity is overall medium.

Development on elevated locations should be
avoided as should development on the eastern
edge. Roof lines should not break the skyline. Site
should come forward with RAD/005.

Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
mitigated. Development should incorporate
sustainable design.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is classed as Grade 2 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Significant negative
effect.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Floodzone 1. Areas at a high risk of surface water
SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
flooding are located west of Oatfield Lane and north of the Railway Line. contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

D228

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD04

Site name

Land North of Grantham Road (North of railway line)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

44.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

900

Green Belt ref

RAD/D

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/004

SHLAA site ref

(part of)184

Ideas for mitigtion

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐‐

Whilst Radcliffe is served by rail and bus services, these services would
not be in close proximity to residents who live furthest east within the
site. Due to distances from the centre of the village and the main
employment and shopping areas, schools and community facilities
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Significant negative effects.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Public transport services should be routed through
the site.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, however mitigation
possible if significant landscape buffers are provided within the site and certain features are retained. There is a major negative effect in terms of
natural resources as development would lead to the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and
their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive
impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is major negative effect in relation
to transport objective as it is not served by public transport and it is some distance away from the village centre. Overall there would be a neutral
effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.4

Site reference

RAD05

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

11.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

240

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 42 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical activity.
Playing fields at Bingham Road are within a 10 walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within the site. Development would
significantly effect the setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of
the village when approaching on the A52.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site.
Saxondale Railway Local Wildlife Site is adjacent to the sites north east
corner. The railway line that borders the site provides indirect
connectivity to the LWS. The site contains a drainage ditch and is
bounded by hedgerow ‐ local priority habitats in the LBAP.

The Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report
identifies the protection and enhancement of
ditches and hedges as a borough wide objective in
order to maintain ecological connectivity of
woodland sites, water bodies and reduce diffuse
water pollution.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is 50/100: The site is an arable field which
runs alongside the A52 and forms a perpendicular finger to the main
settlement edge of Radcliffe on Trent. Within the study area, there is a
low landscape value, derived in part from the lack of recreational value

Existing mature vegetation should be retained. A
landscape buffer should be established on the
eastern boundary.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference Policy 5.4

Site reference

RAD05

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

11.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

240

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

and tranquillity ‐ particularly as a result of the busy A52. The landscape
susceptibility is also low ‐however it is noted that development of the
site would result in loss of good quality arable land, as well as a
perceived finger of development stretching into the rural context of the
settlement. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of visual
amenity, there is no value attached to the site within its surroundings.
The site does however forms a part of the rural outlook for residential
receptors. Overall, the visual susceptibility is low given the limited
visibility of the site, and the visual sensitivity is also low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Entire site classed as Grade 2. Development will indirectly reduce air
Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services. mitigated. Development should incorporate
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
sustainable design.
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Floodzone 1. Land to the west of the site within Bell's
Field is identified as being at a high risk of surface water flooding. Land
in the middle of the site is at a low risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (with every 10
minutes). Whilst distances from main employment and shopping areas,
schools and community facilities will inevitably result in an increased
use of the private car and congestion. The provision of public transport
in close proximity results in a neutral impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
D231

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference Policy 5.4

Site reference

RAD05

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

11.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

240

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, subject to a landscape
buffer being provided to the east of the site. There is a major negative effect in terms of natural resources as development would lead to the loss
of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some
additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a negative effect in relation to transport objective. Whilst close to a frequent
bus service, it is some distance away from the village centre. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD05a

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (1a)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

7.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

140

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 42 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical activity.
Playing fields at Bingham Road are within a 10 walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within the site. Development would
significantly effect the setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of
the village when approaching on the A52.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site.
Saxondale Railway Local Wildlife Site is adjacent to the sites north east
corner. The railway line that borders the site provides indirect
connectivity to the LWS. The site contains a drainage ditch and is
bounded by hedgerow ‐ local priority habitats in the LBAP.

The Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report
identifies the protection and enhancement of
ditches and hedges as a borough wide objective in
order to maintain ecological connectivity of
woodland sites, water bodies and reduce diffuse
water pollution.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is 50/100: The site is an arable field which
runs alongside the A52 and forms a perpendicular finger to the main
settlement edge of Radcliffe on Trent. Within the study area, there is a
low landscape value, derived in part from the lack of recreational value

Existing mature vegetation should be retained. A
landscape buffer should be established on the
eastern boundary.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD05a

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (1a)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

7.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

140

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

and tranquillity ‐ particularly as a result of the busy A52. The landscape
susceptibility is also low ‐however it is noted that development of the
site would result in loss of good quality arable land, as well as a
perceived finger of development stretching into the rural context of the
settlement. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of visual
amenity, there is no value attached to the site within its surroundings.
The site does however forms a part of the rural outlook for residential
receptors. Overall, the visual susceptibility is low given the limited
visibility of the site, and the visual sensitivity is also low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Entire site classed as Grade 2. Development will indirectly reduce air
Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services. mitigated. Development should incorporate
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
sustainable design.
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Floodzone 1. Land to the west of the site within Bell's
Field is identified as being at a high risk of surface water flooding. Land
in the middle of the site is at a low risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (with every 10
minutes). Whilst distances from main employment and shopping areas,
schools and community facilities will inevitably result in an increased
use of the private car and congestion. The provision of public transport
in close proximity results in a neutral impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
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SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD05a

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (1a)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

7.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

140

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, subject to a landscape
buffer being provided to the east of the site. There is a major negative effect in terms of natural resources as development would lead to the loss
of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some
additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a negative effect in relation to transport objective. Whilst close to a frequent
bus service, it is some distance away from the village centre. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD05b

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (1b)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would contribute to meeting open market housing demand and
deliver 30 affordable units. Significant positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical activity.
Playing fields at Bingham Road are within a 10 walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within the site. Development would
significantly effect the setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of
the village when approaching on the A52.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site.
Saxondale Railway Local Wildlife Site is adjacent to the sites north east
corner. The railway line that borders the site provides indirect
connectivity to the LWS. The site contains a drainage ditch and is
bounded by hedgerow ‐ local priority habitats in the LBAP.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is 50/100: The site is an arable field which
runs alongside the A52 and forms a perpendicular finger to the main
settlement edge of Radcliffe on Trent. Within the study area, there is a
low landscape value, derived in part from the lack of recreational value
and tranquillity ‐ particularly as a result of the busy A52. The landscape
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Existing mature vegetation should be retained. A
landscape buffer should be established on the
eastern boundary.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD05b

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (1b)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

susceptibility is also low ‐however it is noted that development of the
site would result in loss of good quality arable land, as well as a
perceived finger of development stretching into the rural context of the
settlement. Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of visual
amenity, there is no value attached to the site within its surroundings.
The site does however forms a part of the rural outlook for residential
receptors. Overall, the visual susceptibility is low given the limited
visibility of the site, and the visual sensitivity is also low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Entire site classed as Grade 2. Development will indirectly reduce air
Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services. mitigated. Development should incorporate
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
sustainable design.
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1. Land in the middle of the site is at a low
risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (with every 10
minutes). Whilst distances from main employment and shopping areas,
schools and community facilities will inevitably result in an increased
use of the private car and congestion. The provision of public transport
in close proximity results in a neutral impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
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SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD05b

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (1b)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

4.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

100

Green Belt ref

RAD/E

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ arable

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/005

SHLAA site ref

183

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, however this land should
be used as a landscape buffer if site RAD5a is allocated. There is a major negative effect in terms of natural resources as development would lead
to the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with
waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective. Whilst close to a
frequent bus service, it is some distance away from the village centre, but within walking distance of a small convenience stor catering for day to
day needs. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.5

Site reference

RAD06

Site name

72 Main Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

0.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

5

Green Belt ref

RAD/L

Existing use

Garden and paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/002

SHLAA site ref

686

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand.

2. Health

0

Whilst the size of the site prevents the delivery of on‐site recreational
space, the site is in close proximity to the Wharf Lane Recreation
Ground.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

Although within the historic core of the village, there are no heritage
assets within the site or adjacent to it.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. Property design
and layout should reflect local vernacular. Desk
Based Assessment and Archaeological Watching
Brief should occur.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. This would be minimal however given
scale of development.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site does not contain any designated nature conservation assets. It Adverse impacts on locally important priority
is bounded by a hedgerow and ditch, both of which are LBAP priority
habitats should avoided, mitigated, or, as a last
habitats and may contain local biodiversity interest. A small pond is also resort, compensated.
identified on maps. Land has not been managed and may contain locally
important grassland species.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is: 32/100. The site is comprises pasture and
Boundary vegetation should be retained and
rough ground nestled into the north‐western edge of Radcliffe on Trent. enhanced as a landscape buffer.
The landscape value of the study area is low, with little scenic quality,
correlation to existing landscape character, recreational value or
tranquillity. Development of the site would be perceived as infill with no
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.5

Site reference

RAD06

Site name

72 Main Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

0.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

5

Green Belt ref

RAD/L

Existing use

Garden and paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/002

SHLAA site ref

686

Ideas for mitigtion

notable loss of key characteristics and as such the landscape
susceptibility is also low. The landscape sensitivity is low overall. The
site has no visual value in its surroundings and has a limited
contribution to surrounding receptors owing to its low visibility. Overall,
the visual value, susceptibility and sensitivity area all low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Agricultural Land Classification of 'Urban', however, the adjacent site is
Grade 3. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development would
inevitably use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Floodzone 2. It is also identified as being at a low risk
of surface water flooding.

Site would be subject to sequential test with sites
outside of flood zone 2 preferred. The exception
test should also be applied, with the development
required to include significant SUDS.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

12. Transport

+

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (every 10
minutes). Site within walking distance of the village centres. As with any
site, development will inevitably result in an increased use of the
private car and congestion. Considered overall to have a minor positive
effect.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference Policy 5.5

Site reference

RAD06

Site name

72 Main Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

0.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

5

Green Belt ref

RAD/L

Existing use

Garden and paddock

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/002

SHLAA site ref

686

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats;
however these impacts could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing and benefits to supporting local business and services,
although both would be limited. It is considered that due to the frequent bus service and rail links, there is a minor positive effect in relation to
transport objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD07

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (2)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

10.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

RAD/F

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/006

SHLAA site ref

N/A

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 36 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical activity.
Playing fields at Bingham Road are within a 10 walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within the site. Spellow Farm is a locally
identified building of interest. Development would significantly effect
the setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of the village when
approaching on the A52.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts. On‐site GI should
address flooding and ecological impacts. Property
design and layout should reflect local vernacular.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site. It is
however adjacent Saxondale Railway Local wildlife Site which contains
calcareous flora that supports butterfly of conservation priority in
Nottinghamshire. There is a drainage ditch within the site, which may
contain biodiversity interest. It is also bounded by hedgerows another
LBAP priority habitat. Which should also be preserved and enhanced.

Ditches are a priority habitat which the BOMR seeks
to protect and enhance in order to improve
ecological connectivity of wetland sites and reduce
diffuse water pollution. Hedgerows should also be
preserved and enhanced.

7. Landscape

‐

The aggregate LVIA score is 60/100. Site RAD/006 comprises two arable
fields which runs alongside the A52 and form a perpendicular finger to
the main settlement edge of Radcliffe on Trent. Within the study area,
there is a medium landscape value which arises from the good

Existing mature vegetation should be retained. A
landscape buffer should be established on the
eastern boundary. The whole of this site is
identified as forming part of a landscape buffer

D242

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD07

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (2)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

10.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

RAD/F

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/006

SHLAA site ref

N/A

Ideas for mitigtion

landscape and scenic quality, as well as number of conservation
interests and the positive perceptual aspects gained from the rural
outlook to the north and east of the study area. The landscape
susceptibility is also medium as development of the site would result in
loss of good quality arable land, as well as a perceived finger of
development stretching into the rural context of the settlement,
increasing the perception of urbanisation in the rural village setting.
Overall the landscape sensitivity is medium. In terms of visual amenity,
the site is valued within its surroundings as part of the rural edge, but
does not perform any other visual function, giving an overall low visual
value. The role that the site plays for residential receptors, as well as
the moderate level of visibility of the site in its surroundings contribute
to a medium visual susceptibility. Overall, the visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Entire site classed as Grade 2. Development will indirectly reduce air
Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services. mitigated. Development should incorporate
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
sustainable design.
construction and occupation. Significant negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within Floodzone 1. Land to the west of the site within Bell's
Field is identified as being at a high risk of surface water flooding. Land
in the middle of the site is at a low risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (every 10
minutes). Whilst distances from main employment and shopping areas,

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD07

Site name

North of Grantham Rd (south of railway line) (2)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

10.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

RAD/F

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/006

SHLAA site ref

N/A

Ideas for mitigtion

schools and community facilities will inevitably result in an increased
use of the private car and congestion. Negative effect given distance
from facilities.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, with the whole of this site
identified as providing a landscape buffer if the site to the west is developed. There is a major negative effect in terms of natural resources as
development would lead to the loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will
inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site
would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a negative effect in relation to transport objective.
Whilst close to a frequent bus service, it is some distance away from the village centre and the local shop at harlequin. Overall there would be a
neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD08

Site name

Land South of Grantham Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

RAD/G

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/007

SHLAA site ref

187

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 6 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. Whilst the size of the site
prevents the delivery of on‐site recreational space, it is within a 10
minute walk of the Bingham Road playing field.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no identified heritage assets within or in close proximity of
the site.

Design and layout should retain tree/hedgerow
buffers to mitigate visual impacts.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

‐

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. The contribution of 20 units will
however be minimal. Potential loss of allotments would lead to an
overall negative effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site. It is
however adjacent to Dewberry Hill Local Wildlife Site (LWS)The site
also contains hedgerow, scrub and woodland which are priority
habitats. Part of the site is in use as allotments. Development would
therefore have a negative impact on biodviersty as allotments are
important habitats for wildlife as they provide food, shelter and
breeding sites.

The contribution of priority habitats to the
ecological network (including connectivity to the
LWS) should be preserved and enhanced. Adverse
effects should be avoided, mitigated or as a last
resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is: 55/100. Comprising allotments, pasture
and woodland, the site sits on rising land to the south of the main
settlement of Radcliffe on Trent. The site lies immediately adjacent to

The woodland should be retained and buffer
created along the site's southwestern boundary.
Allotments should be retained also. Development
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD08

Site name

Land South of Grantham Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

RAD/G

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/007

SHLAA site ref

187

Ideas for mitigtion

the A52. The landscape sensitivity of the study area is overall low. This
should follow the contours of the site.
is partly influenced by the low landscape value which is a result of the
lack of conservation interests,
limited recreational value and influence of the A52 on tranquillity levels.
The landscape susceptibility is also low, although the loss of the facility
of the allotments is a key issue. In terms of visual amenity, the
allotments add value, but there is little else, resulting in an overall low
visual value. The site forms part of the visual amenity for a
number of recreational receptors and has both a medium visibility in its
surroundings and a medium number of potential receptors. Overall the
visual susceptibility is medium and visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

12. Transport

+

Whilst Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus
Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
services, this site is served by less regular day time bus services
(Fossway Flyer and 90A). The site is within walking distance of the
main employment and shopping areas, schools and community facilities
and main bus route. Minor positive effect.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD08

Site name

Land South of Grantham Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

20

Green Belt ref

RAD/G

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/007

SHLAA site ref

187

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. The loss of allotments would have a negative impact on biodiversity as they are important
habitats for wildlife as they provide food, shelter and breeding sites. The allotments are adjacent to a LWS which is adjacent to the golf course.
Taken together, they form an important green infastructure corridor. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and
mitigation can be provided. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate
change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing, but a
negative effect if allotments are lost. It is considered that due to its location, there is a minor positive effect in relation to transport objective.
Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD09

Site name

Land at Radcliffe on Trent Golf Club (west)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RAD/H

Existing use

Part of golf club

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/008

SHLAA site ref

374

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 3 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

‐

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. Development of the site
would lead to the loss of part of a recreational facility. Bingham Road
Playing Fields are a 15 minute walk from the site.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no identified heritage assets within or in close proximity of
the site.

Design and layout should retain the extensive
tree/hedgerow buffers. LVIA determines that
landscape and visual effects cannot be mitigated
however.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

‐

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. The contribution from 15 units will
however be minimal. There is a negative impact in terms of the loss of
part of a recreational facility. Overall negative effect given the limited
scale of development contributing to supporting facilities. Overall
negative impact

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site. It is
however adjacent to Dewberry Hill Local Wildlife Site (LWS) and
development may isolate the western part of this LWS. The site itself is
bounded by a ditch on its northern boundary and contains hedgerow,
scrub and woodland which are priority habitats. The rough grassland
may contain locally important flora.
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The contribution of the priority habitats to the
ecological network (including connectivity to the
neighbouring LWS and wider countryside) should be
preserved and enhanced. Adverse effects should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD09

Site name

Land at Radcliffe on Trent Golf Club (west)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RAD/H

Existing use

Part of golf club

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/008

SHLAA site ref

374

Ideas for mitigtion

7. Landscape

‐

The aggregate LVIA score: 68/100.The site forms part of the Radcliffe on Landscape and visual impacts cannot be mitigated.
Trent Golf Course and comprises rising land which slopes up towards
the east, with long views available from the high points in the site and
its surroundings. There is a medium landscape value in the study area,
partly as a result of the medium landscape and scenic quality, as well as
the recreational value added by features such as the Dewberry Hill open
space. Development of the site would result in a block of development
in a low density area, which would be prominent in its surroundings due
to the landform of the site. This in turn would result in perceived
increases in urbanisation and reduction in tranquillity. Overall there will
be a medium landscape susceptibility and sensitivity. In visual terms,
there are indicators of value in terms of the presence of the golf course
and also a nearby bench which indicates the value of similar views to
those enjoyed within the site. The visual value is medium. There is
potential for development on the site to intrude on adjacent receptors ‐
particularly recreational and residential receptors ‐ and the rising land
of the site means that the visibility of its eastern half is considerable.
The visual sensitivity is medium overall.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Agricultural Land Classification identifies the site as 'urban'.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD09

Site name

Land at Radcliffe on Trent Golf Club (west)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RAD/H

Existing use

Part of golf club

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/008

SHLAA site ref

374

Ideas for mitigtion

12. Transport

0

Whilst Radcliffe is well served by public transport, including rail and bus Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
services, this site's closest services, on the A52 (Fosseway Flyer, X90 and
90A), are less regular and day time only. Site within walking distance of
village centre and main bus service. Overall neutral effect.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, with no means of
mitigating this effect given the sites character. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some
additional housing, but a negative effect due to the loss of part of a recreational facility. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral
effect in relation to transport objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD10

Site name

Land at Radcliffe on Trent Golf Club (east)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RAD/I

Existing use

Golf club practice area

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/009

SHLAA site ref

704

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
needs. It would deliver 3 affordable units.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

‐

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. Development of the site
will lead to the loss of area used as part of the golf club, which is a
recreational activity.

Unable to mitigate loss of practice area.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no identified heritage assets within or in close proximity of
the site. Development would effect the setting of Radcliffe, altering the
appearance of the village when approaching on the Cropwell Road.

Design and layout should retain the extensive
tree/hedgerow buffers. LVIA determines that
landscape and visual impacts cannot be mitigated.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

‐

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. The contribution of 10 units will
however be minimal. Development would lead to the loss of part of a
recreational facility therefore negative effect overall

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated heritage assets within the site and there are
none in close proximity. The site is bounded by hedgerows of varying
conditions. Whilst the land has been managed as part of the golf course
it may, where management has been less intense, contain locally
important species of flora.

7. Landscape

‐

The aggregate LVIA score is: 60/100. Site RAD/009 forms part of the
The LVIA determines that the landscape and visual
Radcliffe on Trent Golf Course and low plateau on the perceived edge of impacts cannot be mitigated.
the village. There is a medium landscape value in the study area, partly
as a result of the medium landscape and scenic quality, as well as the
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Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD10

Site name

Land at Radcliffe on Trent Golf Club (east)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RAD/I

Existing use

Golf club practice area

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/009

SHLAA site ref

704

Ideas for mitigtion

recreational value added by features such as the Dewberry Hill open
space. Development of the site would result in a block of development
in a low density area, which would result in perceived increases in
urbanisation and reduction in tranquillity, as well as a block of
development which is relatively isolated from the main settlement
block. Overall there will be a medium landscape susceptibility and
sensitivity. In visual terms, there are indicators of value in terms of the
presence of the golf course, but little else ‐ this leads to a low visual
value. There is potential for development on the site to intrude on
adjacent receptors ‐ particularly recreational and residential receptors ‐
but the visibility of the site is restricted by landform and vegetation,
giving an overall medium visual susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is
low overall.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Approximately half of the site is Grade 2, approximately half is Grade 3, Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
although not in agricultural use. Development will indirectly reduce air
mitigated. Development should incorporate
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services. sustainable design.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Floodzone 1. A small area of the site is at a low risk of
surface flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Whilst Radcliffe is well served by public transport, including rail and bus Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
services, this site's closest services, on the A52 (Fosseway Flyer, X90 and
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Development should incorporate SUDS to prevent
any increased risk of surface water flooding within
the site or elsewhere.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD10

Site name

Land at Radcliffe on Trent Golf Club (east)

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RAD/I

Existing use

Golf club practice area

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/009

SHLAA site ref

704

Ideas for mitigtion

90A), are less regular and day time only. Within walking distance of
main village centre and more frequent bus service. Developing this site
for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car.
Overall neutral effect
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, with no means of
mitigating this effect given the sites character. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some
additional housing, but a negative effect due to the loss of part of a recreational facility. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral
effect in relation to transport objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD11

Site name

North of Holme Lane

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

6.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

115

Green Belt ref

RAD/K

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/010

SHLAA site ref

833

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 34 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to connect development with Wharf Lane Recreation
Ground which borders the site.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no identified heritage assets within the site, or in close
proximity. Development would effect the setting of Radcliffe, altering
the appearance of the village when approaching on Holme Lane and
rights of way.

As advised in the LVIA, boundary vegetation should
be retained.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within or adjacent
to the site. The site however consists of individual paddocks which may
contain locally important flora. It is also bounded by hedgerows and
treebelts along the disused railway line and Holme Lane. These are
LBAP priority habitats.

LBAP priority habitats should be preserved and
enhanced to ensure their contribution to the local
ecological network is maintained. Adverse impacts
on priority habitats should be avoided, mitigated,
or, as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

The aggregate LVIA score is: 55/100. The site comprises a number of
fields in equestrian usage on the north‐western corner of Radcliffe on
Trent. Within the study area is a low landscape value, which is partly a
result of lack of representativeness of the LCA, as well as a number of
human detractors present within the study area. The landscape

Mature boundary vegetation should be retained
and enhanced.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD11

Site name

North of Holme Lane

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

6.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

115

Green Belt ref

RAD/K

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/010

SHLAA site ref

833

Ideas for mitigtion

susceptibility is medium, however, due to the fact that the site is not
contiguous with the rest of the settlement and a perceived loss of rural
setting with the development of the site. Overall the landscape
sensitivity is low. In visual terms, there is a low value a result of the site
within the study area, although the site does contribute as part of the
rural setting to this side of the settlement. The site is part of the visual
amenity for recreational receptors, albeit degraded, but the visibility of
the site within its surroundings is low, resulting in a low visual
susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is also low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Site is identified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is Floodzone 2. Latest SFRA data identify that with present
defences, the site is not at risk of flooding. The whole site is also at a
low risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is within a 5 minute walk of the main bus route to Nottingham
along Main Road (services every 10 minutes). The village centre is also
within walking distance of the site. As with all new residential
development, it will inevitably result in an increased use of the private
car and congestion. On balance however, there is considered to be a a
positive impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD11

Site name

North of Holme Lane

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

6.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

115

Green Belt ref

RAD/K

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/010

SHLAA site ref

833

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a slight
positive effect in relation to transport objective. The site is within walking distance of both frequent public transport and the village centre.
Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD12

Site name

Land to the north of Shelford Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

9.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

RAD/C

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/011

SHLAA site ref

835

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 45 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

0

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. The size of the site prevents
the delivery of significant on‐site recreational space. Bingham Playing
Fields and Wharf Lane Recreation Ground are 20 ‐ 25 minute walk from
the site.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Shelford Lodge is adjacent to the site and contains local interest
buildings which are historically linked to neighbouring agricultural land.
Site includes archaeological remains including Neolithic flint scatters,
immediately to north a medieval (possibly roman) gallows mound
(Gibbet Hill) is located. The remoteness and isolation of this non‐
designated feature within landscape would be adversely affected.
Development would significantly effect the setting of Radcliffe, altering
the appearance of the village when approaching on the Shelford Road.

Avoid development of northern part of site within
60 metres of Gibbet Hill. Setting of Shelford Lodge
should be protected. LVIA considers the visual
effects cannot be mitigated.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site. It is
however bounded by the Trent Bluffs Clough LWS to the north. Indirect
effects upon this site should be avoided, mitigated, or, as a last resort
compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

The aggregate LVIA score is 62/100. Site RAD/011 comprises arable land Due to the prominent location, the visual and
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Indirect effects upon the neighbouring LWS should
be avoided, mitigated, or, as a last resort
compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD12

Site name

Land to the north of Shelford Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

9.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

RAD/C

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/011

SHLAA site ref

835

Ideas for mitigtion

on the north‐eastern edge of Radcliffe on Trent, which contains a
landscape impacts, resulting from the development
ridgeline. The study area is generally of high landscape quality with
of this site, cannot be mitigated.
strong perceptual aspects and these factor in to its medium landscape
value. In terms of landscape susceptibility, development of the site
would result in the loss of the strong rural edge, as well as increased
prominence of housing within the surrounding area as a result of the
landform of the site. The landscape susceptibility and sensitivity are
both medium. Visually, there is little value derived from the site,
although it does contribute to the rural setting to the settlement. The
visual susceptibility is medium, however, as the site forms part of the
strong rural edge for residential and recreational receptors and is highly
visible in its surroundings. Overall the visual sensitivity is medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is Grade 2 and Grade 4 agricultural land. Grade 2 is best and
most versatile land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due
to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Flood Zone 1. The site is not at risk of surface water
flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
Whilst the site is adjacent to a services to Nottingham, these services
are hourly during the daytime (Rushcliffe Villager). More services are
available, but these are within the centre of the village. Due to

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

D258

Loss of high grade agricultural land cannot be
mitigated. Development should incorporate
sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RAD12

Site name

Land to the north of Shelford Road

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

9.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

150

Green Belt ref

RAD/C

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/011

SHLAA site ref

835

Ideas for mitigtion

distances from the village centre and main employment and shopping
areas, schools and community facilities developing this site for housing
will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion.
Negative effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect that could not be
mitigated due to the sites prominence. There is a negative impact on natural resources as part of the site is best and most versatile agricultural
land. There is also considered to be a negative effect in relation to heritage, given the impact development would have on heritage assets. The
development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of
social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its
location, there is a negative effect in relation to transport objective. The site is only served by an hourly bus service and is sime distance of a
reasonable walking distance to the village centre and its facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.6

Site reference

RAD13

Site name

The Paddocks

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

75

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/012

SHLAA site ref

185

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 22 affordable units. Significant
positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. The size of the site may
prevent the delivery of significant on‐site recreational space. Wharf
Lane Recreation Ground is within a 10 minute walk of the site however.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within the site. Development would effect
the setting of Radcliffe, altering the appearance of the village when
approaching on the Nottingham Road.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site or in
close proximity. The land may contain locally important grassland flora.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated, or, as
a last resort, compensated.

7. Landscape

0

The site has not been assessed within the Local Plan Part 2 LVIA. The
site is contained by existing development, roads and allotments.
Neutral effect.

Where possible, boundary vegetation should be
retained and strengthened.

8. Natural Resources

‐

The land is classified as urban land, however, it is a greenfield site and
adjacen tot Grade 3 classified agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.
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Local Plan reference Policy 5.6

Site reference

RAD13

Site name

The Paddocks

Settlement

Radcliffe on Trent

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

75

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RAD/012

SHLAA site ref

185

Ideas for mitigtion

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Floodzone 1. It does however contain areas which are
at a low risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus services.
The site is adjacent to the main bus route to Nottingham (every 10
minutes). It is also within walking distance of the village centre.
Development will inevitably result in an increased use of the private car
and congestion. Overall slight positive effect.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Development should incorporate SUDS to prevent
any increased risk of surface water flooding within
the site or elsewhere.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a slightly
positive effect in relation to transport objective. The site is near a frequent bus service and within walking distance of the village centre. Overall
there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 6.1

Site reference

RUD01

Site name

Land to the west of Wilford Road (South)

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

6.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

130

Green Belt ref

RUD/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/003

SHLAA site ref

946

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 39 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Site is in close proximity of Sellars Field, which contains a sports pitch
and play area. Health facilities are within a 10 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the site.
Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve access Retention or replacement of play area and playing
to community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result field of equal or better quality.
of allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The land is bounded by the Packman Dyke, this ditch feeds into the
In accordance with the BOMR, ditches should be
Fairham Brook, and is a priority habitat, identified in the LBAP. The dyke buffered and managed to improve connectivity of
is also identified as an existing wetland in the BOMR.
water bodies, biodiversity and reduce diffuse water
pollution. Direct adverse effects or indirect effects
on nature conservation sites downstream should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LIVIA score: 55/100. Site RUD/003 is comprises a play area
and set‐aside field on the northern edge of Ruddington. Landscape
value within the study area is low, owing in part to the lack of both
conservation interests and recreational value. There is also a low
landscape susceptibility, with development of the site forming an
extension of the urban edge and resulting in no loss of key
characteristics. The landscape sensitivity is overall low. In visual terms,
D262

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Trees in play area should be retained. The play area
itself should be retained and form a landscape
buffer to retain recreational resource.

Local Plan reference Policy 6.1

Site reference

RUD01

Site name

Land to the west of Wilford Road (South)

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

6.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

130

Green Belt ref

RUD/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/003

SHLAA site ref

946

Ideas for mitigtion

there is limited value apart from the presence of the play area.
However, the visual susceptibility is medium, with the site forming part
of the rural setting for a medium number of receptors and generally
being visible within its surroundings, particularly when viewed from the
north. The visual sensitivity is medium overall.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that there is Grade 2 agricultural land in
Development should incorporate sustainable design.
addition to an 'urban' classification for part of the site although the land
is not urban. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to
increased vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐‐

Significant areas of land adjacent to Packman Dyke and Wilford Road
are within Flood Zone 3. The majority of the remaining area is within
Flood Zone 2.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is adjacent to Wilford Road and regular bus services to
Nottingham (every 20 minutes). It is also within a 10 minute walk of the
village centre. Whilst development will inevitably lead to increased use
of the private car and congestion, overall the provision of public
transport and proximity to the village centre result in a slightly positive
impact.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
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Sequential test (establishing whether alternative
sites within Flood Zone 1 exist) has been carried out
on the site which it passed. An exception test
(mitigation measures) must be applied in order to
allocate this site.

Local Plan reference Policy 6.1

Site reference

RUD01

Site name

Land to the west of Wilford Road (South)

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

6.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

130

Green Belt ref

RUD/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/003

SHLAA site ref

946

Ideas for mitigtion

generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could possibly be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a major
negative effect in terms of flood risk, therefore sequential test and exception test would be required. There is considered to be a neutral effect in
relation to heritage assets. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate
change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a major positive impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional
housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities. There is a neutral effect in relation to transport
objectives. The site is on a main bus route, however it is effect in relation to transport objectives. It is on a main bus route and within walking
distance of faculties. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation to the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD02

Site name

Land to the west of Wilford Road (North)

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

22.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

390

Green Belt ref

RUD/B

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/004

SHLAA site ref

216 (part)

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 132 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

+

Site is in close proximity of Sellars Field, which contains a sports pitch
and play area. Health facilities are within a 10 minute walk.

Loss of Sellers field should be compensated through
provision of replacement recreational space.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the site.
Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The Packman Dyke runs through the site, this ditch feeds into the
Fairham Brook (LWS and SSSI), and is a priority habitat, identified in the
LBAP. The dyke is also identified as an existing wetland in the BOMR.
The dismantled railway is a LWS and SSSI designated for its importance
as a habitat for wildflowers and forms and part of the ecological
network. This site splits this wildlife corridor.

7. Landscape

‐

LVIA aggregate score: 60/100. The site comprises arable fields, rough
Play area and avenue of trees should be retained.
ground and a play area on the northern edge of Ruddington. The
Wider area of arable land north of the Packman
landscape value is low, partly as a result of the lack of recreational value Dyke should be retained as a landscape buffer.
and conservation interests. However, the site forms a green wedge
between Ruddington and West Bridgford and its development would
introduce perceived
coalescence between the two. The landscape susceptibility and
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In accordance with the BOMR, ditches should be
buffered and managed to improve connectivity of
water bodies, biodiversity and reduce diffuse water
pollution. Direct adverse effects or indirect effects
on nature conservation sites downstream should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD02

Site name

Land to the west of Wilford Road (North)

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

22.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

390

Green Belt ref

RUD/B

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/004

SHLAA site ref

216 (part)

Ideas for mitigtion

sensitivity are both medium. The visual value of site is medium owing to
its role as the visual separation between settlements. Visual
susceptibility is also medium ‐ the site contributes to the visual amenity
of residential receptors and is relatively open with some long views.
Overall the visual sensitivity is medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 2 agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐‐

Significant areas of land adjacent to Packman Dyke and Wilford Road
are within Flood Zone 3. The majority of the remaining area south of
the Dyke is within Flood Zone 2. Land to the north is Flood Zone 1.

Avoid development south of the Dyke. Otherwise,
the sequential test (establishing whether
alternative sites within Flood Zone 1 exist) and
exception test (mitigation measures) must be
applied in order to allocate this site.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Although the site is adjacent to Wilford Road and bus services to
Nottingham (every half an hour), due to distances from the village
centre (especially from the northern half of this site) . Developing this
site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car
and congestion. Neutral effects.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD02

Site name

Land to the west of Wilford Road (North)

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

22.4

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

390

Green Belt ref

RUD/B

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/004

SHLAA site ref

216 (part)

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could possibly be mitigated. The site lies adjacent to a SSSI, so an adequate buffer should be provided. In terms
of landscape, the effects are negative, with no mitigation identified. There is considered to be a neutral effect in relation to heritage assets. The
development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of
social objectives, there would be a major positive impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site
would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a neutral effect in relation to
transport objectives. Whilst on a main bus route, the site is some distance away from facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation
to the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD03

Site name

Land adj St Peter's Junior School

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RUD/C

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture/Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/002

SHLAA site ref

207

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. St Marys Community
Park is a 14 minute walk. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the site.
Adjacent archaeological alert ARCH/3560 ‐ Pre 1835 Brick
Kiln/Industrial complex. Neutral effect.

Possible 18th century industrial complex ‐
development possible subject to archaeological
investigation ‐ nature of archaeology should be
readily detectable. Ensure design and layout
complies with core strategy policy 10.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows in varied
condition which are a LBAP habitat and the pasture may contain locally
important neutral grassland plant species. The BOMR identifies land
surrounding the site as grassland area. Minor negative.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 47/100. The site is an area of rough ground which No mitigation is proposed.
lies to the west of the A60 and just to the north of Ruddington. There is
D268

Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Any adverse effects
on the site or wider grassland ecological network
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD03

Site name

Land adj St Peter's Junior School

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RUD/C

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture/Fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/002

SHLAA site ref

207

Ideas for mitigtion

a low landscape value within the study area as a result of the lack of
conservation interests and recreational value, as well as the low scenic
quality. In terms of the landscape susceptibility to change, this is
medium as the site would form an urban extension between the main
block of Ruddington and the cluster of properties on Old Loughborough
Road, joining the two. This would lead to an increased perception of
built form and potentially increased perception of coalescence between
West Bridgford and Ruddington. The landscape sensitivity is low overall.
Visually, the site has little value and also a low visual susceptibility given
the low visibility of the site as well as the site not contributing to the
visual amenity of either transport or recreational receptors. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is classified as Grade 2 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design

9. Flooding

‐

Flood Zone 1. A small area of the site in the south west corner is
susceptible to surface water flooding.

SUDS should be incorporated to mitigate
contribution to surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Whilst the site is adjacent to the A60 and regular bus services to
Nottingham, the site is some distance from the centre of Ruddington.
As with all sites, developing the site for housing will inevitably lead to
increased use of the private car and congestion. Overall the transport
impacts are neutral.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD03

Site name

Land adj St Peter's Junior School

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RUD/C

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Pasture/Fallow

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/002

SHLAA site ref

207

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these potentially could be mitigated. In terms of landscape the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a minor negative
effect in relation to heritage assets, however harm should be easy to avoid. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will
inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site
would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect
against this objective. There is a neutral effect in relation to transport objectives. Whilst on a main bus route, the site is some distance away from
facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation to the economic objectives.

D270

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD04

Site name

Easthorpe House and adjacent land

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

RUD/I

Existing use

Private Parkland

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/007

SHLAA site ref

712

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 4 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. St Mary's Community
Park is a short 5 minute walk. Medical centre is a 10 minute walk.
Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

Easthorpe House is a Grade II listed building. The development of this
building's grounds would significantly affect the setting of the building.
The southern section of the site is within Ruddington's Conservation
Area and has been identified as a positive open space in the Townscape
Appraisal. The grounds are also identified locally as a Historic Park and
Garden.

Difficult to achieve any meaningful mitigation given
size of site and heritage assets present ‐ harm to
heritage assets will be inevitable and likely near
substantial

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation assets within or in close
proximity of the site. The site itself contains formal park land, which
forms the setting of Easthorpe House. Parkland is a identified as a
priority habitat within the BAP.

Any adverse effects upon priority habitats or
species should be avoided, mitigated or as a last
resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 69/100. Site RUD/007 comprises a listed building
with parkland‐like surroundings that are included as part of the
Ruddington Conservation Area on the western edge of the village of

Effects of development upon the site cannot be
mitigated without losing essential strong character.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD04

Site name

Easthorpe House and adjacent land

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

RUD/I

Existing use

Private Parkland

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/007

SHLAA site ref

712

Ideas for mitigtion

Ruddington. There is a medium level of landscape value within the
study area, owing partly to the high landscape quality and number of
conservation interests in the study area, as well as a close
representativeness to the character of the LCA. The landscape
susceptibility is also medium, which is derived from the loss of both a
listed building and part of the conservation area, as well as the
perception of extension of the settlement into open countryside.
Overall, the landscape sensitivity is considered to be medium. In visual
terms, there is a medium value arising from the site due to its inclusion
in the conservation area, as well as the bench opposite site indicating
visual value. The visual susceptibility is also medium as the site forms
part of the visual amenity for both residential and transport receptors,
the number of which is medium due to the site's village edge location.
Visual sensitivity of the site is overall medium.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within Floodzone 1.

10. Waste

0

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within a 5 minute walk of regular half hour bus services to
Nottingham and Loughborough and the village centre. The proximity of
the site to regular bus services, the village centre would lead to a minor
positive effect over other sites.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD04

Site name

Easthorpe House and adjacent land

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

15

Green Belt ref

RUD/I

Existing use

Private Parkland

Commentary

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/007

SHLAA site ref

712

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, and the effect cannot be mitigated.
There is considered to be a significant negative effect in relation to heritage assets which cannot be mitigated, given the listed building, its setting
and the conservation area. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate
change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for additional housing.
Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a slight
positive effect in relation to transport objectives. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 6.2

Site reference

RUD05

Site name

Land south of Flawforth Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

2.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RUD/K

Existing use

Former nursery

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/008

SHLAA site ref

549

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 15 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Elms Park and St
Mary's Community Park are both within a 10 minute walk. Medical
centre is a 10 minute walk. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

Potential harm to setting of Easthorpe House to the north, although this
is some distance away, and the site is screened in part from its setting
by a hedgerow. Adjacent to part of Ruddington conservation area in the
south western corner of the site. Neutral effect.

Ensure the design and layout of the development
complies with Core Strategy Policy 10. Retain the
established trees to contribute to the landscape
buffer and reduce adverse impact on the village
character. The part of the Conservation Area
adjacent the site is open agricultural land, so
development should preserve this agricultural
character.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site or Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
in close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows in varied
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
condition which are a LBAP habitat.
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
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Local Plan reference Policy 6.2

Site reference

RUD05

Site name

Land south of Flawforth Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

2.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RUD/K

Existing use

Former nursery

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/008

SHLAA site ref

549

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
compensated.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 48/100. The site is an area of brownfield land
Mature vegetation on the boundary should be
which was formerly a nursery on the western edge of Ruddington; it
maintained.
forms part of the setting for the Ruddington Conservation Area but the
variable site quality does not contribute a great deal to it. Within the
study area, there is a medium scenic quality and a close
representativeness to the landscape character as assessed by
Nottinghamshire County Council; these both contribute to a medium
landscape value. There would be no loss of key characteristics within
the study area and the site would be perceived as an extension to the
existing urban edge. There would be an overall low landscape
susceptibility and low landscape sensitivity. Looking at visual amenity,
there is little value attached to the site within the study area, except for
its role as part of the setting to the Ruddington Conservation Area. The
site does not bear much relation to the visual amenity of residential and
transport receptors and has a low visual susceptibility. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 2 agricultural land
Development should incorporate sustainable design.
however not in agricultural use. Development will indirectly reduce air
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Site is within Flood Zone 1. A small area of the site adjacent to
Flawforth Lane is identified as being at a medium/low risk of surface
water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.
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Design should incorporate SUDS to avoid/mitigate
surface water drainage issues.

Local Plan reference Policy 6.2

Site reference

RUD05

Site name

Land south of Flawforth Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

2.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

RUD/K

Existing use

Former nursery

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/008

SHLAA site ref

549

Ideas for mitigtion

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within a 5 minute walk of regular half hour bus services to
Nottingham and Loughborough and the village centre. As with all
residential development, the use of the private car may have an impact
on congestion and pollution issues. Overall, slight positive in terms of
the transport objective.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

Summary

The development of this site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats,
however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be provided in
terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. There is considered to be a neutral effect in relation to heritage assets. The development of the
site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting
local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a slight positive effect in relation to transport objectives. Overall there
would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD06

Site name

Land at Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

RUD/L

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/009

SHLAA site ref

431

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 9 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Elms Park, St Mary's
Park and Countrypark are all within a 10 minute walk. Medical centre is
a 10 minute walk. Neutral effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

Site is within Ruddington Conservation Area. Potential harm to positive
open space within conservation area, which covers the whole of the
site. Panoramic view identified across the site. There are no listed
buildings or locally recognised heritage assets within the site or in close
proximity.

Sensitive design and layout required to minimise
effect on the character of the site. Limited
opportunity to maintain views and positive site
characteristics, harm likely less than substantial but
site likely cannot deliver the wider public benefits
to outweigh it. See comments against RUD13

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within or in close
Hedgerows and shelterbelts should be protected
proximity of the site. It is however bounded by well established
and enhanced.
hedgerows, including along the A60. Hedgerows are a LBAP habitat and
their conservation and enhancement, alongside the creation of
shelterbelts is promoted in the BOMR as they provide important wildlife
corridors between habitats as well as being of biodiversity value
themselves.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD06

Site name

Land at Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

RUD/L

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/009

SHLAA site ref

431

Ideas for mitigtion

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 55/100. The site is a pocket of pasture on the
eastern edge of Ruddington and is contained within the Ruddington
Conservation Area. The landscape sensitivity of the site is medium
overall, mostly as a result of the medium landscape value within the
study area. This landscape value is derived from the number of
conservation interests and recreational value, as well as the
representativeness of the study area to the LCA. Landscape
susceptibility is low, although removal of the mature boundary
vegetation would result in a perceived loss of enclosure and affect
some of the characteristics of the conservation area. The conservation
area adds visual value, but there is little else which results in an overall
low visual value. The site bears little relation to surrounding receptors
owing to its degree of enclosure and therefore has low susceptibility in
visual terms. The visual sensitivity is also low.

Retention of existing mature hedges and tree belts
on boundaries.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the site is Grade 2 agricultural land .
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Flood Zone 1 and the site is not at risk of surface water Design should incorporate SUDS to avoid/mitigate
flooding.
surface water drainage issues.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within a short walk of regular half hour bus services to
Nottingham and Loughborough and the village centre. As with all

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD06

Site name

Land at Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

RUD/L

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/009

SHLAA site ref

431

Ideas for mitigtion

residential development, the use of the private car may have an impact
on congestion and pollution issues. Overall, slight positive in terms of
the transport objective.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral impact.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. There is however considered to be a significant negative effect in relation to heritage
assets, which would be difficult to mitigate against. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with
waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective.
Slightly positive effect in relation to housing and its location near public transport and distance to village centre. Overall there would be a neutral
effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD07

Site name

Land north west of Asher Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

9.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

200

Green Belt ref

RUD/N

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/006

SHLAA site ref

553

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 60 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

2. Health

+

Site is in close proximity of the countrypark and wider recreational
network of rights of way. It is also close to the Vicarage Lane Playing
Field. Health facilities are located in the centre of the village which is a
10 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the site.
Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is adjacent to the Ruddington Disused Railway and Rushcliffe
Country park. The Country park is designated as both Local Wildlife site
and Local Nature Reserve, whilst the disused railway is a local wildlife
site. Combined they provide a green wildlife corridor and recreational
route around Ruddington's southern and western edge.

The railway corridor should be protected and
enhanced. The site is bounded by hedgerows which
are a LBAP priority habitat. The BOMR promotes
the protection and improvements of hedgerows
and shelterbelts.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 53/100. The site is an arable field on the south‐
western edge of Ruddington, adjacent to two sets of allotments. Along
the south‐east site boundary runs Ruddington Footpath 6, with
Rushcliffe Country Park opposite. The landscape value of the study area
is medium owing to the medium landscape quality, the close
representativeness of the study area to the LCA, and the high

Landscape planting should retain existing hedges
particularly along the south eastern boundary. A
landscape buffer should be created either side of
the allotments to protect recreational value of the
allotments and Country Park.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD07

Site name

Land north west of Asher Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

9.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

200

Green Belt ref

RUD/N

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/006

SHLAA site ref

553

Ideas for mitigtion

recreational value. There would be no loss of key characteristics and
development of the site would appear as a relatively logical extension
to the settlement, albeit slightly changing the perception of Asher Lane.
The landscape susceptibility is therefore low and the landscape
sensitivity also low. Visually, there is a limited value. The site forms part
of the visual amenity for residential receptors and there is a medium
number of potential receptors; but the limited visibility of the site lends
itself to a low visual susceptibility and overall a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is urban however there are no
urban features within the site. A small area to the south of the site is
classified as Grade 2 (BMV) which better reflects the site's
characteristics. Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to
increased vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Site is within Flood Zone 1. Land along the site's northern boundary is at SUDS should be incorporated into the design to
high, medium and low risk of flooding
reduce risk of and contribution to surface water run‐
off.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within a 10 minute walk of bus services to Nottingham. As
with sites. Development for housing purposes would inevitably lead to
increased use of the private car and congestion. Positive effect when
assessed against Decision making criteria.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD07

Site name

Land north west of Asher Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

9.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

200

Green Belt ref

RUD/N

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/006

SHLAA site ref

553

Ideas for mitigtion

generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. The site lies adjacent to Ruddington Country Park (a designated LWS and LNR) and Wilwell Railway
Cutting (a SSSI and LNR). Sensitive design and appropriate mitigation as outlined should therefore be followed in order to minimse impact.There is
a negative impact in relation to natural resources, given that part of the site is indicated to contain best and most versatile agricultural land. There
is considered to be a neutral effect in relation to landscape, and further mitigation could be provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and
design. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives.
There would be a slightly positive effect in terms of the transport objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that
the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive
effect against this objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD08

Site name

Land west of Pasture Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

18.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

300

Green Belt ref

RUD/O

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/005

SHLAA site ref

353

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 90 affordable units. Significant positive
effect.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Vicarage Lane is 0.5
miles (11 minute walk) from the site. Neutral effect.

Site offers opportunity to provide multifunctional
GI, including recreation.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the site.
Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site is directly adjacent to the Fairham Brook Local Nature Reserve,
a Notts Wildlife managed Site. The site is valued for its grassland and
scrub, which has been adversely affected by canalisation of the brook,
lowering of the water table and urban edge effects. The site is also
bounded by a ditch on its southern side. Brooks and ditches are a LBAP
priority habitat.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 55/100. The site is a wedge of arable land which
The majority of the west of the site should form a
separates the settlements of Ruddington and Clifton. Recently there has landscape buffer.
been development on Pasture Lane near the site's eastern boundary,
which contributes to the site's urban fringe character. The study area is
of low landscape value, which is partly as a result of the low amount of
scenic quality, as well as the lack of conservation interests and
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Development should avoid, mitigate or compensate
for any direct or indirect effects on the LWS or
priority habitats. The ditches and Fairham Brook
should be buffered to protect and enhance the
wildlife corridor and its biodiversity. Buffering will
also reduce diffuse water pollution.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD08

Site name

Land west of Pasture Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

18.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

300

Green Belt ref

RUD/O

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/005

SHLAA site ref

353

Ideas for mitigtion

recreational value. However, owing to the potential for perceived
coalescence, there is a medium landscape susceptibility. The landscape
sensitivity is overall low. In visual terms, aside from the site forming a
visual break between settlements, there is little visual value associated
with the site. The site is a small part of the rural setting for residential
receptors, contributing to a low visual susceptibility. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 2 agricultural land and
'urban' however there are no urban features within the site.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

Land adjacent to the ditch on the southern boundary is within Flood
Zone 3.

Development on land within Flood Zone 3and 2
should be avoided. Otherwise, the sequential test
(establishing whether alternative sites within Flood
Zone 1 exist) and exception test (mitigation
measures) must be applied in order to allocate this
site.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

0

Although the site is in close proximity of Clifton Road and bus services
to Nottingham (Navy Line 3 (every 20 minutes), due to distances from
the village centre (16 minute walk) and main employment and
shopping areas, schools and community facilities, developing this site
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Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD08

Site name

Land west of Pasture Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

18.7

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

300

Green Belt ref

RUD/O

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/005

SHLAA site ref

353

Ideas for mitigtion

for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
congestion. Neutral effects.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict
with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective.
There is considered to be a neutral effect when assessing the site against transport objectives. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the
economic objectives.

D285

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD09

Site name

Land south of Landmere Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/F

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/001

SHLAA site ref

208

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 3 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Sellers Field is a 30
minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no identified heritage assets within or in close proximity to
the site.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

0

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ has the potential to help to sustain local shops,
schools, public houses and community facilities, although these are
some distance away. Neutral effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interest within or adjacent Any adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or
to the site. The paddock may contain locally important lowland grass
as a last resort compensated.
species and the neighbouring woodland is a priority habitat.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 47/100. The site is a field currently used for
equestrian grazing which is situated adjacent to a cluster of
development which is separate from the main settlement of
Ruddington. This development has a distinctive character which arises
from its well‐treed appearance and the low density of existing housing.
The landscape value of the study area is medium, arising from the good
level of maintenance within the landscape, as well as the
representativeness of the study area with relation to the LCA in which it
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Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

TPO trees at the entrance to the site should be
retained. Landscape buffer should protect TPO
trees on Mickleborough Hill to the rear of the site.
Development should be low density to reflect
existing development.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD09

Site name

Land south of Landmere Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/F

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/001

SHLAA site ref

208

Ideas for mitigtion

sits. Whilst development of the site would result in the potential for
perception of increased density and localised loss of character, there
would be no notable loss of key characteristics and an overall low
landscape susceptibility. The landscape sensitivity is low. There is little
value in terms of visual amenity, and the visual susceptibility is also low
due to the limited number of receptors and the screening of the site
with built form and vegetation. Overall the visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 3 agricultural land
Development should incorporate sustainable design
however not in agricultural use. Development will indirectly reduce air
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within Floodzone 1.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

Whilst Ruddington well is served by public transport, these bus services
are half a mile from the site. Due to distances from these stops, the
centre of Ruddington and the main employment and shopping areas,
schools and community facilities, developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion. Slight
negative effects.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

SUDS should be incorporated to mitigate
contribution to surface water flooding.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD09

Site name

Land south of Landmere Lane

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/F

Existing use

Paddock

Commentary

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/001

SHLAA site ref

208

Ideas for mitigtion

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict
with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is potentially a slight negative effect in relation to transport objective. Overall
there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.

D288

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD10

Site name

Land adjacent to Landmere Farm

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

5

Green Belt ref

RUD/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/001

SHLAA site ref

371

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a very limited contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and as the total number of units does not exceed 4
units, it would not deliver any affordable units . Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Sellers Field is a 30
minute walk. Doctors surgeries are also a 30 minute walk. Public
transport is a 15 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the site.
Historical records indicate that archaeological interest is limited in this
area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. The paddock may contain locally important
lowland grass species and the neighbouring woodland (with TPO) is a
priority habitat.

Phase 1 habitat survey should be undertaken with
planning application. The design and layout should
protect and enhance priority habitats ensuring they
are connected internally and with the wider
countryside.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA has combined RUD9 and RUD10. Aggregate LVIA score: 47/100.
The site is a field currently used for equestrian grazing which is situated
adjacent to a cluster of development which is separate from the main
settlement of Ruddington. This development has a distinctive character
which arises from its well‐treed appearance and the low density of
existing housing. The landscape value of the study area is medium,

Create buffer to TPO boundary. Develop at low
density to match existing residential area.
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Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD10

Site name

Land adjacent to Landmere Farm

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

5

Green Belt ref

RUD/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/001

SHLAA site ref

371

Ideas for mitigtion

arising from the good level of maintenance within the landscape, as
well as the representativeness of the study area with relation to the LCA
in which it sits. Whilst development of the site would result in the
potential for perception of increased density and localised loss of
character, there would be no notable loss of key characteristics and an
overall low landscape susceptibility. The landscape sensitivity is low.
There is little value in terms of visual amenity, and the visual
susceptibility is also low due to the limited number of receptors and the
screening of the site with built form and vegetation. Overall the visual
sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 3 agricultural land
however not in agricultural use. Development will inevitably reduce air
quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to access employment,
education, shops and services. Development would inevitably use
natural resources during construction and occupation.

9. Flooding

0

Site is within Flood Zone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

Whilst Ruddington well is served by public transport, these bus services
are half a mile from the site. Due to distances from these stops, the
centre of Ruddington and the main employment and shopping areas,
schools and community facilities, developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion. Slight
negative effects.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD10

Site name

Land adjacent to Landmere Farm

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

5

Green Belt ref

RUD/G

Existing use

Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/001

SHLAA site ref

371

Ideas for mitigtion

However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.
14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict
with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is potentially a major negative effect in relation to transport objective. Overall
there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD11

Site name

Old Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

2.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/012

SHLAA site ref

839

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution in relation to the provision of
housing

2. Health

0

There are no publicly accessible open spaces within close proximity of
the site. St Mary's park is the nearest (14 min walk). Health facilities are
located in the centre of the village which is a 20 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

Southern tip of the site covered by archaeological alert ARCH/3560 ‐
Pre 1835 Brick Kiln/Industrial complex. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10. It is likely that there are no
archaeological remains on this site. Development is
possible subject to archaeological investigation ‐
nature of archaeology should be readily detectable.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site contains grassland which may contain lowland neutral
grassland species of local importance (lowland neutral grassland is a
BAP priority habitat). It is also bounded by and contains mature
hedgerows and treebelts which are also BAP priority habitats. The
Biodiversity Opportunity Area Report (BOAR) identifies the land as
existing grassland and encourages the retention of grassland strips,
shelterbelts, protection and restoration of hedgerows in order to
increase their biodiversity and performance as wildlife corridors.

Retention of grassland strips, shelterbelts,
protection and restoration of hedgerows in order to
increase their biodiversity and performance as
wildlife corridors.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 58/100. The site is made up of two pastoral fields

The effects of developing this site upon the
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD11

Site name

Old Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

2.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/012

SHLAA site ref

839

Ideas for mitigtion

immediately east of Loughborough Road. There are two PRoW within
landscape and visual amenity cannot be mitigated.
the study area with Ruddington BW3 running along the south‐eastern
boundary of the site. The study area also contains a golf course. There
are few conservational interests within the study area, some TPOs and a
listed building
but little else. There is an overall low landscape value within the study
area due to a degree of human influence and local highways affecting
tranquillity. There is a medium susceptibility to change with some loss
of rural character and a perceived increase in built form and density.
The sensitivity of the landscape character is medium overall.
Visually, there is a low level of value derived from recreational value.
The site forms part of the setting for recreational and residential
receptors, and the visual susceptibility is medium. Overall, there is low
visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is a mix of grade 2 and grade 3
agricultural land, although appears to be fallow. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

The site is within Flood Zone 1 and is not at risk of surface water
flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

Although the site is within a 5 minute walk of regular bus services to
Nottingham and Loughborough, due to distances from the village

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Loss of best and most versatile land cannot be
mitigated. Development should incorporate
sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD11

Site name

Old Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

2.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/E

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/012

SHLAA site ref

839

Ideas for mitigtion

centre and main employment and shopping areas, schools and
community facilities, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead
to increased use of the private car and congestion. Neutral effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral impact.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

Summary

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a slight
negative effect in relation to heritage assets, however these effects are considered to be mitigable. The development of the site for housing and
their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a slight
positive impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local
facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective, whilst the site is within walking
distance of public transport it is not within walking distance of the local centre, and the road is unlit. Overall there would be a neutral effect in
relation to the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD12

Site name

Land to the east of Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

60

Green Belt ref

RUD/J

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/011

SHLAA site ref

838

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 18 affordable units. Minor positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

+

Site is an 8 minute walk from Elms Park (0.5 miles). Health facilities are
located in the centre of the village which is a 10 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

The site provides open views of Easthorpe House, which is Grade II
listed. The development of this land would affect the rural setting of
this building when viewed from the south on Flawforth Lane. The
eastern side of the site is within Ruddington's Conservation Area. The
site is identified as a positive open space which contributes to the
character of the area.

Open views of Easthorpe House and the rural
character/setting of Ruddington should be
preserved. Harm to heritage assets will be
inevitable and likely near substantial. Given its
rural/open appearance, mitigating the effects of
development on the conservation area will be
challenging.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site, or in
close proximity. The land however is bounded by hedgerows of varied
age and condition. In addition to hedgerows the site contains a number
of mature trees.

Hedgerows are identified as a LBAP priority habitat
and the BOMR highlights the need to protect and
enhance their quality and connectivity. Shelterbelts
should also be incorporated into the design,
adjacent to hedgerows in order to improve the
wildlife corridors. Mature trees should be retained.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 59/100. The site comprises one arable field
located immediately east of A60 and north of Flawforth Lane. There are

Effects of development cannot be mitigated
without losing character or effecting visual amenity.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD12

Site name

Land to the east of Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

60

Green Belt ref

RUD/J

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/011

SHLAA site ref

838

Ideas for mitigtion

some PRoW's within the study area and a distinct lack of public open
space. There are a good number of conservational interests within the
study area with part of the site overlapping with Ruddington
Conservation Area. There is an overall medium landscape value within
the study area due to the conservation area displaying strong aesthetic
qualities. There is a medium susceptibility to change with the loss of
part of the conservation area, and the extension of the urban fringe.
The sensitivity of the landscape character is medium overall. Visually,
the site is recognised as forming part of the conservation area. There is
a medium number of potential receptors as the site is on the village
edge and in close proximity to a busy A road. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium as the site forms part of the rural amenity for
the village with some open views. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 2 agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

The site is in Flood Zone 1. A very small area within the south east
corner is at medium risk of surface water flooding.

Design should incorporate SUDS to avoid/mitigate
surface water drainage issues.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is in close proximity of bus stops on the A60 which provide
regular half hour bus services to Nottingham and Loughborough.
Development for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD12

Site name

Land to the east of Loughborough Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

3.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

60

Green Belt ref

RUD/J

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/011

SHLAA site ref

838

Ideas for mitigtion

private car and contribution to congestion. Notwithstandng this, the
proximity of the site to regular bus services, the village centre and
access onto Flawforth Avenue/A60 result in a slight positive impact on
transport issues.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral impact.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

Summary

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could possibly be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be significant
negative effects in relation to heritage assets, which are unable to be properly mitigated against. The development of the site for housing and their
occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive
impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities
which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective, with the site being within easy walking
distance of public transport and walking distance of the local centre. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation to the economic
objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 6.3

Site reference

RUD13

Site name

Land opposite Mere Way

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

8.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

RUD/M

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/010

SHLAA site ref

841

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

++

Site would make a valuable contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 51 affordable units. Significant
positive effect.

2. Health

+

Site is in close proximity (500m) of the country park . It is also close to
Elms Park (300m). Health facilities are located in the centre of the
village which is a 15 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

There are no heritage assets within site. There are no heritage assets
within or in close proximity to the site. Potential harm to panoramic
view from Loughborough Road out of conservation area, however view
is limited by significant hedgerow along western boundary.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policies 10 and 11. Rural character of
neighbouring land within the Conservation Area
should be protected. Potential impact on views out
of conservation area, however harm likely minor.
Site could potentially be developed alongside RUD6
and RUD14 if these are utilised for public open
space/ water attenuation to maintain open
character.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of the development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site, or in
close proximity. Rushcliffe Country park is 200m west, beyond the A60
and business units within Ruddington Business Park. The land however
is bounded by and contains hedgerows of varied biodiversity and
condition.
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Hedgerows are identified as a LBAP priority habitat
and the BOMR highlights the need to protect and
enhance their quality and connectivity. Shelterbelts
should also be incorporated into the design,
adjacent to hedgerows in order to improve the

Local Plan reference Policy 6.3

Site reference

RUD13

Site name

Land opposite Mere Way

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

8.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

RUD/M

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/010

SHLAA site ref

841

Ideas for mitigtion
wildlife corridors.

7. Landscape

0

Aggregate LVIA score: 57/100. RUD/010 comprises two arable fields on
the south‐eastern edge of Ruddington, lying adjacent to the boundary
of the Ruddington Conservation Area. The site is slightly separate from
the existing settlement edge. A medium landscape value is present in
the study area ‐ this reflects the high representativeness and the
medium number of conservation and recreational assets. Development
of the site would result in the loss of part of the rural setting to the
settlement, as well as a perceived urbanisation, especially as the site is
slightly separate from the existing urban edge. Overall, both the
landscape susceptibility and landscape sensitivity are medium. There is
little visual value attached to the site and its low visibility means that it
does not contribute greatly to the visual amenity of receptors. The
visual value, susceptibility and sensitivity are all low overall.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 2 agricultural land
Development should incorporate sustainable design.
however not in agricultural use. Development will indirectly reduce air
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Although the site is within Flood Zone 1, the land adjacent to the A60 is
at a high risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is close to bus stops which provide regular half hour bus
services to Nottingham and Loughborough. It is however a 15 minute

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Pedestrian and cycle access should be provided
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Provision of landscape buffer along the eastern,
northern and southern boundaries of the site.

Design should incorporate SUDS to avoid/mitigate
surface water drainage issues.

Local Plan reference Policy 6.3

Site reference

RUD13

Site name

Land opposite Mere Way

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

8.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

170

Green Belt ref

RUD/M

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary
walk of the village centre. As with all sites, developing this site for
housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
contribution to congestion, the proximity of the site to regular bus
services, the village centre and access onto the A60 result in a positive
impact on transport issues.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral impact.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral impact.

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/010

SHLAA site ref

841

Ideas for mitigtion
through adjacent sites should these be allocated.

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could possibly be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a slight
negative effect in relation to heritage assets, however these effects are considered to be mitigable. The development of the site for housing and
their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a major
positive impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local
facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a slightly positive effect in relation to transport objective, with the site being
within easy walking distance of public transport and walking distance of the local centre. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation to the
economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD14

Site name

Croft House

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/L

Existing use

Residential

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

857

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 3 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocating this small site for development will not reduce health
inequalities or improve access to health facilities. Recreational space is
in close proximity however and health facilities are within a 15 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

Site is within Ruddington Conservation Area. There are no listed
buildings or locally recognised heritage assets within the site or in close
proximity.

Limited opportunity to maintain views and positive
site characteristics, harm likely less than substantial
but site likely cannot deliver the wider public
benefits to outweigh it.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation sites within the site or in
close proximity. Site is bounded by a mature hedgerow which is a LBAP
priority habitat.

7. Landscape

0

Site has not been assessed within the Landscape Analysis. Neighbouring
site (RUD6) has been assessed however and it has determined the land
was of low landscape and visual sensitivity.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Broad ALC maps identify that the land is Grade 2 agricultural land
however not in agricultural use.Development will inevitably reduce air
quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to access employment,
education, shops and services. Development would inevitably use

D301

Hedgerow should be preserved and enhanced.
Opportunity to integrate and complement GI
delivery within RUD6.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD14

Site name

Croft House

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

1.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/L

Existing use

Residential

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

857

Ideas for mitigtion

natural resources during construction and occupation.
9. Flooding

0

Land is within Floodzone 1 and not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within a short walk of regular half hour bus services to
Nottingham and Loughborough and the village centre. As with all
residential development, the use of the private car may have an impact
on congestion and pollution issues. Overall, slight positive in terms of
the transport objective.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could possibly be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a major
negative effect in relation to heritage assets, and it would be difficult to mitigate against these effects. The development of the site for housing
and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a
positive impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local
facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a slightly positive effect in relation to transport objective, with the site being
within walking distance of public transport and the local centre. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation to the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD15

Site name

Land off North Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

11.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

230

Green Belt ref

RUD/D

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/013

SHLAA site ref

861

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 69 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or improve access to health facilities. It is also within 30 minute walk of
the heath facilities.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

No heritage assets or archaeological records identified within the site
or in close proximity.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Fairham Brook nature reserve (a local wildlife site) is adjacent to the
north west corner of the site. Impacts upon this site, including through
surface water run‐off direct from the site or via Packman Dyke, should
be avoided. Ruddington Disused Railway is also a local wildlife site and
SSSI (also known as Wilwell Farm Cutting)and this comprises part of the
site's eastern boundary. This is designated for its importance as a
habitat for wildflowers. Site is bounded by hedgerows which are a LBAP
priority habitat. These should be protected to ensure ecological
networks and habitat connectivity is maintained.

LWS and priority habitats should be protected to
ensure ecological networks and habitat connectivity
is maintained.

7. Landscape

0

The site scored 42 within the LVIA. The site at RUD/013 comprises an
arable field nestled on the north‐western edge of Ruddington. The
urban context of the site, as well as the lack of conservation interests
and recreational interests in the study area results in a low landscape
value. In addition, the development of the site would be perceived of

Retain mature vegetation, as much as practicable
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If allocated, development could incorporate on site
recreational open space.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD15

Site name

Land off North Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

11.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

230

Green Belt ref

RUD/D

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/013

SHLAA site ref

861

Ideas for mitigtion

infill ‐ which contributes to the
low landscape susceptibility. Overall, there is a low landscape
sensitivity. Visually, the site is relatively well contained by intervening
vegetation, this contributes to a low visual susceptibility. There is also
very little in terms of visual value and the two combine to give a low
visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is identified as being predominantly 'urban' with some Grade 2
agricultural land, although there are no urban features and the site is
used for agricultural purposes. Development will inevitably reduce air
quality indirectly due to increased vehicle use to access employment,
education, shops and services. Development would inevitably use
natural resources during construction and occupation.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐‐

The northern area of the site adjacent to Packman Dyke and Fairham
Brook are within Floodzones 2 and 3.

Avoid development within Floodzones 2 and 3.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

0

he Navy Line 3 bus service on Clifton Road provides regular 20 minute
services to Nottingham and Clifton. These services run between 6.50am
and 11pm. Most of the site some distance away from local facilities
therefore neutral effect.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD15

Site name

Land off North Road

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

11.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

230

Green Belt ref

RUD/D

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/RUD/013

SHLAA site ref

861

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified. Neutral.

The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however these effects could possibly be mitigated. There would be significant effects in relation to the flood risk objective. Areas at risk
of flooding would need to remain undeveloped. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a neutral effect in relation
to heritage assets. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change
objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a major positive impact in the fact that the site would provide for additional housing.
Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a neutral
effect in relation to transport objectives. Whilst on a main bus route, the site is some distance away from facilities. Overall there would be a
neutral effect in relation to the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD16

Site name

Land west of Wayte Court

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/H

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ fallow

Commentary

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 3 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Sellers Field is a 30
minute walk. Doctors surgeries are also a 30 minute walk. Public
transport is a 20 minute walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no identified heritage assets within or in close proximity to
the site.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated assets within the site. Woodland behind is
protected under an area Tree Preservation Order. Site contains
scrubland.

7. Landscape

0

Site has not been assessed within the LVIA. Assessment of nearby sites
RUD 9/10 concluded that these sites combined has an aggregate LVIA
score of 47/100. Landscape and visual sensitivity will be similar.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Grade 3 agricultural land classification, however, not currently used for
agricultural purposes. Development will inevitably reduce air quality
indirectly due to increased vehicle use to access employment,
education, shops and services. Development would inevitably use
natural resources during construction and occupation.

9. Flooding

0

Land is within floodzone 1 and is not at risk of surface water flooding.
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Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

856

Ideas for mitigtion

If allocated, development could incorporate on site
recreational open space.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Impacts on the woodland should be avoided.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

RUD16

Site name

Land west of Wayte Court

Settlement

Ruddington

Site area (hectares)

0.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

Green Belt ref

RUD/H

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ fallow

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

856

Ideas for mitigtion

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The nearest bus stops are on the A60. These are approximately half a
mile from the site and a 10 minute walk. These stops are served by
buses to Nottingham, Loughborough and Clifton.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict
with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is potentially a negative effect in relation to transport objective. Overall there
would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.

D307

Local Plan reference Policy 10

Site reference

SUT01

Site name

Land North of Park Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/001

SHLAA site ref

832

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make contribution to meeting open market housing demand
and deliver 42 affordable units. Significant positive effect.

2. Health

0

This small allocation would not reduce health inequalities or provide
access to health facilities. The doctors surgery is within a 20 minute
walk.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

The site does not contain or has an impact on any heritage assets.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site does not contain any notable biodiversity interest. Hedgerows
and scrub are found along the boundaries of the site which may have
biodiversity interest.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 52/100. The site comprises one large field
Landscape buffer should be provided protecting the
with arable characteristics directly north of the junction between A6006 avenue of trees along Park Lane, and along A6006
and Park Lane. There are some PRoW's within the study area but none
preventing development on higher ground.
which directly influence the site. There are some conservational
interests within the study area, including some TPO's, listed buildings
and a conservation area unrelated to the site. There is an overall
medium landscape value within the study area due to a well maintained
agricultural and domestic setting with and attractive avenue of trees
D308

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Hedgerows could be maintained and enhanced as a
green infrastructure features, together with a green
infrastructure buffer alongside the railway cutting
which could also provide a noise buffer.

Local Plan reference Policy 10

Site reference

SUT01

Site name

Land North of Park Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

80

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/001

SHLAA site ref

832

Ideas for mitigtion

along the Park Lane village entrance. There is a low susceptibility to
change with no perceived loss of character and an extension to existing
urban fringe. The sensitivity of the landscape character is low overall.
Visually, there are no indicators or recognition of value. There is a
medium number of potential receptors from existing residential to the
north and the busy A6006 road to the south. The overall visual
susceptibility is medium as the site is relatively open. Overall, there is
low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Land is Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air Development should incorporate sustainable design.
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐

Site is not at risk of flooding from watercourses. It is at risk of flooding
from surface water.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The Skylink service serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service
during the day, with none in the evenings or on a Sunday. Village
location with only basic facilites would inevitably lead to increased car
journeys.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

None identified.
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SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

Local Plan reference Policy 10

Site reference

SUT01

Site name

Land North of Park Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

4.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

80

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/001

SHLAA site ref

832

Ideas for mitigtion

None identified.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. There is generally a negative impact in terms of the transport objective. The
development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of
social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for additional housing. Development of the site would have the
potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic
objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

SUT02

Site name

Land south of Pasture Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

22

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/002

SHLAA site ref

865

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 6 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

This small allocation would not reduce health inequalities or provide
access to health facilities. The doctors surgery is within a 20 minute
walk. Site is within close proximity of playing fields and sports clubs.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Land provides key views of the neighbouring Conservation Area. Whilst
ridge and furrow is identified south and west of the site, none is found
within it.

Seek to maintain views and protect setting of
Neighbouring Conservation Area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no identified nature conservation issues with the site,
however it contains watercourses and some intermittent hedgerows.

Any development should incorporate these
features into it and provide enhancement in order
to improve biodiversity.

7. Landscape

‐

LVIA aggregate score: 61/100. The site comprises a pastoral field
exhibiting a historic pattern reflecting open fields ‐ as identified by the
Nottinghamshire Historic Landscape Characterisation. This field
pattern ‐ along with other factors such as the adjacent conservation
area, the high landscape and scenic quality and the degree of
representativeness of the assessed
landscape character ‐ contributes to the high landscape value. There is a
medium landscape susceptibility owing in part to the loss of the historic

Retain boundary vegetation, respect historic field
Patten. Development should reflect recent
development to the north of Pasture Close in order
to respect character of the conservation area.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

SUT02

Site name

Land south of Pasture Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

22

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/002

SHLAA site ref

865

Ideas for mitigtion

field pattern and the pastoral context of the conservation area. Visually,
there is a low sensitivity ‐ this has been derived from the medium visual
value and low visual susceptibility given the site's relative visual
containment in its context.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Land is Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air Development should incorporate sustainable design.
quality due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐‐

The site is within floodzone 2 and 3. NPPF advocates avoidance unless
there are no suitable sites at lesser risk available.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The Skylink service serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service
during the day, with none in the evenings or on a Sunday. Village
location with only basic facilites would inevitably lead to increased car
journeys.

Provision and improvement of footways to and
from the site to the main street.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

Unable to mitigate without full sequential and
exceptions test process.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. It would also have a major negative effect against the flood risk objective. There is generally a negative
impact in terms of the transport objective. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, however mitigation could be
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

SUT02

Site name

Land south of Pasture Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

22

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural ‐ pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/002

SHLAA site ref

865

Ideas for mitigtion

provided in terms of planting and sensitive layout and design. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict
with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for
additional housing. There is potentially a negative impact in respect of the historic objective given the potential impact on the setting of the
conservation area. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective.
Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

SUT03

Site name

Land South of Landcroft Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

2.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/003

SHLAA site ref

937

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a small contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 6 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

This allocation would not reduce health inequalities or provide access to
health facilities. The doctors surgery is some distance away from the
site.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The site is adjacent to the conservation area. Whilst there would be
Impact clould likely be addressed by enhancements
some impact upon the approach to the conservation area, and a narrow of existing screening and site layout.
view across the site from the junction of Marle Pit Hill and the driveway
of St Michaels House where there is a brief break in screening, this
impact would be minor .

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, community
services and facilities. Minor positive effect.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no identified nature conservation issues with the site,
Any development should incorporate these
however the site is surrounded by hedgerows, which are a LBAP priority features into it and provide enhancement in order
habitat.
to improve biodiversity.

7. Landscape

0

LVIA score 59/100. Comprising an arable field adjacent to recreational
facilities on the north‐eastern edge of the main part of Sutton
Bonington, the site sits adjacent to the Sutton Bonington Conservation
Area. There is a high landscape quality and high recreational value in
the study area, both of which contribute to the medium landscape
value. The site is close to the main urban edge, but crucially is detached
D314

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Retain mature vegetation, particularly to north and
west. Provide buffer to north, separating from road
and tennis court. Respect conservation area,
perhaps referencing adjacent new build houses as
examples of best practice.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

SUT03

Site name

Land South of Landcroft Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

2.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/003

SHLAA site ref

937

Ideas for mitigtion

from it and development would increase perceived urbanisation in the
study area ‐ both of which contribute to a medium landscape
susceptibility. Overall, the landscape sensitivity is medium. Visually, the
site has a low value within the context of the study area, and also has a
low
susceptibility due in part to its relatively low visibility in its
surroundings. The visual sensitivity is also low.
8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is classified as Grade 2 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

0

Site is not at risk of flooding from watercourses. Vey small area at low
risk of flooding from surface water. Negligable impact.

Consider the use of SuDs

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐‐

The Skylink service serves parts of the village. There is an hourly service
during the day, with none in the evenings or on a Sunday. Village
location with only basic facilites would inevitably lead to increased car
journeys. Pedestrian link to village and facilities of inadequate width an
on the opposite side of the road to the site with no potential mitigation
measures identified.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

SUT03

Site name

Land South of Landcroft Lane

Settlement

Sutton Bonington

Site area (hectares)

2.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

50

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/SUT/003

SHLAA site ref

937

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified. Neutral.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be
provided in terms of planting, sensitive layout and design. There is a negative effect in relation to the heritage objective, however it is considered
that these effects could be mitigated. There is generally a major negative impact in terms of the transport objective, exassibated by the poor
pedestrian links to facilities within the village. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for additional
housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. Overall
there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL01

Site name

Land at Burnside Grove

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

9.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

TOL/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/001

SHLAA site ref

261

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make contribution to meeting open market housing demand
and deliver up to 54 affordable units. Significant positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

The site contains or is not in the setting of a designated heritage asset.
However Archaeology indicates the presence of a Civil War gun
emplacement to the west of access along southern site boundary.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10. Site is large enough to allow
archaeological features to be protected within open
space, investigation may reveal other associated
features furthering understanding.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site does not contain any notable biodiversity interest. Hedgerows
of varying quality are found along the boundaries of the site which may
have biodiversity interest.

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 47/100. The site comprises several fields
There should be a strong vegetated boundary along
with strong arable characteristics and lies directly north of an existing
the north of the site.
line of housing along Burnside Grove. There is a good network of
PRoW's within the study area but none which directly influence the site.
There are some conservational interests within the study area, including
some TPO's, listed buildings and a conservation area unrelated to the
site. There is an overall medium landscape value within the study area
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Hedgerows could be maintained and enhanced as a
green infrastructure features.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL01

Site name

Land at Burnside Grove

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

9.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

180

Green Belt ref

TOL/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/001

SHLAA site ref

261

Ideas for mitigtion

due to well maintained arable landscape and strong domestic setting.
There is a low susceptibility to change with some loss of agricultural
land but the perception of infill development. The sensitivity of the
landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are no indicators or
recognition of value. There is a medium number of potential receptors
as the site forms part of the settlement edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is low with most views of the site obscured by built form,
particularly from the south and east. Overall, there is low visual
sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is mostly Grade 2 (BMV) agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Loss of best and most
versatile agricultural land. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is not at risk of flooding from watercourses. It is at risk of
flooding in the eastern part from surface water run‐off.

SUDS should be incorporated to reduce
contributions to surface water flooding within the
site and wider area.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is located around a 10 minute walk from The Keyworth bus
route, which runs along the A606 (Melton Road). The service runs every
15 minutes during weekday daytime and there is also a service during
evenings and weekends. There is a shop and other basic facilities within
walking distance of the site. The village location will inevitably lead to
increased private car use. However, Tollerton is closer to the main

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL01

Site name

Land at Burnside Grove

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

9.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

180

Score

Green Belt ref

TOL/E

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/001

SHLAA site ref

261

Ideas for mitigtion

urban area than many other villages in Rushcliffe so distances travelled
would be expected to be relatively smaller.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. There would also be some potential loss of good quality agricultural land which could not be mitigated.
In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably
conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would
provide for additional housing including affordable units. There would also be an indirect positive effect on local services and facilities as a result of
the increased population. There is a positive effect in relation to the transport objective due to the good frequency of The Keyworth bus route
throughout the entire week. There is potentially a negative impact in respect of the heritage objective as a result of the identified Civil War gun
emplacement which will need investigating. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL02

Site name

West of Tollerton Lane and North of Medina Drive

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

25.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

280

Green Belt ref

TOL/A & TOL/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/002

SHLAA site ref

637

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make contribution to meeting open market housing demand
and deliver up to 60 affordable units. Significant positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

This land provides a visual break between the historic core of Tollerton
and the more recent 20th century developments closer to the A606.
Listed buildings to the east of the site well screened, and their settings
mostly inter‐related to the hall and open land/parkland to east.
Bassingfield House enjoys open views to the west however these do not
help inform its significance as a listed building. Ridge and Furrow that
remains from 1947 survey confined to one field and is not a best
example.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10. Avoid impact on the setting of
heritage assets and avoid the coalescence of old
and new Tollerton.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities, however site is some distance from
main facilitates within the village. Minor positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

The site does not contain any notable biodiversity interest. Hedgerows
of varying quality are found along the boundaries and within the site
which may have biodiversity interest.

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape appraisal score 69/100. The site comprises several fields with Site unable to be mitigated due to its size and rural
strong arable characteristics and is situated west of Tollerton Lane.
surroundings.
There is a good network of PRoW's within the study area that link the
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Hedgerows could be maintained and enhanced as a
green infrastructure features.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL02

Site name

West of Tollerton Lane and North of Medina Drive

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

25.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

280

Green Belt ref

TOL/A & TOL/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/002

SHLAA site ref

637

Ideas for mitigtion

various settlements together. Tollerton FP4 runs through the northern
section of the site and Tollerton BW5 runs along the sites northern
boundary. There are some conservational interests within the study
area, including some TPO's and several listed buildings. There is an
overall medium landscape value within the study area due to well
managed agricultural land and a strong domestic setting. There is a
medium susceptibility to change with a loss of rural setting to village
evident as well as a large urban extension. The sensitivity of the
landscape character is medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators
or recognition of value. There is a medium number of potential
receptors as the site forms part of the village edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is high with some long distance views of the site and
surrounding landscape. Overall, there is medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect. There would be some potential loss of Grade 2 / best and most
versatile agricultural land.

9. Flooding

0

The site is not identified as at risk of flooding from any source.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐

The site is located some distance away from the main bus service (the
Keyworth connection), which runs along the A606 Meton Road. Service
is every 15 minutes during the day and there is also a service in the
evenings and weekends. The sites location away from the village

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL02

Site name

West of Tollerton Lane and North of Medina Drive

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

25.6

Estimate dwelling capacity

280

Score

Green Belt ref

TOL/A & TOL/B

Existing use

Agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/002

SHLAA site ref

637

Ideas for mitigtion

inevitably lead to increased use of the car. Minor negative effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. There would also be some potential loss of best and most versatile agricultural land which could not be
mitigated. It is considered that there is no potential mitigation against the negative impacts on the landscape. The development of the site for
housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would
be a positive impact in that the site would provide for additional housing. There is potentially a negative impact in respect of the historic objective.
Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities, hawever these are generally some dstance away from the majority
of the site. In terms of transport objectives, there would be a slightly negative impact. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic
objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL03

Site name

Land east of Tollerton Lane

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

2.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

TOL/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/003

SHLAA site ref

260

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 10 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

The site is does not contain, nor does it have an impact on the setting of
a heritage asset. Roman and medieval pottery found in field to east of
site, pottery may be an isolated find but may be related to nearby
archaeology, possibly within the site. Grounds of Tollerton hall
(including a Decoy) to the east of the site are identified as non
designated park and garden.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10. Frontage development most
appropriate form of development to reflect pattern
of development along the east of Tollerton Lane.
Possibility of encountering archaeology, although
no specific evidence ‐ development likely subject to
usual archaeological survey.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Minor Positive

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

No identified Green Infrastructure on site, in agricultural use. Hedgerow
along the frontage of the site could be enhanced to provide green
infrastructure, however this may lead to conflict with the need to
provide a footway along the frontage of the site.

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape Appraisal score 61/100. The site comprises part of two fields Retain hedges and provide linear, single line of
with arable characteristics and is situated immediately east of Tollerton development along the road to match existing.
Lane. There is a network of PRoW's within the study area with Tollerton
FP2 intersecting the north‐eastern section of the site. There are some
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Maintain and enhance hedgerow corridors where
possible. Provide for Green Infrastructure
mitigation along the eastern boundary of the site if
this is not possible.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL03

Site name

Land east of Tollerton Lane

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

2.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

TOL/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/003

SHLAA site ref

260

Ideas for mitigtion

conservational interests within the study area, including some TPO's
and several listed buildings. There is an overall low landscape value
within the study area with some areas of well managed agricultural land
and a strong domestic setting. There is a medium susceptibility to
change with a small loss of strong rural setting to village and an
extension to the urban edge. The sensitivity of the landscape character
is medium overall. Visually, there are no indicators or recognition of
value. There is a medium number of potential receptors as the site
forms part of the village edge. The overall visual susceptibility is
medium as the site is part of the villages rural setting. Overall, there is
medium visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site isGrade 3 agricultural land classification. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Negative effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is not identified as at risk of flooding from any source other
than a negligible area near to the rural exception development from
surface water.

Ensure the use of SUDs to improve drainage.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is located around a 10 minute walk from the Keyworth
connection, which runs along the A606 Meton Road. Service is every 15
minutes during the day and there is also a service in the evenings and
weekends. There is a shop and other basic facilities within walking
distance. The location in a village will inevitably lead to increased use of

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL03

Site name

Land east of Tollerton Lane

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

2.8

Estimate dwelling capacity

30

Score

Green Belt ref

TOL/D

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/TOL/003

SHLAA site ref

260

Ideas for mitigtion

the car, however Tollerton is closer to main urban area than many
other village in Rushcliffe. Minor positive effect.
13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could be mitigated. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy
and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be positive in the site would provide for additional housing. The
development also has the potential of supporting local facilities. In terms of the transport objective there would sligt positive effect. Overall there
would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL04

Site name

Jubilee Wood

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

5.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

60

Green Belt ref

TOL/C

Existing use

Woodland and agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

853

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 20 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site would not reduce health inequalities or improve
access to health facilities. It is not within 30 minutes walk of the
nearest medical centre (in Keyworth). The nearest bus stop is within a
10 minute walk, however services are limited.

If allocated, development could incorporate on site
recreational open space.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Development of the site would not conserve or enhance designated
assets or the historic environment. Development could lead to the loss
of Jubilee Wood which contributes to the local character of the area.

Unable to mitigate against the loss of the
woodland, which are a strong local feature atop of
a hill.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

‐‐

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. The site is isolated from any facilities at not
therefore its development will not encourage the viability of local
facilities.

Unable to mitigate

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐‐

Development of the site could lead to the loss of woodland cover which
is rare in this particular area, and a LBAP priority habitat. It will also
would lead to the potential loss of hedgerow cover. Southern part of
the site is rough grassland, which is also a LBAP priority habitat.

Difficult to mitigate

7. Landscape

‐

Landscape appraisal score for neighbouring site 69/100. The site
comprises of grassland and woodland which sit on the top of a hill
which is a prominent feature in the landscape.

Unable to mitigate

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect. The site is predominantly classified as Grade 3 agricultural land,

Development should incorporate sustainable design.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

TOL04

Site name

Jubilee Wood

Settlement

Tollerton

Site area (hectares)

5.0

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

60

Green Belt ref

TOL/C

Existing use

Woodland and agricultural

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

853

Ideas for mitigtion

with some areas of Grade 2 to the north and south extremes.
9. Flooding

‐

The site is not identified as at risk of flooding from any source.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which mitigates
climate change and its effects. Increase production
of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐‐

The site is not accessible by public transport and is accessed via a single
track road. The site is not within 30 minutes of community facilities or
other essential services by public transport.

Unable to mitigate given inadequate access to the
site to provide for public transport access.

13. Employment

0

The site may generate short term employment during construction.
However it is considered that there is a neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

Ensure the use of SUDs to improve drainage.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats
and loss of best and most versatile agricultural land. Given the prominence of Jubilee Wood and the loss of best and most versatile agricultural
land these impacts cannot be mitigated. Similarly, given its isolated location, there are significant negative effects in relation to the transport
objective that would be difficult to mitigate. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste,
energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a major positive in that the site would provide for additional
housing, however there would be a major negative in relation to the social objective as the site is isolated and away from facilities. Overall there
would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference Policy 24

Site reference

FLI01

Site name

Flintham Islamic Institute

Settlement

Flintham

Site area (hectares)

2.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Derelict land and buildings

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/FLI/001

SHLAA site ref

127

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver 28 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

‐

Play areas for children are located within close proximity of the site
(Cricket Pitch and Coney Grey Spinney). Aside from the cricket pitch,
there are no informal playing fields in Flintham. Limited opportunities
for walking and cycling from the site to services and facilities given its
relatively isolated location.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of
this site.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, design
and layout should respect the existing character of
the area.

4. Crime

++

Positive impact as current derelict building has encouraged anti‐social
behaviour (trespassing, criminal damage etc) and contributes to a
feeling of unsafety.

In accordance with core strategy policy 10, ensure
design and layout does not increase opportunities
for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site.
Nearest designated site is Flintham Park LWS. This is 130m south west
of the site beyond the Cricket pitch. Phase 1 habitat survey identified
broadleaf woodland, scrub and semi‐improved neutral grassland. These
are LBAP habitats.

7. Landscape

0

The site has not been assessed within the LVIA of Local Plan Part 2. Site
currently contains large derelict building (former officers mess and then
religious centre). Development would be unlikely to detract from
existing landscape and visual amenity.
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Any adverse effects on a nature conservation asset
should be avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.

Local Plan reference Policy 24

Site reference

FLI01

Site name

Flintham Islamic Institute

Settlement

Flintham

Site area (hectares)

2.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Derelict land and buildings

Commentary

8. Natural Resources

+

Site is previously developed and not agricultural land,redevelopment
would therefore represent a sustainable and efficient use of land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment, education, shops and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. The significant benefit of reusing a PDL
site is considered to outweigh the negative impacts on the objective.

9. Flooding

0

The land is within Floodzone 1. It is not at risk of surface water flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

12. Transport

‐

Flintham is served by hourly bus services to Newark and Nottingham.
There are limited facilities within the village. Due to distances from
main employment and shopping areas, education and community
services, developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to
increased use of the private car and congestion. Major negative effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect

Summary

Landscape review ref

RBC/FLI/001

SHLAA site ref

127

Ideas for mitigtion

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Positive impact identified on the Natural Resources objective as development would involve the reuse of PDL, which represents an efficient use of
land. Minor negative on the Transport objective as the village does not benefit from a wide range of services and does not have a frequent bus
service and is some distance from a major centre so public transport use and walking cycling would not be incentivised. This would also have a
negative impact on Health. The proximity of the A46 is of benefit in regards of making efficient use of existing highways transport infrastructure.
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Local Plan reference Policy 24

Site reference

FLI01

Site name

Flintham Islamic Institute

Settlement

Flintham

Site area (hectares)

2.3

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

90

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Derelict land and buildings

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/FLI/001

SHLAA site ref

127

Ideas for mitigtion

The most significant benefit identified is on the Crime objective as the current derelict building has encouraged anti‐social behaviour (trespassing,
criminal damage etc) and contributes to a feeling of unsafety for the local community.Demolition and rebuild for housing would therefore
eliminate this.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WHA01

Site name

Land either side of Dark Lane

Settlement

Whatton

Site area (hectares)

10.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

125

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/WHA/001

SHLAA site ref

837

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 37 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are however
opportunities to incorporate Green Infrastructure which enables
physical activity. Playing field on Dark Lane is within a 5 minute walk.
Positive effect.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

Site is identified as a Positive Open Space in the Townscape Appraisal
which contributes to the character and setting of the Conservation
Area. Development is likely to adversely effect the Conservation Area.
Significant negative effect.

Mitigating effects on Conservation Area is
challenging, as the openness of the site is an
important feature. Open views across the site
should be retained. Design and layout should
respect the character of the conservation area.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

Ensure design and layout does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

Site is adjacent to River Smite Local Wildlife Site. Site is bounded by
and contains hedgerows in a variety of conditions. It also contains areas
of pasture which may contain locally important neutral grassland
species. The Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report identifies the
site as being located within an area where grassland should be created
around Whatton and Aslockton to connect grasslands in the long term.
Whilst opportunities to mitigate these effects could be delivered
through GI (which brings other benefits) the overall effect on the
environment is likely to be negative.
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Effects on LWS could be avoided/mitigated by the
creation and management of a wildlife buffer . This
will avoid/reduce adverse effects, including urban
edge effects and diffuse water pollution. Whilst
development would reduce the quantity of
grassland, it could facilitate improvements (quality
and connectivity) within remaining areas.
Hedgerow quality and connectivity should be
preserved and enhanced in accordance with Wider
Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. Adverse effects on

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WHA01

Site name

Land either side of Dark Lane

Settlement

Whatton

Site area (hectares)

10.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

125

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/WHA/001

SHLAA site ref

837

Ideas for mitigtion
designated and non‐designated nature
conservation assets should be avoided, mitigated or
as a last resort compensated.

7. Landscape

‐

Aggregate LVIA score: 66/100. The site comprises a series of arable and Whilst landscape buffing would reduce adverse
pastoral fields on the south‐western edge of the small village of
effects upon the landscape and visual amenity,
Whatton‐in‐the‐Vale and includes part of the Whatton‐in‐the‐Vale
these effects cannot be sufficiently mitigated.
Conservation Area. The site has been noted within the Townscape
Appraisal of the conservation area as positive open space and part of
the conservation area setting. There is a medium landscape value
within the study area, which is contributed to by the good levels of
maintenance across the study area and the high degree of conservation
interests including a scheduled monument. The susceptibility of the
landscape to development of the site is medium; development of the
site would result in loss of part of the conservation area and land
assessed as positive open space in the Townscape Appraisal. Overall,
the landscape sensitivity is medium. In terms of visual amenity, there is
a medium visual value. This is attributed to in part by the conservation
area and its setting, as well as the recreational value that the site offers.
The site forms part of the visual amenity for both recreational and
residential receptors and overall has a medium visual susceptibility. The
visual sensitivity is medium.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

Site is identified as Grade 2 (best and most versatile) and mostly Grade
3 agricultural land. Development will inevitably reduce air quality
indirectly due to increased vehicle use to access employment,
education, shops and services. Development would inevitably use
natural resources during construction and occupation. Significant
negative effect.

Loss of best and most versatile agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Development should
incorporate sustainable construction methods and
design.

9. Flooding

‐‐

Half the site is within floodzone 3a or 2. It is also at risk of surface water
flooding.

Avoid areas at risk of flooding, in accordance with
sequential test. Areas at risk could provide
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WHA01

Site name

Land either side of Dark Lane

Settlement

Whatton

Site area (hectares)

10.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

125

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable/Pasture

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/WHA/001

SHLAA site ref

837

Ideas for mitigtion
recreational/wildlife benefits.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable sources. Minor negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

‐‐

Whatton is served by a basic hourly public transport during the day
only, due to distances from main employment and shopping areas,
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Major negative effects.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.
Inclusion of live work units.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefits, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral.

Summary

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats
and loss of best and most versatile land. Whilst the former could possibly be mitigated through the provision to improve biodiversity measures
within the site, and through careful design and layout, the loss of best and most versatile land cannot be mitigated. The development of the site
for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. Half the site is at risk of flooding from
the River Smite, and these areas would at least have to remain free from development. There are significant negative effects on the historic
environment and landscape objectives which would be difficult to provide mitigation against. Housing development within Whatton, which has
limited services and facilities, will increase the use of private car. Development would provide housing opportunities for local residents and the
subsequent increase in population would help support the limited services and facilities in the locality. There would be only a neutral effect on
economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WHA02

Site name

Land off Orston Lane, Whatton

Settlement

Whatton

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

30

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/WHA/002

SHLAA site ref

N/A

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
demand and deliver up to 9 affordable units. Positive effect.
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within a 10
minute bus ride of Bingham, which has a Leisure Centre.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐

Whilst there are no designated heritage assets within the site,
development of this land would impact the rural character of Orston
Lane at edge of conservation area and the setting of Hollies Farm
complex (which are positive buildings within the conservation area).
The site has not been explored for archaeology

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Minor Positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by hedgerows. Hedgerow
quality and connectivity should be preserved and enhanced in
accordance with Wider Landscape objectives within Biodiversity
Opportunity Mapping Report. There are no GI assets within the site and
limited opportunities to provide assets beyond amenity space.

7. Landscape

‐

LVIA score: 61/100. This site is an arable field on the eastern edge of the Keep existing boundary vegetation and respect
village of Whatton‐in‐the‐Vale. There is a high degree of both landscape vernacular of adjacent conservation area.
quality and scenic quality within the study area ‐ these contribute to a
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Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Adverse effects should be avoided, mitigated or as
a last resort compensated.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WHA02

Site name

Land off Orston Lane, Whatton

Settlement

Whatton

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

30

Score

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/WHA/002

SHLAA site ref

N/A

Ideas for mitigtion

medium landscape value. A low landscape susceptibility is apparent due
to the site being an extension of the existing urban edge and despite
the loss of the strong rural fringe. Overall, there is a medium landscape
sensitivity. Visually, the site forms an amenity as the rural setting to the
village, as well as part of the setting to the conservation area ‐ these
factor into a medium visual value. The site is relatively visually
contained by vegetation and built form and this contributes to a low
visual susceptibility and overall a low visual sensitivity.
8. Natural Resources

‐

Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality
due to increased vehicle use to access employment and services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

0

The land is within flood zone 1. The land is not at risk of surface water
flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

12. Transport

‐‐

Whatton is served by a basic hourly public transport during the day
only, due to distances from main employment and shopping areas,
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of
the private car and congestion. Major negative effects.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.
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Development should incorporate sustainable
design. Travel plans should be provided to residents
to reduce use of private cars.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WHA02

Site name

Land off Orston Lane, Whatton

Settlement

Whatton

Site area (hectares)

1.1

Estimate dwelling capacity

30

Score
15. Economic
Structure

Summary

0

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Agriculture ‐ Arable

Commentary

Landscape review ref

RBC/WHA/002

SHLAA site ref

N/A

Ideas for mitigtion

No effects identified.

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats, however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect, as there is on historic
assets, in particular the conservation area. There would be a negative effect in terms of natural resources, with the loss of best and most versatile
agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change
objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some additional housing. It is
considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in relation to transport objective. Development would lead to more car journeys due
to its location at a village with limited facilities and limited public transport. Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

HOL01

Site name

Simkins Farm

Settlement

Holme Pierrepont

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/HOL/001

SHLAA site ref

639

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would contribute to meeting open market housing demand and
deliver 12 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Recreation ground is short walk
from the site.

3. Heritage and
Design

‐‐

Simkins Farm (Grade II listed) is located east of the site. It is however
screened by converted and new outbuildings. The site contains
archaeological evidence from multiple periods (Romano British, Saxon,
Medieval and post medieval) of a old Adbolton village (ARCH/5450).

Extensive archaeological mitigation and exploration
required. This is likely to effect viability.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

In accordance with Core Strategy policy 10, ensure
design and layout does not increase opportunities
for crime or the fear of crime.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

Site does not contain any existing GI assets. It is however located within
the River Trent strategic green corridor and adjacent to Adbolton
Playing Fields.

Retention and enhancement of existing GI on the
site.

7. Landscape

0

Site Score 49/100. Site HOL/001 comprises two pastoral fields on the
edge of West Bridgford. The study area is of medium landscape, with
Victorian houses adding interest to the edge of West Bridgford and
several recreational assets present in the area; there is an overall sense
of tranquillity. Development of the site would result in a slight increase
in perceived urbanisation in the eastern half of the study area, as the
settlement is extended towards the rural setting to West Bridgford;
there is no loss of key characteristics and overall the landscape
susceptibility is low. The landscape sensitivity is also low. There is a low

Restore and enhance existing vegetation. Base
development on local Victorian vernacular.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

HOL01

Site name

Simkins Farm

Settlement

Holme Pierrepont

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

10

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/HOL/001

SHLAA site ref

639

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

visual value, although the adjacent playing fields have recreational
value. In terms of visual susceptibility, the site has little influence on the
visual amenity of both residential and recreational receptors and an
overall low susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is low.
8. Natural Resources

‐

The site is classified as Grade 3 agricultural land. Development will
indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and community services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

9. Flooding

‐‐

EA maps indicate that the site lies in floodzone 3. According to the
Would require exception test in order to ensure
updated Strategic Flood Risk Assessment the site is located within
that occupants of any development would be safe
Floodzone 1, however it is still surrounded by functional floodplain. A
in the event of surrounding land flooding
limited area in the middle of the site is at risk of surface water flooding,.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non‐
renewable energy sources . Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within walking distance of regular public transport and some
local facilities. West Bridgford and Nottingham offer a wide range of
employment opportunities. Inor positive effect.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified. Neutral effect.
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Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

HOL01

Site name

Simkins Farm

Settlement

Holme Pierrepont

Site area (hectares)

1.9

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

Summary

Green Belt ref
10

N/A

Landscape review ref

RBC/HOL/001

SHLAA site ref

639

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

The site contains archaeological evidence from multiple periods (Romano British, Saxon, Medieval and post medieval) of an old Adbolton village.
The development of this site would therefore have significantly negative effects on heritage objectives. The development of this greenfield site
would also have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste, energy consumption and
use of natural resources. Allocating this site would conflict with SA flooding objectives as the site is surrounded by functional floodplain and
therefore inaccessible during flooding events. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the
housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's
services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would
provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB01

Site name

West Bridgford Depot

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

50

N/A

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

275

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 15 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

The site is does not contain, nor does it have an impact on the setting of Ensure design and layout complies with core
a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
strategy policy 10. Frontage development most
appropriate form of development to reflect pattern
of development along the east of Tollerton Lane.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Minor Positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

+

There are no identified nature conservation interests within the site.
Development may offer opportunities to improve biodiversity and link
site with neighbouring GI network.

7. Landscape

0

The site is within the urban area West Bridgford, therefore
development will not affect landscape.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐‐

Site is within Flood Zone 2. Areas to the north and south of the site are

Sequential test (establishing whether alternative

D340

Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB01

Site name

West Bridgford Depot

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

1.7

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

50

Score

N/A

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

275

Existing use

Commentary
at a low risk of surface water flooding. Latest SFRA information
identifies that given current defences, the site is not at risk of flooding.

Ideas for mitigtion
sites within Flood Zone 1 exist) and exception test
(mitigation measures) must be applied before
permitting/allocating this site.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

++

The site is within the Main Urban Area of Nottingham, close to the
centre of West Bridgford and bus stops which provide regular services
to Nottingham. Whilst developing this site for housing will inevitably
lead to increased use of the private car and contribution to congestion,
the proximity of the site to local services and facilities, employment in
Nottingham and public transport services results in a significantly
positive effect on transportation.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

The site has mixed effects in relation to environmental objectives. The site is identified as being in an area at risk of flooding although it is not at
risk of flooding given defences and factoring in climate change. As with all sites, there would be a negative effect in relation to waste and energy. It
has a positive effect in avoiding an area of biodiversity or green infrastructure. The site has positive effects on the social objective of providing
housing. It has a significant positive effect in relation to the transport objective given its location and accessibility.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB02

Site name

Central College

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.3

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

87

N/A

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

279

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 26 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

The site is does not contain, nor does it have an impact on the setting of Ensure design and layout complies with core
a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
strategy policy 10. Frontage development most
appropriate form of development to reflect pattern
of development along the east of Tollerton Lane.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Minor Positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

+

This brownfield site is unlikely to contain any recognised nature
conservation assets. Development may offer opportunities to improve
biodiversity and link site with neighbouring GI network.

7. Landscape

0

The site is within the urban area West Bridgford, therefore
development will not affect landscape.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Flood Zone 1. Due to the extensive hard standing,

Ensure the use of SUDs to improve drainage.
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB02

Site name

Central College

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

2.3

Green Belt ref

Estimate dwelling capacity

87

Score

N/A

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

279

Existing use

Commentary

Ideas for mitigtion

areas of the site are currently at a low, medium and high risk surface
water flooding.
10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within the Main Urban Area of Nottingham adjacent to bus
stops which provide regular services to Nottingham. Whilst developing
this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private
car and contribution to congestion, the proximity of the site to local
services and facilities, schools, employment and public transport
services results in a positive effect on transportation.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Site would have mixed effects on environmental objectives. The site would provide housing, which is a positive social effect. The site would have a
neutral effect on economic objectives. The site is under construction.
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB03

Site name

South of Wilford Lane

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

9.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

171

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Informal Recreation Area

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

280

Ideas for mitigtion

1. Housing

++

Site would make a significant contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver up to 60 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

+

Site provides opportunities to enhance the quality of recreational space
on‐site and link to existing leisure and GI assets that are in close
proximity of the site.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

The site is does not contain, nor does it have an impact on the setting of Ensure design and layout complies with core
a heritage asset. Neutral effect.
strategy policy 10. Frontage development most
appropriate form of development to reflect pattern
of development along the east of Tollerton Lane.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Minor Positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

‐‐

There are no designated nature conservation interests within the site or
in close proximity. The site however contains extensive grassland and
woodland. The grassland may contain areas of locally important flora
and woodlands are a priority habitat within the LBAP. The site is part of
a network of open spaces which provide pedestrian and cycle routes
that are part of the wider Trent Valley Strategic Green Corridor.

7. Landscape

0

The site is within the urban area West Bridgford, therefore
development will not affect landscape.

8. Natural Resources

‐

Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle
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Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Development should protect existing priority
habitats and rights of way. The retention of these GI
assets will ensure the site continues to contribute
to the wider ecological and GI networks.

Development should incorporate sustainable design.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB03

Site name

South of Wilford Lane

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

9.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

171

Score

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Informal Recreation Area

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

280

Ideas for mitigtion

use to access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation. Negative
effect.
9. Flooding

‐‐

Site is within Flood Zone 2. Land within the south east corner of the site
is at a high risk of surface water flooding. SFRA identifies that the site is

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

++

The site is within the Main Urban Area of Nottingham adjacent to bus
stops which provide regular services to Nottingham. Whilst developing
this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private
car and contribution to congestion, the proximity of the site to local
services and facilities, schools, employment and public transport
services results in a significant positive effect on transportation.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Sequential test (establishing whether alternative
sites within Flood Zone 1 exist) and exception test
(mitigation measures) must be applied before
allocating this site.

The development of this site would have neutral or negative effects on environmental objectives. Any effects on biodiversity would need to be
mitigated. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives.
Development would provide significant housing opportunities for residents and the subsequent increase in population would help support the
limited services and facilities in the locality. There would be only a neutral effect on economic objectives. Site has planning permission. Major
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB03

Site name

South of Wilford Lane

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

9.5

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

171

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Informal Recreation Area

Commentary

positive in relation to the transportation objective.
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Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

280

Ideas for mitigtion

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB04

Site name

Land Between Lady Bay Bridge/Radcliffe Road

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

48

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Vacant brownfield site

Commentary

1. Housing

+

Site would make a contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver up to 14 affordable units. Positive effect.

2. Health

0

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health inequalities
or increase opportunities for recreational activity. Site is close to River
Trent, an important recreational route, and sports pitches. Site is within
an AQMA therefore neutral.

3. Heritage and
Design

0

The site is does not contain, nor does it have an impact on the setting of
a heritage asset. Neutral effect.

4. Crime

0

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend on the
design and layout of development. Neutral effect.

5. Social

+

Development will not enhance cultural assets or improve access to
community facilities. Indirectly, an increase in population ‐ as a result of
allocating this site ‐ should help sustain local shops, schools, public
houses and community facilities. Minor Positive.

6. Environment,
Biodiversity and
Green Infrastructure

0

There are no identified nature conservation assets within the site.
Biodiversity Statement indicates low ecological quality and
opportunities to increase biodiversity. Grantham Canal LWS is located
66m north of the site. This site is unlikely to be adversely affected
however.

7. Landscape

0

The site is within the urban area West Bridgford, therefore
development will not affect landscape.

8. Natural Resources

‐‐

The site is within an AQMA and development will indirectly reduce air
quality further due to increased vehicle use to access employment and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources during
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Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

319

Ideas for mitigtion
Compliance with Core Strategy policy 8 would
ensure an appropriate mix of housing types and
tenures (affordable units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure design and layout complies with core
strategy policy 10 and does not increase
opportunities for crime or the fear of crime.

Development should incorporate sustainable
design. Travel plans should be provided to residents
to reduce use of private cars.

Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB04

Site name

Land Between Lady Bay Bridge/Radcliffe Road

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

48

Score

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Vacant brownfield site

Commentary

Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

319

Ideas for mitigtion

construction and occupation. Negative effect.
9. Flooding

‐

The site is within Flood Zone 2. The site is at a low risk of surface water
flooding.

10. Waste

‐

There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Minor negative effect.

11. Energy and
Climate Change

‐

Construction and occupation will inevitably use non‐renewable energy.
Negative effect.

Encourage sustainable design which avoids or
mitigates causes of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable energy.

12. Transport

++

The site is within the Main Urban Area of Nottingham adjacent to bus
stops which provide regular services to Nottingham. Whilst developing
this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the private
car and contribution to congestion, the proximity of the site to local
services and facilities, schools, employment and public transport
services results in a Major positive in relation to the transportation
objective.

Travel packs should be provided to new residents.

13. Employment

0

Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.

14. Innovation

0

No effects identified.

15. Economic
Structure

0

No effects identified.

Summary

Sequential test (establishing whether alternative
sites within Flood Zone 1 exist) and exception test
(mitigation measures) must be applied before
allocating this site.

The development of this site would have largely neutral effects on environmental objectives, however would have a negative effect on the
occupants of the development given that it falls within an Air Quality Management Area. The development of the site for housing and their
occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. The development would provide housing opportunities for
residents and the subsequent increase in population would help support the limited services and facilities in the locality. There would be only a
neutral effect on economic objectives. Site has planning permission and would reuse previously development land. Major positive in relation to
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Local Plan reference N/A

Site reference

WB04

Site name

Land Between Lady Bay Bridge/Radcliffe Road

Settlement

West Bridgford

Site area (hectares)

0.2

Estimate dwelling capacity

Score

48

Green Belt ref

N/A

Existing use

Vacant brownfield site

Commentary

the transportation objective.
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Landscape review ref

N/A

SHLAA site ref

319

Ideas for mitigtion

Appendix E: Publication Draft Policies

Summary of policy
A criteria based general amenity policy to determine planning applications against.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

3. Heritage

Policy 1

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Development Requirements

0

No significant impact as would not make an impact on supply of housing.

0

No significant impact

+

4. Crime

+

5. Social

0

Criteria included in policy includes consideration of the impact of a proposal
on historic sites and their settings including listed buildings, buildings of
local interest, conservation areas, scheduled ancient monuments and
historic parks and gardens. Policy therefore has a positive impact on
protecting heritage.

Consideration of proposals
against LP1 Policy 8 (Housing
size, mix and choice).

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 11 (Historic
Environment) of LP1 and Policy
28 (Conserving and Enhancing
Heritage Assets) and Policy 29
(Development affecting
archaeological sites) of LP2

Criteria in policy includes consideration of the design to minimise the
opportunities for criminal activities.
Policy promotes good design, access and permeability of schemes, which
should encourage linkages to any neighbouring facilities (shops, community
centres, health centres etc)

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

+

Criteria in policy includes ensuring that the proposal has no adverse impact
on important wildlife interests

7. Landscape

-

Policy does not include consideration of landscape specifically in the criteria

E1

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 17 (Biodiversity)
and Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and .Policies 32-38 of LP2
Consideration of proposals
against Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1

Policy 1

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Development Requirements
and Policies 35, 22 of LP2.

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

+

Policy wording encourages use of sustainable materials and sustainable
construction.
Adherence to Policy 2 (Climate
Change) of LP1 and Policy 17
(Managing Flood Risk) of LP2
alongside this policy

0

No significant impact

0

No impact

11. Energy

+

Criteria in policy includes encouragement of proposals making use of
appropriate renewable technologies and consideration of how design,
layout and materials can promote a high degree of energy efficiency.

12. Transport

+

Criteria in policy includes consideration of impact on levels of traffic and
consideration of access. Public transport referred to in justification text.

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact

10. Waste

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 2 (Climate Change)
of the Core Strategy which
promotes sustainable design and
construction.
Consideration of policy alongside
Policy 14 of the Core Strategy
(Managing Travel Demand)
Consideration of policy alongside
Policy 15 (Employment
Development) of LP2.

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Positive impact on the majority of the objectives. The criteria listed in the policy designed to consider environmental impacts of development so a positive
impact on those objectives. No significant impact on economic objectives.

E2

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 1

Ideas for mitigation

Development Requirements

Recommendations: Include in policy reference to impact on landscape.

E3

Summary of policy
Criteria based policy for determining proposals for residential development within settlements, including new dwellings,
conversions and change of use.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Policy 11

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Housing Development on Unallocated Sites within Settlements

+

Permissive policy that allows for new housing development within
settlements (subject to the criteria listed). Therefore positive impact on
increasing housing supply. Not considered a significant benefit as there are
limited opportunities for development within built up areas in the Borough.

0

No significant impact.

3. Heritage

+

4. Crime
5. Social

0
0

Criteria of policy would permit refusal of permission if proposal would
involve loss of a building worthy and capable of conversion by virtue of its
architectural and historic qualities - thereby helping preserve historic
environment. Policy criteria also includes consideration of the proposal on
the character of the local area.

Consideration of proposals
against LP1 Policy 8.

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 11 (Historic
Environment) of LP1 and Policy
28 (Conserving and Enhancing
Heritage Assets) and Policy 29
(Development affecting
archaeological sites) of LP2

No significant impact.
No significant impact

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

0

No significant impact

7. Landscape

+

Policy criteria includes consideration of a proposals on visual impact and
states this should not be unduly prominent from locations

E4

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 17 (Biodiversity)
and Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and .Policies 32-38 of LP2
Consideration of proposals
against Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and Policies 35, 22 of LP2.

Policy 11

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Housing Development on Unallocated Sites within Settlements

8. Natural Resources

0

No significant impact. New residential development would inevitably

9. Flooding

0

No significant impact.

0

No significant impact.

10. Waste

11. Energy

0

No significant impact.

12. Transport

+

Policy restricts development outside of settlements which will be more
isolated and not benefit from public transport access.

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

No significant impact.
No significant impact.
No significant impact.

Summary

E5

Encouragement of sustainable
design and materials through
Policy 2 (Climate Change) of the
Core Strategy.
Adherence to Policy 2 (Climate
Change) of LP1 and Policy 17
(Managing Flood Risk) of LP2
alongside this policy

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 2 (Climate Change)
of the Core Strategy which
promotes sustainable design and
construction.
Consideration of policy alongside
Policy 14 of the Core Strategy
(Managing Travel Demand)
Consideration of policy alongside
Policy 15 (Employment
Development) of LP2.

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 11

Ideas for mitigation

Housing Development on Unallocated Sites within Settlements

No significant impacts identified.
Minor positive impacts highlighted for Heritage and Landscape as policy criteria includes consideration of impact of proposal on historic features, local
character and impact on landscape.

E6

Summary of policy

•

Policy requires 20% of developments over 10 to comply with requirement M4 (2) of the Building Regulations an 1% of
developments over 100 to comply with M4 (3) of the Building Regulations.
Policy requires all new dwellings to meet the higher optional technical housing standard of no more than 110 litres per
person per day.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 12

Score

•

Housing Standards
Providing a proportion of new homes to M4 (2) and M4 (3) standard will
improve diversity of housing available to ensure housing stock meets needs
of existing and future population
Provision of wheelchair adaptable homes (M4 (3)) alongside M4 (2) would
contribute more positively to meeting needs of disabled people, reducing
health inequalities. Provision of M4 (2) help to meet the needs of the elderly
by having more easily adaptable homes, enabling people to stay in their
homes for longer.
Policy would not apply to COUor conversions – so would not result in
having to adapt listed buildings inappropriately which may cause harm. (e.g.
by requiring wider entrances, level access etc)

1. Housing

+

2. Health

++

3. Heritage

0

4. Crime

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

Ideas for mitigation

++

Lower standard would result in less water use – directly promoting water
efficiency.

E7

Policy 12

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Housing Standards
0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

12. Transport

0

No significant impact

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

9. Flooding

Ideas for mitigation

10. Waste
11. Energy

14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure
Summary

Significant positive impact on Health objective as provision of accessible housing of the standards proposed will help people with mobility issues and the
elderly. Significant positive impact on the natural resources objective as policy requires more stringent water efficiency standards, thereby helping to conserve
a natural resource.

E8

Summary of policy
Criteria based policy for determining self and custom build.
Includes requirement for sites of more than 10 to include an ‘appropriate percentage’ for custom and self build but does not
define this.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

2. Health

Policy 13

Score

•
•

Self-Build and Custom Housing Provision

+

0

3. Heritage

0/?

4. Crime
5. Social

0
0

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

0/?

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Ideas for mitigation

Would positively contribute to diversifying the type of housing available,
however only will be importance to a small minority of the overall population
due to affordability issues.
No impact
Policy wording states proposals should be of a high standard of design and
meet other policy requirements – including impact on historic designations.
No impact
No impact
Policy wording specifies need to consider environmental designations so
this should help conserve important environmental designations.
Proposal may involve loss of greenfield land and involve land that forms
part of the GI network. This would depend on the specific proposal.

0/?

Dependent on site and location.

+/?

This type of development would increase likelihood of more eco-friendly
style developments and innovative design.

E9

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and Policies 35, 22 of LP2.
Policy wording or justification text
has been amended to encourage
eco-friendly design

9. Flooding
10. Waste

Policy 13

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Self-Build and Custom Housing Provision
0

No impact. Housing including self build inappropriate use in flood plain.

0

No impact

11. Energy

0/?

Eco-friendly houses more likely to be built.

12. Transport

0/?

Dependent on location.

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy wording or justification text
has been amended to encourage
eco-friendly design
Policy wording in conjunction with
Policy 11 Development on
unallocated sites within villages
should ensure development is not
permitted in isolated locations.

No impact
No impact
No impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified. Potential positive on the energy objective and Natural Resources if sustainable design is encouraged. Impacts will be
dependent on individual sites identified.

E10

Summary of policy
Permissive criteria based policy for determining proposals for Use Class C2 (Residential Institutions)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 14

Score

•

Specialist Residential Accommodation
+

Policy designed to encourage the development of residential institutions.
Will provide a specific type of accommodation needed to meet the needs of
the population. Contribute to providing a diverse choice of housing.

+

Specialist accommodation more likely to involve extra care. Policy
justification text refers to the need for proposals to consider the capacity of
existing health facilities and the need for planning obligations to be sought
where there is a deficiency.
Criteria in policy includes the requirement to consider the impact of the
proposal on the character of the area.

1. Housing

2. Health
0
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0
0
0

No impact
No impact
Dependent on individual site and nature of proposal. No criteria in the policy
relating to protection of sites with ecological or GI value.
Policy requires proposals to be located in an existing residential area so will
not likely be of a high landscape value.
Policy requires proposals to be located in an existing residential area so
will not likely be of a high landscape value.

0
9. Flooding

Policy makes no reference to flood risks
0

10. Waste
11. Energy

0

No impact
No impact
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Consideration of proposals agsinst
Policy 17 of LP2 and Policy 2 of
LP1

Policy 14

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Specialist Residential Accommodation
+

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

Policy requires proposals to be located in an existing residential area, close
to good public transport routes, shops, community facilities. I.e. Sustainable
locations which should maximise walking and public transport.
No impact
No impact
No impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Minor positive impacts on Housing and Health as it will help promote a more diverse mix of housing which meets the needs of the local population. Policy
wording considers impact on existing health facilities which should ensure no adverse impact on this objective.
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Summary of policy

•

Allocates four sites solely for employment development (Chapel Lane, Bingham (1), Chapel Lane, Bingham (2), Hollygate
Lane, Cotgrave, Platt Lane Keyworth) and two sites for mixed use development (Nottingham Road, Radcliffe on Trent and
Former Bunny Brickworks)
Provides criteria based policy for determining applications for Use Classes B1-B8

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Policy 15

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Employment Development
Policy gives flexibility for
allocations to revert to other uses
(e.g. housing) if there is no
identified demand.

0

No impact

0

No impact

3. Heritage

0

There are no recorded heritage assets within any of the named sites, nor
are any of the sites in the setting of a heritage asset. The cottages fronting
Platt Lane and BGS are however identified as local interest buildings.
Neutral effect.

4. Crime

0

5. Social

0

2. Health

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 11 (Historic
Environment) of LP1 and Policy
28 (Conserving and Enhancing
Heritage Assets) and Policy 29
(Development affecting
archaeological sites) of LP2

No impact
Employment development focussed in the larger rural villages will help
sustain existing shops and facilities that are provided there. Additional
employment would contribute to improving vibrancy.
Secondary impact of allocating sites for employment would be their
subsequent development. All of the sites listed in the policy are either
entirely greenfield or part greenfield and PDL.
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Consideration of proposals
against Policy 17 (Biodiversity)
and Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1

Policy 15

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Employment Development
and .Policies 32-38 of LP2

The policy itself will not directly result in new development –this would be a
secondary effect. Non of the sites included in the policy have a high
landscape value. Impact would depend on type of employment use
proposed. Warehousing could have a potentially more negative impact on
landscaping than smaller office units for example.
Four of the sites (at Bingham, Keyworth and Radcliff e on Trent) are in
close proximity to public transport routes which should encourage
employees to make use of non car modes for the benefit of local air quality
and greenhouse gas emissions. Two sites (Bunny Brickworks and Hollygate
Lane) are in more isolated locations which would not encourage non car
modes to the same degree. Two of the sites would involve reuse of
previously developed land – more efficient type of development. Overall,
minor negative impact

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources

-

9. Flooding

-

Only a small part of the site at Hollygate Lane is at risk of flooding. Minimal
impact overall.

0

No impact

10. Waste
11. Energy

-/?

12. Transport

-

Construction and occupation of employment units will inevitably use energy.
Impact dependent on exact type of employment use.
The retained allocations at Cotgrave and Bingham benefit from good road
access and are in proximity to benefit from the recent upgraded A46. The
Bingham sites are adjacent to the main centre of Bingham so are well
accessed by public transport. They are also within walking distance to the
railway station. The Cotgave site is approx.. 500m from the main centre of
Cotgrave and although there is a bus stop outside the site this is not served
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Consideration of proposals
against Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and Policies 35, 22 of LP2.

Avoidance of area at risk of
flooding on the Hollygate Lane
site.

13. Employment

Policy 15

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Employment Development

++

by the main bus service to Nottingham (only a less frequent and more
localised service).
Bunny Brickworks is located outside of a settlement. The site is within
walking distance to the number 9 bus service which provides services to
Nottingham and Loughborough every 30 minutes throughout the week, but
hourly on Sundays. Employment use on site and distance larger urban
areas will result in increased private car use. The site is within walking
distance to Bunny; however the services and facilities are limited.
Nottingham Road, Radcliffe on Trent is served by a frequent bus service.
Location of site at west end of village should limit the number of journeys
going through the village centre with good access to the A52 available.
The retention of existing employment allocations (Chapel Lane- Bingham,
Hollygate Lane-Cotgrave) and the identification of new mixed use
allocations which include employment (Nottingham Road- Radcliffe, Platt
Lane – Keyworth and Bunny Brickworks) will give potential employers
considering investment in the local area Positives for the rural economy
with previous Core Strategy mixed use allocations focussed adjacent to the
main urban area. Residents in the rural area will therefore be provided with
more local opportunities for employment. And will help diversify the
Borough’s economic base.

14. Innovation

0/?

Policy wording in relation to use class if broad – accepting B1-B8 as being
acceptable in principle.

15. Economic Structure

+/?

Policy provides new employment land in the more rural area of the Borough
– providing opportunities to develop employment opportunities alongside
the planned new residential development in these areas.

If employment use was restricted
to B1 (b) and (c) this would
encourage enterprises in high
knowledge sectors.

Summary
Significant positive impacts on the economic objectives, including employment. Will encourage employment opportunities in the rural areas complementing
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 15

Ideas for mitigation

Employment Development

planned housing growth.
Minor negative impact on Biodiversity and GI as will result in a loss of greenfield sites at Keyworth and Radcliffe. Minor negative impacts also identified in
relation to transport and natural resources as two of the sites are in more isolated locations (Bunny Brickworks and Hollygate Lane) which wouldn’t encourage
public transport use.
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Summary of policy
A criteria based policy for determining renewable energy proposals. It identifies areas that could potentially be suitable for
wind turbine developments.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 16

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Renewable Energy
0
0

No direct impact
No significant impact

+

Policy allows proposals for renewable energy schemes to be permitted
where they are acceptable in terms of the historic environment and heritage
assets. Policy therefore helps conserve heritage assets.

0
0
0

No impact
No impact
Certain protected species could be affected by certain technologies.
Protected sites need to be avoided. Ecological value i
Renewable energy schemes can have a significant impact on landscape, in
particular wind turbines and to a lesser extent, large scale solar energy
farms. Policy criteria however includes consideration of impact on
landscape and visual affects so neutral impact. Policy only allows for wind
turbine development in areas of low and low medium sensitivity which will
help protect more important areas in terms of landscape from inappropriate
development.

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

+

7. Landscape

+
Encouragement of renewable energy would make use of existing renewable
natural resources and help reduce reliance on fossil fuels.

8. Natural Resources

9. Flooding

0

No direct impact
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LP2 policy to be used alongside
Wind Energy SPD

Agricultural land value to be
included as one of the criteria for
determining proposals (e.g.
proposals on BMV land should not
be approved).

Policy 16

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Renewable Energy
0

10. Waste
++
11. Energy

0
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

No direct impact
Policy highlights potentially suitable sites for renewable energy schemes
which is more positive in terms of encouraging developments. This gives
more certainty to developers that their proposals would receive planning
permission so the likelihood of more renewable schemes in the borough
would increase – this approach would have had a more positive impact on
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Vehicle access and traffic and the proximity of generating plants to the
renewable energy source (reducing distance travelled) are included as part
of the criteria for determining planning applications.
No impact. Not likely to be a significant employment generator unless the
installation is of a very significant scale.
No impact – unless installations are of a nationally significant scale.
No impact – unless installations are of a nationally significant scale.

Summary
Significant positive benefits identified on the Energy objective as the policy seeks to encourage renewable energy use. Policy wording designed to protect
impact on landscape and heritage so positive benefits also identified for these objectives.
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Summary of policy

•

Criteria based policy for determining planning applications at risk of flooding (including surface water flooding). Includes
requirements for proposals for minor development to follow Environment Agency’s Standing Advice.
Further details as to what is expected as part of the FRA

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 17

Score

•

Managing Flood Risk
0
0

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

0
0
0
++

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

+
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Ideas for mitigation

0
+

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Measures in the policy seeking to manage flood risk are likely to have
positive effects on biodiversity by reducing the potential effects from
flooding that can otherwise occur, for example as a result of habitat
inundation or changes to water quality. Justification text to the policy
includes sub section on flood risk management and biodiversity. Policy
seeks to promote the creation of new areas for habitats and species and to
reconnect sites to the flood plain – clear biodiversity benefits.
Measures in the policy seeking to manage flood risk are likely to have
positive effects on biodiversity by reducing the potential effects from
flooding that can otherwise occur, for example as a result of habitat
inundation or changes
No significant impact
The primary purpose of this policy is to manage the risk of flooding. Policy
does ultimate permit development in areas of flood risk (but only as a last
resort).
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Consideration of proposals
against Core Strategy Policy 1:
Climate Change)

Policy 17

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Managing Flood Risk
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure
Summary

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0
0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact.
No significant impact
No significant impact

Significant positive benefits identified for Biodiversity and GI as policy includes a sub section on biodiversity. Policy seeks to promote the creation of new areas
for habitats and species and to reconnect sites to the flood plain. Positive impact on Flooding objective as primary purpose of policy is to manage the risk of
flooding.
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Summary of policy
Criteria based policy requiring proposals to identify opportunities to incorporate Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 18

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Surface Water Management

3. Heritage

0

No significant impact
Well-designed SUDS can form part of the Green Infrastructure network –
opportunities for recreational activities. E.g improves attractiveness of
walking.
Presence of green spaces improves sense of well being.
No significant impact

4. Crime

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

2. Health

5. Social

0
+

0

There are a number of SuDS components that can make a significant
contribution to the biodiversity (ecological ) value of an area (e.g. green
roods, ponds, swales, wetlands, trees).
No significant impact
SuDS can lead to air quality improvements.
Can lead to the reduction and/or sequestration of carbon.
Groundwater recharge improves water quality and availability.
Will improve water efficiency.
Depending upon the design and storage techniques SuDS can reduce the
frequency and/or severity of flooding
No significant impact

0

No significant impact

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

+

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources

+

9. Flooding

+

10. Waste
11. Energy
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Adherence to Policy 17 (Flooding)
of LP2 alongside this policy

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 18

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Surface Water Management
0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Minor positive impacts on the environmental objectives and also health as well designed SuDS can form part of the GI network and encourage more active
lifestyles through walking . Positive impact on water quality, biodiversity (improved wetland habitats)
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Summary of policy
More detailed criteria based policy for determining applications near to watercourses. Promotes proposals incorporating
measures to restore watercourses to a more natural state. Requirements for a 10 metre neutral buffer either side of the
watercourse. Requires that any proposals do not have an adverse impact on the functions and setting of the corridor.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 19

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Development affecting Watercourses
0
+

2. Health
+

No significant impact
Policy wording encourages restoring natural features of watercourses, this
will improve attractiveness of the environment and encourage their use as a
recreational resource for healthier lifestyles.
A number of the watercourses in the Borough have recreational value, the
policy promotes restoration of these so a potentially positive impact.

3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

0
0
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

No impact
No impact
Policy would promote uses compatible with watercourses in the Borough –
which are important for ecological and GI value- so would help conserve
these. Policy wording includes reference to conserving and enhancing
biodiversity. Policy promotes de-culverting – this would have a positive
impact on the ecological value of the watercourse.

+
Watercourses are important featrures in the landscape so a policy
protecting them would help conserve landscape types. Policy wording
includes reference to enhancing the landscape context

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

+

Policy promotes conserving and improving the watercourses, including
opportunities for de-culverting watercourses. This would have a positive
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Adherance to Policy 11 (Historic
Environment) of LP1 and Policy
28 (Conserving and Enhancing
Heritage Assets) of LP2

Adherence to Policy 17
(Biodiversity) and Policy 16 (GI,
Landscape, Parks and Open
Spaces) of LP1.
Consideration of proposals
against Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and Policies 35, 22 of LP2.

9. Flooding

Policy 19

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Development affecting Watercourses

+
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0
0
0

impact on water quality and water flow by restoring the natural path of a
natural resource.
Policy measures could result in reductions to flood risk. E.g. 10 metre buffer
and promotion of proposals compatible with the use.

Adherence to Policy 17 (Flooding)
of LP2 alongside this policy

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Positive impacts on environmental objectives – key part of the policy is encouraging restoring natural features of watercourses. Therefore positive impact on
Natural Resources, Biodiversity and GI and Flooding objectives.
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Summary of policy
Policy requiring proposals to not have an adverse impact on water quality.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing
2. Health

Policy 20

Score

•

Managing Water Quality
0
+

3. Heritage

0

4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape

0
0
+
0

8. Natural Resources

+

9. Flooding

0

10. Waste

Ideas for mitigation

0

No significant impact
Improving water quality in rivers, stream and other water bodies results in a
more attractive and sustainable recreational routes which would encourage
healthier lifestyles.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Improving water quality in rivers, streams and other water bodies makes
natural habitats better for wildlife.
No significant impact
The policy is designed to protect water quality as a natural resource.
Reduce pollutants.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

11. Energy

0

12. Transport

0

13. Employment

0

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic Structure

0

No significant impact

No significant impact
No significant impact
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 20

Ideas for mitigation

Managing Water Quality

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Positive impacts on some of the environmental objectives as policy designed to protect water quality, which would require reduced pollutants. Improved water
quality in rivers, streams and other water bodies would be of positive benefits to wider ecological network through improved conditions for habitats.
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Summary of policy

•
•

Defines new inset boundaries at Bradmore, Bunny, Cropwell Butler, Gotham, Newton, Plumtree, Shelford and Upper
Saxondale
Alters existing inset boundaries at Cropwell Bishop, East Bridgford and Gotham.
States that applications in the Green Belt will be determined in accordance with the NPPF.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Policy 21

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Green Belt
+
?/-

2. Health

This would facilitate new housing allocations. Increasing housing supply
should improve affordability
Removal of land from the Green Belt would facilitate housing development
so a secondary effect of this would be removing land that forms part of
recreational routes for walking/cycling.

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social

?/6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
?/7. Landscape

Removal of land from the Green Belt would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to development. This would potentially involve loss
of habitats, potentially impact on neighbouring LWS and compromise GI
networks. Impacts would depend on sites identified for removal.
Removal of land from the Green Belt would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to development. This may have a negative impact
on landscape character, with potential cumulative impacts if a number of
sites are identified for removal.
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Ensure policy wording for any
housing allocating encourages
integration with public footpaths,
wider recreational routes.
Impact on historic towns and
villages has been considered
through the Green Belt Review.

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 17 (Biodiversity)
and Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and .Policies 32-38 of LP2
Consideration of proposals
against Policy 16 (GI, Landscape,
Parks and Open Spaces) of LP1
and Policies 35, 22 of LP2.

Policy 21

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Green Belt

?/8. Natural Resources

Removal of land from the Green Belt would have a secondary effect of
losing a greenfield site to development. This may have a negative impact
on landscape character, with potential cumulative impacts if a number of
sites are identified for removal.

0/?
9. Flooding

Impact dependent on whether sites taken out of Green Belt are at risk of
flooding or not.
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0
0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
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Summary of policy
Criteria based policy for determining applications in the countryside (beyond the physical edge of settlements and the Green
Belt)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 22

Score

•

Development within the Countryside
0

No significant impact
Only allows for re-use or conversion, or exception sites developments or
replacement dwellings so will not be significant impact on this objective.

+

Policy criteria include support of policies for recreational use, leisure which
would encourage healthier lifestyles.
No significant impact

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

0
0
+
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

No significant impact
Policy supports new community facilities and facilities to meet a proven
local need
Policy refers to the need for proposed developments to protect biodiversity,
rivers, watercourses and other features of value. Policy designed to protect
sites outside of settlements (greenfield sites) from development

+

Policy refers to the need for proposed developments to protect appearance
and character of the landscape and protect features which have an
important bearing on landscape, such as rivers, watercourses, field patterns
and industrial heritage. Overall thrust of policy designed to prevent isolated
development in the countryside which would potentially have a negative
impact on landscape character.

+

Justification text to policy encourages prioritisation of land at poorer quality
land in preference to that of higher quality agricultural land.

7. Landscape

8. Natural Resources

Ideas for mitigation
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9. Flooding

Policy 22

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Development within the Countryside
0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy

Ideas for mitigation

0

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

12. Transport
+
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0

Policy seeks to facilitate the diversification of the rural economy. Policy also
supports housing for agricultural workers dwellings where there is evidence
that there is need for the worker to live in close proximity to the site.
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Minor positive impacts on the environmental objectives as the policy is designed to protect sites outside of settlements (i.e. greenfield sites) from development.
Policy wording refers to the need to protect sites with ecological value. Overall thrust of policy designed to prevent isolated development in the countryside
which would potentially have a negative impact on landscape character.
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Summary of policy
Identifies site as an allocation for housing and employment ( a previously developed site)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Policy 23

Score

•

Regeneration: Bunny Brickworks
+
0

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
0
7. Landscape

+
8. Natural Resources

Contribute approximately 100 additional houses, comprising of 30%
affordable.
No significant impact.
Site is in a more isolated location outside of a settlement which would not
encourage walking/cycling and would lead to more trips by private car.
No identified heritage assets
No significant impact
Isolated site not in walking distance to any community facilities or services.
Part of the site greenfield but no identified features of ecological value
identified however. Significant wooded area directly adjacent to the site to
the north. Policy wording criteria includes a sequential approach to loss of
priority habitats (avoided, mitigated, off set).
Site surrounded by development to the west (industrial use), south
(recycling centre) with residential development to the north and the A60 to
the west of the site. Development would not therefore be considered to
have a significant impact on landscape. Policy wording requires retention of
the existing tree belt and hedgerow in order to help preserve the landscape
and rural character of the area.
Although a large area of the site has reverted to its natural greenfield state,
significant elements of hardstanding remain so re-development considered,
on balance, to represent an efficient use of land.

0
9. Flooding

Requirement to adhere to LP1
Policy 8 for affordable housing

Full ecological appraisal would be
required whether there is a
presence of important
species/habitats

Adherance to LCA guidelines

Consideration of proposals
against Policy 18 (Surface Water
Management) of LP2

Site not at risk of flooding
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Policy 23

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Regeneration: Bunny Brickworks
-/?

10. Waste
11. Energy

0
-

12. Transport
+
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0

Redevelopment of the site for mixed used would inevitably involve increase
in waste. Level of impact would largely be dependent on type of
employment use.
No significant impact
Site is in an isolated location outside of a settlement. A bus service does
run adjacent to the site however (~9 to Loughborough via East Leake)
which offers a half hourly service during peak hours.
Policy requires that the southern half of the site be developed for
employment uses (B1, B2 and B8). This would have a positive benefit on
the rural economy.
Dependent on type of employment use developed but likely no significant
impact
Employment development not of a scale to impact significantly on this

Travel packs provided as part of
permission.

Summary
The regeneration of this brownfield site for housing and employment would increase in employment opportunities within the rural area and assist the delivery
of the SA's economic objectives. Impacts on local priority habitats and the landscape could be avoided or mitigated through sensitive design and layout. Whilst
bus services along the A60 provide access to centres of employment, retail and community facilities, the development of this site for housing will also inevitably
increase usage by private car so considered to have a negative impact on the Transport objective and Health as walking and cycling would not be incentivised.
The construction and occupation would inevitably increase the production of waste, energy demand, and consumption of natural resources.
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Summary of policy
Identifies site as an allocation for housing development (a previously developed site)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Policy 24

Score

•

Redevelopment of former Islamic Institute, Flintham
+
-

2. Health
0
3. Heritage
++
4. Crime
5. Social

0

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
0
7. Landscape
+
8. Natural Resources

Ideas for mitigation

Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market housing
demand and deliver 28 affordable units. Positive effect.
Play areas for children are located within close proximity of the site (Cricket
Pitch and Coney Grey Spinney).
Site is in a more isolated location outside of a settlement which would not
encourage walking/cycling
There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close proximity of this
site.
Positive impact as current derelict building has encouraged anti-social
behaviour (trespassing, criminal damage etc) and contributes to a feeling of
unsafety.
Isolated site not in walking distance to any community facilities or services.
There are no designated nature conservation assets within the site. Nearest
designated site is Flintham Park LWS. This is 130m south west of the site
beyond the Cricket pitch. Phase 1 habitat survey identified broadleaf
woodland, scrub and semi-improved neutral grassland. These are LBAP
habitats.
The site has not been assessed within the LVIA of Local Plan Part 2. Site
currently contains large derelict building (former officers mess and then
religious centre). Development would be unlikely to detract from existing
landscape and visual amenity.
Site is previously developed and not agricultural land,redevelopment would
therefore represent a sustainable and efficient use of land. Development
will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to access
employment, education, shops and services. Development would inevitably
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Requirement to adhere to LP1
Policy 8 for affordable housing

Full ecological appraisal would be
required whether there is a
presence of important
species/habitats

Adherance to LCA guidelines

Policy 24

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Redevelopment of former Islamic Institute, Flintham
use natural resources during construction and occupation. The significant
benefit of reusing a PDL site is considered to outweigh the negative impacts
on the objective.

9. Flooding

0
-

10. Waste

The land is within Floodzone 1. It is not at risk of surface water flooding.
There will be an inevitable production of waste during construction and
occupation. Negative effect.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from non-renewable
energy sources . Negative effect.

11. Energy

12. Transport

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Consideration of proposal against
Policy 18 of LP2.

Flintham is served by hourly bus services to Newark and Nottingham. There
are limited facilities within the village. Due to distances from main
employment and shopping areas, education and community services,
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased use of the
private car and congestion. Major negative effects.
Site is not of a scale to generate employment benefit, although it may
generate short term employment during construction. Neutral effect.
No effects identified. Neutral effect
No effects identified. Neutral effect

Encourage sustainable design
which avoids or mitigates causes
of climate change and its effects.
Increase production of renewable
energy.
Travel packs provided as part of
permission.

Summary
Positive impact identified on the Natural Resources objective as development would involve the reuse of PDL, which represents an efficient use of land. Minor
negative on the Transport objective as the village does not benefit from a wide range of services and does not have a frequent bus service and is some
distance from a major centre so public transport use and walking cycling would not be incentivised. This would also have a negative impact on Health. The
proximity of the A46 is of benefit in regards of making efficient use of existing highways transport infrastructure. The most significant benefit identified is on the
Crime objective as the current derelict building has encouraged anti-social behaviour (trespassing, criminal damage etc) and contributes to a feeling of
unsafety for the local community.Demolition and rebuild for housing would therefore eliminate this.
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E35

Summary of policy
•

1. Housing

Policy 25

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Development within District Centres and Local Centres
0
++

2. Health
0
3. Heritage

4. Crime

0
+

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

0
0
0
0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

0
+

No impact
Policy seeks to limit % of hot food takeaways would have a positive benefit
on encouraging healthier lifestyles through diet.
Policy wording includes considering proposals against the character of the
area and states that proposals should not be allowed if they result in the
weloss of a building which makes an important contribution to the local
character.
No impact
Policy has flexibility to allow for cultural and leisure facilities in secondary
frontages. Policy designed to encourage vibrant local centre. Promotes a %
requirement of A1(shops) within primary and secondary frontages. It allows
for other uses within these areas if the grouping does not undermine the
retail role.
No impact
Parts of the district centres eg Bingham, have a historic importance.
Proposed policy not considered to have a negative impact on this.
No impact
No impact
No impact
No impact
Policy permitting retail uses within district and local centres which are more
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Policy 25

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Development within District Centres and Local Centres

+
13. Employment

14. Innovation

15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

accessible. E.g. by public transport.
Policy seeks to focus the majority of A1 retail uses within the primary
frontages, allowing for other uses if the grouping of these would not
undermine the retail role of the frontage and if they make a positive
contribution to the vitality and viability of the district and local centres.

0

No impact

+

Policy should ensure key centres in the Borough, including West Bridgford,
maintain their vitality. Acknowledgement of West Bridgford specifically as
an important driver in the service sector and economic generator for the
Borough.

Summary
Significant positive impact on the Health objective identified as the policy seeks to limit the % of hot food takeways which will help encourage healthier lifestyles
(obesity).Minor positive impacts identified for the Social objective as policy designed to encourage vibrant centres with a range of uses, both retail and non
retail, which could therefore include proposals for community uses.
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Summary of policy

•

Defines the following Centres of Neighbourhood Importance in West Bridgford and Keyworth (Abbey Road, Boundary Road,
Gamston Centre, Hilton Crescent, Loughborough Road, Melton Road, Musters Road, Radcliffe Road, Trent Boulevard,
Nottingham Road (Keyworth)).
Limits A5 uses (hot food and takeway) to 30% maximum in these areas.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 26

Score

•

Development within Centres of Neighbourhood Importance
0
++

2. Health
0
3. Heritage
4. Crime

0
+

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

0
0

7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

No impact
Policy seeks to limit % of hot food takeaways would have a positive benefit
on encouraging healthier lifestyles through diet.
Policy wording includes considering proposals against the character of the
area
No impact
Policy has flexibility to allow for cultural and leisure facilities in within CONI
provided that do not undermine vitality, viability or character. Policy
designed to encourage vibrancy and retail offer whilst permitting uses whch
provide wider community uses..
No impact
Parts of the district centres eg Bingham, have a historic importance.
Proposed policy not considered to have a signficant negative impact on
this.
No impact
No impact
No impact
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11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 26

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Development within Centres of Neighbourhood Importance
0
+
0
0
0

No impact
Policy permitting retail uses within areas which are more accessible. E.g. by
public transport.
No impact
No impact
No impact

Summary
Significant positive impact on the Health objective identified as the policy seeks to limit the % of hot food takeways which will help encourage healthier lifestyles
(obesity).Minor positive impacts identified for the Social objective as policy designed to encourage vibrant centres with a range of uses, both retail and non
retail, which could therefore include proposals for community uses.
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Summary of policy
Policy designed to concentrate main town centre uses in existing centres.
Requirement of impact assessment for main town centre uses

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 27

Score

•
•

Main Town Centres outside District Centres or Local Centres
0
0

No impact

0

No impact

0
+

No impact
Allows for edge of centre or out of centre proposals only if it has been
demonstrated there won’t be an impact on existing centres in terms of
vitality. Therefore considered to have a positive impact.

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

0
0
0
0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy

0
+

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation

Ideas for mitigation

0
0

No impact

No impact
Dependent on location of proposed development. Edge of or out of town
locations may have more of an impact on landscape character.
No impact
No impact
No impact
No impact
Policy designed to concentrate main town centre uses in areas that are
better accessed by public transport and located in more sustainable
locations.
No impact
No impact
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15. Economic Structure

Policy 27

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Main Town Centres outside District Centres or Local Centres
0

No impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Positive impact on Transport objective as policy designed to concentrate main town centre uses in areas that have better public transport accessibility and
located in more sustainable locations.
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Summary of policy
Criteria based policy for conserving and enhancing heritage assets.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 28

Score

•

Conserving and Enhancing Heritage Assets
0/?

1. Housing
0/?
2. Health
++
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

0
0/?
+/?

+/?
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

Minimal impact
May prevent conversion of listed structures into housing but due to low
numbers of listed structures not considered to be a significant impact.
No impact
Not considered to improve access to health services or increase the
opportunities for recreational physical activity.
Policy seeks to conserve and enhance the historic environment, designated
and non-designated assets. Policy text includes reference to Conservation
Areas, Listed structures, Scheduled Monuments, Registered Parks and
Gardens and non-designated assets.

No impact
Heritage assets may include cultural assets and are in commercial, leisure
or residential use. Policy protects this cultural heritage.
Policy seeks to protect the setting of listed structures – may result in
preserving openness in this regard which would be compatible with
preserving sites with ecological or GI importance.
Registered and non registered parks and gardens are given protection
through the policy. These are important features in the landscape in terms
of overall character and distinctiveness.
No impact
No impact
No impact
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Requirement in the policy for
applicants to submit Heritage
Statements demonstrating the
impact of proposals on the historic
environment.

11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 28

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Conserving and Enhancing Heritage Assets
0
0
0
0
0

No impact
No impact
No impact
No impact
No impact

Summary
Significant positive impact on Heritage objective as policy designed to conserve and enhance the historic environment.
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Summary of policy
Policy designed to ensure development proposals adequately assess impact on sites of archaeological importance

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Policy 29

Score

•

Development affecting Archaeological Sites
0
0

2. Health

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

No significant impact
Purpose of the policy is to protect sites of known or potential archaeological
interest. Therefore a positive impact on conserving heritage and the historic
environment. Policy does not propose improving access to these sites but
will potentially improve understanding of the Borough’s cultural assets
through the requirement for appropriate archaeological assessment.

0
0
0/?

No significant impact
No significant impact

0/?
0
0
0

Secondary impact could be retention of an asset as greenfield.
No significant impact
No significant impact

10. Waste
11. Energy

Dependent on individual sites. May result in refusal of planning permission
for new housing if site identified as having archaeological

++
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0
0
0

Secondary impact could be retention of an asset as greenfield.

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 29

Ideas for mitigation

Development affecting Archaeological Sites

Summary
Significant positive impact on Heritage objective as the purpose of the policy is to protect sites of known or potential archaeological interest.
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Summary of policy
Policy designed to protect redevelopment of existing community facilities (unless it has been demonstrated that it is not
economically viable, feasible or practicable to retain the existing use

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 30

Score

•

Protection of Community Facilities
0
+

2. Health
+
3. Heritage
4. Crime

Ideas for mitigation

+

No impact
Health facilities, community pharmacies, dentists would be protected under
this policy from redevelopment (unless demonstrated that there was no
demand for the facility or alternative provision exists which is reasonably
accessible).
Policy would give some protection for churches which are more likely to
have historic importance.
Police stations would be included as’ emergency services’ in the policy
wording.

+
Policy designed to protect social facilities. Positive impact as this will
support retention of existing facilities.

5. Social

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste

0
0
0
0
0

No impact
No impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
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Policy requires that if it has been
demonstrated that the existing use
isn’t viable, practicable or feasible,
in the first instance redevelopment
for alternative community uses are
considered.

11. Energy

Policy 30

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Protection of Community Facilities
0
+

12. Transport

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure
Summary

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

No significant impact
Two of the criteria for allowing a community use be developed for other
uses refer to the need for alternative provision which can be reasonably
accessed by walking, cycling or public transport and would not result in an
increase in car journeys. Ultimately however, if a community use was not
demonstrated to be viable, the facility could be lost without another facility
in walking distance so would require longer car journeys to be made.
However, the policy would give additional protection that would not be there
if there was no policy so a slightly positive impact overall.
Policy ultimately allows for redevelopment of community use for another
use) e.g. employment through a cascade style policy.
No significant impact
No significant impact

No significant impacts identified.
Positive impact on the social objectives as policy designed to protect community facilities. Protecting these helps retain social cohesiveness.
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Summary of policy

•

Directs new tourist attractions and accommodation to district centres firstly, then within settlements, then edge of centre.
Policy text designed to protect existing facilities from adverse impact (Trent Bridge Cricket Ground, City Ground, National
Water Sports Centre, Grantham Canal, Nottingham Transport Heritage Centre, Great Central Railway)
Supports restoration of Grantham Canal, including proposed link between the Grantham Canal and River Trent (proposal
map highlights this as a safeguarded route)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 31

Score

•
•

Sustainable Tourism and Leisure
0
+

2. Health
++
3. Heritage

4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

0
+/?
+
+

7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

Ideas for mitigation

+

No significant impact
Policy text refers to the support of development of facilities that area well
connected to other tourist and leisure destinations and amenities by walking
and cycling, encouraging healthier lifestyles. National Watersports Centre
expansion would be of benefit to local population who use the centre for
recreation.
Policy supports restoration of the Grantham Canal and the proposed link
between the canal and the River Trent is safeguarded. Policy also includes
reference to protecting Nottingham Transport Heritage Centre and Great
Central Railway and promoting suitable expansion where appropriate.
No significant impact
Promotes tourism – which could include development of new cultural
facilities. E.g. museums.
Policy promotes suitable
The policy states that proposals should enhance the environment and local
distinctiveness, including landscapes. In rural areas policy states that
proposed development should be of a scale appropriate to the local
landscape which should ensure impact is minimised.
In rural areas, policy promotes the re-use of existing buildings where

E48

9. Flooding

Policy 31

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Sustainable Tourism and Leisure

0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy

0
+

12. Transport

+
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0

possible.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Policy directs new proposals for tourism attractions and facilities towards
areas which are firstly within the district centres, then edge of centre and
then other accessible locations. Locating facilities which are likely to draw
large numbers of people in areas which are more accessible by public
transport will help to encourage residents and visitors to make more
sustainable transport choices. Policy does also support rural tourism –
which would be located in more isolated locations potentially away from
public transport opportunities, policy wording states that such developments
should not adversely affect local transport infrastructure however.
Policy supports the appropriate development of facilities for sustainable
tourism. Tourism is an important feature of the local economy (e.g. sport
tourism) and helps support local businesses.
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
Significant positive impact on Heritage objective as policy supports restoration of Grantham Canal and includes policy wording to protect Transport Heritage
Centre and Great Central Railway. Minor positive impacts on the environmental objectives as the policy also designed to protect identified GI features that form
part of recreational routes.
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Summary of policy

•
•

Requirement for housing proposals over 50 to improve quantity or quality of sports pitches and recreational open
space in the local area;
Requirement for proposals between 10 and 50 to make a financial contribution to improve the quantity or quality of
recreational open space in the surrounding area.
Policy does not impose set standards but refers to the Playing Pitch Strategy as being used to help determine what
impact the new development will have on existing facilities and demand and the capacity of existing sites in the
area.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 32

Score

•

Recreational open space
0
+

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
+
+
+
+
0
0

No significant impact
Provision or improvement of recreational facilities (play areas, outdoor
sports facilities, and allotments) will encourage healthier lifestyles for
increasing and improving opportunities for recreational physical activity.
A compatible use for preserving local character.
No significant impact.
Development of such facilities would help aid social cohesion and bring
communities together, i.e. sports teams, community allotments.
Policy would lead to improvements to existing and potential development of
new green infrastructure corridors.
Recreational open space a compatible land use for preserving existing
landscape.
Recreational open space a compatible land use for preserving natural
resources.
No significant impact
No significant impact
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11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 32

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Recreational open space
0
0
0
0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified.
Minor positive impacts identified on the environmental objectives and the Health objective as provision or improvement of recreational facilities will encourage
healthier lifestyles by improving opportunities for recreational physical activity.
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Summary of policy

•

Identifies protection for designated areas of Local Green Space at Warner’s Paddock (Bingham), Forest Road
(Bingham), Cogley Lane (Bingham), Inholms Green (Flintham) – amenity open space.
Policy allows for other Local Green Spaces through Neighbourhood Plans.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

1. Housing

Policy 33

Score

•

Ideas for mitigation

Local Green Space
+

2. Health

+

3. Heritage

Minor negative impact as this would prevent these sites coming forward as
future housing sites
The Local Green Spaces identified would be protected under this policy.
These areas may be made use of by local residents for active outdoor
recreation to the benefit of both mental and physical health – however some
including Warner’s paddock, have no designated public access so limited
benefits for this.
Cogley Lane, Bingham is a Scheduled Ancient Monument (site of a
deserted medieval village at Crow Close). Site already protected from
development under SAM legislation so preservation of this site already
assured.
Warner’s Paddock not a designated historic feature but is of potential
archaeological interest. Policy would give greater degree of protection.

4. Crime
5. Social

0
0
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

No impact
Those sites with more extensive public access would have a greater
positive impact on social cohesion e,g, sports clubs.
Warner’s Paddock is the last significant area of open space in the centre of
Bingham. Public access for the western boundary of the site but no public
access across the site. Designation as Local Green Space would not
improve public access. Policy designed to protect green spaces – which will
maintain ecological value of the sites and help protect habitats and species
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Policy 33

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Local Green Space
that they contain.
+

7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

0
0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0
0

Policy would conserve the interrelationship between the landscape and the
historic environment through protection of Warner’s Paddock and Cogley
Lane.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Minor negative impact as this would prevent these sites coming forward as
future employment sites
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified. Minor negative impacts on housing and employment as designation will prevent development on these sites.
Minor positive impacts identified on Health and Heritage objectives (as some are designated for their historic features) and other environmental objectives as
the policy will preserve sites as greenfields.
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Summary of policy
Identifies the type of GI that will be protected from development under this policy
Protects access to open spaces

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 34

Score

•
•

Green Infrastructure and Open Space Assets
0
++

2. Health
+
3. Heritage
4. Crime

0
++

5. Social
++

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

7. Landscape

Ideas for mitigation

0

No significant impact
Positive impact - protects existing open space assets which encourage
healthier lifestyles through recreation use and physical activity. Policy
specifies the following which have clear physical recreational benefits –
allotments, canals, golf courses, parks, recreation grounds and country
parks, rights of way and sports pitches.
Policy seeks to protect access to open space features, some of which have
heritage value. This will protect access to historic sites and help
understanding of the Borough’s cultural assets.
No significant impact
Clear social and community benefits from protecting GI facilities of the
types named in the policy. E.g Sports clubs, allotment societies, various
sporting and leisure clubs that utilise the country parks. This brings people
of different cultures, faiths, ages together, improving social cohesiveness.
Policy intended to protect and promote enhancement of GI – will protect
those features with ecological value, LWS, protected species etc. Policy
encourages creation of new green space, improvements of existing GI and
open space (unless it is demonstrated that the need for the asset no longer
exits and that the benefits of an alternative use outweigh the loss of the
asset). Justification text to policy emphasises that successful GI is often a
local facility which people use frequently and is accessible by foot. Overall
the policy directly benefits this objective.
Policy intended to protect and promote enhancement of GI – will protect
those features with ecological value, LWS, protected species etc. Policy
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8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Policy 34

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Green Infrastructure and Open Space Assets

0
+
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0
0
0

encourages creation of new green space, improvements to existing GI and
open space (unless it is demonstrated that the need for the asset no longer
exists and that the benefits of an alternative use outweigh the loss of the
asset. Policy therefore directly benefits this objective.
No significant impact
Green infrastructure uses will reduce risk of flooding in built up areas as
they act as flood plains, absorbing excess water.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
Significant positive impacts on the Health, Social, Biodiversity & GI objectives as the policy designed to protect GI from development. Social and community
benefits from protecting type of facilities named in the policy as these are used by for example, community allotment groups, sports and recreation groups.
Policy designed to protect and promote enhancement of GI – this will protect features with ecological value.
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Summary of policy

•

Policy identifies local level GI corridors and assets and requires proposals in these areas to maintain and enhance
these, including consideration of enlarging these areas. It identifies the former Cotgrave Minerals Line, River Trent
and Grantham Canal Link, Grantham Canal, Bingham to Melton Former Railway Line, the Urban Fringe area, and
other Green Corridors
Policy specifies that proposals on the urban fringe incorporates accessible infrastructure that provides recreational
opportunities, wildlife benefits and enables pedestrian and cycle access to the wider countryside.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 35

Score

•

Green Infrastructure Network and Urban Fringe
0
++

2. Health
+
3. Heritage

4. Crime

0
++

5. Social
++
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape

Ideas for mitigation

0

No significant impact
Policy encourages improving access to the wider countryside for proposals
in the urban fringe – specifying the need to enable pedestrian and cycle
access. Of the 16 local corridors identified, many have sport and recreation
as one of their primary functions
A number of the specified corridors have heritage value (Grantham Canal,
disused railway lines) - identification of them in the policy gives them
greater protection and encourages improving access which should help
understanding of the Borough’s cultural assets.
No significant impact
Clear social and community benefits from protecting GI facilities of the
types named in the policy. E.g Sports clubs, allotment societies, various
sporting and leisure clubs that utilise the country parks. This brings people
of different cultures, faiths, ages together, improving social cohesiveness.
Clear social and community benefits from protecting GI facilities of the
types named in the policy. E.g. Sports clubs, allotment societies, various
clubs that utilise the country parks. This brings people of different cultures,
faiths, ages together, improving social cohesiveness.
Policy intended to protect and promote enhancement of GI – will protect
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8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Policy 35

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Green Infrastructure Network and Urban Fringe

0
+
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0
0
0

those features with ecological value, LWS, protected species etc. Policy
encourages creation of new green space, improvements to existing GI and
open space (unless it is demonstrated that the need for the asset no longer
exists and that the benefits of an alternative use outweigh the loss of the
asset. Policy therefore directly benefits this objective.
No significant impact
Green infrastructure uses will reduce risk of flooding in built up areas as
they act as flood plains, absorbing excess water.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
Policy requires new developments within the urban fringe to incorporate accessible infrastructure that provides recreational opportunities, wildlife benefits and
enables pedestrian and cycle access to the countryside – thereby having a positive impact on the Health objective and Biodiversity objective.
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Summary of policy
Criteria based policy for proposed development or on affecting protected wildlife or geodiversity sites (SSSI, LWS,
Local Geological Sites, LNR, Irreplaceable habitats e.g. Ancient Woodland)

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

2. Health

Policy 36

Score

•

Designated Nature Conversation Sites
0
+

3. Heritage

+

4. Crime

0

5. Social

+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

++

7. Landscape

+

8. Natural Resources

0

9. Flooding

+

10. Waste
11. Energy

Ideas for mitigation

No significant impact
Sites of nature conservation interest often have GI value and are used for
recreational uses, improving physical and mental well being for the local
population. .
Some of the designated assets have heritage value (e.g. ancient woodland)
so protection of these under this policy would have a positive benefit.
No significant impact.
Those features with public access would have a benefit for this objective –
for example, various social clubs use Country Parks. This helps people
from different background come together and aid social cohesiveness.
Policy designed to provide protection for sites with protected species and
ecological importance.
Named features of biodiversity importance have an impact on landscape
character. Mutallly compatible objective. Protecting and improving
biodiversity assets will also help preserve landscape.
Protection policy would prevent loss of soils to development.
Protected wildlife sites often have value as wetland habitats. Preserving
these features will ensure inappropriate development is not allowed on
those areas which could increase flood risk.

0

No significant impact.

0

No significant impact.
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12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 36

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Designated Nature Conversation Sites
0
0
0
0

No significant impact.
No significant impact.
No significant impact.
No significant impact.

Summary
Significant positive impact on the Biodiversity and GI objectives as policy designed to protect these features by giving further policy on how proposals should
address ecological issues and incorporate protection of designated sites. Preserving and enhancing existing ecological features will have a mutually
compatible benefit on helping to preserve landscape character. Also mutually compatible benefits identified for the Flooding objective. No significant negative
benefits identified.
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1. Housing

Policy 37

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Trees and Woodlands
0
+

2. Health
+
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape

0
0
+
+
+

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

+
0

10. Waste
11. Energy

Ideas for mitigation

+

No significant impact
Trees benefit health through helping to absorb pollution and reduce
breathing related health problems and improve mental health.
Policy designed to protect ancient woodlands – important to preserve the
historic landscape.
No significant impact
No significant impact
Trees form part of the ecological network and support other habitats.
Additional policy therefore beneficial
Trees form an important feature of local landscapes. This policy protects
treescapes.
Trees also play an important role in counteracting climate change by
providing a barrier to strong winds, reducing temperatures at ground level,
helping to reduce flooding and preventing soil erosion.
Tree-ed landscapes play an important role in absorbing water and
preventing flooding.
No significant impact
Positive impact on climate change by preventing loss of trees.

12. Transport

0

No significant impact

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic Structure

0

No significant impact
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 37

Ideas for mitigation

Trees and Woodlands

Summary
No significant impacts identified. Minor positive impact on Heritage (reference included in policy to protection of ageing and veteran trees) and Biodiversity,
Green Infrastructure and Landscape, Flooding and Health objectives.
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Summary of policy
Policy designed to protect non designated biodiversity assets that aren’t covered by national policy protection

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 38

Score

•

Non-Designated Biodiversity Assets and the Wider Ecological Network
0
+

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

0
0
0
++

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

+
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

+
+

9. Flooding
0
10. Waste
11. Energy

Ideas for mitigation

0

No significant impact
Improving local habitats of importance can improve local population health
through improving publically accessible GI. Secondary impact of improved
local biodiversity reducing pollution which can negatively impact on health.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Significant positive impact as identification of networks in policy would give
them a greater degree of protection as these are not protected under
national legislation. Establishing a network in policy will help ensure that
important habitats don’t become fragmented. Policy also protects locally
identified priority habitats. Policy justification text names specific biodiversity
features that proposals should consider to include.
Clear links between biodiversity, green infrastructure and landscape.
Protecting biodiversity networks should help preserve openness which
would help conserve landscape character.
Additional protection of ecological features and the local network will help
maintain natural resources, improve environmental quality.
Aims of the policy are mutually compatible with reducing flood risk.
Improving wetland habitats, improving local watercourses will help
watercourses cope with increased flows.
No significant impact
No significant impact
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12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 38

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Non-Designated Biodiversity Assets and the Wider Ecological Network
0
0
0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
Significant positive benefits on the Biodiversity and Green Infrastructure objective as policy gives further requirements for proposals to include measures to
improve important habitats that aren’t designated but still of ecological value. Policy requires developments to achieve a net gain in biodiversity and also
incorporate elements of biodiversity in the schemes. Policy refers to the Rushcliffe Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report which gives further clarity on what
are the priority habitats and focal areas.
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1. Housing

Policy 39

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Health Impacts of Development
0
+

2. Health
3. Heritage

Ideas for mitigation

0/?

No significant impact
If there is an identified health issue then a proposal should seek to address
this. May lead to more well designed schemes if it is considered that health
has not been taken into account. E.g. improved cycle linkages and
pedestrian access.
No significant impact

4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

0
0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact

7. Landscape

0

No significant impact

8. Natural Resources

0

No significant impact

9. Flooding

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

0

No significant impact

12. Transport

0

No significant impact

13. Employment

0

No significant impact

14. Innovation

0

No significant impact

15. Economic Structure

0

No significant impact

10. Waste
11. Energy

Summary
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 39

Ideas for mitigation

Health Impacts of Development

No significant impacts identified. Minor positive impact on the Health objective – not considered significant as policy in itself will not improve the health of the
Borough but will require that this is considered in consideration of planning applications.
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1. Housing

Policy 40

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Pollution and Land Contamination
0
+

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

0
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Contaminates on previously developed land could adversely effect a
person’s health. Policy requires this is addressed. Pollution (light, noise, air)
also adversely effects a person’s health, both physical and mental. Policy
designed for proposals to limited the impacts.

0

+

7. Landscape

Ideas for mitigation

0
+

Nuisance impacts of noise pollution can have a negative impact on social
cohesion.
Light pollution and noise pollution can disturb and cause harm to certain
species e.g. bats. Policy therefore offers protection to this vulnerability.
Land contamination likewise has a negative impact on more fragile habitats
and ecological networks.
Designed to protect water quality and prevent infiltration of contaminants
into groundwater

0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0
0
0

Summary
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 40

Ideas for mitigation

Pollution and Land Contamination

Significant positive impacts identified on the Natural Resources objective as policy seeks to ensure proposed development doesn’t lead to an unacceptable
level of pollution or be jeopardize health though building on contaminated sites. Noise pollution, air pollution and light pollution all cited in the policy which
should ensure impact on these is considered through appropriate schemes of mitigation. Minor positive impact on Health objective
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Summary of policy
Policy is designed to ensure that proposals do not exacerbate air quality beyond acceptable levels.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
1. Housing

Policy 41

Score

•

Air quality
0
++

2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape

0
0
0
0
0
++

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy

+
0/?

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure
Summary

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
0

No significant impact
Poor air quality and pollution has a negative impact on people’s health –
e.g. breathing/asthma conditions.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Proposals that affect an area of known poor air quality are required to
include measures to improve air quality. E.g. reduced emissions, tree
planting etc.
No significant impact
No significant impact
Consideration of proposals
against LP1 Policy 2.

No significant impact
If proposals are considered to have an unacceptably adverse impact on air
quality then proposals may be required to include measures to improve
public transport.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 41

Ideas for mitigation

Air quality

Policy has a significant positive benefit on the Health objective and Natural Resources objective. Improved air quality would improve the general health and
would help reduce impacts of climate change. No negative impacts identified.
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Summary of policy
Policy to ensure that new development will not needlessly sterilise mineral resources

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 42

Score

•

Safeguarding Minerals
0/?

1. Housing

0
2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources

0
0
+

No significant impact
No significant impact

+
++

Would retain greenfield sites as such, preventing built development
This will safeguard mineral deposits, thereby having a positive impact on
this objective by protecting an
No significant impact

0
0

12. Transport
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

No significant impact
No significant impact

10. Waste
11. Energy

Would prevent sites with a mineral resource coming forward as a housing
site.

0

0
0

9. Flooding

Ideas for mitigation

0/?
0
0

Would retain greenfield sites as such.

No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Would prevent sites with a mineral resource coming forward for
employment uses
No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
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Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 42

Ideas for mitigation

Safeguarding Minerals

Significant policy benefit on Natural Resources as policy is designed to protect areas that are rich in minerals. Minor negative on housing and employment as
this may prevent certain sites coming forward for housing or employment uses.
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Summary of policy
List of what types of infrastructure will be required on developments of 10 or more dwellings or 1,000 square metres

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Policy 43

Score

•

Planning Obligations Threshold
0

1. Housing
+
2. Health
3. Heritage
4. Crime
5. Social

Ideas for mitigation

0
0
+

Affordable housing not included within the scope of the policy as this was
covered under the Core Strategy policy so no significant impact on this
objective.
Health provision is one of the infrastructure items listed under the policy so
this should ensure new development does not overly burden existing health
facilities.
No significant impact
No significant impact
Education, community and sports facilities are specified in the policy as
being the infrastructure required by new development.

+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
7. Landscape
8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Green infrastructure, recreational open space and biodiversity are specified
in the policy as being infrastructure required by new development.
+
0
0
0

10. Waste
11. Energy
12. Transport
13. Employment

0
+
0

Green infrastructure, recreational open space and biodiversity are uses
compatible with preserving landscape character.
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
No significant impact
Highways, including sustainable transport measures are specified in the
policy as being infrastructure required by new development.
No significant impact
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Specify in justification text what is
meant by biodiversity
improvements as existing text is
quite general and not specific.

14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Policy 43

Score

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Ideas for mitigation

Planning Obligations Threshold
0
0

No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
No significant impacts identified. Minor positive impacts on those objectives related to the type of infrastructure required by the policy.
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Housing Site Policies
++

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

+

Score

1. Housing
++

2. Health

+

3. Heritage

-

4. Crime

0

0

-

Policy 2.1 Land rear of Mill Lane/The Old Park (Cotgrave)
The site would make a major contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 180 dwellings. 10%
of the dwellings (up to 18) should be affordable housing.

The occupants of the site will benefit from being in close
proximity to the recreational assets of Cotgrave Country Park
and the Grantham Canal for pedestrian and cycle connectivity. It
will be within a 30 minute walking distance of the health and
leisure centres. Policy wording refers to the need to improve
pedestrian linkages to the Country Park and Grantham Canal
and the need to safeguard the proposed pedestrian and cycle
bridge.
There are no designated heritage assets within the site. However
archaeological finds indicate the site may contain a prehistoric
settlement and early medieval cemetery. Medieval and roman
pottery has been found. Policy wording refers to the need for the
areas of important archaeological interest should be avoided and
retained as open space unless subject to area excavation and
recording

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
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--

Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Further field evaluation would be
necessary to inform suitability for
development. Areas of the site with
important archaeological interest
should be avoided and retained as
open space. In accordance with Core
Strategy Policy 10, the design and
layout should respect the existing
character of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 2.1 Land rear of Mill Lane/The Old Park (Cotgrave)

Ideas for mitigation
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
+

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Cotgrave.
The site is within close proximity to Cotgrave Country Park and
the Grantham Canal; both of which are Local Wildlife Sites. The
site itself is open and currently agricultural use. However, there
will be an overall net-gain in biodiversity through improvements
to green infrastructure (primarily tree/woodland planting). Policy
wording refers to the need for GI to achieve net gainst in
biodiversity through tree planting/woodland creation.
Landscape appraisal score 48/100. The site is comprises two
arable fields and some rough ground on the north‐eastern edge
of the village of Cotgrave. To the immediate north of the site is
Cotgrave Country Park, which is a considerable recreational
resource for the area. There is an overall low landscape value
within the study area and a low susceptibility to change due to
the perception of the site as an extension of the edge. The
sensitivity of the landscape character is low overall. Visually,
Cotgrave Country Park is an indicator of value, but there is little
else of value. There are a medium number of potential receptors
and the site forms part of the backdrop to the village, but it is of
overall low susceptibility. Overall, there is a low visual sensitivity.
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and
facilities. Development will inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation. Site is identified as grade 3
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Green infrastructure improvements
both on-site and adjacent. Particular
enhancement to the northern and
eastern fringes of the site to create a
buffer between the site and the
adjacent ecological importance
features.
Retain and enhance trees and
vegetation at the site’s boundary. A
buffer should be provided between the
site and Cotgrave Country Park.

Ensure houses are built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 2.1 Land rear of Mill Lane/The Old Park (Cotgrave)

Ideas for mitigation

agricultural land
9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

11. Energy

The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However,
parts of the site are at risk of surface water flooding. Policy has a
requirement for surface water run off issues to be addressed
through SUDS.
Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Within walking distance of a shopping area, several main
facilities and a main bus route. Whilst development will inevitably
lead to increased use of the car, it is considered that the
balancing factors will lead to a positive effect.
Policy requires junction improvements at Hollygate Lane and
Colston Gate and Hollygate Lane and Stragglethorpe Lane.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.
No identified effects.

Summary
SA objective 1 (housing) aims to ensure the housing stock meets the housing needs of Rushcliffe. Development of this site will provide a major positive
regarding this as around 170 houses will be built, 10% of which will be affordable. The site has good linkages to the adjacent Cotgrave Country Park and
Grantham Canal which provide opportunities to address SA objective 2 (health). However, buffers should be created between the development and these
features to reduce negative effects. The site provides good opportunities to access local shops, facilities and public transport, therefore reducing private car
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 2.1 Land rear of Mill Lane/The Old Park (Cotgrave)

use.
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Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 2.2 Land south of Hollygate Lane (Cotgrave)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a major contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 190 dwellings. 10%
of the dwellings (up to 19) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Ensure if possible linkages are
provided to access the county park
and the Grantham Canal. Provision of
on-site Green Infrastructure including
open spaces and play areas.
In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

1. Housing

2. Health
0

3. Heritage
0
4. Crime

The site will not reduce health inequalities or improve access to
health facilities. The site is within 15 minute walk to the new
medical centre. Maddison Park and Cotgrave Country park are
also within 15 minute walk.
No recorded heritage assets on site or in the surrounding setting.
The Grantham Canal is located close to the boundary; however,
development is unlikely to have any significant effect on it.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Cotgrave.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within the
site’s boundary. The Grantham Canal is located on the site’s
boundary; however, it is unlikely to affect this significantly. It is
also bounded by the some hedgerows which are a LBAP habitat.
Policy states that Green Infrastructure should provide linkages to
the Grantham Canal and Hollygate Park and achieve net-gains
in biodiversity through tree planting and woodland creation
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced in
addition to Green Infrastructure
linkages to the Grantham Canal and
Hollygate Park. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a
last resort compensated.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
-

9. Flooding
10. Waste

0
-

Policy 2.2 Land south of Hollygate Lane (Cotgrave)

Ideas for mitigation

Landscape appraisal score of 54/100 has been given to the site.
The site comprises a number of fields on the north-eastern edge
of Cotgrave laid to arable farming, rough ground and equestrian
grazing. The study area has a low to medium landscape value,
partly due to the influence of existing development and lack of
conservation interests; however, there is also a close
representativeness to the prevailing landscape character and the
high recreational value in the study area. Development of the
site would result in an illogical extension of the urban edge as a
finger perpendicular to the existing settlement line, extending the
settlement into the rural setting. Despite this, the landscape
susceptibility is low as the development of the site would cause
no notable loss of key characteristics in the study area and the
site is still perceived as an extension of the existing urban edge.
Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. Visually, there is a low
value related to the site ‐ the only aspect of value is the views
towards All Saints Church in the historic centre of the village.
The visual susceptibility is also low, arising from the low level of
visibility of the site and its presence on the edge of the
settlement with strong vegetated site boundaries. There is an
overall low visual sensitivity.
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and
facilities. Development will inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation. Site is identified as grade 3
agricultural land.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding).

Retain and enhance existing
vegetation and trees. Careful design
and layout particularly toward the east
of the site where the site’s edge meets
the open countryside.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
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Ensure houses are built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

11. Energy

Policy 2.2 Land south of Hollygate Lane (Cotgrave)
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

12. Transport

+

The site is within walking distance of the Cotgrave Connection
bus route which runs at least three times per hour during
weekday daytime. The site is also within walking distance of
most main facilities and local employment opportunities.
However, development will inevitably result in the use of private
cars. Part of the development will include a road connection
between Colston Gate and Hollygate Park to reduce congestion.
Policy refers to several highways improvement measures.

Ideas for mitigation
Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

Overall positive effect on transport.
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
-

Development of the site would result in the loss of existing
businesses. However, the site is likely to create employment in
the short-term during construction.
No identified effects.
Employment site which currently operates on the site will be lost
as a result of residential development.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste,
energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity objectives and should be
avoided or mitigated. The allocation would have a neutral impact on heritage/design, health and landscape SA objectives. As the site is within walking
distance of Cotgrave's community facilities, retail options and regular bus services to Nottingham, the use of private car would be reduced. Consequently,
overall the allocation of this site for housing would have a slightly positive impact on transport. The development of the site for housing would however make
a significant contribution to meeting the housing needs for both local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The subsequent increase in
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 2.2 Land south of Hollygate Lane (Cotgrave)

Ideas for mitigation

population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing and social objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing

Policy 3.1 Land north of Rempstone Road, East Leake

Ideas for mitigation

Development would contribute 235 additional dwelling, including
47 affordable units.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

++

2. Health
0
3. Heritage
0
4. Crime

Allocating this site will not reduce health inequalities or increase
opportunities for recreational activity. Site is within 30 minute
walking time of East Leake Leisure Centre. Policy refers to the
need for improved walking/cycling connectiviytt.
No designated or non designated heritage assets within or in
close proximity of the site. Neutral impact.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the design and layout of development. Neutral effect.
0

5. Social
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

7. Landscape
-

Policy requires provision to be made for a serviced primary
school site on site. Development would not enhance cultural
assets or improve access to community facilities. Indirectly, an
increase in population - as a result of allocating this site - should
help sustain local shops, public houses and community facilities.
The site is not one of nature conservation importance. There are
hedgerows around the site and hedgerows are identified as a
LBAP priority habitat.
LVIA aggregate score: 63/100. The site is a series of arable
fields separate from the existing settlement boundary of East
Leake, although adjacent to an existing development site with
outline permission for residential development. It slopes up
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In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Policy requires that design and layout
of the development on the frontage
provides a visually attractive entrance
to the village. Development adjacent

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
0
10. Waste

-

11. Energy
-

Policy 3.1 Land north of Rempstone Road, East Leake

Ideas for mitigation

towards Rempstone Road from the settlement. There is a
medium landscape value within the study area which arises from
the network of paths, the generally good level of management
and the rural setting to the village. The main factor influencing
the medium landscape susceptibility is the fact that the site
(when considered with the adjacent consented development)
forms a finger of urban influence into the rural setting, expanding
the urban influence. The landscape sensitivity is overall medium.
Visually, there is a medium sensitivity to development of the site.
This is derived partly from the medium visual value arising from
the sites location in the setting of East Leake Conservation Area
and the recreational value of the site. The other factor is the
medium visual susceptibility as the site is part of the recreational
experience and part of the rural setting for residential receptors
in East Leake. Site is located on the Rempstone Road Ridge
Line where Neighbourhood Plan Policy E1 restricts development
that breaks the skyline.
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and
facilities. Development would inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation. Site is identified as BMV.
Major negative effect.
Flood Zone 1. Eastern boundary of the site at high risk of surface
water flooding. Small area of the site to the western end at low
risk of surface water flooding.
There will be an inevitable production of waste during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy. Minor
negative effect.

to the open countryside should
respect the rural character of the area.
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Adherance to Sustainable Drainage
policy of LP2.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

12. Transport
-

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 3.1 Land north of Rempstone Road, East Leake

Ideas for mitigation

Nearest bus stop, for the Navy 1 line, lies at the end of Kirk Ley
Road, approximately 200 metres from the site. There is no
footpath to this stop. Site is beyond the 1.25lkm walking distance
from the village centre and therefore contrary to the adopted
Neighbourhood Plan.
No significant impact

Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No significant impact
No significant impact

Summary
Site located some distance from the village centre and is not close to any bus stops. Sustainable transport methods would not therefore be incentivised and
allocating this site would have negative effects on transport objectives. The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on
environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority
habitats and impacts can be avoided through development design and layout. The loss of best and most versatile land and negative effects on landscape
however cannot be mitigated and these conflict with natural resources and landscape objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the
effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing
needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and
facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 4.1 Land off Nicker Hill (Keyworth)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a major contribution to meeting o housing
demand by providing around 150 dwellings. 20% of the dwellings
(up to 30) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Comprehensive buffer zone between
the development and BGS site.

1. Housing

2. Health
+

3. Heritage
0

4. Crime

There is a playing field (Elm Avenue) within 20 minute walk of
the site. The leisure centre and football pitches can also be
reached within a 10 minute walk, enabling access to physical
activity opportunities. Noise, dust and odours may be released
from the BGS site, potentially effecting new residents.
The site does not contain, or is adjacent to, any recorded
heritage assets. The neighbouring BGS is a local interest
building.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Keyworth.
The field adjacent to the site is a Local Wildlife Site (BGS
Meadow) and also identified as existing grassland within the
Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping Report. It is also adjacent to
Stanton‐on‐the‐Wolds Golf Course, also designated a LWS. The
land is bounded by and contains within it established mature

E85

The setting of the local interest
building should be preserved. In
accordance with Core Strategy Policy
10, the design and layout should
respect the existing character of the
area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced.
Ditches should be buffered and
managed to improve connectivity of
water bodies, biodiversity and reduce

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

-

8. Natural Resources
-

Policy 4.1 Land off Nicker Hill (Keyworth)
hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat and the pasture
may contain locally important neutral grassland plant species.
The site also contains ditches which are also a priority habitat. In
accordance with the BOMP, ditches should be buffered and
managed to improve connectivity of water bodies, biodiversity
and reduce diffuse water pollution.
Policy refers to the need for development to not adversely impact
LWS.
Policy refers to the need for Green Infrastructure to improve
connections to the right of way network and deliver net-gains in
biodiversity
Landscape appraisal score 61/100. Situated on the north‐eastern
edge of Keyworth, the site is a series of both arable and pastoral
fields which form a key part of the rural setting for the village.
There is a high landscape quality and close representativeness
to the landscape character set out by Nottinghamshire County
Council, both of which contribute to a medium landscape value.
Despite the site's role as part of the rural setting to the village,
there is a low landscape susceptibility to development of the site.
The landscape sensitivity is also low. The site has a low visual
value although the long views afforded to the north are a positive
factor. There is a medium visual susceptibility which is as a
result of the site being a part of the visual amenity for both
recreational and residential receptors, as well as the high
visibility of the site within its surroundings. Overall the sensitivity
of the visual amenity is medium.
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and
facilities. Development will inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation. Site is identified as grade 3

E86

Ideas for mitigation
diffuse water pollution. Adverse
effects should be avoided, mitigated
or as a last resort compensated. A
Phase 1 habitat survey should be
undertaken as a result of the LWS
and priority habitats.

Landscape buffer though retaining
and enhancing trees and vegetation
on and around the site.

Ensure houses are built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 4.1 Land off Nicker Hill (Keyworth)

Ideas for mitigation

agricultural land.
9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

11. Energy

The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However
there is a medium risk of surface water flooding running though
the centre of the site.
Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

The site is within a 5 minute walk to a regular bus route which
provides a service every 10-15 minutes. However the distance
from shops, facilities and employment opportunities will result in
the increased use of private car.
Policy refers to the need for junction improvements .
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No increase or decrease in high quality employment. However,
the site is directly adjacent a centre of excellence (BGS).
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats and
the local wildlife site. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a negative effect due to high landscape quality however mitigation is considered to be
possible through the provision of a landscape buffer. The development of the site for housing and will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate
change objectives. In terms of housing objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for some affordable housing. It is
considered that there is a slight positive effect in relation to transport objective given the bus service is within good walking distance, together with some local
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 4.1 Land off Nicker Hill (Keyworth)

facilities.

E88

Ideas for mitigation

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
++

2. Health
+

3. Heritage
-

4. Crime

Policy 4.2 Land between Platt Lane and Station Road
(Keyworth)
The site would make a major contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 190 dwellings. 20%
of the dwellings (up to 38) should be affordable housing.

The allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are
opportunities for physical activity through incorporating the site
into the existing green infrastructure. There are football club
pitches adjacent to the site in addition to playing fields and a
leisure centre within a 15 minute walk.
There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or
adjacent to the site. The cottages fronting Platt Lane and BGS
are however identified as local interest buildings which the
development may have a minor negative setting effect on.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
0

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Keyworth.
There are no designated nature conservation interest within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by established mature
hedgerows, a tree belt and ditches which are LBAP priority
habitats.
Policy refers to the need for Green Infrastructure to improve
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Incorporate the site into existing green
infrastructure assets to provide easy
access to physical activity
opportunities.
The setting of the local interest
buildings should be preserved. In
accordance with Core Strategy Policy
10, the design and layout should
respect the existing character of the
area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced.
Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Run-off into the ditch

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
10. Waste
11. Energy

-

Policy 4.2 Land between Platt Lane and Station Road
(Keyworth)
connections to the right of way network and deliver net-gains in
biodiversity
Landscape appraisal score 51/100. The site is a pleasant arable
field nestled on the northern edge of Keyworth. The study area
has a variable landscape condition and a lack of conservation
interests as well as a distinct human influence; for these reasons
there is a low landscape value. In terms of susceptibility, other
than the loss of attractive and well‐managed farmland, there are
few other issues. The site would be perceived as an infill /
extension to the urban edge and the susceptibility would overall
be low. The landscape sensitivity would also be low. The
adjacent community sports facilities are indicators that there is
visual value within the study area, but other than that there are
few other factors that point to the site having any visual value.
The site forms part of the visual amenity for residential receptors,
but has a minor impact on the experience for recreational
receptors. The visual sensitivity is overall low.
Site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land (very good).
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However,
part of the site along Platt Lane is identified as being at high risk
from surface water flooding.

Ideas for mitigation
on Debdale Lane should be prevented
to avoid diffuse water pollution.
Restore and enhance the vegetated
boundary.

The loss of very good quality
agricultural land cannot be mitigated.
Ensure houses are built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 4.2 Land between Platt Lane and Station Road
(Keyworth)

Ideas for mitigation
consumption.

12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

The site is served by regular public transport services with bus
stops located directly opposite the site. The development will be
within walking distance of other bus routes and some local
facilities.
Policy refers to the need for junction improvements at Platt Lane,
Nicker Hill, Normanton Lane and Station Road.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have minor negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats; however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, as there is on historic assets. There
would be a negative effect in terms of natural resources, with the loss of Grade 2 (very good) agricultural land. The development of the site for housing and
their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in
that the site would provide for some affordable housing. There is a minor positive effect in terms of transport with a regular bus service running past the site
and facilities being within walking distance.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 4.3 Land south of Debdale Lane (Keyworth)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a major contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 190 dwellings. 20%
of the dwellings (up to 38) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Incorporate green infrastructure into
the site. A linear park along the site’s
western boundary would be a good
contribution to achieving this.
In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

1. Housing

2. Health
+
3. Heritage
0
4. Crime

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. Football club and
leisure centre are a 20 minute walk with playing fields within a 10
minute walk.
There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or
adjacent to the site.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Keyworth.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. It is however bounded by and contains
established mature hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat.
It may also contain locally important neutral grassland.
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced.
Adverse effects on any biodiversity
should be avoided, mitigated or as a
last resort compensated. Run‐off into
the ditch on Debdale Lane should be
prevented to avoid diffuse water
pollution.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
-

Policy 4.3 Land south of Debdale Lane (Keyworth)
Landscape appraisal score 48/100. The site is a series of fields
comprising rough ground and pasture on the western edge of
Keyworth village; the site forms a block extending the existing
settlement line. Within the study area, there is a low landscape
value owing in part to the poorly managed and degraded rural
edge and the lack of recreational opportunities. As mentioned
previously, the site forms a block of development extending the
urban edge with no loss of key characteristics. With this in mind
the landscape susceptibility and also the landscape sensitivity
are both considered to be low. In terms of visual susceptibility,
the site forms part of the rural outlook for residential properties,
although the view is not necessarily aesthetically pleasing due to
the degraded nature of the site itself. The visual susceptibility is
therefore medium owing to this, the medium number of receptors
and the medium visibility of the site. Overall the visual sensitivity
is considered to be low.
Policy requires a landscape buffer along the western and
northern boundaries.
Site is identified as Grade 2 (very good) and Grade 3 (good)
agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality
due to increased vehicle use to access employment, education,
shops and community services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Significant negative effect.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However,
there is a high risk of surface water flooding identified on the part
of the site adjacent to Debdale Lane.
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Ideas for mitigation
Retain and enhance the existing
vegetation. A strong urban edge is
required.

The loss of very good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
10. Waste

Score

-

11. Energy

Policy 4.3 Land south of Debdale Lane (Keyworth)
Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

12. Transport
+
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Ideas for mitigation

The site is served by regular public transport services with bus
stops within a 10 minute walk of the site. Due to the distance of
facilities and employment opportunities from the site, an increase
in private car use is inevitable.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste,
energy consumption and use of natural resources. Whilst negative effects on biodiversity would occur, effects on priority habitats should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort compensated. Developing this site would have neutral landscape impacts and conflicts with SA flooding objectives should be
mitigated through site design, layout and sustainable drainage systems. It is considered that due to its location, there is a slight positive effect in terms of the
transport objective. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others
within the wider housing market area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site
therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives. As construction would only provide/sustain a relatively small level of employment, the effects
on economic objectives are neutral.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health

0

3. Heritage
0
4. Crime

Policy 4.4 Hillside Farm (Keyworth)
The site would make a contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 70 dwellings. 20% of the
dwellings (up to 14) should be affordable housing.

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are
recreational facilities within walking distance of the site, including
a playing field (within 10 minutes), leisure centre (within 15
minutes) and a football club slightly further from the site (25
minutes). There is potential for noise, odour and dust from the
adjacent farm to effect occupants of new residential dwellings.
Policy wording requires the amenity of residents not to be
adversreely effected by this.
There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or
adjacent to the site.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Keyworth.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
adjacent to the site. However, there are several LBAP priority
habitats currently on the site, including hedgerows and ditches.
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Substantial buffer between the site
and the neighbouring farm.

In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

The quality and connectivity of
hedgerows fronting Bunny Lane
should be preserved and enhanced.
Adverse effects on any biodiversity

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

-

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
10. Waste
11. Energy

-

Policy 4.4 Hillside Farm (Keyworth)

Landscape appraisal score 44/100. The site is a field of rough
pasture situated on the western edge of the village of Keyworth;
the site has limited visibility form its surroundings and slopes
downwards from the northern boundary. Within the study area,
the low landscape quality and lack of recreational value
contribute to a low landscape value. The site would appear as an
urban extension to the settlement boundary with no loss of key
characteristics and as such would have low landscape
susceptibility as well. Visually, there is little value related to the
site, which does not form part of the visual amenity for any
receptors; the visual susceptibility is low. Overall there is a low
landscape and visual sensitivity.
Site is identified as Grade 2 (very good) and Grade 3 (good)
agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality
due to increased vehicle use to access employment, education,
shops and community services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation.
Significant negative effect.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However,
there is a low risk of surface water flooding identified down the
centre of the site and adjacent to properties on Roseland Close.

Ideas for mitigation
should be avoided, mitigated or as a
last resort compensated. Run‐off into
ditches should be prevented to avoid
diffuse water pollution.
Landscape planting to restore and
enhance existing boundary
vegetation.

The loss of very good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 4.4 Hillside Farm (Keyworth)

Ideas for mitigation
consumption.

12. Transport
+
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

The site is served by regular public transport services with bus
stops within a 10 minute walk of the site. An increase in private
car use is inevitable.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The loss of very good quality agricultural land is a constraint which, alongside the increased use of natural resources as a result of construction and
occupation, means the allocation of this land conflicts with the natural resource SA objective. The development of this greenfield site would have negative
impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste and energy consumption. Developing this site would have
neutral landscape impacts and conflicts with SA flooding objectives due to the low risk of surface water flooding should be mitigated. The development of the
site for housing would however make a valuable contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market
area. The increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on
housing and social objectives. As construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
++

2. Health

Policy 5.1 Land north of Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)
The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 150 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 45) should be affordable housing.

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. Playing fields are a
10 minute walk from the site. Policy refers to the need for
improved connections to the PROW netwrol.
+

3. Heritage
0

4. Crime

There are no nationally designated heritage assets within or
adjacent to the site. Development would affect the setting of
Radcliffe on Trent as the appearance of the village when
approaching would be altered.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Radcliffe on
Trent.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within the
site. It is however bounded by and contains hedgerows, tree
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Incorporate significant green
infrastructure features into the site to
enable physical activity. Link the site
to existing green infrastructure
including the former Cotgrave Colliery
Mineral Line (pedestrian and cycle
route) and Trent Valley Way.
In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area. Tree and hedgerow
buffers should be incorporated into
the site to mitigate visual impacts.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerows should be enhanced with
shelter belts. The loss of priority

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
-

Policy 5.1 Land north of Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)
belts, isolated trees, scrub and woodland. These are LBAP
priority habitats. The land has been used for pasture and some
has been less intensively managed. Consequently it may contain
locally important lowland grassland. The site is located within the
River Trent Green Infrastructure Corridor, Urban Fringe area and
is adjacent to the former Cotgrave Colliery Mineral Line. It is also
located within the River Trent Ecological Network which
comprises of wetlands, grasslands and woodland.
Policy states that Green Infrastructure should improve
connections to the right of way network, including the
neighbouring former Cotgrave Colliery Mineral Line (a pedestrian
and cycle route), deliver net-gains in biodiversity and where
necessary contribute to flood risk avoidance measures;
Landscape appraisal score 51/100. The site is comprises
pasture and rough ground nestled into the north‐western edge of
Radcliffe on Trent. The landscape value of the study area is low,
with little scenic quality, correlation to existing landscape
character, recreational value or tranquillity. Development of the
site would be perceived as infill with no notable loss of key
characteristics and as such the landscape susceptibility is also
low. The landscape sensitivity is low overall. The site has no
visual value in its surroundings and has a limited contribution to
surrounding receptors owing to its low visibility. Overall, the
visual value, susceptibility and sensitivity area all low.
Site is identified as Grade 3 (good) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
community services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation. Significant
negative effect.
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Ideas for mitigation
habitats should be avoided, mitigate
or as a last resort compensated. A
green corridor could be created below
the existing power lines – this would
also act as a buffer between
residential and employment
development. Connections to the
existing former Cotgrave Colliery
Mineral Line would deliver net-gains in
biodiversity. Other green infrastructure
assets would delivery biodiversity
objectives whilst also mitigating flood
risk.
Retain the existing blocks of
vegetation which define the field
boundaries. Retain the woodland to
the east. Significant buffering of the
western half of the site to avoid
perception of increased urbanisation.

The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

9. Flooding

-

10. Waste

-

11. Energy

Policy 5.1 Land north of Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)
The whole site is within Flood Zone 2 and a significant area of
the site is at a high risk, medium and low risk of surface water
flooding. Most recent SFRA work indicates that only the northern
part of the site is at risk of flooding in a 1 in 1000 flood risk event
given the defences in the area.
Policy states that vulnerable development should be avoided
within Flood Zone 3.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

+

13. Employment
+
14. Innovation
+
15. Economic Structure

+

A site specific flood risk assessment
(FRA) would be required. Significant
sustainable drainage systems would
also be required as part of
development. The northern part of the
site should not experience residential
development due to the increased risk
of flooding.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus
services. The site is adjacent to the main bus route to
Nottingham (every 10 minutes). As with any development, there
will inevitably result in an increased use of the private car and
congestion.
As part of the mixed-use development, land west of the existing
National Grid overhead pylons will be developed for employment
uses. This is in line with the adopted Radcliffe on Trent
Neighbourhood Plan.
The mixed-use development creates opportunity for high quality
employment and may attract skilled, professional and graduate
workers.
The site is allocated for mixed-use residential and employment. It
will provide land for businesses to operate on.

Summary
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 5.1 Land north of Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

The development of this greenfield site would a negative effect on environmental SA objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats.
However, this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The whole site is within Flood Zone 2 and a
significant area of the site is at a high risk, medium and low risk of surface water flooding. However, most recent SFRA work indicates that only the northern
part of the site is at risk of flooding in a 1 in 1000 flood risk event given the defences in the area so only considered a minor negative. The development of
the site for housing and will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive
impact in that the site would provide for additional housing. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in relation to transport objectives.
Development would lead to more car journeys however the site is within walking distance of the village centre and is served by frequent public transport.
Overall there would be a positive effect on the economic and employment objectives if allocated for mixed use development.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health
0
3. Heritage

0

4. Crime

Policy 5.2 Land Adjacent Grooms Cottage (Radcliffe on
Trent)
The site would make a contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 50 dwellings. 30% of the
dwellings (up to 15) should be affordable housing.

Allocation will not reduce health inequality or improve access to
health facilities. The playing fields at Wharf Lane and the existing
medical centre are both within a 20 minute walk.
There are no designated or non-designated heritage assets
within or adjacent the site.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

7. Landscape
-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Radcliffe on
Trent.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
in close proximity to the site. There are, however, hedgerows
bounding the site which are a LBAP priority habitat.
Landscape appraisal score 52/100. The site comprises a series
of arable fields on the eastern edge of Radcliffe on Trent,
forming a large finger of development towards the east into the
rural setting of the village. The landscape value in the study area
is low overall, but the generally well maintained landscape
quality, the number of conservation interests and the strong rural
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Significant accessible green
infrastructure could be created in
conjunction with the neighbouring site
which would enable physical activity.

Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerows around the site should be
preserved and enhanced.
Avoid roof lines above the landform
skyline and ensure development is at
a similar density to surrounding
residential areas.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding
10. Waste

0
-

11. Energy

Policy 5.2 Land Adjacent Grooms Cottage (Radcliffe on
Trent)
edge contributed by the site within the study area all add value.
In terms of susceptibility to change, development of the site
would result in the creation of a finger of development into the
strong rural edge, effectively eroding this edge and creating an
increased perception of urbanisation. Development on Spellow
Hill will be particularly problematic in terms of increased
prominence of housing in the area. Due to this, the landscape
susceptibility of the study area to change is therefore medium,
and the landscape sensitivity is also medium. In visual terms, the
site forms a strong rural setting to the settlement and this
contributes to a medium visual value. In terms of visual
susceptibility, the site forms the rural setting for both residential
and transport receptors and includes areas of prominent land,
resulting in a medium susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is
overall medium.
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, education, shops
and services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding).

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

0

Ensure houses are built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

There are bus stops located adjacent to the site on Shelford
Road; however, these services are not very frequent. The
Rushcliffe Villager service provides hourly services during the
day to Nottingham and Bingham or Newton. A more regular bus
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Contributions to increase frequency
and quality of local public transport.
Improvements to pedestrian and cycle
links to the village centre and

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Score

0
0
0

Policy 5.2 Land Adjacent Grooms Cottage (Radcliffe on
Trent)
service is available from the village centre. The site is within
walking distance of the village centre. As with all developments,
there would be an increase in private car journeys in the area,
possibly increasing congestion and air pollution. Overall neutral
effect.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Ideas for mitigation
destinations beyond. Travel packs
should be provided to all new
residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats;
however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a minor negative effect. The development of the site for housing
and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact
in that the site would provide for additional housing to meet local and market area demand. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in
relation to transport objective. Whilst within walking distance of the village centre, public transport only runs hourly. Overall there would be a neutral effect on
the economic objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 5.3 Land off Shelford Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 400 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 120) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Significant accessible green
infrastructure could be created in
conjunction with the neighbouring site
which would enable physical activity.

1. Housing

2. Health

+

3. Heritage

Allocation will not reduce health inequality or improve access to
health facilities. The playing fields at Wharf Lane and the existing
medical centre are both within a 20 minute walk. Policy requires
land on part of the site to be safeguarded for a medical centre.
Policy wording refers to the need for land to be safeguarded for a
pedestrian/cycle bridge which will encourage walking as a
means of accessing services, facilities and employment.
There are no identified heritage assets within or in close
proximity of the site. No archaeological alerts. However, an initial
assessment which accompanies the planning application has
found evidence of late iron age early Romano British settlement.

-

4. Crime

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0
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Further archaeological investigation
will be necessary. Results could
potentially result in a portion of the
site being inappropriate for
development, although a large portion
of the site is expected to be suitable
for development to commence. Parts
of the site which are not suitable for
development should be well
incorporated into the site’s design and
layout.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

5. Social

+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

7. Landscape

0

Policy 5.3 Land off Shelford Road (Radcliffe on Trent)
Sufficient land is expected to be safeguarded to provide and new
school and medical centre on site in addition to financial
contributions toward the provision of these. Development will not
directly enhance cultural assets. The increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain new and
existing local shops, schools, community services and facilities
within Radcliffe on Trent.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within or
in close proximity to the site. The site does have hedgerows
within and around its borders which are LBAP priority habitats.

Landscape appraisal score 52/100. The site comprises a series
of arable and pastoral fields on the eastern edge of Radcliffe on
Trent, forming a block of development towards the east of the
village. The landscape value in the study area is low overall, but
the generally well maintained landscape quality, the
representativeness of the study area with regards to the LCA
and the rural edge contributed by the site within the study area
all add value. In terms of susceptibility to change, development
of the site would result in the creation of an extension of the
settlement, with potential for increased density but overall low
landscape susceptibility. The landscape sensitivity is also low. In
visual terms, the site forms a rural setting for the settlement but
has little other visual value. In terms of visual susceptibility, the
site forms the rural setting for both residential and transport
receptors and has a medium visibility, resulting in a medium
susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is overall low.
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Ideas for mitigation

Preserve and enhance hedgerows on
the site where appropriate. Increase
biodiversity and green infrastructure
on the site through planting of
vegetation and creation of green
corridors.
Roof lines should not break the
landform skyline. Density of housing
should also be similar to that of
neighbouring residential areas.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

11. Energy
12. Transport

0

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 5.3 Land off Shelford Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

Site is identified as Grade 2 (very good) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
community services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). The
southern part of the site is at a high risk of surface water
flooding. Land in the centre, below the existing farm, is also at a
low risk of surface water flooding.
Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

The loss of very good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
There are bus stops located adjacent to the site on Shelford
Road; however, these services are not very frequent. The
Rushcliffe Villager service provides hourly services during the
day to Nottingham and Bingham or Newton. A more regular bus
service is available from the village centre. The site is within
walking distance of the village centre. As with all developments,
there would be an increase in private car journeys in the area,
possibly increasing congestion and air pollution, especially as
this site would involve a large increase in total households.
Overall neutral effect.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Contributions to increase frequency
and quality of local public transport.
Improvements to pedestrian and cycle
links to the village centre and
destinations beyond. Travel packs
should be provided to all new
residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.
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Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 5.3 Land off Shelford Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative effects on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse impacts on priority habitats;
however, this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. There is a major negative effect in terms of
natural resources as development would lead to the loss of Grade 2 (very good) agricultural land which cannot be mitigated or compensated. The
development of the site for residential use will inevitable conflict with waste, energy and climate change SA objectives. In terms of social objectives, there
would be a positive effect in that the site would provide for additional housing including a significant number of affordable units. The site would also make
provisions for a new school and medical centre to serve the village. There is a negative effect on historic assets in relation to archaeology, however this only
relates to a small part of the site which could be avoided if necessary. It is considered that due to its location, there is a neutral effect in relation to transport
objective. Whilst within walking distance of the village centre, public transport only runs hourly so therefore encouraging private car use.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
0
2. Health
0
3. Heritage

Policy 5.5 72 Main Road (Radcliffe on Trent)
The site would make a small contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 5 dwellings. No
affordable units would be provided. Due to the low level of
housing – minimal impact on this objective.
The site is in close proximity to the Wharf Lane Recreation
Ground. However, the small size of the site limits any potential
for on-site recreational space.
The site is located within the historic core of the village; however,
no heritage assets are identified within, or around the site.

0

4. Crime

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
0
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

7. Landscape
0

The small increase the local population should indirectly help
sustain new and existing local shops, schools, community
services and facilities within Radcliffe on Trent. However, the
small scale of this development would have a negligible effect.
The site does not contain any designated nature conservation
assets. It is, however, bounded by and contains hedgerows
which are a priority habitat. The land has not been managed so
there is potential that there will be locally important grassland
species living on the site.
Landscape appraisal score 32/100. The site is comprises
pasture and rough ground nestled into the north‐western edge of
Radcliffe on Trent. The landscape value of the study area is low,
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Ideas for mitigation

In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area. Tree and hedgerow
buffers should be incorporated into
the site to mitigate visual impacts.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Adverse impacts on local priority
habitats should be avoided, mitigated,
or as a last resort, compensated.

Boundary vegetation should be
retained and enhanced as a
landscape buffer.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
9. Flooding

Policy 5.5 72 Main Road (Radcliffe on Trent)
with little scenic quality, correlation to existing landscape
character, recreational value or tranquillity. Development of the
site would be perceived as infill with no notable loss of key
characteristics and as such the landscape susceptibility is also
low. The landscape sensitivity is low overall. The site has no
visual value in its surroundings and has a limited contribution to
surrounding receptors owing to its low visibility. Overall, the
visual value, susceptibility and sensitivity area all low.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation.
The site is located within Flood Zone 2. There is also an
identified low risk of surface water flooding.

-

10. Waste

-

11. Energy

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

+

Ensure houses are built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.
A site specific flood risk assessment
(FRA) would be required. Flood
avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus
services. The site is adjacent to a main bus route to Nottingham
(every 10 minutes). The site is within walking distance to main
employment and shopping areas, schools and community
facilities. However, as with any residential development, private
car use is likely to increase as a result. The provision of public
transport in close proximity results in a minor positive impact.
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Score

0
0
0

Policy 5.5 72 Main Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.
No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats; however
these impacts could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the site for housing and
their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in
that the site would provide for some additional housing and benefits to supporting local business and services, although both would be limited. It is
considered that due to the frequent bus service and rail links, there is a minor positive effect in relation to transport objective. Overall there would be a neutral
effect on the economic objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 5.4 Land north of Grantham Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 240 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 72) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Accessible green infrastructure could
be created within the site to enable
physical activity.

1. Housing

2. Health
+

3. Heritage

0

4. Crime

Allocation will not reduce health inequality. There are, however,
opportunities to incorporate GI which could enable physical
activity. Playing fields at Bingham Road are within a 10 minute
walk. Policy requires land within the west of the site to be
safeguarded for a future pedestrian and cycling bridge across
the railway line
There are no heritage assets within, or in the surrounding are, of
the site.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Radcliffe on
Trent.
There are no designated nature conservation sites within the
site; however, the designated Saxondale Railway Local Wildlife
Site lies adjacent to the north east corner of the site. The railway
line bordering the north of the site provides indirect connectivity
to the LWS. The site itself contains a drainage ditch and is
bounded by hedgerows which are both local priority habitats in
the LBAP.
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Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Preserve and enhance hedgerows
and ditches to maintain ecological
connectivity of habitats. Ensure diffuse
water pollution is reduced to protect
ditch habitats.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
-

Policy 5.4 Land north of Grantham Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

Landscape appraisal score 50/100. The site is an arable field
which runs alongside the A52 and forms a perpendicular finger
to the main settlement edge of Radcliffe on Trent. Within the
study area, there is a low landscape value, derived in part from
the lack of recreational value and tranquillity ‐ particularly as a
result of the busy A52. The landscape susceptibility is also low ‐
however it is noted that development of the site would result in
loss of good quality arable land, as well as a perceived finger of
development stretching into the rural context of the settlement.
Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. In terms of visual
amenity, there is no value attached to the site within its
surroundings. The site does however forms a part of the rural
outlook for residential receptors. Overall, the visual susceptibility
is low given the limited visibility of the site, and the visual
sensitivity is also low. Policy for the site states that development
adjacent to the open countryside should respect the rural
character of the village.

The existing mature vegetation should
be retained and incorporated into the
development. A landscape buffer
should be established on the eastern
boundary.

Policy requires development on the A52 frontage and which
borders the open countryside should provide a visually attractive
gateway and boundary to the village
Site is identified as Grade 2 (very good) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
community services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However,
there is an identified high risk of surface water flooding to the
west of the site within Bell’s Field. There is also an area at low
risk of surface water flooding through the centre of the site.
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The loss of very good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
10. Waste

Score

-

11. Energy
12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 5.4 Land north of Grantham Road (Radcliffe on Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus
services. The site is adjacent to a main bus route to Nottingham
(every 10 minutes). However, distances from main employment
and shopping areas, schools and community facilities will
inevitably result in use of the private car. The provision of public
transport in close proximity results in a minor positive impact.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Improvements to pedestrian and cycle
links to the village centre and
destinations beyond. Travel packs
should be provided to all new
residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative effects on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats;
however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, subject to a landscape buffer being provided to
the east of the site. There is a major negative effect in terms of natural resources as development would lead to the loss of Grade 2 (very good) agricultural
land. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change SA objectives. In terms of
social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the site would provide for additional housing including a proportion of affordable units. It is
considered that due to its access to a frequent bus service into the main urban area, there is a minor positive effect in relation to transport objective.
However, whilst the site is close to a frequent bus service, it is some distance away from the village centre which may encourage private car use.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health
0

3. Heritage

0

4. Crime

Policy 5.6 The Paddocks, Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)
The site would make a positive contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 75 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 22) should be affordable housing.

The allocation will not reduce health inequality. The size of the
site may prevent the delivery of significant on‐site recreational
space. Wharf Lane Recreation Ground is within a 10 minute walk
from the site.
Policy requires that occupants should not be adversely affected
by noise distubance
There are no heritage assets within, or in the surrounding are, of
the site.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

7. Landscape

0

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Radcliffe on
Trent.
There are no designated nature conservation assets within the
site or in close proximity. However, it is bordered by hedgerows
and the land may contain locally important grassland flora.

The site is contained by existing development, roads and
allotments. The site has not been assessed as part of the Local
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
If appropriate, the creation of
accessible green infrastructure would
positively impact the health objective.

Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerows should be retained and
enhanced where appropriate. There
may also be opportunities to retain
local grassland as a small scale
wildlife and amenity space.
Boundary vegetation should be
retained and enhanced where

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
-

9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

11. Energy

Policy 5.6 The Paddocks, Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)
Plan Part 2 LVIA so a detailed landscape assessment has not
been prepared.
Site is identified as Grade 3 (good) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment, education, shops and
community services. Development would inevitably use natural
resources during construction and occupation.
The site is in Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). However,
there is an identified low risk of surface water flooding in some
areas of the site.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy

+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

possible to sustain a rural character.
The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

Radcliffe is served by public transport, including rail and bus
services. The site is adjacent to a main bus route to Nottingham
(service every 10 minutes). It is also within walking distance to
the village centre. However, residential development will
inevitably result in increased private car use. Overall minor
positive effect due to frequent bus service and proximity to
village centre services.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.
No identified effects.
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 5.6 The Paddocks, Nottingham Road (Radcliffe on
Trent)

Ideas for mitigation

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have minor negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority
habitats; however this could potentially be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect. The development of the site for
housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive
impact in that the site would provide additional housing with a contribution of affordable housing units. It is considered that due to its location, there is a
slightly positive effect in relation to the transport SA objective. The site is near a frequent bus service and within walking distance of the village centre.
Overall there would be a neutral effect on the economic objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 6.1 Land west of Wilford Road (Ruddington)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 130 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 39) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Ensure access onto the adjacent
Sellars Field is easily available.

1. Housing

2. Health
+
3. Heritage

0

4. Crime

The site is directly adjacent to Sellars Field which has sports
pitches and play areas. Health facilities are within a 10 minute
walk.
There are no heritage assets within, or in the surrounding are, of
the site.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Ruddington.
The land is bounded by the Packman Dyke; this ditch feeds into
the Fairham Brook, and is a priority habitat, identified in the
LBAP. They make up the Fairham Brook and Packman Dyke
Green Corridor, which the site is located within. The dyke is also
identified as an existing wetland in the BOMR.
Policy requires that on-site green infrastructure should deliver
recreational open spaces, landscape buffers (including a buffer
around Sellers Field Recreation Ground), net-gains in
biodiversity.
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Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Ditches should be buffered and
managed to improve connectivity of
habitats. Direct adverse effects or
indirect effects on nature conservation
sites downstream of the Fairham
Brook should be avoided, mitigated or
as a last resort compensated. A 10
metre buffer should be created either
side of the Packman Dyke. Creation of
new green infrastructure on-site.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

Policy 6.1 Land west of Wilford Road (Ruddington)
Landscape appraisal score of 55/100. The site is a field adjacent
a playing field on the northern edge of Ruddington. Landscape
value within the study area is low, owing in part to the lack of
both conservation interests and recreational value. There is also
low landscape susceptibility, with development of the site
forming an extension of the urban edge and resulting in no loss
of key characteristics. The landscape sensitivity is overall low. In
visual terms, there is limited value apart from the presence of the
play area. However, the visual susceptibility is medium, with the
site forming part of the rural setting for a medium number of
receptors and generally being visible within its surroundings,
particularly when viewed from the north. The visual sensitivity is
medium overall.

Ideas for mitigation
Trees on and around the site should
be retained to form a landscape
buffer.

Policy wording requires that development on the Wilford Road
frontage and which borders the open countryside should provide
a visually attractive gateway and boundary to the village
8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding

--

The site is identified as Grade 2 agricultural land. Development
will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, education, shops and community services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation.
Significant areas of land adjacent to Packman Dyke and Wilford
Road are within Flood Zone 3. The majority of the remaining
area is within Flood Zone 2. There is also a significant area of
land at low risk of surface water flooding. Policy requires that
vulnerable development should not be allowed within Flood Zone
3/
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The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
An exception test (mitigation
measures) must be applied in order to
allocate this site. Vulnerable
development should not be built within
Flood Zone 3. sustainable drainage
systems on site and a 10 metre buffer
either side of the Packman Dyke will

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 6.1 Land west of Wilford Road (Ruddington)

Ideas for mitigation
mitigate some flood risk.

10. Waste

-

11. Energy
12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
The site is adjacent to Wilford Road which has a regular bus
service to Nottingham every 20 minutes. The site is also within a
10 minute walk to the village centre. However, residential
development will inevitably result in increased private car use in
the area.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats; however
these effects could possibly be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a major negative effect in terms of flood
risk, therefore an exception test would be required. There is considered to be a neutral effect in relation to heritage assets. The development of the site for
housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a major
positive impact in the fact that the site would provide additional housing including affordable units. Development of the site would have the potential of
supporting local shops and facilities. There is a neutral effect in relation to transport objectives. The site is on a main bus route; however it is effect in relation
to transport objectives. It is on a main bus route and within walking distance of facilities. Overall there would be a neutral effect in relation to the economic
objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health
0
3. Heritage

-

4. Crime

Policy 6.2 Land south of Flawforth Lane (Ruddington)
The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 50 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 15) should be affordable housing.

Allocating this site for development will not reduce health
inequalities or increase opportunities for recreational activity.
Elms Park and St Mary's Community Park are both within a 10
minute walk. The medical centre is also within a 10 minute walk
The site has the potential to impact the setting of the nearby
Conservation Area and Grade II listed Easthorpe House. Several
established trees and vegetation also contribute to the character
of the area. Policy refers to the need to preserve the setting of
the Conservation Area and Easthorpe House.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Ruddington.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within the
site or in close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

Ensure the design and layout of the
development complies with Core
Strategy Policy 10. Retain the
established trees to contribute to the
landscape buffer and reduce adverse
impact on the village character. The
part of the Conservation Area
adjacent the site is open agricultural
land, so development should preserve
this agricultural character.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

The quality and connectivity of
hedgerows should be preserved and

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 6.1 Land west of Wilford Road (Ruddington)
which are a LBAP priority habitat.Policy refers to the need to
retain these.

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
-

Landscape appraisal score 48/100. The site is an area of
brownfield land which was formerly a nursery on the western
edge of Ruddington. It forms part of the setting for the
Ruddington Conservation Area but the low site quality does not
contribute a great deal to it. Within the study area, there is a
medium scenic quality and a close representativeness to the
landscape character as assessed by Nottinghamshire County
Council; these both contribute to a medium landscape value.
There would be no loss of key characteristics within the study
area and the site would be perceived as an extension to the
existing urban edge. There would be overall low landscape
susceptibility and low landscape sensitivity. Looking at visual
amenity, there is little value attached to the site within the study
area, except for its role as part of the setting to the Ruddington
Conservation Area. The site does not bear much relation to the
visual amenity of residential and transport receptors and has a
low visual susceptibility. The visual sensitivity is overall low.
The site is identified as Grade 2) agricultural land. Development
will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to
access employment, education, shops and community services.
Development would inevitably use natural resources during
construction and occupation.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). A
small area of the site adjacent to Flawforth Lane is identified as
being medium and low risk of surface water flooding.
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Ideas for mitigation
enhanced. Any adverse effects on
biodiversity should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.
The mature vegetation on the site’s
boundary should be retained and
enhanced where possible.

The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
10. Waste

Score

-

11. Energy
12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 6.1 Land west of Wilford Road (Ruddington)

Ideas for mitigation

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
The site is within a 5 minute walk of a bus service to Nottingham
and Loughborough which runs every 30 minutes. The village
centre can also be reached within a 5 minute walk. As with all
residential development, the use of the private car may have an
impact on congestion and pollution in the local area.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats, however this
could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be provided in terms of planting and
sensitive layout and design. There is considered to be a neutral effect in relation to heritage assets. The development of the site for housing and their
occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the
site would provide additional housing including a proportion of affordable units. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities
which is a positive effect against this objective. There is a slight positive effect in relation to transport objectives. Overall there would be a neutral effect on
the economic objectives
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 6.3 Land opposite Mere Way (Ruddington)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 170 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 51) should be affordable housing

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.

1. Housing

2. Health
+
3. Heritage

-

4. Crime

The site is in within a 5 minute walk to Rushcliffe Country Park
and Elms Park which both provide opportunity for physical
activity. Health facilities in the village can be accessed within a
15 minute walk.
There are no heritage assets within or in close proximity to the
site. There is a potential for harm to panoramic views from
Loughborough Road out of the Conservation Area, however this
view is limited by significant hedgerow along western boundary.
Policy refers to the need to protect the setting of the
Conservation Area.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within Ruddington.
There are no designated nature conservation sites within the
site, or in close proximity. Rushcliffe Country park is 200m west
of the site. The site itself is bounded by and contains hedgerows
which are a priority habitat.
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Ensure design and layout complies
with Core Strategy Policies 10 and 11.
The rural character of neighbouring
land within the Conservation Area
should be protected. Open space and
water attenuation features can be
incorporated into the design to
maintain open character.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerows should be protected and
enhanced to ensure their quality and
connectivity remains to a high degree.
Shelterbelts could be included into the

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
-9. Flooding
-

Policy 6.3 Land opposite Mere Way (Ruddington)

Landscape appraisal score 57/100. The site comprises two
arable fields on the south-eastern edge of Ruddington, lying
adjacent to the boundary of the Ruddington Conservation Area.
The site is slightly separate from the existing settlement edge. A
medium landscape value is present in the study area - this
reflects the high representativeness and the medium number of
conservation and recreational assets. Development of the site
would result in the loss of part of the rural setting to the
settlement, as well as a perceived urbanisation, especially as the
site is slightly separate from the existing urban edge. Overall,
both the landscape susceptibility and landscape sensitivity are
medium. There is little visual value attached to the site and its
low visibility means that it does not contribute greatly to the
visual amenity of receptors. The visual value, susceptibility and
sensitivity are all low overall.
Policy refers to the need for development along the
Loughborough Road frontage, at the junction with Mere Way and
which borders the open countryside should provide a visually
attractive gateway and boundary to the village
The land is classified as Grade 2 agricultural land. Development
will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased vehicle use to
access employment and services. Development would inevitably
use natural resources during construction and occupation.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). A
small area of the site adjacent to the A60 is identified as being at
low risk of surface water flooding.
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Ideas for mitigation
development’s design to enhance the
wildlife corridors.
Provision of landscape buffer along
the eastern, northern and southern
boundaries of the site. A visually
attractive gateway to the village
should be created. Development
should respect the rural character of
the area.

The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
10. Waste

Score

-

11. Energy
12. Transport
+

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 6.3 Land opposite Mere Way (Ruddington)

Ideas for mitigation

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
The site is close to bus stops which provide regular half hour bus
services to Nottingham and Loughborough. The site is, however,
a 15 minute walk from the village centre. As with all sites,
developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to increased
use of the private car and contribution to congestion.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to
new residents. Pedestrian and cycle
access should be provided through
adjacent sites should these be
allocated.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this site would have negative impacts on the environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats; however
these effects could possibly be mitigated. In terms of landscape, the effects are neutral. There is considered to be a slight negative effect in relation to
heritage assets, however these effects are considered to be mitigable. The development of the site for housing and their occupation will inevitably conflict
with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a major positive impact in the fact that the site would provide
for additional housing. Development of the site would have the potential of supporting local facilities which is a positive effect against this objective. There is
a slightly positive effect in relation to transport objective, with the site being within easy walking distance of public transport and walking distance of the local
centre.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health

0

3. Heritage

0

4. Crime

Policy 7 Land east of Church Street (Cropwell Bishop)
The site would make a contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 70 dwellings. 30% of the
dwellings (up to 21) should be affordable housing.

Allocation would not reduce health inequalities or improve
access to health facilities. The site is within a 15 minute walk of
playing fields which provide opportunities for physical activity. It
is also within a 15 minute walk of the medical centre.
Policy refers to the need for a green buffer between the sewage
works and the site to mitigate odour impact. Policy refers to
retention of PROW along eastern and southern boundaries.
There ae no designated historic assets within the site. There is
however a local interest building opposite the site (61 Church
Street). Historical records indicate that archaeological remains of
the old village may be present in the western area of the site.
Policy requires submission of archaeological surveys.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social
+

Development would provide a new access to the existing school
in addition to increased car parking space provision. The
increase the local population ‐ as a result should indirectly help
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Recreational open space could be
provided on site. Could also positively
impact biodiversity and heritage SA
objectives.

Ensure design and layout provides an
attractive approach/entrance to the
village and also protects the rural
character of the area. This would
preserve the setting of the locally
important buildings. Archaeological
surveys should be conducted before
planning applications are submitted. If
of importance, the archaeological site
can remain as open space.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 7 Land east of Church Street (Cropwell Bishop)
sustain local shops, schools, community services and facilities
within Cropwell Bishop.
There are no designated nature conservation assets within the
site or in close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows in
varied condition which are a LBAP habitat. Two local footpaths
cross the site. Policy refers to need for multi-functional green
buffers.

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal 54/100. The site is part of a wider arable
field on the north‐eastern edge of Cropwell Bishop and is
crossed by / bounded by a number of public rights of way. There
is an overall low landscape sensitivity within the site. The
landscape value is medium, owing in part to the well managed
quality of the study area, which offers a variety of recreational
assets, as well as including the attractive rural fringe to the
village. The landscape susceptibility is low despite the loss of a
small portion of the rural setting to the village. Visually, the rural
setting contributes to the value, but this remains low overall
given the lack of other contributors. The visual susceptibility,
however, is medium as the site forms part of the rural outlook for
both residential and recreational receptors in the study area. The
visual sensitivity overall is medium.
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Ideas for mitigation

Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced.
Adverse effects should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort
compensated. Existing footpaths
should form green corridors through
and around the site. The on-site green
infrastructure network should also
create a buffer between the
development and the sewage
treatment works.
Mature vegetation should be retained
and enhanced. Multi-functional green
infrastructure should be delivered on
the site boundaries to create a visually
attractive settlement edge.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
-

9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

11. Energy
12. Transport

-

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 7 Land east of Church Street (Cropwell Bishop)
The site is classified as Grade 3 (good) agricultural land.
Development will inevitably reduce air quality indirectly due to
increased vehicle use to access employment, services and
facilities. Development would inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). Parts
of the site are at high risk of surface water flooding, with other
parts at medium risk.

Ideas for mitigation
The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
Whilst a bus stop is within a 5 minute walk of the site, services
are limited. Distance from main employment and shopping areas
will inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
congestion.
Policy refers to the requirement for a mini roundabout on Church
Street.

The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.
No identified effects.

Summary
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Contributions to increase frequency
and quality of local public transport.
Improvements to pedestrian and cycle
links to the village centre and
destinations beyond. Travel packs
should be provided to all new
residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 7 Land east of Church Street (Cropwell Bishop)

Ideas for mitigation

The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to the adverse effects on priority habitats. It would
also inevitably increase the production of waste, energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The site is liable to surface water flooding and
development would require avoidance and mitigation measures to ensure properties are not effected and that development does not increase flooding
elsewhere. Housing development within Cropwell Bishop will increase the use of private car and conflict with transport objectives. In terms of heritage SA
objectives, there is an identified old settlement of archaeological interest on the site, however, if this is the case it can be mitigated through retaining the land
as open space. Development would however provide housing opportunities for local residents and others within the wider housing market area and the
subsequent increase in population would help sustain village services and facilities. Given the limited scale of development, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health

0

3. Heritage

-

4. Crime

Policy 8.1 Land between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane
(East Bridgford)
The site would make a significant contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 80 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 24) should be affordable housing.

There will be no reduction in health inequality or loss of
opportunity for recreational activity as a result of the site’s
development. East Bridgford Medical Centre is located within
short walking distance of the site. East Bridgford recreation
ground and Millennium Wood are both within 15 minutes walking
distance from the site.
Policy requires the right of way from Holloway Close, through the
site, should be preserved, forming a pedestrian corridor to the
open countryside
The south of the site is adjacent to East Bridgford Conservation
Area. Properties within the Conservation Area lie in close
proximity to the site, behind hedgerows. However, no
Conservation Area features of note are identified along this
boundary. Development of the site would impact on the rural
approach to the village from east. Policy requires the design of
the development to respect the conservation area.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social

+

Development will not directly enhance cultural assets or improve
access to community facilities. However, increase the local
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Retention of the public right of way,
giving pedestrian access into the open
countryside to the east.

Avoid overt frontage development
which would detract from the
character of Butt Lane as a rural
approach to the village. Careful
consideration of access, design and
frontage landscaping are key. Site
layout should mirror the historical
north/south and east/west arterial
routes through East Bridgford.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

7. Landscape

0

Policy 8.1 Land between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane
(East Bridgford)
population ‐ as a result should indirectly help sustain local shops,
schools, community services and facilities within East Bridgford.
There are no designated nature conservation interests within the
site or in close proximity. It is however bounded by hedgerows
which are a LBAP priority habitat.

Landscape appraisal score 51/100. The site comprises three
fields within agricultural use on the east of the village of East
Bridgford and sits to the north of Butt Lane and the south of
Closes Side Lane. There is a network of public rights of way
within the study area with one running through the site itself. The
East Bridgford Conservation Area also borders the site. The
overall landscape value within the study area is low due to the
strong urban fringe character, as well as the degradation of
landscape features such as hedgerows. There is a low
susceptibility to change with development of the site constituting
a perceived extension to the urban fringe. When combined with
the low value of the landscape, this results in a low sensitivity of
the landscape of the study area to development of the site. The
site has a small amount of visual value in its role as part of the
setting to the adjacent conservation area, but little else - a low
visual value overall. The site forms part of the visual amenity for
residential and recreational receptors and as such is of medium
visual susceptibility. The overall visual sensitivity is medium.
Policy requires development which borders the open countryside
to the east should provide a visually attractive boundary that
respects the area’s rural character
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Ideas for mitigation

The quality and connectivity of
hedgerows should be preserved and
enhanced. Any adverse effects on
biodiversity should be avoided,
mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.
Development bordering the open
countryside on the east and fronting
onto Butt Lane should provide a
visually attractive boundary which
respects the rural character. Mature
hedgerows should be retained and
enhanced. Development should also
be in keeping of the Conservation
Area’s rural character.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
0
10. Waste

-

11. Energy
12. Transport
-

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 8.1 Land between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane
(East Bridgford)
The majority of land is classified as Grade 2 (very good)
agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality
due to increased vehicle use to access employment and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding).
There is an identified area of low and medium risk surface water
flooding in the north-east corner of the site.

Ideas for mitigation
The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
The site is close to the Rushcliffe Villager bus route. However,
there is a limited hourly service during the day, with no service in
the evenings or Sundays. Development will inevitably lead to
increased private car use in the area.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Contributions to increase frequency
and quality of local public transport.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.
No identified effects.

Summary
As the site contains priority habitats and contributes to the rural setting of East Bridgford's Conservation Area the allocation of this site would have negative
effects on the SA's biodiversity and heritage objectives. Impacts can be mitigated through the design and layout. The construction and occupation would
inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use and use of natural resources. As a result of an infrequent bus service, there will be increases in the

E133

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 8.1 Land between Butt Lane and Closes Side Lane
(East Bridgford)

Ideas for mitigation

use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic
objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and
others within the wider housing market area, including the provision of affordable housing. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on
housing objectives. The increase in population will subsequently result in an increased use, therefore support, of local services and facilities.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health

0

3. Heritage

-

4. Crime

Policy 8.2 Land south of Butt Lane (East Bridgford)
The site would make a contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 45 dwellings. 30% of the
dwellings (up to 13) should be affordable housing.

There will be no reduction in health inequality or loss of
opportunity for recreational activity as a result of the site’s
development. East Bridgford Medical Centre is located adjacent
to the site. East Bridgford recreation ground and Millennium
Wood (directly adjacent) are both within 15 minutes walking
distance from the site. Policy requires the PROW which connects
Butt Lane and the wood to be retained.
There are no historical assets identified within the site. The
character of Butt land as a rural approach should be protected.
The East Bridgford Conservation Area borders the western edge
of the site; however, the first building of the designated area is
the modern medical centre which has little value to the historic
character.
Policy wording requires the design of the development to not
affect the setting of the Conservation Area.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+

The development of the site will provide additional car parking at
the adjacent medical centre to increase capacity. The increase in
local population as a result should indirectly help sustain local
shops, schools, community services and facilities within East
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
Retention of the public right of way, to
retain pedestrian access into the
accessible woodland to the south.

Avoid overt frontage development
which would detract from the
character of Butt Lane as a rural
approach to the village. Careful
consideration of access design and
frontage landscaping are key. The
setting of the Conservation Area to
the west should not be negatively
impacted.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 8.2 Land south of Butt Lane (East Bridgford)

Ideas for mitigation

Bridgford.
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

There are no designated nature conservation assets identified
within, or in close proximity to, the site. It is, however, bordered
by hedgerows which are a priority habitat. Millennium Wood is
located south of the site.
-

7. Landscape

0

Landscape appraisal score 59/100. The site comprises an arable
field on the eastern edge of East Bridgford, adjacent to the
Millennium Wood. Within the study area, there is a low
landscape sensitivity derived from a medium landscape value
and low landscape susceptibility. The medium landscape value
is attributed in part to the high landscape quality, as well as the
medium level of conservation interests and recreational assets.
Development of the site would result in the extension of the
settlement edge ‐ albeit in a finger of development ‐ and this
contributes to the low landscape susceptibility. There is a low
visual value, although the site sits adjacent to East Bridgford
Conservation Area. However, the visual susceptibility is medium
as there are open views available of the site, which forms part of
the visual amenity for both residential and recreational receptors.
Overall, there is a medium visual sensitivity.
Policy requires that development which borders the open
countryside to the east should be screened by a substantial tree
belt which connects Butt Lane and the neighbouring Millennium
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The quality and connectivity of
hedgerows should be preserved and
enhanced. Policy requires a tree belt
to be created along the eastern edge
of the site, connecting Millennium
Wood to Butt Lane. Any adverse
effects on biodiversity should be
avoided, mitigated or as a last resort
compensated.
The boundary vegetation, particularly
hedgerows, should be retained and
enhanced. Millennium Wood could be
extended beyond the eastern
boundary and connected to Butt Lane
via a tree belt which will act as a
buffer to reduce the development’s
landscape and visual impact. The
adjacent Conservation Area should be
respected.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 8.2 Land south of Butt Lane (East Bridgford)

Ideas for mitigation

Wood;
8. Natural Resources
--

9. Flooding
10. Waste

0
-

11. Energy
12. Transport
-

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

The majority of land is classified as Grade 2 (very good)
agricultural land. Development will indirectly reduce air quality
due to increased vehicle use to access employment and
services. Development would inevitably use natural resources
during construction and occupation.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding).

The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
The site is close to the Rushcliffe Villager bus route. However,
there is a limited hourly service during the day, with no service in
the evenings or Sundays. Development will inevitably lead to
increased private car use in the area.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Contributions to increase frequency
and quality of local public transport.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.
No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental SA objectives due to inevitable increases in the production of waste,
energy consumption and the use of natural resources. The loss and/or adverse effect upon priority habitats conflict with biodiversity objectives and should be
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 8.2 Land south of Butt Lane (East Bridgford)

Ideas for mitigation

avoided or mitigated. The allocation would have a neutral impact on heritage/design and landscape SA objectives. Distances from main employment and
retail centres and community facilities will lead to inevitable increases in the use of private cars, which is contrary to SA transport objectives. The
development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing
market area, including provision for some affordable housing units. The subsequent increase in population would help sustain the settlement's services and
facilities and the provision of additional car parking at the medical centre will increase its capacity. The allocation of this site therefore supports SA housing
and social objectives. Although construction would provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health
0
3. Heritage
0
4. Crime

Policy 9 Land east of Gypsum Way/The Orchards (Gotham)
The site would make a contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 70 dwellings. 30% of the
dwellings (up to 21) should be affordable housing.

There will be no reduction in health inequality or loss of
opportunity for recreational activity as a result of the site’s
development.
There are no recorded heritage assets within or in close
proximity of this site. The setting of listed barn within the
adjacent bus depot will not be affected by this allocation.
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

The increase in local population as a result should indirectly help
sustain local shops, schools, community services and facilities
within Gotham.
The Gotham Disused Railway Line Local Wildlife Site borders
the site on its western boundary. The site is also bounded by and
contains established mature hedgerows which are a LBAP
priority habitat. The pasture is identified as existing grassland
and may contain locally valuable neutral grassland species. The
allocation is also within the Gotham Hills Ecological Network.
Policy requires that LWS should not be adversely impacts and
the GI should deliver net gains in biodiversity a
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
On-site amenity and open space
could be delivered as part of the
development.
In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced. If
the quantity of grassland is reduced,
this should be offset by improvements
in the quality and connectivity of
remaining grasslands. Adverse effects
should be avoided, mitigated or as a
last resort compensated. The
Ecological Network habitats should be
connected to the site by delivering on-

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 9 Land east of Gypsum Way/The Orchards (Gotham)

Ideas for mitigation
site green infrastructure.

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
-

9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

Landscape appraisal score 46/100. The site comprises several
field boundaries with a mixture of pastoral, rough/equestrian and
urban characteristics. There are some public right of ways within
the study area but none which directly influence the site. There
are few conservational interests within the study area, with one
listed building situated on the eastern edge of the site boundary;
however, this will not be adversely impacted by the development
of the site. There is an overall low landscape value within the
study area due to a combination of some degraded spaces and
high levels of human influence. There is a low susceptibility to
change with no notable loss of key characteristics and an
extension of the urban fringe. The sensitivity of the landscape
character is low overall. Visually, there are no indicators of value
present. There are a medium number of potential receptors as
the site is part of the settlement edge. The overall visual
susceptibility is low partly due to the site being unimportant to
visual amenity. Overall, there is low visual sensitivity.
The site is classified as Grade 3 (good) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). The
site also contains areas at high, medium and low risk of surface
water flooding.
Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.
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Maintain strong vegetation boundary,
particularly along Gypsum Way.

The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.
Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

11. Energy
12. Transport

0

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Policy 9 Land east of Gypsum Way/The Orchards (Gotham)
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy, with a
greater overall effect than most other allocated sites due to the
greater number of units.
The northern area of this site is within a 5 minute walk of the
village's services and community facilities. However, whilst
Gotham has some limited services and is well served by bus
services to Nottingham and Loughborough, due to distances
from main employment, secondary education and shopping
areas developing this site for housing will inevitably lead to
increased use of the private car and congestion.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Ideas for mitigation
Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
As the site contains priority habitats, is adjacent to a local wildlife site and within the Gotham Hills Ecological Network; the allocation of this site would have
negative effects on the SA's biodiversity objectives. Impacts on biodiversity however can be mitigated through the design and layout of the development with
considerations for delivering on-site green infrastructure. The construction and occupation would inevitably lead to increased waste production, energy use
and use of natural resources. Surface water run-off issues can be mitigated and conflict with SA flooding objectives avoided. Gotham is served by public
transport, however due to distances from main employment and shopping areas, education and community services, developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and congestion, although considered to be overall a neutral effect. Although construction would
provide/sustain employment, the effects on economic objectives are neutral. The development of the site for housing would however make a contribution to
meeting the housing needs of local residents and others within the wider housing market area. Furthermore the additional residents would help sustain local
services and facilities. The allocation of this site therefore has a positive effect on housing and social objectives.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing
+

2. Health

0

Policy 10 Land north of Park Lane (Sutton Bonington)
The site would make a contribution to meeting open market
housing demand by providing around 80 dwellings. 30% of the
dwellings (up to 24) should be affordable housing.

There will be no reduction in health inequality or loss of
opportunity for recreational activity as a result of the site’s
development. The doctor’s surgery can be reached within a 20
minute walk.
Policy wording states that the amenity of new residents should
not be adversely affected by noise generated by trains on the
adjacent railway line
There are no heritage assets identified within the site or within
the setting of the site.

3. Heritage
0

4. Crime

Policy states that the frontage development on Park Lane should
not detract from the character of Park Lane as a rural tree lined
approach to the village;
Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.

0

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure

-

The increase in local population as a result should indirectly help
sustain local shops, schools, community services and facilities
within Sutton Bonington.
The site does not contain any designated biodiversity assets.
Hedgerows and scrub are found along the boundaries of the site
which may have biodiversity interest as they are priority habitats.
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
On-site amenity and open space
could be delivered as part of the
development.

In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.

Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Multi-functional green infrastructure
should be delivered on-site adjacent
to the A606 (Melton Road) to provide

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape

0

8. Natural Resources
-

Policy 10 Land north of Park Lane (Sutton Bonington)

Landscape appraisal score 52/100. The site comprises one large
field with arable characteristics directly north of the junction
between A6006 and Park Lane. There are some PRoW's within
the study area but none which directly influence the site. There
are some conservational interests within the study area,
including some TPO's, listed buildings and a conservation area;
however, these are unrelated to the site. There is an overall
medium landscape value within the study area due to a well
maintained agricultural and domestic setting with and attractive
avenue of trees along the Park Lane village entrance. There is a
low susceptibility to change with no perceived loss of character
and an extension to existing urban fringe. The sensitivity of the
landscape character is low overall. Visually, there are no
indicators or recognition of value. There is a medium number of
potential receptors from existing residential to the north and the
busy A6006 road to the south. The overall visual susceptibility is
medium as the site is relatively open. Overall, there is low visual
sensitivity.
The site is classified as Grade 3 (good) agricultural land.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation.
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Ideas for mitigation
a visually attractive boundary. A green
infrastructure landscape buffer should
be created between the site and the
railway line which will mitigate some
noise impact. Hedgerows should be
preserved and enhanced.
A landscape buffer should be
delivered to protect the attractive
avenue of trees along Park Lane. A
landscape buffer should also be
delivered along the A6006 to mitigate
the visual impact of development on
higher ground.

The loss of good agricultural land
cannot be mitigated. Ensure houses
are built to a sustainable standard in
terms of energy and water efficiency.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

9. Flooding

-

10. Waste

-

11. Energy

Policy 10 Land north of Park Lane (Sutton Bonington)
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). The
site is also at high risk of surface water flooding along the Park
Lane boundary, with a band of low risk surface water flooding
being identified across the north of the site.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy

-

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

0
0
0

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Policy wording requires proposals to incorporate sustainable
drainage measures.
Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

The Skylink Nottingham bus service can be accessed within a 5
minute walk; providing connections to Nottingham,
Loughborough and East Midlands Airport. However there is only
an hourly service during the day and no service in the evenings
or on Sundays. Development in a village location with only basic
facilities would inevitably lead to increased car journeys.
The site is likely to create employment in the short-term during
construction.
No identified effects.

Encourage sustainable design for
housing to reduce energy
consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents to encourage use of
sustainable transport modes.

No identified effects.

Summary
The development of this greenfield site would have negative impacts on environmental objectives due to the potential adverse effects on priority habitats,
however this could be mitigated. In terms of landscape, there is considered to be a neutral effect, and further mitigation could be provided in terms of planting
and sensitive layout and design. There is generally a negative impact in terms of the transport objective. The development of the site for housing and their
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 10 Land north of Park Lane (Sutton Bonington)

Ideas for mitigation

occupation will inevitably conflict with waste, energy and climate change objectives. In terms of social objectives, there would be a positive impact in that the
site would provide for additional housing; including the provision of affordable units as well as the increase in population contributing to sustaining local
shops, facilities and services.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

Policy 23 Bunny Brickworks (Bunny)

Ideas for mitigation

++

The mixed-use site would make a contribution to meeting open
market housing demand by providing around 100 dwellings. 30%
of the dwellings (up to 30) should be affordable housing.

Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
On-site amenity and open space,
including play areas, could be
delivered as part of the development.
In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

1. Housing

2. Health
3. Heritage
0
4. Crime

Limited opportunities for physical recreation through walking and
cycling due to isolated location of settlement. No health facilities
in proximity.
There are no recorded heritage assets within the site or in the
wider setting of the site.

Contribution to a safe and secure built environment will depend
on the development’s design and layout.
0

5. Social

-

6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
-

7. Landscape
0

Site is in an isolated location so no community facilities in
proximity.
There are no designated nature conservation interests identified
within the site or in close proximity. It is, however, bounded by
and contains hedgerows which are a LBAP priority habitat. There
is also evidence of natural regeneration which has taken place
on site.

Landscape appraisal score 52/100. The site is situated on the
southern edge of the village of Bunny, adjacent to a landfill site
and Bunny Trading Estate, as well as a line of housing. The site
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Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced.
Adverse effects on biodiversity should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last
resort, compensated. On-site green
infrastructure could be incorporated
into the development’s design and
layout.
Mature vegetation on site should be
retained. The area protected by a
TPO to the north-east of the site

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

8. Natural Resources
0

9. Flooding
10. Waste

-

11. Energy

Policy 23 Bunny Brickworks (Bunny)
includes an area of TPO and slopes gently up towards the south.
Within the study area, there is a low landscape value due to the
degraded and industrial character of the site's immediate
surroundings. The landscape susceptibility is medium as the site
would form a block of development and have a perceived
increase in density on the sparsely populated village edge.
Overall the landscape sensitivity is low. There is very limited
visual value associated with the site, as well as a low visual
susceptibility arising from the dense vegetation on the site
boundaries, which currently screens it from view. The visual
sensitivity is overall low.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services. Development
would inevitably use natural resources during construction and
occupation. However, reuse of a PDL site represents an efficient
use of land. On balance, a neutral impact.
The site is within Flood Zone 1 (low probability of flooding). The
site is at high risk of surface water flooding toward the northern
edge of the site.

Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy.

-

should also be retained and avoided.

Ensure the development is built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Construction and occupation will inevitably produce waste.

12. Transport

Ideas for mitigation

The site is within walking distance to the number 9 bus service
which provides services to Nottingham and Loughborough every
30 minutes throughout the week, but hourly on Sundays.
Employment use on site and distance larger urban areas will
result in increased private car use. The site is within walking
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Encourage sustainable design for
housing and employment units to
reduce energy consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents and employees to
encourage use of sustainable
transport modes.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

13. Employment
14. Innovation
15. Economic Structure

Score

+

Policy 23 Bunny Brickworks (Bunny)

Ideas for mitigation

distance to Bunny; however the services and facilities are
limited.
The site would be allocated as mixed-use so employment
opportunities will be created.

0
0

Employment development likely not of a scale to impact on this
objective.

Summary
The regeneration of this brownfield site for housing and employment would increase in employment opportunities within the rural area and assist the delivery
of the SA's economic objectives. Impacts on local priority habitats and the landscape could be avoided or mitigated through sensitive design and layout.
Whilst bus services along the A60 provide access to centres of employment, retail and community facilities, the development of this site for housing will also
inevitably increase usage by private car. The construction and occupation would inevitably increase the production of waste, energy demand, and
consumption of natural resources.
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Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

1. Housing

Policy 24 Former Islamic Institute, Flintham
Site would make a limited contribution to meeting open market
housing demand and deliver 28 affordable units. Positive effect.

+

2. Health
-

3. Heritage
0
4. Crime
++

5. Social
+
6. Biodiversity, Green
Infrastructure
0

Play areas for children are located within close proximity of the
site (Cricket Pitch and Coney Grey Spinney). Aside from the
cricket pitch, there are no informal playing fields in Flintham.
Limited opportunities for walking and cycling from the site to
services and facilities given its relatively isolated location.
There are no recorded heritage assets within the site or in the
wider setting of the site.

Positive impact as current derelict building has encouraged antisocial behaviour (trespassing, criminal damage etc) and
contributes to a feeling of unsafety.

The increase in local population as a result of residential
development should indirectly help sustain local shops, schools,
community services and facilities within Bunny.
There are no designated nature conservation assets within the
site. Nearest designated site is Flintham Park LWS. This is 130m
south west of the site beyond the Cricket pitch. Phase 1 habitat
survey identified broadleaf woodland, scrub and semi-improved
neutral grassland. These are LBAP habitats.
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Ideas for mitigation
Compliance with Core Strategy policy
8 would ensure an appropriate mix of
housing types and tenures (affordable
units) was delivered to meet
Rushcliffe's needs.
On-site amenity and open space,
including play areas, could be
delivered as part of the development.

In accordance with Core Strategy
Policy 10, the design and layout
should respect the existing character
of the area.
Ensure the development’s design and
layout does not increase opportunity
for crime, or the fear or crime. Welldesigned housing with passive
surveillance.

Hedgerow quality and connectivity
should be preserved and enhanced.
Adverse effects on biodiversity should
be avoided, mitigated or as a last
resort, compensated. On-site green
infrastructure could be incorporated
into the development’s design and
layout.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives

Score

7. Landscape
0
8. Natural Resources
0

9. Flooding

Policy 24 Former Islamic Institute, Flintham
The site has not been assessed within the LVIA of Local Plan
Part 2. Site currently contains large derelict building (former
officers mess and then religious centre). Development would be
unlikely to detract from existing landscape and visual amenity.
Development will indirectly reduce air quality due to increased
vehicle use to access employment and services, compounded by
isolated location of site. Development would inevitably use
natural resources during construction and occupation. However,
reuse of a PDL site represents an efficient use of land. On
balance, a neutral impact.
Site is not at risk of flooding.

0
10. Waste

-

11. Energy
12. Transport
-

13. Employment
14. Innovation

There will be an inevitable production of waste during
construction and occupation. Negative effect.
Construction and occupation will inevitably use energy from nonrenewable energy sources . Limited opportunities for walking and
cycling and public transport due to isolation location so likely
reliance on motor car. Negative effect.
Flintham is served by hourly bus services to Newark and
Nottingham. There are limited facilities within the village. Due to
distances from main employment and shopping areas, education
and community services, developing this site for housing will
inevitably lead to increased use of the private car and
congestion.

0
0
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Ideas for mitigation
Mature vegetation on site should be
retained. The area protected by a
TPO to the north-east of the site
should also be retained and avoided.
Ensure the development is built to a
sustainable standard in terms of
energy and water efficiency.

Flood avoidance measures, such as
sustainable drainage systems, are
required to mitigate the risk of surface
water flooding

Encourage sustainable design for
housing and employment units to
reduce energy consumption.
Travel packs should be provided to all
new residents and employees to
encourage use of sustainable
transport modes.

Sustainability appraisal
objectives
15. Economic Structure

Score

Policy 24 Former Islamic Institute, Flintham

Ideas for mitigation

0

Summary
Positive impact identified on the Natural Resources objective as development would involve the reuse of PDL, which represents an efficient use of land.
Minor negative on the Transport objective as the village does not benefit from a wide range of services and does not have a frequent bus service and is
some distance from a major centre so public transport use and walking cycling would not be incentivised. This would also have a negative impact on Health.
The proximity of the A46 is of benefit in regards of making efficient use of existing highways transport infrastructure. The most significant benefit identified is
on the Crime objective as the current derelict building has encouraged anti-social behaviour (trespassing, criminal damage etc) and contributes to a feeling of
unsafety for the local community.Demolition and rebuild for housing would therefore eliminate this.
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