
 

 
 

Report to: Place and Economic Development Sub-Committee, 2nd February 2021 
 

Report of: Corporate Director - Place 
 

 
Subject: SOUTH WORCESTERSHIRE DEVELOPMENT PLAN (SWDP) – PREFERRED 

OPTIONS: FURTHER REGULATION 18 (III) CONSULTATION  
 
1. Recommendation 

 
1.1 That the South Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDP) – Further 

Regulation 18 (III) material set out at Appendix 1 is approved for 
consultation from 1st March 2021 for seven weeks. 

 
1.2 That delegated authority is given to the Corporate Director – Place in 

consultation with the Chair and Vice Chair of Place and Economic 

Development Committee to make minor amendments to the SWDP 
Regulation 18 (III) consultation material prior to publication.  

2. Background 
 
2.1 Members will be aware that, in response to the 2017 legal requirement for Local 

Planning Authorities to review their Local Plans within five years of adoption, each of 
the South Worcestershire Councils (SWCs) formally agreed to work together on a 

review of the South Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDP). The revised SWDP 
will address development needs for the period 2021-2041 and provide appropriate 
planning policies to guide decision taking. Each Council published a timetable for 

undertaking the review within its Local Development Scheme (LDS) 2017-2020. In 
accordance with this timetable, the SWCs published the Regulation 18 (II) ‘Preferred 

Options’ consultation in November 2019. Following consultation, the intention was to 
then progress to the Regulation 19 ‘Publication’ version of the SWDP in November 
2020.  

 
2.2 As a result of delays caused by the Covid-19 pandemic, and following legal advice 

from counsel, an updated LDS for 2020-2023 was approved by each local authority 
in September 2020 (effective from 1st October 2020). The 2020-2023 LDS includes 
an updated SWDP timetable, which has moved back the Regulation 19 (publication) 

version of the plan to October/November 2021. This allows for additional time to 
finalise the technical evidence base updates and also to include an additional further 

Regulation 18 (III) consultation to provide greater clarification and updates to 
elements of the Sustainability Appraisal evidence base work. 

 

2.3 The Sustainability Appraisal is an on-going process which tests the plan’s sites 
and policies against a Sustainability Framework, with a report published at each 

stage of the plan-making process. The Regulation 18 (III) Sustainability Appraisal 
update will provide information to help clarify the report published during the 
previous Regulation 18 (II) Preferred Options consultation carried out in 

November/December 2019 and is set out at Appendix 1 to this report. 



 

3. The SWDP Review and Timetable 
 

3.1 The consultation on the ‘Preferred Options’ stage of the SWDP review was carried out 
in late 2019 (Regulation 18 (II)). Since the completion of this consultation, work has 
been progressing on the ‘Publication’ version of the SWDP (Regulation 19). However, 

the review of the SWDP has been delayed due to the impact of the Covid-19 
pandemic and our ability to collect evidence. The intention was for the SWDP review 

to be ready for Submission (Regulation 22) in February 2021 and Examination 
(Regulation 24) in Spring/Summer 2021, but lockdown restrictions made it much 
more difficult to complete a number of technical assessments and evidence gathering 

needed to support the plan within the timeframe.  
 

3.2 Further, in updating the evidence base, legal advice from Counsel recommended that 
an additional round of consultation is factored into the SWDP timetable prior to 

Submission of the plan for Examination to allow for updates relating to the 
Sustainability Appraisal to be made available for consultation. The updates to the 
Sustainability Appraisal will provide clarification to elements of the report as 

originally published during the Regulation18 (II) stage (see section 4 below). As 
previously stated, the LDS has been updated to accommodate this additional round 

of consultation.  
 

3.3 The Regulation 18 (III) consultation is not seeking views on an updated version 
of the SWDP. The material to be published for this consultation relates to updates 

to the Sustainability Appraisal evidence base and falls within the scope of this stage 
of the plan-making process. The proposed submission version of the SWDP will 

follow at the Regulation 19 stage of the plan making process in October/November 
2021.  
 

4. Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) 
 

4.1 The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report is a UK-specific procedure that examines the 
social, economic and environmental sustainability of the sites and policies of a Local 

Plan in detail and proposes mitigation measures to overcome any negative impacts 
identified. 

 

4.2 A key purpose of the Sustainability Appraisal is to facilitate the Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive’s required levels of environmental 

assessment, resulting in an integrated approach (the SEA Directive was transposed 
into English law by The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes 
Regulations 2004 (SEA Regulations)). This includes transparency, by sharing 

assessment information and plan-making detail with a public audience, which 
provides the opportunity to influence the Local Plan. 

 
4.3 In line with the Planning Policy Guidance and requirements of the SEA Directive, there 

is a need to provide a clear and transparent process of identifying, describing and 

evaluating reasonable alternatives (Article 5(1) of the SEA Directive). This should be 
the case for any type of reasonable alternative raised through the plan making process. 

 

  



 

4.4 Accordingly, the Sustainability Appraisal will provide updates to the following sections 
of the SWDPR (as was submitted at the 2019 Preferred Options Regulation 18 (II) 

stage), as relates to the analysis of, and reasoning for, the selection and rejection of 
reasonable alternatives: 

 

 draft SWDPR policies;  

 proposed strategic location sites and reasonable alternatives; 
 proposed site allocations and reasonable alternatives; and 
 proposed SWDP reallocation sites.  

 

4.5 A full Sustainability Appraisal (Environmental Report) will be produced for the 
Regulation 19 stage of the plan making process. This version of the appraisal will 
assess the sustainability of the proposed submission version of the SWDP.  

 
5. Consultation Approach 

 
5.1 The approaches to public consultation on planning policy documents relating to the 

statutory stages of plan making are set out in the 2018 adopted Statement of 

Community Involvement. In accordance with the revised regulations issued in July 
2020 regarding public consultation in the planning process, since the advent of 

Covid-19 the SCI was temporarily amended in October 2020. Essentially this 
amended any of the ‘face to face’ requirement to ensure social distancing could be 
observed in accordance with Government guidance. 

 
5.2 The public consultation will run for seven weeks from 1st March to 19th April 2021. 

The consultation documents and any supporting information will be placed on deposit 
in the following locations: 

 

 Council reception or contact centres 
 Public libraries (where open)   

 Relevant council websites and the SWDPR website 
 

5.3 All the statutory bodies, neighbouring local authorities, parish councils, organisations 
and individuals held on the SWDP database will be advised via e-mail of the 
consultation and a press release will be issued in the w/b 22nd February 2021.  

 
5.4 An on-line briefing will be provided for parish, town councils (open to district and city 

councillors) on Monday 1st March from 6:00pm. This will address the content and 
purpose of the consultation and provide a Q&A opportunity.  

 

5.5 This further Regulation 18 (III) stage consultation is focused on the Sustainability 
Appraisal and will be technical in nature. Likely representations are therefore going 

to be technical in nature and of interest to certain parties. This stage is not a further 
opportunity to make comments on proposed site allocations or Development 
Management policies published in the 2019 Preferred Options. However, it is 

important to both convey the specific nature of the consultation and allow those that 
wish to respond to do so.  

 
5.6 This point will be reiterated in the supporting material and correspondence. The 

consultation material will be accompanied by a plain English summary and an 

explainer video will be produced which will stress the technical nature of the 
consultation.  

 



 

In the run-up and throughout the consultation the use of Social Media will also be 
used and the SWC communications lead officers will be asked to help guide this 

aspect of the process.   
 
5.7 As an additional notification for Members, summaries of the representations received 

during the 2019 Preferred Options Regulation 18 (II) consultation will be published 
at the start of the further Regulation 18 (III) consultation. As the Regulation 19 

version of the Plan has yet to be produced, the officer responses cannot be finalised 
at this stage. A Statement of Consultation will then follow the Regulation 19 stage, 
which will contain the officer responses to the Preferred Options representations, as 

well as an overview of how the responses have informed the preparation of the 
Proposed Submission version of the plan. 

 
6. Preferred Option  

 
6.1 The preferred option is to approve the South Worcestershire Development Plan 

(SWDP) – Further Regulation 18 (III) material for consultation from 1st March 2021 

for seven weeks in accordance with the consultation material in Appendix 1 and the 
consultation statement in section five. 

 
6.2 This option will be in accordance with the work programme set out within the SWCs 

adopted Local Development Schemes (2020-2023) and the  Statements of 

Community Involvement.  
 

7. Alternative Options Considered 
 

7.1 The alternative option is to not undertake a further Regulation 18 (III) consultation 

and risk objection at the SWDP examination in relation to how the plan-making 
process has met its legal obligations with regards to SA/SEA. Failure to meet these 

legal obligations would mean the plan would likely be found unsound and would 
result in a delay to the examination (and ultimately the adoption of the plan) whilst 
the issues are rectified.  

8. Implications 
 

8.1 Financial and Budgetary Implications 
There are financial implications associated with preparing the review of SWDP.  
Continuing to work jointly across south Worcestershire enables costs to be shared.  

The biggest cost is staff resources but in addition to this, costs will be incurred in 
updating the evidence base to support a plan review.  However, the principle of 

reviewing the SWDP has already been agreed; the current iteration of the LDS 
provides clarity in relation to the anticipated timetable through to adoption of the 
SWDP Review.   

 
8.2 Legal and Governance Implications 

The preparation of a Local Plan is a statutory requirement under The Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, as amended. SA is a legal requirement of this act 
(S19(5) - the present statutory requirement for SA lies in The Town and Country 

Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012), and SEA has been 
transposed into English law by The Environmental Assessment of Plans and 

Programmes Regulations 2004 (SEA Regulations). 
 

 
 



 

8.3 Risk Implications 
Not sufficiently consulting on the draft stages of the Local Plan could have negative 

consequences for the examination of the SWDP.  
 

8.4 Corporate/Policy Implications 

The SWDP review will update the council’s planning policies. It is being prepared in 
accordance with the relevant corporate policies. 

 
8.5 Equality Implications 

 Local Development Documents can be subject to Equality Impact Assessment at the 

appropriate plan making stages. As this consultation stage only relates to evidence 
base clarification updates of the previous Regulation 18 (II) ‘Preferred Options’ 

consultation, it is considered that an Equality Impact Assessment is not required.  
 

8.6 Human Resources Implications 
None 
 

8.7 Health and Safety Implications 
None 

 
8.8 Social, Environmental and Economic Implications 

The SWDPR is subject to Sustainability Appraisal which examines the social, 

economic and environmental sustainability of the sites and policies of a Local Plan in 
detail and proposes mitigation measures to overcome any negative impacts 

identified. This further Regulation 18 (III) consultation provides clarification updates 
to the Sustainability Appraisal process of the SWDP Review.  
 

 
 

 
Ward(s):   All 
Contact Officer: Corin Beames – Acting Team Leader (Planning Policy) 

Tel: 01905 722546 
E-mail: corin.beames@worcester.gov.uk  

Background Papers: Appendix 1 – Consultation Material 
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Executive Summary 
About this report 

E1 Lepus Consulting is conducting an appraisal process for South Worcestershire Councils to 
help them review the South Worcestershire Development Plan.  The appraisal process is 
known as Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and is prepared during a number of different stages 
to facilitate iteration between the Plan makers (South Worcestershire Councils) and the 
appraisal team (Lepus Consulting).  The process seeks to provide high level environmental 
protection and the different stages of plan making are mostly accompanied by consultation 
with statutory bodies, other stakeholders and the public.  

E2 SA is the process of informing and influencing the preparation of a Development Plan to 
optimise its sustainability performance.  SA considers the social, economic and 
environmental performance of the Development Plan. 

E3 This report is being published following previous rounds of consultation which appraised 
spatial development options and site allocations to inform the process of identifying, 
describing and evaluating reasonable alternatives.  This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report is an 
accompaniment to the work carried out in the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report.  It includes 
appraisal information about strategic locations for development, policy assessments and site 
allocations.   

Summary findings 

E4 This report contains an assessment of nine strategic locations, 48 draft SWDPR policies, 41 
additional reasonable alternative potential site allocations and 79 sites that previously 
featured in the adopted 2016 SWDP.  This SA report also sets out the reasons for selecting 
and rejecting reasonable alternative strategic locations and reasonable alternative site 
allocations that have been prepared by the plan makers. 

E5 Nine strategic locations have been identified by the SWCs which could potentially 
accommodate approximately 1,000 or more dwellings over the Plan period.  These nine 
locations have been assessed and have been ‘ranked’ by SA Objective.  Based on this ranking 
exercise, the best performing strategic location has been identified as Worcestershire 
Parkway.  This is followed by Throckmorton and Mitton, which achieved identical overall 
ranks.  However, there is little difference in ranking between Mitton, Rushwick, Kempsey, 
Throckmorton and Lower Broadheath.  The lowest summed ranks, and as such potentially 
the least sustainable options, would be Hanley Castle, Hinton on the Green and Strensham.   

E6 A total of 48 draft policies have been identified by the SWCs.  This includes seven strategic 
policies and 41 Development Management (DM) policies.  The majority of the draft SWDPR 
policies set out requirements for development proposals which ultimately seek to protect 
the natural and built environment and ensure there is sufficient social infrastructure to 
support new residents.  This includes ensuring the delivery of an appropriate housing mix, 
protecting the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs, managing flood risk, protecting air 
quality and enhancing community facilities.  As these policies seek to protect existing assets 
or enhance the provision of these features, minor positive impacts have been identified.  This 
SA report also sets out recommendations on how to further develop these policies to 
maximise benefits on the environment following development.  
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E7 This SA report also appraises an additional 41 reasonable alternative sites and 79 reallocated 
sites which are presently allocated in the adopted SWDP and are proposed for reallocation 
in the SWDPR.  The SA has identified a range of positive and adverse potential impacts of 
the reasonable alternative sites on the objectives within the SA Framework.  Some of the 
adverse impacts identified are associated with the loss of soil, increased carbon emissions 
and reduced access to services.  Some of these negative impacts could potentially be 
mitigated through policy, and the mitigating effects of the draft SWDPR policies upon 
reasonable alternative site allocations is presented in this SA report.   

Next steps 

E8 This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report is subject to consultation.  This report represents the latest 
stage of the SA process.  The SA process will take on-board any comments on this report 
and use them to furnish the next report with greater detail and accuracy.  
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1 Introduction 
 Background 

 The South Worcestershire Councils (Malvern Hills District, Wychavon District and Worcester 
City) are in the process of writing the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 
(SWDPR).  As part of this process, a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is being undertaken that 
incorporates the requirements of Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA).  The purpose 
of SA/SEA is to help guide and influence the SWDPR decision making process for the South 
Worcestershire Councils (SWCs) by identifying the likely sustainability effects of reasonable 
alternatives and various options. 

 This SA/SEA document follows on from the SA Scoping Report (2018)1, the SA Issues and 
Options Report (2018)2 and the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report (2019)3.  It is an accompaniment 
to the work carried out in the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report. 

 South Worcestershire 

 South Worcestershire covers roughly 130,000ha with an approximate population of 304,857 
according to ONS data for 2017.  It stretches across the southern limit of the West Midlands 
region, bordering the south-west region.  The area is predominantly rural, including the 
districts of Malvern Hills and Wychavon, with the City of Worcester in the centre.   

 The City of Worcester is the largest settlement within South Worcestershire, with a 
population of approximately 100,000.  Great Malvern, Droitwich Spa and Evesham are the 
next largest towns within the SWDPR area. 

 There is a high-quality landscape across South Worcestershire, particularly distinguished by 
the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). 

 South Worcestershire has good connections through national and regional transport 
infrastructure, although there are issues with rural accessibility.  The area provides 
approximately 127,000 jobs, of which 65% are within Worcester City and the main towns.  

 
1 Lepus Consulting (2018) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review, Scoping Report. Available at: 
https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=LC-
361_SWDP_SA_Scoping_8_030818JE.compressed.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%
20Review%2FEvidence%20Base%2FSA%20and%20HRA&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/12/20] 

2 Lepus Consulting (2018) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review, Issues and Options Report. Available 
at: https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Issues-and-Options-Final-SA-
Report.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvidence%20Base%2FSA%20
and%20HRA&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/12/20] 

3 Lepus Consulting (2019) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review, Regulation 18(II) SA Report. Available 
at: https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=PO%20LC-
503_SWDPR_SA_Reg18II_7_171019LB.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2
FEvidence%20Base%2FSA%20and%20HRA&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/12/20] 
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 The Development Plan Review 

 The purpose of the SWDPR is to review existing planning policy documents and determine 
the development needed within the Plan area up until 2041.  It will include the overall 
development strategy in the Plan area, a vision for the future, relevant objectives, site 
allocations, site-based policies and development management policies.  It will also set out 
policies which will guide the determination of planning applications.  

 

 The requirements to carry out SA and SEA are distinct, although it is possible to satisfy both 
obligations using a single appraisal process.   

 The European Union Directive 2001/42/EC4 (SEA Directive) applies to a wide range of public 
plans and programmes on land use, energy, waste, agriculture, transport and more (see 
Article 3(2) of the Directive for other plan or programme types).  The objective of the SEA 
procedure can be summarised as follows: “the objective of this Directive is to provide for a 
high level of protection of the environment and to contribute to the integration of 
environmental considerations into the preparation and adoption of plans and programmes 
with a view to promoting sustainable development”. 

 
4 SEA Directive. Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32001L0042&from=EN [Date Accessed: 
04/12/20] 

Figure 1.1: Malvern Hills, Worcester and Wychavon District boundaries Integrated approach to SA and SEA 
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 The SEA Directive has been transposed into English law by the Environmental Assessment 
of Plans and Programmes Regulations 20045 (SEA Regulations).  Under the requirements of 
the SEA Directive and SEA Regulations, specific types of plans that set the framework for 
the future development consent of projects must be subject to an environmental assessment.  
Therefore, it is a legal requirement for the SWDPR to be subject to SEA throughout its 
preparation.   

 SA is a UK-specific procedure used to appraise the impacts and effects of development plans 
in the UK.  It is a legal requirement as specified by S19(5) of the Planning and Compulsory 
Purchase Act 20046 and should be an appraisal of the economic, social and environmental 
sustainability of development plans.  The present statutory requirement for SA lies in The 
Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 20127.  SA is a systematic 
process for evaluating the environmental consequences of proposed plans or programmes 
to ensure environmental issues are fully integrated and addressed at the earliest appropriate 
stage of decision-making.   

 Public consultation is an important aspect of the integrated SA/SEA process. 

 Best Practice Guidance  

 Government policy recommends that both SA and SEA are undertaken under a single 
sustainability appraisal process, which incorporates the requirements of the SEA Directive.  
This can be achieved through integrating the requirements of SEA into the SA process.  The 
approach for carrying out an integrated SA and SEA is based on best practice guidance:  

• European Commission (2004) Implementation of Directive 2001/42 on the 
assessment of the effects of certain plan and programmes on the 
environment8. 

• Office of Deputy Prime Minister (2005) A Practical Guide to the SEA 
Directive9. 

• Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2018) National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)10. 

 
5 The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004.  Available at: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1633/contents/made [Date Accessed: 04/12/20] 

6 Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. Available at:  https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2004/5/contents [Date Accessed: 11/12/20] 

7 The Town and Country Planning Regulations 2012. Available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/767/contents/made [Date Accessed: 
11/12/20] 

8 European Commission (2004) Implementation of Directive 2001/42 on the assessment of the effects of certain plan and programmes on the 
environment.  Available at: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/archives/eia/pdf/030923_sea_guidance.pdf [Date Accessed: 11/12/20] 

9 Office of Deputy Prime Minister (2005) A Practical Guide to the SEA Directive.  Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practicalguidesea.pdf [Date 
Accessed: 11/12/20] 

10 National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 
[Date Accessed: 11/12/20] 
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• Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2018) Planning 
Practice Guidance (PPG)11. 

• Royal Town Planning Institute (2018) Strategic Environmental Assessment, 
Improving the effectiveness and efficiency of SEA/SA for land use plans12.   

 Sustainability Appraisal 

 This document is a component of the SA of the SWDPR.  It provides an assessment of the 
likely effects of reasonable alternatives, as per Stage B of Figure 1.2, according to Planning 
Practice Guidance.   

 

 
11 Planning practice guidance.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/planning-practice-guidance [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

12 Royal Town Planning Institute (2018) Strategic Environmental Assessment, Improving the effectiveness and efficiency of SEA/SA for land use 
plans.  Available at:  https://www.rtpi.org.uk/media/1822/sea-sapracticeadvicefull2018c.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

Figure 1.2: Sustainability appraisal process 
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 The SA process so far 

 Table 1.1 below presents a timeline of stages of the SWDPR and SA process so far.  To date, 
this represents Stages A and B of Figure 1.2.  The Councils have gathered information in 
relation to site availability through numerous ‘Call for Sites’ processes.  

Date SWDPR Stage Sustainability Appraisal 

August 2018 N/A. SA Scoping Report 
This report identifies the scope and level of 
detail to be included in the SA. 

October – 
November 
2018 

Issues and Options Consultation 
The Issues and Options is the first 
consultation stage for plan making. It set out 
what the SWCs consider to be the main 
issues for the new plan to address, as well as 
considering whether the current 
development strategy is still appropriate and 
which of the policies set out within the 
adopted SWDP need to be revised. 

Issues and Options SA Report 
This report assesses the SWDPR options for 
housing number, development strategy, 
housing distribution, employment 
distribution and development management 
policies.   

November - 
December 
2019 

Preferred Options Consultation 
This presented the Councils’ preferred 
options for sites and policies. 

Regulation 18 (II) SA Report 
This report contains an assessment of 503 
reasonable alternative sites, which have been 
separated into 80 clusters.  The likely impact 
of the proposed development at each site 
has been assessed pre-mitigation and post-
mitigation, with the consideration of the 
draft SWDPR policies. 

March – April 
2021 

Further Preferred Options Consultation 
This consultation provides further 
information relating to the Sustainability 
Appraisal process for the SWDPR and 
accompanies the work carried out for the 
Regulation 18 (II) stage SA Report. 

Regulation 18 (III) SA Report 
This report contains an assessment of nine 
strategic locations, 48 draft SWDPR policies, 
41 additional reasonable alternative sites. and 
79 reallocated sites.  The SA report also sets 
out the reasons for selecting and rejecting 
reasonable alternative sites. 

 Scoping Report 

 In order to identify the scope and level of detail of the information to be included in the SA 
process, an SA Scoping Report13 was produced in May 2018.  Between June and August 2018, 
the authorities consulted with Historic England, Natural England, the Environment Agency 
and other relevant bodies on the content of the Scoping Report (see section 2.1). 

 
13 Lepus Consulting (2018) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review: Scoping Report.  Available at: 
https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/south-worcestershire-development-plan/swdp-review/swdp-review-evidence-base/sustainability-appraisal-
and-habitats-regulations-assessment  [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

Table 1.1: The SWDPR and Sustainability process so far 
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 Issues and Options 

 The Issues and Options is the first consultation stage for plan making. It sets out what the 
SWCs consider to be the main issues for the new plan to address, such as meeting the 
Government’s new housing requirement and meeting the demand for new employment 
space, as well as considering whether the current development strategy is still appropriate 
and which of the policies set out within the adopted SWDP need to be revised. 

 The Issues and Options SA Report14 assessed options for policies to be included in the 
SWDPR.  These options are set out in Table 1.2 below. 

Strategy or Policy Number of Options 

Vison N/A 

Objectives N/A 

Housing Number 1 

Overall Development Strategy 4 

Development Boundaries Review 5 

Housing Distribution 6 

Neighbourhood Area Housing Numbers 3 

Employment Distribution 5 

Density 3 

Brownfield Land 3 

Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land 2 

Market Housing Mix 4 

Affordable Housing 3 

Providing Housing for Older Residents 3 

Self and Custom Build Housing 3 

Access Standards 2 

Residential Space Standards 3 

Water Consumption 2 

Employment Growth 2 

Live/Work Units 4 

The Rural Economy 4 

Retail Centres 4 

Planning for the Future of the High Street 6 

Neighbourhood Centres 3 

Hotel Accommodation within Worcester City 4 

Tourist Accommodation 2 

Transport 6 

Design 4 

Green Infrastructure 2 

Biodiversity  4 

Green Spaces 2 

Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty 2 

 
14 Lepus Consulting (2018) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review: Issues and Options Report.  Available 
at: https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/south-worcestershire-development-plan/swdp-review/swdp-review-evidence-base/sustainability-
appraisal-and-habitats-regulations-assessment [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

Table 1.2: The range of policy options considered by the SWCs during the Issues and Options stage 
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Strategy or Policy Number of Options 

Health and Well-being 3 

Telecommunications 2 

Flood Risk 4 

SuDS 3 

Water Quality 4 

Energy Requirements in New Developments 6 

Stand Alone Renewable Energy 3 

Physical Constraints on Development 2 

 Regulation 18 (II) 

 The Regulation 18 (II) SA Report15 set out the appraisal of 503 reasonable alternative site 
allocations considered by the Councils alongside the Preferred Options consultation paper.   

 The Preferred Options Consultation was held from the 4th November to the 16th December 
2019.  The consultation comments received during this consultation will be taken into 
account in the next stage of the plan-making process.  

 Signposting for this report 

 This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report sets out an assessment of nine strategic locations, the 48 
draft SWDPR policies, 41 additional reasonable alternative sites and 79 reallocated sites.  The 
SA report also sets out the reasons for selecting and rejecting reasonable alternative sites. 

 The appendices of this report provide essential contextual information to the main body of 
the report.  The contents of this SA Report are listed below: 

• Chapter 2 sets out the methodology used to present and assess the findings of 
the SA process. 

• Chapter 3 presents a summary of the draft policy assessments. 
• Chapter 4 sets out an overview and analysis of the assessment of the nine 

strategic locations. 
• Chapter 5 presents a summary of the site assessments, including the 

considering of SWDPR policies as mitigation. 
• Appendix A presents the SA Framework. 
• Appendix B presents the assessment of the nine strategic locations. 
• Appendix C presents the assessment of the 48 draft SWDPR policies. 
• Appendix D presents the assessment of the 41 additional reasonable alternative 

sites. 
• Appendix E presents the assessment of the 79 reallocated sites. 
• Appendix F details the mitigating impacts of the SWDPR policies. 
• Appendix G details the reasons for selecting and rejecting the reasonable 

alternative sites.  

 
15 Lepus Consulting (2019) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review, Regulation 18 (II) SA Report. 
Available at: https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/south-worcestershire-development-plan/swdp-review/swdp-review-evidence-
base/sustainability-appraisal-and-habitats-regulations-assessment [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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2 Methodology 
 Scoping stage 

 The SA scoping report represented Stage A of the SA process (see Figure 1.2), and presents 
information in relation to: 

• Identifying other relevant plans, programmes and environmental protection 
objectives; 

• Collecting baseline information; 
• Identifying sustainability problems and key issues; 
• Preparing the SA Framework; and 
• Consultation arrangements on the scope of SA with the consultation bodies. 

 The Scoping report was consulted on with the statutory bodies Natural England, Historic 
England and the Environment Agency, as well as other relevant parties and the public.  
Following consultation, the Scoping report was updated in light of the comments received.  
Each of the reasonable alternatives or options appraised in this report have been assessed 
for their likely impacts on each SA Objective of the SA Framework.  The SA Framework, 
which is presented in its entirety in Appendix A, is comprised of the following SA Objectives: 

• Climate change mitigation: Minimise the Plan area’s contribution to climate 
change; 

• Climate change adaptation: Plan for the anticipated impacts of climate change; 
• Biodiversity and geodiversity: Protect, enhance and manage the biodiversity 

and geodiversity assets of the Plan area, including flora and fauna; 
• Landscape: Conserve, enhance and manage the character and appearance of 

the landscape and townscape, maintaining and strengthening its 
distinctiveness; 

• Pollution and waste: Ensure sustainable management of waste whilst 
minimizing the extent and impacts of water, air and noise pollution; 

• Natural resources: Protect, enhance and ensure the efficient use of the Plan 
area’s land, soils and water; 

• Housing: Provide a range of housing to meet the needs of the community; 
• Health: Safeguard and improve physical and mental health of residents; 
• Cultural heritage: Conserve, enhance and manage sites, features and areas of 

historic and cultural importance; 
• Transport and accessibility: Improve choice and efficiency of sustainable 

transport in the Plan area and reduce the need to travel; 
• Education: Improve education, skills and qualifications in the Plan area; and 
• Economy and employment: Support a strong, diverse, vibrant and sustainable 

local economy to foster balanced economic growth. 
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 The SA Framework is comprised of SA Objectives and decision-making criteria.  Acting as 
yardsticks of sustainability performance, the SA Objectives are designed to represent the 
topics identified in Annex 1(f)16 of the SEA Directive.  Including the SEA topics in the SA 
Objectives helps to ensure that all of the environmental criteria of the SEA Directive are 
represented.  Consequently, the SA Objectives reflect all subject areas to ensure that the 
assessment process is transparent, robust and thorough.   

 It is important to note that the order of SA Objectives in the SA Framework does not infer 
prioritisation.  The SA Objectives are at a strategic level and can potentially be open-ended.  
In order to focus each objective, decision making criteria are presented in the SA Framework 
to be used during the appraisal of policies and sites.   

 Assessment of reasonable alternatives 

 The purpose of this document is to provide an appraisal of the reasonable alternatives, also 
known as ‘options’, (those listed in Table 1.1) in line with Article 5 Paragraph 1 of the SEA 
Directive17: 

“Where an environmental assessment is required under Article 3(1), an environmental 
report shall be prepared in which the likely significant effects on the environment of 
implementing the plan or programme, and reasonable alternatives taking into account 
the objectives and the geographical scope of the plan or programme, are identified, 
described and evaluated.  The information to be given for this purpose is referred to in 
Annex I.” 

 This document also provides information in relation to the likely characteristics of effects, as 
per the SEA Directive (see Table 2.1). 

Criteria for determining the likely significance of effects (Article 3(5) of SEA Directive) 

The characteristics of plans and programmes, having regard, in particular, to: 

• the degree to which the plan or programme sets a framework for projects and other activities, either with 

regard to the location, nature, size and operating conditions or by allocating resources;  

• the degree to which the plan or programme influences other plans and programmes including those in a 

hierarchy;  

• the relevance of the plan or programme for the integration of environmental considerations in particular with 

a view to promoting sustainable development;  

• environmental problems relevant to the plan or programme; and 

• the relevance of the plan or programme for the implementation of Community legislation on the 

environment (e.g.  plans and programmes linked to waste management or water protection).   

 
16 Annex 1(f) identifies: ‘the 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 architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and 
the interrelationship between the above factors’. 

17 EU SEA Directive. Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32001L0042&from=EN [Date Accessed: 
04/12/20] 

Table 2.1: Annex II of the SEA Directive 
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Criteria for determining the likely significance of effects (Article 3(5) of SEA Directive) 

Characteristics of the effects and of the area likely to be affected, having regard, in particular, to: 

• the probability, duration, frequency and reversibility of the effects;  

• the cumulative nature of the effects;  

• the transboundary nature of the effects;  

• the risks to human health or the environment (e.g.  due to accidents);  

• the magnitude and spatial extent of the effects (geographical area and size of the population likely to be 

affected);  

• the value and vulnerability of the area likely to be affected due to:  

o special natural characteristics or cultural heritage;  

o exceeded environmental quality standards or limit values;  

o intensive land-use; and 

• the effects on areas or landscapes which have a recognised national, Community or international protection 

status.   

 Impact assessment and determination of significance  

 Significance of effect is a combination of impact sensitivity and magnitude.  Impact 
sensitivity can be expressed in relative terms, based on the principle that the more sensitive 
the resource, the greater the magnitude of the change, and as compared with the do-nothing 
comparison, the greater will be the significance of effect.  

 Impact sensitivity 

 Impact sensitivity has been measured through consideration as to how the receiving 
environment will be impacted by a plan proposal.  This includes assessment of the value and 
vulnerability of the receiving environment, whether or not environmental quality standards 
will be exceeded, and for example, if impacts will affect designated areas or landscapes.   

 A guide to the range of scales used in determining impact sensitivity is presented in Table 
2.2.  For most receptors, sensitivity increases with geographic scale. 

Scale  Typical criteria 

International/ 
national 

Designations that have an international aspect or consideration of transboundary 
effects beyond national boundaries.  This applies to effects and designations/receptors 
that have a national or international dimension. 

Regional  
This includes the regional and sub-regional scale, including county-wide level and 
regional areas. 

Local This is the district and neighbourhood scale. 

Table 2.2: Impact sensitivity 
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 Impact magnitude 

 Impact magnitude relates to the degree of change the receptor will experience, including the 
probability, duration, frequency and reversibility of the impact.  Impact magnitude has been 
determined on the basis of the susceptibility of a receptor to the type of change that will 
arise, as well as the value of the affected receptor (see Table 2.3).   

Impact magnitude Typical criteria 

High 

• Likely total loss of or major alteration to the receptor in question;  

• Provision of a new receptor/feature; or 

• The impact is permanent and frequent. 

Medium 

Partial loss/alteration/improvement to one or more key features; or 

The impact is one of the following: 

• Frequent and short-term; 

• Frequent and reversible; 

• Long-term (and frequent) and reversible; 

• Long-term and occasional; or 

• Permanent and occasional. 

Low 

Minor loss/alteration/improvement to one or more key features of the receptor; or 

The impact is one of the following: 

• Reversible and short-term; 

• Reversible and occasional; or 

• Short-term and occasional. 

 Significant effects 

 A single value from Table 2.4 has been allocated to each SA Objective for each reasonable 
alternative.  Justification for the classification of the impact for each SA objective is 
presented in an accompanying narrative assessment text for all reasonable alternatives that 
have been assessed through the SA process.  The assessment of impacts and subsequent 
evaluation of significant effects is in accordance with the footnote of Annex 1(f) of the SEA 
Directive, where feasible, which states: 

“These effects should include secondary, cumulative, synergistic, short, medium and 
long-term, permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects”. 

  

Table 2.3: Impact magnitude 
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Significance Definition (not necessarily exhaustive) 

Major 
Negative 

-- 

The size, nature and location of a development proposal would be likely to: 

• Permanently degrade, diminish or destroy the integrity of a quality receptor, such as a 
feature of international, national or regional importance; 

• Cause a very high-quality receptor to be permanently diminished;  

• Be unable to be entirely mitigated;  

• Be discordant with the existing setting; and/or 

• Contribute to a cumulative significant effect. 

Minor 
Negative 

- 

The size, nature and location of development proposals would be likely to: 

• Not quite fit into the existing location or with existing receptor qualities; and/or 

• Affect undesignated yet recognised local receptors.   

Negligible 

0 
Either no impacts are anticipated, or any impacts are anticipated to be negligible. 

Uncertain 

+/- 
It is entirely uncertain whether impacts would be positive or adverse. 

Minor Positive 

+ 

The size, nature and location of a development proposal would be likely to: 

• Improve undesignated yet recognised receptor qualities at the local scale; 

• Fit into, or with, the existing location and existing receptor qualities; and/or 

• Enable the restoration of valued characteristic features. 

Major Positive 

++ 

The size, nature and location of a development proposal would be likely to: 

• Enhance and redefine the location in a positive manner, making a contribution at a 
national or international scale; 

• Restore valued receptors which were degraded through previous uses; and/or 

• Improve one or more key elements/features/characteristics of a receptor with recognised 
quality such as a specific international, national or regional designation.   

Table 2.4: Guide to scoring significant effects 
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 When selecting a single value to best represent the sustainability performance, and to 
understand the significance of effects of a spatial option in terms of the relevant SA 
Objective, the precautionary principle18 has been used.  This is a worst-case scenario 
approach.  If a positive effect is identified in relation to one criterion within the SA Framework 
(see the second column of the SA Framework in Appendix A) and a negative effect is 
identified in relation to another criterion within the same SA Objective, the overall impact 
has been assigned as negative for that objective.  It is therefore essential to appreciate that 
the impacts are indicative summarily and that the accompanying assessment text provides 
a fuller explanation of the sustainability performance of the spatial option. 

 The assessment considers, on a strategic basis, the degree to which a location can 
accommodate change without adverse effects on valued or important receptors (identified 
in the baseline).   

 Significance of effect has been categorised as minor or major.  Table 2.4 sets out the 
significance matrix and explains the terms used.  The nature of the significant effect can be 
either positive or negative depending on the type of development and the design and 
mitigation measures proposed.   

 Each reasonable alternative spatial option that has been identified in this report has been 
assessed for its likely significant impact against each SA Objective in the SA Framework, as 
per Table 2.4.  Likely impacts are not intended to be summed.   

 It is important to note that the assessment scores presented in Table 2.4 are high level 
indicators.  The assessment narrative text should always read alongside the significance 
scores.  Topic specific methods and assumptions in Boxes 2.1 to 2.12 offer further insight into 
how each significant effect score was determined. 

 Limitations of predicting effects 

 SA/SEA is a tool for predicting potential significant effects.  Predicting effects relies on an 
evidence-based approach and incorporates expert judgement.  It is often not possible to 
state with absolute certainty whether effects will occur, as many impacts are influenced by 
a range of factors such as the design and the success of mitigation measures. 

 The assessments in this report are based on the best available information, including that 
provided to Lepus by the SWCs and information that is publicly available.  Every attempt has 
been made to predict effects as accurately as possible. 

 
18 The European Commission describes the precautionary principle as follows: “If a preliminary scientific evaluation shows that there are 
reasonable grounds for concern that a particular activity might lead to damaging effects on the environment, or on human, animal or plant 
health, which would be inconsistent with protection normally afforded to these within the European Community, the Precautionary Principle is 
triggered”.  
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 SA operates at a strategic level which uses available secondary data for the relevant SA 
Objective.  All reasonable alternatives and preferred options are assessed in the same way 
using the same method.  Sometimes, in the absence of more detailed information, 
forecasting the potential impacts of development can require making reasonable 
assumptions based on the best available data and trends.  However, all options must be 
assessed in the same way and any introduction of site-based detail should be made clear in 
the SA report as the new data could potentially introduce bias and skew the findings of the 
assessment process.  

 The assessment of development proposals is limited in terms of available data resources.  
For example, up to date ecological surveys and/or landscape and visual impact assessments 
have not been available.   

 All data used is secondary data obtained from SWC or freely available on the Internet.   

 Plan area statistics 

 To calculate some of the likely adverse impacts of the proposed development, an average 
people per dwelling needed to be calculated for each of the three districts.  Table 2.5 below 
shows the estimated population size and dwelling stock of each district, was used to 
calculate the average people per dwelling.  All data used was accurate and up to date at the 
time of assessment. 

District 
Estimated Population 
Size19 

Dwelling Stock20 People per Dwelling 

Malvern Hills 78,113 35,680 2.19 

Worcester 101,891 45,800 2.22 

Wychavon 127,340 57,100 2.23 

 SEA Topic methodologies and assumptions 

 A number of topic specific methodologies and assumptions have been applied to the 
appraisal process for specific SA Objectives (see Boxes 2.1 to 2.12).  These should be borne 
in mind when considering the assessment findings. 

  

 
19 Office of National Statistics (2019) Estimates of the population for the UK, England and Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland.  Available at: 
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/populationestimates/datasets/populationestimatesforuken
glandandwalesscotlandandnorthernireland [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

20 Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) Number of dwellings by tenure and district, England.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/live-tables-on-dwelling-stock-including-vacants [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

Table 2.5: Average people per dwelling in Malvern Hills, Worcester and Wychavon in 2019 
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 SA Objective 1 - Climate Change Mitigation 

Box 2.1: SA Objective 1. Climate Change Mitigation - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

1. Climate Change 
Mitigation: 
Minimise SW’s 
contribution to 
climate change. 

Carbon Emissions 

Development proposals which would be likely to increase greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions in the local area would make it more difficult for the SWCs to reduce the Plan 
area’s contribution towards the causes of climate change.   

Worcester City Council declared a climate emergency in July 2019 and have committed to 
take action in helping the city become carbon neutral by 203021.  The Draft Environmental 
Sustainability Strategy for Worcester22 indicates that collaborative work across all sectors 
will need to be undertaken to tackle emissions and ensure that the Council can deliver on 
its pledges.  This includes: the de-carbonisation of transport (e.g. widespread adoption of 
electric vehicles); energy efficient homes and businesses; protection and enhancement of 
Worcester’s natural environment biodiversity; and renewable energy schemes. 

Wychavon District Council have developed an ‘Intelligently Green Plan’ (2020 – 2030)23 
that reflects the Worcestershire Energy Strategy targets comprising: the need to halve 
district wide carbon emissions; double the size of Wychavon’s low carbon economy by 
2030; treble the amount of renewable generation; and capture at least 500 tonnes of 
carbon per year by 2025 through restoring, enhancing and creating a range of habitats 
across the district. 

Malvern Hills District Council, in their response to the climate emergency have produced a 
‘Destination Zero’ plan24 to create a greener and more sustainable district with the aim of 
achieving carbon neutrality by 2030.  The plan will encourage low carbon development 
and design measures to improve resilience and adaptation to climate change; and seek 
improvements to the energy efficiency of homes across the district. 

The incorporation of GI within developments presents several opportunities to mitigate 
climate change, for example, through providing natural cooling to combat the ‘urban heat 
island’ effect, reducing the effects of air pollution and providing more pleasant outdoor 
environments to encourage active travel25 26. 

However, it is assumed that development on previously undeveloped or greenfield land 
would result in an increase in GHG emissions due to the increase in the local population 
and the number of operating businesses and occupied homes.   

 
21 Worcester City Council (2020) Draft Environmental Sustainability Strategy for the City of Worcester 2020-2030. Available at : 
http://committee.worcester.gov.uk/documents/s46914/Environmental%20Sustainability%20Strategy%20v0.6.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

22 Ibid 

23 Wychavon District Council (2020) Wychavon Intelligently Green Plan 2020 – 2030.  Available at:  https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/community-
and-living/intelligently-green [Date Accessed: 11/01/21] 

24 Malvern Hills District Council (2020) Destination Zero: Creating a greener, more sustainable Malvern Hills district.  Available at: 
https://www.malvernhills.gov.uk/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Destination%20Zero.pdf&folder=&container=fileman-files 
[Date Accessed: 11/01/21] 

25 TCPA (2007) The essential role of green infrastructure: eco-towns green infrastructure worksheet. Available at: 
https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=dd06b21d-6d41-4c4e-bec5-4f29a192f0c6 [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

26 Worcestershire County Council (2014) Green Infrastructure Framework 4: Socio-economic Benefits of Green Infrastructure.  Available at:  
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/downloads/download/707/worcestershire_green_infrastructure_framework_documents [Date Accessed: 
14/12/20] 
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Box 2.1: SA Objective 1. Climate Change Mitigation - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

The increase in GHG emissions caused by new developments is associated with impacts 
of the construction phase, the occupation and operation of homes and businesses, oil, gas 
and coal consumption and increases in local road transport with associated emissions.  
This impact is considered to be permanent and non-reversible. 

The total CO2 emissions estimate for each district in 2017 was27: 

• Malvern Hills – 495,200 tonnes 

• Worcester – 358,700 tonnes 

• Wychavon – 1,020,800 tonnes 

The carbon footprint per person per year for each district was28: 

• Malvern Hills - 6.4 tonnes 

• Worcester – 3.5 tonnes 

• Wychavon – 8.1 tonnes 

As a general rule, it is considered that development proposals which could potentially 
increase the Plan area’s carbon emissions by 1% or more in comparison to the 2017 
estimate would be expected to have a major negative impact for this objective.  
Development proposals which may be likely to increase the Plan area’s carbon emissions 
by between 0.1% and 1% in comparison to the 2017 estimate would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact for this objective.  For the purpose of this report, this threshold 
has been deduced from available guidance29. 

As carbon emissions have been calculated per person based on the average number of 
people per dwelling, sites proposed for employment or non-residential end use have not 
been included in this assessment.  Therefore, there may be further negative effects on 
climate change as a result of employment growth which has not been factored into the 
assessment.  Conversely, where renewable energy generation is incorporated within 
employment land, or proposed employment development would reduce commuting 
distances, potential adverse impacts could be offset, to some extent. 

Sites that are proposed for development which would result in a less than 0.1% increase in 
carbon emissions in comparison to the 2017 estimate, or are proposed for other end uses, 
would be expected to have a negligible impact on carbon emissions across the Plan area. 

Development proposals which include the generation or use of renewable energy would 
be likely to have a positive impact on climate change mitigation, or offset identified 
negative impacts to some extent. 

  

 
27 DBEIS (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 2005-2017.  Available at:  
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-national-statistics-2005-to-2017 [Date 
Accessed: 14/12/20] 

28 Ibid 

29 DTA Publications (2017) The Habitats Regulations Assessment Journal: Air Pollution.  
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 SA Objective 2 - Climate Change Adaptation 

Box 2.2: SA Objective 2. Climate Change Adaptation - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

2. Climate Change 
Adaptation: Plan 
for the anticipated 
impacts of climate 
change. 

Fluvial Flooding 

The level of fluvial flood risk present across the Plan area is based on the Environment 
Agency’s flood risk data30, such that: 

• Flood Zone 3: 1% or greater chance of flooding each year; 

• Flood Zone 2: Between 0.1% - 1% chance of flooding each year; and 

• Flood Zone 1: Less than 0.1% chance of flooding each year. 

It is assumed that development proposals will be in perpetuity and it is therefore likely that 
development will be subject to the impacts of flooding at some point in the future, should 
it be situated on land at risk of fluvial flooding.  

Where development proposals coincide with Flood Zone 2, a minor negative impact would 
be expected.  Where development proposals coincide with Flood Zone 3 (either Flood 
Zone 3a or 3b), a major negative impact would be expected. 

Where development proposals are located within Flood Zone 1, a minor positive impact 
would be expected for climate change adaptation. 

The potential for negative impacts to occur as a result of the proposed strategic locations 
coinciding with Flood Zones 2 or 3 have been considered relative to the size of the 
strategic location, taking into account the potential for development to be located in Flood 
Zone 1. 

Pluvial Flooding 

According to Environment Agency data31, areas determined to be at high risk of pluvial 
flooding have more than a 3.3% chance of flooding each year, medium risk between 1% and 
3.3%, and low risk between 0.1% and 1% chance.  Areas determined to be at very low risk of 
flooding (less than 0.1% chance) would be expected to result in a negligible impact on 
pluvial flooding for the purposes of this assessment.  

Development proposals located in areas at low and medium risk of surface water flooding 
would be expected to have a minor negative impact on pluvial flooding.  Development 
proposals located within areas at high risk of surface water flooding would be expected to 
have a major negative impact on pluvial flooding.  

The potential for negative impacts to occur as a result of strategic locations coinciding with 
areas at surface water flood risk has been considered relative to the total area of the 
strategic location. 

Where development proposals are not located in areas determined to be at risk of pluvial 
flooding, a negligible impact would be expected for climate change adaptation. 

 
30 Environment Agency (2013) Flood Map for Planning Risk.  Available at: http://apps.environment-agency.gov.uk/wiyby/cy/151263.aspx [Date 
Accessed: 14/12/20] 

31 Environment Agency (2013) Risk of flooding from surface water – understanding and using the map.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/flood-risk-maps-for-surface-water-how-to-use-the-map [Date Accessed: 14/01/21] 
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Box 2.2: SA Objective 2. Climate Change Adaptation - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

It is assumed that development proposals will be in perpetuity and it is therefore likely that 
development would be subject to the impacts of flooding at some point in the future, 
should it be situated on land at risk of surface water flooding. 

 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

Box 2.3: SA Objective 3. Biodiversity and Geodiversity - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

3. Biodiversity and 
Geodiversity: 
Protect, enhance 
and manage the 
flora, fauna, 
biodiversity and 
geodiversity assets 
of SW. 

The biodiversity objective considers adverse impacts of the proposed development at a 
landscape-scale.  It focuses on an assessment of proposed development on a network of 
designated and undesignated sites, wildlife corridors and individual habitats within the 
Plan area.  Receptors include the following: 

Designated Sites: 

• Natura 2000 sites; (Special Protection Areas (SPA), Special Areas of 
Conservation (SAC) and Ramsar sites). 

• Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). 

• National Nature Reserves (NNR). 

• Local Nature Reserves (LNR). 

• Local Wildlife Sites (LWS). 

• Local Geological Sites (LGS). 

Habitats and Species: 

• Ancient woodland. 

• Priority habitats. 

• Road Verge Nature Reserves (RVNR). 

Where a site is coincident with, adjacent to or located in close proximity of an ecological 
receptor, it is assumed that negative effects associated with development will arise to 
some extent.  These negative effects include those that occur during the construction 
phase and are associated with the construction process and construction vehicles (e.g. 
habitat loss, habitat fragmentation, habitat degradation, noise, air, water and light 
pollution) and those that are associated with the operation/occupation phases of 
development (e.g. public access associated disturbances, increases in local congestion 
resulting in a reduction in air quality, changes in noise levels, visual disturbance, light 
pollution, impacts on water levels and quality etc.).   

Negative impacts would be expected where the following ecological designations may be 
harmed or lost as a result of proposals: SPAs, SACs, Ramsar sites, SSSIs, ancient 
woodlands, NNRs, LNRs and LWSs as well as priority habitats32 protected under the 2006 
NERC Act33.  The assessment is largely based on a consideration of the proximity of a site 
to these ecological receptors.  

 
32 Source Natural England Priority Habitat Inventory April 2012 

33 Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. Available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents [Date Accessed; 
14/12/20] 
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Box 2.3: SA Objective 3. Biodiversity and Geodiversity - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

For the purposes of this assessment, impacts on priority habitats have been considered in 
the context of Natural England’s publicly available Priority Habitat Inventory database34.  It 
is acknowledged that this may not reflect current local site conditions in all instances.   

It is assumed that construction and occupation of previously undeveloped greenfield land 
would result in a net reduction in vegetation cover in the Plan area.  This would also be 
expected to lead to greater levels of fragmentation and isolation for the wider ecological 
network, such as due to the loss of stepping stones and corridors.  This will restrict the 
ability of ecological receptors to adapt to the effects of climate change.  The loss of 
greenfield land is considered under the Natural Resources objective (SA Objective 6) in 
this assessment.   

It should be noted that no detailed ecological surveys have been completed by Lepus to 
inform the assessments made in this report. 

Protected species survey information is not available for the sites within the Plan area.  It is 
acknowledged that data is available from the local biological records centre.  However, it is 
noted that this data may be under recorded in certain areas.  This under recording does 
not imply species absence.  As a consequence, consideration of this data on a site-by-site 
basis within this assessment would have the potential to skew results – favouring well 
recorded areas of the Plan area.  As such impacts on protected species have not been 
assessed on a site-by-site basis.  

It is anticipated that the SWCs will require detailed ecological surveys and assessments to 
accompany future planning applications.  Such surveys will determine on a site by site 
basis the presence of Priority Species and Priority Habitats protected under the NERC Act.   

It is assumed that mature trees and hedgerows will be retained where possible.  

Natural England has developed Impact Risk Zones (IRZs) for each SSSI unit in the country.  
IRZs are a Geographical Information System (GIS) tool which allow a rapid initial 
assessment of the potential risks posed by development proposals to: SSSIs, SACs, SPAs 
and Ramsar sites. They define zones around each site which reflect the particular 
sensitivities of the features for which it is notified and indicate the types of development 
proposal which could potentially have adverse impacts35.  Where a site falls within more 
than one SSSI IRZ, the worst-case risk zone is reported upon in the assessment.  The IRZ 
attribute data draws a distinction between rural and non-rural development.  For the 
purposes of this assessment non-rural sites are considered to be those that are located 
within an existing built-up area.  Sites at greenfield locations at the edge of a settlement or 
those that are more rural in nature have been considered to be rural.   

A precautionary 5km search zone has been applied to the assessment of reasonable 
alternative site locations in relation to Natura 2000 sites.  Any site that is within 5km of a 
European site triggers a precautionary approach in the SA and an adverse effect is 
recorded.  This search zone is quite separate from the Habitats Regulations Assessent 
(HRA) process and has been used solely as a guidance tool.  The impact of the plan on 
European sites has been tested through the HRA process.  The final results of the HRA 

 
34 Natural England (2020) Priority Habitat Inventory (England).  Available at: https://data.gov.uk/dataset/4b6ddab7-6c0f-4407-946e-
d6499f19fcde/priority-habitat-inventory-england [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

35 Natural England (2020) Natural England’s Impact Risk Zones for Sites of Special Scientific Interest. Available at: 
https://data.gov.uk/dataset/5ae2af0c-1363-4d40-9d1a-e5a1381449f8/sssi-impact-risk-zones [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.3: SA Objective 3. Biodiversity and Geodiversity - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

process will be used to inform the SA.  It is acknowledged that effects can arise at different 
distances for example hydrological links can extend far beyond 5km. 

Where development proposals coincide with a Natura 2000 site, a SSSI, NNR, LNR, LWS or 
ancient woodland, or are adjacent to a Natura 2000 site, SSSI or NNR, it is assumed that 
development would have a permanent and irreversible impact on these nationally 
important biodiversity assets, and a major negative impact would be expected.   

Where development proposals coincide with priority habitats, are adjacent to an LWS, LGS 
or RVNR, are located within a SSSI IRZ which states to “consult Natural England” or are 
located in close proximity to a Natura 2000 site, SSSI, NNR, LNR or stand of ancient 
woodland, a minor negative impact would be expected. 

Where a site proposal would not be anticipated to impact a biodiversity or geodiversity 
asset, a negligible impact would be expected for this objective. 

 SA Objective 4 - Landscape 

Box 2.4: SA Objective 4. Landscape and Townscape - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

4. Landscape and 
Townscape: 
Conserve, enhance 
and manage the 
character and 
appearance of the 
landscape and 
townscape, 
maintaining and 
strengthening their 
distinctiveness. 

Impacts on landscape will be largely determined by the specific layout and design of 
development proposals, as well as the site-specific landscape circumstances, as 
experienced on the ground.  Detailed proposals for each site are uncertain at this stage of 
the assessment.  Furthermore, this assessment comprises a desk-based exercise which has 
not been verified in the field.  Therefore, the nature of the potential impacts on the 
landscape are, to an extent, uncertain.  However, there is a risk of negative effects 
occurring, some of which may be unavoidable.  As such, this risk has been reflected in the 
assessment as a negative impact where a site is located in close proximity to sensitive 
landscape receptors.  The level of impact has been assessed based on the nature and value 
of, and proximity to, the landscape receptor in question. 

Where a site proposal would not be anticipated to impact a designated or local landscape, 
a negligible impact would be expected for this objective. 

The Malvern Hills and Cotswolds AONBs 

The Malvern Hills AONB and Cotswolds AONB are both nationally designated landscapes.  
The Malvern Hills AONB is partially located within Malvern Hills District to the west.  A 
section of the Cotswolds AONB is located within Wychavon District to the south. 

Objective LO1 of the Malvern Hills AONB Management Plan 2019 – 202436 aims to 
“conserve and enhance the distinctive landscapes of the AONB and its setting, particularly 
those that are most sensitive or have little capacity for change”.   

The main purposes of the Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management 
Plan 2018 – 202337 are to “conserve and enhance the natural beauty of the Cotswolds AONB 

 
36 Malvern Hills Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan 2019 – 2024.  Available at: 
https://www.malvernhillsaonb.org.uk/managing-the-aonb/management-plan/ [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

37 Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan 2018 – 2023.  Available at: 
https://www.cotswoldsaonb.org.uk/planning/cotswolds-aonb-management-plan/ [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.4: SA Objective 4. Landscape and Townscape - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

[and to] increase the understanding and enjoyment of the special qualities of the Cotswolds 
AONB”. 

Development proposals which are coincident with or are located adjacent to one of these 
AONBs would be likely to alter the character of the nationally designated landscape to 
some extent and therefore, a major negative impact would be expected.  Development 
proposals located in close proximity to, and that could potentially be visible from, one of 
these AONBs could potentially alter the setting of the nationally designated landscape and 
a minor negative impact would be expected.   

Discordant with LCA: 

Baseline data on Landscape Description Units (LDUs) within the Plan area are derived from 
the Landscape Character Assessment Supplementary Guidance38.  Key characteristics of 
each LDU have informed the appraisal of each site proposal against the landscape 
objective.  Given that the detailed nature of the landscape in relation to each site is 
unknown, the assessment of impact is based on the overall landscape character guidelines 
and key characteristics.  Development proposals which are considered to be potentially 
discordant with the guidelines and characteristics provided in the published Landscape 
Character Assessment would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the 
landscape objective.  Development proposals located within areas classed as ‘urban’ within 
the Landscape Character Assessment, and therefore comprise built-up areas, have been 
excluded from this assessment. 

A drive-over of the Plan area was carried out in July 2019 to inform landscape assessments 
in terms of the lay of the land. 

Country Parks:  

Development proposals which coincide with Worcester Woods Country Park have the 
potential to result in irreversible adverse impacts on this Country Park and therefore would 
be expected to have a major negative impact on the landscape objective. 

Development proposals which are located adjacent or in close proximity to this Country 
Park, and therefore could potentially adversely affect views from Country Parks, would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on the landscape objective. 

Views: 

Development proposals which may alter views of a predominantly rural or countryside 
landscape experienced by users of the Public Rights of Way (PRoW) network and/ or local 
residents would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the landscape objective.   

In order to consider potential visual effects of development, it has been assumed that the 
proposals would broadly reflect the character of nearby development of the same type.  

Potential views from residential properties are identified through reference to aerial 
mapping and the use of Google Maps39.  

It is anticipated that the SWCs will require developers to undertake Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessments (LVIAs) to accompany any future proposals, where relevant.  The 

 
38 Worcestershire County Council (2012) Landscape Character Assessment Supplementary Guidance.  Available at: h 
http://gis.worcestershire.gov.uk/website/LandscapeCharacter/Documents/lca%20sg.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

39 Google Maps (no date) Available at: https://www.google.co.uk/maps  [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.4: SA Objective 4. Landscape and Townscape - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

LVIAs should seek to provide greater detail in relation to the landscape character of the 
site and its surroundings, the views available towards the site, the character of those views 
and the sensitivity and value of the relevant landscape and visual receptors.   

Urban Sprawl/ Coalescence: 

Development proposals which are considered to increase the risk of future development 
spreading further into the wider landscape would be expected to have a minor negative 
impact on the landscape objective. 

Development proposals which are considered to reduce the separation between existing 
settlements and increase the risk of the coalescence of settlements would be expected to 
have a potential minor negative impact on the landscape objective.  

 SA Objective 5 – Pollution and Waste 

Box 2.5: SA Objective 5. Pollution and Waste - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

5. Pollution and 
Waste: Reduce 
waste generation, 
increase the reuse 
and recycling of 
materials whilst 
minimizing the 
extent and impacts 
of water, air and 
noise pollution. 

Air, Noise and Light Pollution: 

Exposure of new residents to air pollution has been considered in the context of the 
development proposal location in relation to established Air Quality Management Areas 
(AQMAs) and main roads.  It is widely accepted that the effects of air pollution from road 
transport decreases with distance from the source of pollution i.e. the road carriageway.  
The Department for Transport (DfT) in their Transport Analysis Guidance (TAG) consider 
that, “beyond 200m, the contribution of vehicle emissions from the roadside to local 
pollution levels is not significant”40.  This statement is supported by Highways England and 
Natural England based on evidence presented in a number of research papers41 42.  A 
buffer distance of 200m has therefore been applied in this assessment.   

It is assumed that development would result in an increase in traffic and thus traffic 
generated air pollution.  Both existing and future site users would be exposed to this 
change in air quality.  Residential sites proposed for the development of between ten and 
99 dwellings would therefore be expected to have a minor negative impact on local air 
pollution43.  Residential sites proposed for the development of 100 dwellings or more 
would be expected to have a major negative impact.  Employment sites which propose the 
development of between 1ha and 9.9ha of employment space would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact and sites which propose 10ha or more would be expected to have a 
major negative impact.   

Where a site is proposed for the development of nine dwellings or less, or for 0.99ha of 
employment floorspace or less, a negligible impact on local air quality would be 
anticipated.  

 
40 Department for Transport (2019) TAG unit A3 Environmental Impact Appraisal. Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/webtag-tag-unit-a3-environmental-impact-appraisal-december-2015 [Date Accessed; 14/12/20] 

41 Bignal, K., Ashmore, M & Power, S. 2004.  The ecological effects of diffuse air pollution from road transport.  English Nature Research Report 
No. 580, Peterborough. 

42 Ricardo-AEA, 2016.  The ecological effects of air pollution from road transport: an updated review.  Natural England Commissioned Report No. 
199. 

43 Institute of Air Quality Management (2017) Land-Use Planning & Development Control: Planning for Air Quality.  Paragraph 5.8. 
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Box 2.5: SA Objective 5. Pollution and Waste - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

The proximity of a site in relation to a main road determines the exposure level of site end 
users to road related air and noise emissions44.  In line with the DMRB guidance, it is 
assumed that site end users would be most vulnerable to these impacts within 200m of a 
main road.  This distance has therefore been applied throughout this assessment to both 
existing road and rail sources. 

Development proposals located within 200m of a main road would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact on site end users’ exposure to air and/ or noise pollution.  
Development proposals located over 200m from a main road would be expected to have a 
negligible impact on site end users’ exposure to noise and vibration pollution.   

Development proposals located within 200m of a railway line would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact on site end users’ exposure to noise pollution and vibrations.  
Development proposals located over 200m from a railway line would be expected to have 
a negligible impact on site end users’ exposure to noise pollution and vibrations.   

Groundwater: 

The vulnerability of groundwater to pollution is determined by the physical, chemical and 
biological properties of the soil and rocks, which control the ease with which an 
unprotected hazard can affect groundwater.  Groundwater Source Protection Zones (SPZs) 
indicate the risk to groundwater supplies from potentially polluting activities and 
accidental releases of pollutants.  As such, any site that is located within a groundwater 
SPZ could potentially have an adverse impact on groundwater quality. 

Development proposals located within the total catchment (Zone III), outer zone (Zone II) 
or inner zone (Zone I) of an SPZ would be likely to have a minor negative impact on 
groundwater quality.   

Watercourses: 

Construction activities in or near watercourses have the potential to cause pollution, 
impact upon the bed and banks of watercourses and impact on the quality of the water45.  
An approximate 10m buffer zone from a watercourse should be used in which no works, 
clearance, storage or run-off should be permitted46.  However, it is considered that 
development further away than this has the potential to lead to adverse impacts such as 
those resulting from runoff.  In this assessment, a 200m buffer zone was deemed 
appropriate. 

Development proposals located within 200m of a watercourse would be expected to have 
a minor negative impact on local water quality. 

 

 
44 Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, Volume 11: Environmental Assessment, Section 3: Environmental Assessment Techniques, Part 1: Air 
Quality, Annex D2: Road Type.  Available at: http://www.semmms.info/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Design-Manual-for-Roads-and-Bridges-
Volume-11-Section-3-Part-1.-PDF-981Kb.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

45 World Health Organisation (1996) Water Quality Monitoring - A Practical Guide to the Design and Implementation of Freshwater Quality 
Studies and Monitoring Programmes: Chapter 2 – Water Quality.  Available at: 
https://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/resourcesquality/wqmchap2.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

46 Department of Agriculture, Environment and Rural Affairs (no date) Advice and Information for planning approval on land which is of nature 
conservation value.  Available at: https://www.daera-ni.gov.uk/articles/advice-and-information-planning-approval-land-which-nature-
conservation-value [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.5: SA Objective 5. Pollution and Waste - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

Waste: 

For the purpose of this assessment, it is assumed that new residents in South 
Worcestershire will have an annual waste production of 409.3kg per person, in line with 
the England average47. 

Between 2018 and 2019, the total waste collected by each local authority was48: 

• Malvern Hills – 25,502 tonnes 

• Worcester – 34,205 tonnes 

• Wychavon – 49,986 tonnes 

A minor negative impact would be expected for development proposals which would be 
likely to increase household waste generation by between 0.1% and 0.99% in comparison 
to 2019 levels.  A major negative impact would be expected for development proposals 
which would be likely to increase household waste generation by 1% or more in comparison 
to 2019 levels.  

As waste generation has been calculated per person based on the average number of 
people per dwelling, development proposed for employment or non-residential end use 
have not been included in this assessment. 

 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

Box 2.6: SA Objective 6. Natural Resources: - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

6. Natural 
Resources: 
Protect, enhance 
and ensure the 
efficient use of 
SW’s land, soils 
and water. 

Previously Developed Land:  

In accordance with the core planning principles of the NPPF49, development on previously 
developed land is recognised as an efficient use of land.  Development of previously 
undeveloped land and greenfield sites is not considered to be an efficient use of land. 

Development of an existing brownfield site would be expected to contribute positively to 
safeguarding greenfield land in South Worcestershire, and therefore, have a minor positive 
impact on this objective.  

Development proposals situated on previously undeveloped land would be expected to 
pose a threat to soil within the site perimeter due to excavation, compaction, erosion and 
an increased risk of pollution and contamination during construction.   

In addition, development proposals which would result in the loss of greenfield land would 
be expected to contribute towards a cumulative loss of ecological habitat.  This would be 
expected to lead to greater levels of habitat fragmentation and isolation for the local 
ecological network restricting the ability of ecological receptors to adapt to the effects of 

 
47 Department for Environment and Rural Affairs (2020) Local authority collected waste generation from April 2000 to March 2019 (England 
and regions) and local authority data April 2018 to March 2019.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/env18-local-
authority-collected-waste-annual-results-tables [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

48 Ibid 

49 Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.6: SA Objective 6. Natural Resources: - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

climate change.  The loss of greenfield land has therefore been considered to have an 
adverse effect under this objective.   

For the purpose of this report, a 20ha threshold has been used based on available 
guidance50.  Development proposals which would result in the loss of less than 20ha of 
greenfield land would be expected to have a minor negative impact on this objective.  
Development proposals which would result in the loss of 20ha or more of greenfield land 
would be expected to have a major negative impact on this objective.   

Agricultural Land Classification: 

The Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) system classifies land into five categories 
according to versatility and suitability for growing crops.  The top three grades, Grades 1, 2 
and 3a, are referred to as the Best and Most Versatile (BMV) land51.  In the absence of site-
specific surveys to identify Grades 3a and 3b, and in line with the precautionary principle, 
ALC Grade 3 is considered as BMV land.  

Adverse impacts are expected for development proposals which would result in a net loss 
of agriculturally valuable soils.  Development proposals which are situated on Grade 1, 2 or 
3 ALC land, and would therefore risk the loss of some of the Plan area’s BMV land, would 
be expected to have a minor negative impact for this objective.  

Development proposals which are situated on Grade 4 and 5 ALC land, or land classified as 
‘urban’ or ‘non-agricultural’ and would therefore help prevent the loss of the Plan area’s 
BMV land, would be expected to have a minor positive impact for this objective.   

Water Consumption: 

It is assumed that development proposals will be in accordance with the national 
mandatory water efficiency standard of 125 litres per person per day, as set out in the 
Building Regulations 201052. 

It is assumed that all housing proposals in the SWDPR will be subject to appropriate 
approvals and licensing for sustainable water supply from the Environment Agency. 

Minerals: 

Minerals are a finite, non-renewable resource and as such, their conservation and 
safeguarding for future generations is important.  Nationally and locally important mineral 
resources are identified in Mineral Safeguarding Areas (MSA)53.   

Where a strategic location coincides with an identified MSA, there is potential for 
sterilisation of the mineral resource as a result of the proposed development, meaning the 

 
50 Natural England (2009) Agricultural Land Classification: protecting the best and most versatile agricultural land.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/35012 [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

51 Natural England (1988) Agricultural Land Classification of England And Wales: Revised criteria for grading the quality of agricultural land.  
Available at: http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6257050620264448?category=5954148537204736 [Date Accessed: 
14/12/20] 

52 The Building Regulations 2010.  Available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2010/2214/contents/made [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

53 Worcestershire County Council (2019) Worcestershire Minerals Local Plan Publication Version.  Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/20657/emerging_minerals_local_plan_consultation_stages [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.6: SA Objective 6. Natural Resources: - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

minerals will be inaccessible for potential extraction in the future.  This would therefore 
result in an adverse impact under the natural resources SA objective. 

 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

Box 2.7: SA Objective 7. Housing - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

7. Housing: 
Provide a range of 
housing to meet 
the needs of the 
community. 

The SWCs have prepared evidence documents in relation to the housing needs in South 
Worcestershire over the Plan period.  This includes a Strategic Housing Market Assessment 
(SHMA)54 and Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment 
(SHELAA)55.  Options are assessed for the extent to which they will help to meet the 
diverse needs of current and future residents of the Plan area. 

When striving for sustainable development, housing density should be considered 
carefully.  High population densities can limit the accessibility of local key services and 
facilities such as hospitals, supermarkets and open spaces, including playgrounds and 
sports fields.  High population densities also influence perceptions of safety, social 
interactions and community stability56. 

Development proposals which would result in an increase of 99 dwellings or less would be 
likely to have a minor positive impact on the local housing provision.  Development 
proposals which would result in an increase of 100 dwellings or more would be likely to 
have a major positive impact on the local housing provision.   

Unless otherwise stated, it is assumed development options will provide a good mix of 
housing type and tenure opportunities. 

Development proposals which would be expected to result in a net loss of housing across 
the Plan area would be expected to have an adverse impact on SWCs’ ability to meet the 
required housing demand.   

Development proposals which would result in the loss of nine dwellings or less would be 
likely to have a minor negative impact on local housing provision.  Development proposals 
which would result in the loss of ten dwellings or more would be likely to have a major 
negative impact on the local housing provision.  

Development proposals which would result in no net change in dwellings would be 
expected to have a negligible impact on the local housing provision. 

  

 
54 South Worcestershire Council (2018) Strategic Housing Markey Assessment (SHMA).  Available at: https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/south-
worcestershire-development-plan/swdp-review/swdp-review-evidence-base/strategic-housing-market-assessment [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

55 South Worcestershire Councils (2018) Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA).  Available at: 
https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/south-worcestershire-development-plan/swdp-review/swdp-review-evidence-base/strategic-housing-and-
employment-land-availability-assessment [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

56 Dempsey. N., Brown. C. and Bramley. G. (2012) The key to sustainable urban development in UK cities? The influence of density on social 
sustainability. Progress in Planning 77:89-141 
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 SA Objective 8 – Health and Wellbeing 

Box 2.8: SA Objective 8. Health and Wellbeing - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

8. Health and 
Wellbeing: 
Safeguard and 
improve the 
physical and 
mental health of 
residents. 

Public Greenspace/ PRoW or Cycle Network: 

New development sites have been assessed in terms of their access to the local PRoW 
networks and public greenspace.  In line with Barton et al.57, a sustainable distance of 
600m has been used for the assessments.  Sites that are located within 600m of a PRoW/ 
cycle path or a public greenspace would be expected to have a minor positive impact on 
site end users’ access to a diverse range of natural habitats.  Development proposals 
located over 600m from a PRoW/ cycle path or a public greenspace could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to natural habitats, and therefore have 
an adverse impact on the physical and mental health of local residents.  

Air Quality:  

It is assumed that sites located in close proximity to main roads would expose site end 
users to transport associated noise and air pollution.  In line with the DMRB guidance, it is 
assumed that receptors would be most vulnerable to these impacts located within 200m of 
a main road58.  Negative impacts on the long-term health of site end users would be 
anticipated where residents would be exposed to air pollution.  

Development proposals located within 200m of a main road would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact on site end users’ exposure to air pollution.  Development proposals 
located over 200m from a main road would be expected to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ exposure to air pollution.   

Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAs) are considered to be an area where the national 
air quality objective will not be met.  

Development proposals which would locate site end users within 200m of an AQMA would 
be expected to have a moderate negative impact on human health.  Development 
proposals which would locate site end users over 200m from an AQMA would be expected 
to have a minor positive impact on human health.   

Health Facilities: 

In order to facilitate healthy and active lifestyles for existing and new residents, it is 
expected that the SWDPR should seek to ensure that residents have access to NHS 
hospitals, GP surgeries, leisure centres and a diverse range of accessible natural habitats 
and the surrounding PRoW network.  Sustainable distances to each of these necessary 
services are derived from Barton et al.59. 

Adverse impacts are anticipated where the proposed development would not be expected 
to facilitate active and healthy lifestyles for current or future residents. 

For the purposes of this assessment, accessibility to a hospital has been taken as proximity 
to an NHS hospital with an A&E service.  Distances of sites to other NHS facilities (e.g. 
community hospitals and treatment centres) or private hospitals has not been taken into 

 
57 Barton, H., Grant. M. & Guise. R. (2010) Shaping Neighbourhoods: For local health and global sustainability, January 2010 

58 Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, Volume 11: Environmental Assessment, Section 3: Environmental Assessment Techniques, Part 1: Air 
Quality, Annex D2: Road Type.  Available at: http://www.semmms.info/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Design-Manual-for-Roads-and-Bridges-
Volume-11-Section-3-Part-1.-PDF-981Kb.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

59 Barton, H., Grant. M. & Guise. R. (2010) Shaping Neighbourhoods: For local health and global sustainability, January 2010 
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Box 2.8: SA Objective 8. Health and Wellbeing - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

consideration in this assessment.  There is one NHS hospital with an A&E department 
within the Plan area; Worcestershire Royal Hospital located in Worcester to the east.  The 
Alexandra Hospital is located in Redditch, approximately 3.5km north east of the Plan area. 

Development proposals located within 5km of one of these hospitals would be expected to 
have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to emergency health services.  
Development proposals located over 5km from these hospitals would be likely to have a 
minor negative impact on site end users’ access to emergency health care.  

There are numerous GP surgeries located across the Plan area.  Development proposals 
located within 800m of a GP surgery would be expected to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ access to this essential health service.  Development proposal located 
over 800m from a GP surgery would be likely to have a minor negative impact on site end 
users’ access to essential health care. 

Access to leisure centres can provide local residents with opportunities to facilitate healthy 
lifestyles through exercise.  Development proposals located within 1.5km of a leisure centre 
would be expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to these 
facilities.  Development proposal located over 1.5km from a leisure centre would be likely 
to have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to these facilities.   

 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

Box 2.9: SA Objective 9. Cultural Heritage - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

9. Cultural 
Heritage: 
Conserve, enhance 
and manage sites, 
features and areas 
of historic and 
cultural 
importance. 

Impacts on heritage assets will be largely determined by the specific layout and design of 
development proposals, as well as the nature and significance of the heritage asset.  There 
is a risk of adverse effects occurring, some of which may be unavoidable.  As such, this risk 
has been reflected in the assessment as a negative impact where a site is in close proximity 
to heritage assets.   

Adverse impacts are recorded for options which have the potential to have an adverse 
impact on sensitive heritage designations, including Listed Buildings, Scheduled 
Monuments (SM), Registered Parks and Gardens (RPG), and Conservation Areas. 

It is assumed that where a designated heritage asset coincides with a site proposal, the 
heritage asset will not be lost as a result of development (unless otherwise specified in the 
SWDPR).  Adverse impacts on heritage assets are predominantly associated with impacts 
on the existing setting of the asset and the character of the local area, as well as adverse 
impacts on views of, or from, the asset. 

Setting:  

Development which could potentially be discordant with the local character or setting, for 
example, due to design, layout, scale or type, would be expected to adversely impact the 
setting of nearby heritage assets that are important components of the local area.  Views 
of, or from, the heritage asset are considered as part of the assessment of potential 
impacts on the setting of the asset. 

Heritage Assets:  

Where a Grade I, Grade II* or Grade II Listed Building, SM or RPG coincides with a site 
proposal, it is assumed that the setting of these features will be permanently altered, and a 
major negative impact would be expected.  Where a site lies adjacent to a Grade I Listed 
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Box 2.9: SA Objective 9. Cultural Heritage - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

Building it is assumed that the proposal would also permanently alter the setting to the 
asset and a major negative impact on the historic environment would be expected.   

Where the site lies adjacent to, or in close proximity to, a Grade II* or Grade II Listed 
Building, a SM, or a RPG, or where the site lies in close proximity to a Grade I Listed 
Building, an adverse impact on the setting of the asset would be likely, to some extent, and 
a minor negative impact would therefore be expected.  Potential impacts on Conservation 
Areas and their setting are recorded as minor negative impacts. 

Archaeological Sensitive Areas have been identified within Worcester City.  Development 
proposals which are coincident with or are located adjacent to an Archaeological 
Sensitive Area would be likely to have a minor negative impact on the local historic 
environment.  At this stage of the Plan preparation process there is no data available to 
indicate areas of archaeological potential within Malvern Hills or Wychavon, and as such no 
assessment has been carried out with regard to archaeology in these two District’s at 
present. 

Where development proposals are not located in close proximity to any heritage asset, or 
the nature of development is determined not to affect the setting or character of the 
nearby heritage asset, a negligible impact would be expected for this objective. 

Heritage assets identified on Historic England's Heritage at Risk Register may be identified 
as being at risk for a number of reasons, for example, due to dilapidation of the building 
fabric or other sources of risk such as coastal erosion, cultivation or scrub encroachment60.  
Where Heritage at Risk assets could potentially be impacted by the proposed development 
at a site, this has been stated. 

It is anticipated that the SWCs will require a Heritage Statement to be prepared to 
accompany future planning applications, where appropriate.  The Heritage Statement 
should describe the significance of any heritage assets affected by the proposals, including 
any contribution made by their settings. 

  

 
60 Historic England Heritage at Risk Register. Available at: https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/heritage-at-risk/search-register [Date 
Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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 SA Objective 10 – Transport and Accessibility 

Box 2.10: SA Objective 10. Transport and Accessibility- Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

10. Transport and 
Accessibility: 
Improve the choice 
and efficiency of 
sustainable 
transport in SW 
and reduce the 
need to travel. 

Public Transport: 

In line with Barton et al.’s sustainable distances61, site end users should be situated within 
2km of a railway station and 400m of a bus stop offering a frequent service.  Bus service 
frequency and destination information was obtained from Google Maps62,63.  

In order for a positive impact to be anticipated with regard to access to public transport, 
consideration has been given to the proportion of a site within the target distance of these 
key transport services.  To be sustainable, the bus stop should provide users with hourly 
services.  Where a physical barrier prevents access to one of these services, this has been 
noted within the assessment text. 

Development proposals located within the target distance to a railway station or bus stop 
would be expected to have a minor positive impact on local transport and accessibility.  
Development proposals located outside of the target distance to a railway station or a bus 
stop would be expected to have a minor negative impact on transport and accessibility. 

Consideration has been made of the proximity of the strategic locations to existing railway 
stations, as well as proposals as part of development to extend stations, build new stations, 
or provide improved pedestrian and cycle routes to surrounding railway stations.   

Pedestrian Access:  

New development sites have been assessed in terms of their access to the surrounding 
footpath network.  In order for a positive impact to be anticipated with regard to 
pedestrian access, consideration has been given to safe access to and from the site e.g. 
footpath.  Safe access is determined to be that which is suitable for wheelchair users and 
pushchairs. 

Development proposals which would be expected to provide site end users with adequate 
access to the surrounding footpath network would be expected to have a minor positive 
impact on pedestrian access.  Development proposals which would not be anticipated to 
provide adequate access would be expected to result in a minor negative impact on 
pedestrian access. 

It is anticipated that all strategic locations will incorporate safe pedestrian access and 
footpath links alongside the development, allowing sustainable travel to local services and 
facilities.   

Road Access:  

New development sites have been assessed in terms of their access to the surrounding 
road network.  Development proposals which would be likely to provide site end users with 
adequate access to the surrounding road network would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on road access.  Development proposals which would not be anticipated to 

 
61 Barton, H., Grant. M. & Guise. R. (2010) Shaping Neighbourhoods: For local health and global sustainability, January 2010. 

62 Google Maps (no date) Available at: https://www.google.co.uk/maps  [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 

63 Live departure boards available from Google Maps have been used to assess the frequency of services at bus stops within the Plan area.  
These are obtained from local bus timetables.  
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Box 2.10: SA Objective 10. Transport and Accessibility- Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

provide adequate access would be expected to have a minor negative impact on road 
access.  

Overall: 

Development proposals which would locate site end users in close proximity to all the 
above receptors would be expected to have a major positive impact for this objective.   

Development proposals which would locate site end users away from all the above 
receptors would be expected to have a major negative impact for this objective.  

 SA Objective 11 - Education 

Box 2.11: SA Objective 11. Education - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

11. Education: 
Improve 
education, skills 
and qualifications. 

It is assumed that new residents in the Plan area require access to primary and secondary 
education services to help facilitate good levels of education, skills and qualifications of 
residents.   

In line with Barton et al.’s sustainable distances64, for the purpose of this assessment, 
800m is assumed to be the target distance for travelling to a primary school and 1.5km to 
secondary schools.  All schools identified are publicly accessible state schools. 

It is recognised that not all schools within South Worcestershire are accessible to all pupils.  
For instance, independent and academically selective schools may not be accessible to all.  
Local primary schools may only be Infant or Junior schools and therefore not provide 
education for all children of primary school age.  Some secondary schools may only be for 
girls or boys and therefore would not provide education for all.  This has been considered 
within the assessment. 

At this stage, there is not sufficient information available to be able to accurately predict 
the effect of new development on the capacity of local schools, or to incorporate local 
education attainment rates into the assessment.  

Development proposals which would locate site end users within the target distances of a 
primary school or secondary school would be expected to have a minor positive impact for 
this objective.  

Development proposals which would locate site end users outside of the target distances 
of a primary or secondary school would be expected to have a minor negative impact for 
this objective.  

Development proposals which would locate new residents within the target distance to 
both a primary and secondary school would be expected to have a major positive impact 
on the education objective. 

Development proposals which would locate new residents outside of the target distance to 
both a primary and secondary school would be likely to have a major negative impact on 
the education objective.  

 
64 Barton, H., Grant. M. & Guise. R. (2010) Shaping Neighbourhoods: For local health and global sustainability, January 2010. 
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Box 2.11: SA Objective 11. Education - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

Development proposals for employment or non-residential use have not been assessed for 
their proximity to educational establishments.  Sites proposed for non-residential uses 
would have a negligible impact for this objective. 

 SA Objective 12 – Economy and Employment 

Box 2.12: SA Objective 12. Economy and Employment- Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

12. Economy and 
Employment: 
Support a strong, 
diverse, vibrant 
and sustainable 
local economy to 
foster balanced 
economic growth. 

Employment Opportunities: 

It is assumed that, in line with Barton et al.’s sustainable distances65, new residents should 
be situated within 5km of key employment areas to ensure they have access to a range of 
employment opportunities capable of meeting their needs.  Key employment areas are 
defined as locations which would provide a range of employment opportunities from a 
variety of employment sectors, including retail parks, industrial estates and major local 
employers.  These areas have been identified by SWCs. 

Development proposals which would locate new residents within the target distance of a 
key employment area would be expected to have a minor positive impact for this 
objective.  Development proposals which would locate new residents outside the target 
distance to a key employment area would be expected to have a minor negative impact for 
this objective. 

Employment Floorspace: 

An assessment of current land use at all sites has been made through reference to aerial 
mapping and the use of Google Maps66.  

Development proposals which would result in a net increase in employment floorspace 
would be expected to have a major positive impact on the local economy.  Development 
proposals which would result in a net decrease in employment floorspace would be 
expected to have a major negative impact on the local economy.   

Development proposals for employment floorspace that currently comprise employment 
floorspace would be likely to have an overall negligible impact on the economy objective.  

Due to the scale of the proposed development at each strategic location, employment 
opportunities would be likely to be incorporated in the development at each location.  
Details of employment and/or retail provision are presented in the descriptions of each 
strategic location. 

 
65 Barton, H., Grant. M. & Guise. R. (2010) Shaping Neighbourhoods: For local health and global sustainability, January 2010 

66 Google Maps (no date) Available at: https://www.google.co.uk/maps  [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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3 Strategic Locations 
 Chosen Strategy of New or Expanded Settlements 

 Part of the SWCs’ preferred spatial development strategy for the distribution of growth 
within South Worcestershire is to focus strategic growth (8,000 of the additional 14,000 
total dwellings proposed supply) at two free standing and two existing expanded 
settlements across the three districts. 

 In 2018, at the Issues and Options consultation stage67, the SWCs considered four options in 
relation to the overall development strategy: 

A. Rail Station Focused Development – locate all significant new development 
within two miles of an existing, enhanced or proposed rail station.  

B. Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development Strategy – locate new 
development throughout South Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, 
towns and villages linking to the existing road network.  

C. Increasing Densities through Regeneration – locate new development in 
existing urban areas, through intensification in urban centres and regeneration 
of underused or vacant sites, taking advantage of active travel and sustainable 
transport hubs, and reducing the need to travel. This option will not be 
sufficient to meet all the development needs of South Worcestershire.  

D. Large Urban Extension – locate new development in large urban extensions, 
using existing transport corridors.  

 Broadly, there was support for a rail-based strategy and there was concern that the 
continuation of the adopted SWDP strategy would put pressure on existing villages across 
the Plan area.  There was strong support for increasing densities through regeneration, but 
many respondents acknowledged that this alone would not deliver sufficient development 
to meet the identified need.  There was strong support for a large urban extension and/or 
new settlements, with many respondents suggesting Worcestershire Parkway as a suitable 
location for growth.  

 The SA of these four options identified Options A (rail-based development) and C (increasing 
densities through regeneration) as the best performing options.  Option A could potentially 
result in benefits in particular to sustainable transport options within South Worcestershire.  
Option C, on the other hand, could potentially result in benefits in regard to local flooding 
issues, biodiversity assets and natural resources.  Therefore, a mix of both strategies could 
potentially result in a greater number of sustainability benefits.  

 
67 South Worcestershire Councils (2018) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review Issues and Options Consultation – November 2018 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/SWDPR-IO-Nov18-RFS.pdf [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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 Identification of Strategic Locations 

 Whilst the R18(II) stages had assessed the SWDPR proposed new settlements considered as 
part of the Preferred Options version of the plan, plan makers agreed that the plan making 
process, and in light of representations, needed to revisit the approach to strategic 
allocations to enable a wider range of potential strategic allocations to be identified, 
described and evaluated through the SA process as alternatives (reasonable or otherwise). 

 In the context of the SWDPR, the guidance threshold for strategic allocations is 
approximately 1,000 dwellings, the two main factors being the significance of that number 
vs the 14,000 additional dwellings SWDPR requirement/supply and the point at which 
typically on-site school provision is required.  A few Strategic Housing and Employment Land 
Availability Assessment (SHELAA) ‘Call for Sites’ (CfS) submissions were of the 
aforementioned scale and there were also a few locations where there were many CfS 
submissions which if aggregated could deliver at least 1,000 dwellings. 

 Nine locations where sufficient land is available to accommodate circa 1,000 dwellings and 
above have been identified.  The identification of potential strategic scale locations has been 
determined through the long running and iterative SHELAA process.  Potential strategic 
locations have been described in terms of a red-line boundary and where available an 
associated potential development description of aspirations for the location. 

 It is considered that the R18(III)/R19 SA work updates and supersedes the SA outputs 
prepared at the R18(II) stage for strategic location sites. 

 By focusing strategic growth within South Worcestershire towards strategic locations, the 
SWCs aim to ensure that future development is located within proximity to a range of 
services, facilities and employment opportunities, or creates new ones by virtue of critical 
mass, which may often not exist in smaller development sites. 

 The SHELAA contains a number of available land holdings large enough to accommodate a 
strategic site of a size which could deliver a reasonable degree of self-containment.  Sites 
have been identified as potentially contributing to a strategic location by meeting some or 
all of the following criteria: 

• the site is able to accommodate sufficient land, homes, employment and other 
land uses at a scale of approximately 1000 or more houses;  

• the site is in close proximity to a railway station (existing or planned) which is on 
a line(s); 

• there is or could be passenger growth capacity;  
• the site is not overly constrained by environmental constraints e.g. flooding, 

landscape sensitivity etc.;  
• the site has the potential to create a high-quality environment for a new 

community; and 
• the site could reasonably meet some of Worcester City’s unmet housing and 

employment needs.  
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 Nine potential strategic locations have been identified by the Councils: 

• Land south of ‘Worcester South’ (Kempsey); 
• Land west of ‘Worcester West’ (Lower Broadheath); 
• Rushwick; 
• Throckmorton Airfield (Throckmorton);  
• Worcestershire Parkway; 
• Land at Mitton (Mitton); 
• Land south west of Evesham (Hinton on the Green);  
• Land at Hanley Castle; and  
• Strensham. 

 Figure 3.1 shows the location of the nine strategic locations within South Worcestershire.
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Figure 3.1: The nine reasonable alternative strategic locations within South Worcestershire 
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 Sustainability Appraisal findings 

 The sustainability appraisal of the nine strategic locations demonstrated that each location 
would have mixed effects with regards to sustainability.  Table 3.1 provides a summary of 
the likely impacts under each SA Objective. 

 Full explanations and reasoning behind each overall ‘score’ presented in Table 3.1 can be 
found in Appendix B.  It should be noted that whilst every effort has been made to predict 
effects accurately, the sustainability impacts have been assessed at a high level and are 
reliant upon the current understanding of the baseline.  These overall impacts should be read 
alongside the methodologies, assumptions and limitations of the assessments presented 
within Boxes 2.1 to 2.12.  These assessments have been based on information provided by 
the SWCs, as well as expert judgement. 

 Whilst Table 4.1 provides a broad overview of the likely sustainability impacts at each 
strategic location, additional analysis has been required to separate out these effects further 
where strategic locations have performed similarly.  In order to identify the best performing 
strategic location, a ranking exercise has been carried out to determine the most sustainable 
options under each SA Objective.   

 The ranking exercise considered the findings of the SA as presented above, as well as 
applying local knowledge and expert judgement.  This is therefore a subjective exercise and 
should not be relied upon alone in determining likely sustainability impacts.   

Table 3.1: Impact matrix of all strategic location assessments 
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 Tables 3.2 to 3.13 present the likely overall SA impacts (as per Table 3.1), alongside the 
identified rank, with 9 being the best performing and 1 being the least suitable for 
development compared to the other options, with respect to that particular objective.  The 
accompanying narrative explains how these ranks have been determined. 

SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

 All strategic locations would be expected to result in adverse impacts on climate change 
mitigation to some extent, due to the large scale of development proposed.   

 The proposed development at Throckmorton and Worcestershire Parkway includes solar 
energy generation.  The provision of renewable energy would be expected to help reduce 
GHG emissions and reliance on energy produced from fossil fuels.  Throckmorton is 
considered to perform marginally better than Worcestershire Parkway as the information 
provided by the SWCs indicates it would be fully solar powered whereas Worcestershire 
Parkway would be in part. 

 The remaining strategic locations were ranked primarily based on size of site (and 
subsequent loss of soil) as well as proximity to railway stations providing sustainable 
transport options.  The proposed development at Rushwick includes a railway station, and 
Mitton is located close to an existing station.   

 Hanley Castle is the smallest strategic location so although it is situated further away from 
town/city centres than the other strategic locations, it is considered to perform better than 
Lower Broadheath and Kempsey, both of which cover larger areas of land and have capacity 
to scale up, delivering more dwellings beyond the Plan period.  Strensham comprises a large 
area of undeveloped land and is situated further away from a railway station than Kempsey.  
Hinton on the Green has the lowest rank under this objective, due to covering the largest 
area of land (814ha) and its remote location away from railway stations. 

  

Table 3.2: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 1 
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SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

 All nine strategic locations contain some areas of fluvial and pluvial flood risk.  However, 
these impacts would be expected to be mitigated considering the NPPF requirement for the 
inclusion of SUDS within large developments, incorporation of enhanced GI, and the 
opportunities within the strategic location boundaries to locate development away from 
areas of flood risk.  

 As the areas of fluvial flood risk at Rushwick are restricted to a small section within Flood 
Zone 2, this is identified as the best performing option for climate change adaptation. 

 Ranking considered the size of the strategic locations as an indicator of the likely loss of 
existing GI and ecosystem service provision.  Therefore, Hanley Castle has been identified as 
the next best performing, followed by Kempsey, Lower Broadheath, Throckmorton, 
Worcestershire Parkway and Hinton on the Green.  Strensham lies adjacent to the River Avon 
and coincides with a large proportion of Flood Zone 2 and 3, followed by Mitton which 
contains the largest proportion of land within Flood Zones 2 and 3 and as such would be the 
least suitable for development in this regard. 

SA Objective 3 – Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

 The proposed development at all strategic locations would be expected to result in an 
adverse impact on biodiversity due to the large scale of development posing risks to 
designated and undesignated biodiversity assets, as well as connectivity between 
biodiversity assets.  Some of these impacts could be mitigated through incorporation of GI, 
providing opportunities to enhance habitats, protect natural capital, and deliver biodiversity 
net gain.  The differences between each strategic location’s performance under this objective 
is minimal.  Proximity to a European site has been considered with greater weight in the 
ranking. 

Table 3.3: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 2 
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Table 3.4: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 3 
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 Throckmorton is not located in close proximity to any European sites and has few on-site 
constraints, and therefore, would be likely to have the least impact on biodiversity following 
delivery of suitable mitigation measures.  Despite the presence of an SSSI within the 
identified boundary of Worcestershire Parkway, it is considered that there is potential within 
the large identified strategic location area to avoid some adverse impacts on biodiversity 
through good design and careful consideration of layout.  

 Kempsey’s location close to the River Severn means that there may be increased risk to 
biodiversity compared to Throckmorton and Worcestershire Parkway.  Rushwick and Lower 
Broadheath’s smaller site areas relative to the presence of priority habitat and other 
constraints means that there may be less potential to avoid impacts, although Rushwick 
would be anticipated to perform marginally better than Lower Broadheath in this respect.  
Hanley Castle is located directly adjacent to the River Severn, and as such, would be likely to 
result in reductions in water quality affecting downstream habitats. 

 Mitton lies adjacent to a watercourse (the Carrant Brook LWS) and is located in close 
proximity to Bredon Hill SAC, however, Mitton would be expected to perform slightly better 
than Strensham which lies adjacent to the River Avon, coincides with priority habitat and a 
LWS, and is situated closer to Bredon Hill SAC.  The proposed development of 5,000 
dwellings within the Plan period at Hinton on the Green, in close proximity to Bredon Hill 
SAC, means that development at this location would be likely to have the greatest potential 
for negative impacts under this objective. 

SA Objective 4 – Landscape and Townscape 

 There is likely to be a significant impact on landscape at all strategic locations.  It is 
acknowledged that masterplanning and considerate design may reduce these impacts to 
some extent, however, the large proportion of proposed development situated on previously 
undeveloped land would be expected to lead to a significant change in landscape character 
and result in increased urbanisation of the countryside.  

 The strategic location with the greatest potential to avoid these adverse impacts is 
considered to be Mitton, due to its location adjacent to nearby detractors such as existing 
built form on the outskirts of Tewkesbury and the M5.  This is followed by Throckmorton, 
which contains an area of previous development (the airfield) and lies within a fairly 
disrupted area of landscape. 

Table 3.5: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 4 
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 Next in the ranking, the proposed development at Worcestershire Parkway would be 
expected to have some scope to mitigate landscape impacts through good design.  The 
proposed development at Rushwick, Lower Broadheath and Kempsey may result in adverse 
impacts associated with the spread of urban area of Worcester city into the surrounding 
landscape to varying degrees. 

 The proposed development at Strensham could potentially result in adverse impacts on the 
Cotswolds AONB due to its close proximity.  However, Strensham is situated adjacent to 
landscape detractors such as the M5 and would be likely to have more scope to avoid adverse 
impacts on the landsape than Hanley Castle, where it is considered that the proposed 
development would significantly change the character of the existing small village.  The 
proposed development at Hinton on the Green would be expected to result in the most 
significant adverse impact on the landscape, primarily due to its location with respect to the 
Cotswolds AONB.   

SA Objective 5 – Pollution and Waste 

 All nine strategic locations would be expected to result in a negative impact due to the 
expected significant increase in pollution and household waste generation.  All strategic 
locations coincide with or are situated in close proximity to watercourses, and the 
construction and occupation of a large amount of development could potentially risk 
decreasing water quality.  Consideration has been given to the indicative residential 
capacities at each strategic location, as well as the proximity to major roads and/or AQMAs 
which would result in reductions in air quality that new residents would be exposed to. 

 Hanley Castle would be expected to result in the least impact in regard to pollution and 
waste, as although it has the potential for development of more dwellings within the Plan 
period than Kempsey or Lower Broadheath, it is situated away from major roads and AQMAs.  
Lower Broadheath would be expected to perform marginally better than Kempsey as the 
larger site area would allow development to be directed away from areas of existing poor 
air quality (i.e. main roads) or receptors which may be sensitive to pollution from the 
strategic location (i.e. watercourses).   

 Mitton and Rushwick both have the potential for development of 1,000 dwellings within the 
Plan period; however, Mitton is situated further away from sources of air pollution than 
Rushwick and as such, would perform marginally better.  Although there are no AQMAs or 
main roads in close proximity to Throckmorton, the development of 2,000 dwellings at this 
location would be expected to generate a significant amount of waste and pollution, followed 
by Strensham (2,500 dwellings) and Worcestershire Parkway (5,000 dwellings). 

Table 3.6: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 5 
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 The strategic location at Hinton on the Green has the highest residential capacity within the 
Plan period, and as such, would be expected to result in the generation of the most waste 
and pollution and expose residents to the effects of poor air quality that can be associated 
with road traffic, due to the presence of the A46 which passes through the strategic location. 

SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources  

 All of the strategic locations comprise large areas of previously undeveloped land and are 
situated wholly or partially on ALC Grades 1, 2 and 3 land.  ALC Grades 1 and 2 land, and 
potentially Grade 3 land, are classed as BMV agricultural land.  The potential for degradation 
of soil health and depletion of natural resources as a result of the proposed development at 
all nine strategic locations would therefore be expected to result in a significant adverse 
impact on natural resources.  Several of the strategic locations also coincide with MSAs and 
as such the development at these locations could potentially result in sterilisation of 
important mineral resources. 

 The ranking under this objective is based on the area of BMV land likely to be lost as a result 
of development and the area of MSA within each strategic location.   

 Mitton has been identified as the best performing option, as it covers one of the smallest 
areas of BMV land of the eight locations and one of the smallest areas of MSA.  Hanley Castle 
and Rushwick both cover lower areas of BMV land in comparison to the other seven locations 
but cover larger areas of MSA than Mitton.  

 Throckmorton, Kempsey, Strensham and Lower Broadheath are the next in the ranking.  
Although Throckmorton covers the most BMV land out of the four, this location does not 
coincide with an MSA, and therefore, has been ranked higher than Kempsey, Strensham and 
Lower Broadheath.  Kempsey and Strensham cover a similar amount of BMV land, however, 
Kempsey is considered to perform slightly better due to the lower area of MSA within the 
location.  Strensham is considered to perform slightly better than Lower Broadheath, as the 
development at Strensham would result in the loss of less BMV land. 

 Hinton on the Green covers the largest area of BMV of the nine strategic locations but does 
not coincide with an MSA.  Worcestershire Parkway covers the second largest area of BMV 
land and the highest area of MSA and has therefore been identified as having the potential 
to result in the greatest impact in terms of natural resources. 

  

Table 3.7: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 6 
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SA Objective 7 – Housing  

 By definition, strategic locations would deliver a large amount of housing and would be 
expected to make a significant contribution towards meeting the identified housing needs in 
South Worcestershire.  Ranking was based on the identified approximate number of 
residential dwellings that each strategic location could deliver within the Plan period.   

 Hinton on the Green and Worcestershire Parkway could both potentially deliver 5,000 
dwellings within the Plan period.  Hinton on the Green has capacity for a further 11,000 
dwellings beyond the Plan period, whereas Worcestershire Parkway has capacity for a 
further 5,000 dwellings; therefore, Hinton on the Green performs better under this objective.  
This is followed by Strensham with capacity for 2,500 dwellings, and Throckmorton with 
capacity for 2,000 dwellings during the Plan period.   

 Rushwick and Mitton both have indicative capacities of 1,000 dwellings, however, Rushwick 
is considered to perform marginally better as the dwellings would be spread over a larger 
area.  Kempsey and Lower Broadheath could each potentially deliver 500 dwellings but have 
the capacity to deliver an additional 3,800 and 3,500 dwellings beyond the Plan period, 
respectively.  Therefore, Kempsey would be likely to perform marginally better than Lower 
Broadheath in the long term.  The proposed development at Hanley Castle could potentially 
deliver 900 dwellings, and therefore, would make the smallest contribution towards 
residential growth.   

SA Objective 8 – Health and Wellbeing 

Table 3.8: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 7 
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Table 3.9: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 8 
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 All strategic locations would be likely to have a positive impact on health, through providing 
new health infrastructure and/or improved public transport networks in order to access 
existing health services, and open spaces.  Enhanced GI at each strategic location would also 
present the opportunity to design multi-functional GI networks which can facilitate active 
travel to services and facilities, as well as having numerous benefits for the health of 
ecosystems and humans.  In the ranking, greater weight has been given to the strategic 
locations’ proximity to existing facilities rather than those where new health facilities are 
proposed.  

 The best performing strategic location for health is considered to be Worcestershire 
Parkway, primarily due to its location with respect to Worcestershire Royal Hospital.  This is 
closely followed by Kempsey, then Lower Broadheath and Rushwick.  Lower Broadheath is 
considered to perform marginally better than Rushwick as it has a smaller area within close 
proximity to main roads and Worcester AQMA. 

 Throckmorton is the next furthest from a hospital, followed by Mitton, Hanley Castle and 
Strensham.  The strategic location which would be expected to have the least positive impact 
under this objective is Hinton on the Green, which is located approximately 20km from the 
nearest hospital and would be reliant upon new facilities to serve the development, which 
has capacity for 5,000 homes. 

SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

 Whilst all nine strategic locations are situated in close proximity to heritage assets including 
Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and/or Scheduled Monuments, it is considered that 
some locations would have greater scope to reduce or mitigate adverse impacts on the 
historic environment than others. 

 The proposed development at Mitton would be expected to have the greatest scope to avoid 
adverse impacts on heritage, due to its location amongst existing development and the 
potential to direct development away from the surrounding Grade II Listed Buildings.  
Secondly, Strensham does not contain any heritage assets, and it is considered that potential 
impacts are generally restricted to the Listed Buildings and SM to the north which could be 
mitigated through design.  Similarly, the strategic location at Lower Broadheath also does 
not contain any heritage assets, and it is likely that impacts on the setting of surrounding 
heritage assets would be mitigated through design.  This is then followed by Kempsey, which 
only has one Listed Building within the site. 

Table 3.10: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 9 
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 The large area within Worcestershire Parkway would be expected to provide some scope to 
reduce adverse impacts on local heritage assets, which are primarily restricted to the village 
of Stoulton.  This is followed by Rushwick, where the Grade II Listed Buildings within the site 
are located amongst the existing settlement.   

 In comparison, Hinton on the Green and Throckmorton contain Listed Buildings and SMs 
within the identified boundaries, although there is still likely to be some scope within the 
large site areas to direct development away from these areas to minimise adverse impacts.   

 Hanley Castle would be expected to have the least potential to avoid adverse impacts.  There 
are many Listed Buildings and a Conservation Area within the existing rural village, and it is 
likely that some adverse impacts on the character and setting of the historic environment 
would be unavoidable. 

SA Objective 10 – Transport and Accessibility 

 The proposed development at all strategic locations would be expected to provide public 
transport via bus, as well as improved pedestrian and cycle networks, and the incorporation 
of suitable road access.  As a result, the ranking of the strategic locations was primarily based 
on access to existing or proposed railway stations.  

 Worcestershire Parkway is considered to provide the best option with regard to transport, 
largely due to the new railway station located within the centre of the site.  Secondly, the 
proposal at Rushwick includes the development of a new railway station.  The proposed 
development at these two strategic locations would be likely to encourage new residents to 
use public transport and have the greatest reduction in reliance on personal car use.   

 The proposed development at Mitton would provide access to the nearby Ashchurch for 
Tewkesbury Railway Station.  Throckmorton would be situated outside of a sustainable 
distance to the nearest railway station; however, it is considered that improved bus services 
and cycle routes would help to ensure that the nearby Pershore Railway Station is more 
accessible.   

 The Lower Broadheath, Kempsey, Hinton on the Green, Strensham and Hanley Castle 
strategic locations would be expected to result in a negative impact on transport, largely due 
to the lack of a nearby railway station to provide more sustainable access to employment 
and facilities.  Lower Broadheath is situated marginally closer to the railway stations in 
Worcester than Kempsey.   

Table 3.11: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 10 
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 Hanley Castle, Strensham and Hinton on the Green are located away from railway stations; 
however, it is considered that Hinton on the Green would provide better road access than 
Strensham or Hanley Castle to reach the closest facilities, including the train station in 
Evesham.  Although Strensham is located adjacent to the M5, it does not provide direct 
access to the motorway and would be reliant on road upgrades.  In contrast, Hanley Castle 
is situated in a rural area with poorer connections to towns and would have the least potential 
for accessibility via sustainable transport modes. 

SA Objective 11 – Education  

 All nine strategic locations would be expected to result in a positive impact on education, as 
all options provide new schools and/or improved access to existing nearby schools.  
Proximity to existing schools was considered with more weight in the ranking than potential 
new schools. 

 The strategic location at Mitton is situated close to existing primary and secondary schools, 
and as such, has been identified as the best preforming option.  Kempsey is near to an 
existing primary school and secondary schools in Worcester city.  Hanley Castle is served by 
an existing secondary school.   

 Hinton on the Green is considered to be the next best option due to the presence of nearby 
schools in Evesham, followed by Worcestershire Parkway and Lower Broadheath which are 
fairly close to existing primary schools and secondary schools in Worcester.  Throckmorton 
and Strensham are situated further away from existing schools and new residents would be 
reliant upon the development of new primary and secondary schools on site.  However, 
Throckmorton is considered to perform slightly better than Strensham due to its location 
with respect to a range of existing schools in nearby Pershore. 

 The proposed development at Rushwick would include the provision of a new primary 
school, however, the location is situated outside of a sustainable distance to secondary 
schools, and no new secondary schools are proposed.  As such, Rushwick would be expected 
to have the least positive impact compared to the other eight strategic locations. 

  

Table 3.12: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 11 
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SA Objective 12 – Economy and Employment  

 All strategic locations would be expected to result in positive impacts on the economy and 
employment.  It is likely that the greatest benefits would arise at strategic locations which 
propose to increase employment floorspace provision within the Plan area.   

 The greatest benefit to the local economy would therefore be expected at Worcestershire 
Parkway, as the proposed development includes 50ha of employment land, and the on-site 
railway station would be likely to provide good access for commuters, both to and from the 
strategic location.  The proposed development at Hinton on the Green would also provide 
50ha of new employment land, although it would be likely to have marginally reduced 
accessibility compared to Worcestershire Parkway.  

 Both Throckmorton and Kempsey have the capacity to deliver 20ha of employment land.  
The Throckmorton Strategic Location is considered to provide marginally better access in 
terms of train services than Kempsey, due to the proximity of Throckmorton to Pershore 
Railway Station.  Strensham would provide approximately 15ha of employment land, 
followed by Lower Broadheath with 14ha, and Rushwick with 10ha. 

 The development proposals at Hanley Castle and Mitton do not include new employment 
floorspace provision, however, these strategic locations would be expected to provide some 
access to jobs in the surrounding area.  Mitton is considered to perform better than Hanley 
Castle due to its location in the outskirts of Tewkesbury adjacent to existing employment 
opportunities, whereas Hanley Castle is more remote. 

 Identifying the Best Performing Option 

 The summed ranks for each strategic location provide one interpretation of the overall best 
performing option (see Table 3.14).  The most sustainable options in this context would be 
those which have been identified as performing the best across the most objectives.   

 There are many different aspects to sustainability.  It should be noted that the following is 
only an indication and, as has been discussed within section 3.3, sustainability performance 
of the strategic locations varies greatly depending on the SA Objective in question. 

  

Table 3.13: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 12 
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 Based on this ranking exercise, the best performing strategic location has been identified as 
Worcestershire Parkway.  This location performs best across SA Objectives 8, 10 and 12 and 
second-best across a SA Objectives 1, 3 and 7. 

 This is followed by Throckmorton, which performs best in SA Objective 1 and 3.  However, 
there is little difference in the overall ranking between Mitton, Rushwick, Kempsey, 
Throckmorton and Lower Broadheath.   

 The lowest summed ranks, and as such potentially the least sustainable options, would be 
Hanley Castle, Strensham and Hinton on the Green.  The strategic location which is least 
suitable for development has been identified as Hinton on the Green, which is a very large 
site situated away from convenient transport options. 

 Selection of Preferred Strategic Locations 

 The SWCs have considered alternative spatial development strategies in relation to the 
settlement hierarchy.  This includes continuing with the strategy set out in the adopted 
SWDP which focusses most of the growth on urban extensions, particularly at Worcester and 
which was found to be sound by the examination inspector in 2016.   

 By their very nature, new settlements or urban extensions are invariably further away from 
the main centres where the majority of services lie.  These urban extensions would typically 
be further away from the nearest railway station.  Increased distances over and above those 
established in the adopted SWDP (2016) via the urban extensions will also make walking and 
cycling connections more challenging and a less realistic alternative to car-based journeys.  

 The combination of these factors, combined with an ongoing decline in the economics of 
commercial bus service provision, means that the car would become even more dominant as 
the chosen mode of transport.  Given the highway network is already heavily constrained at 
a number of important road junctions across the Plan area and the economic and 
environmental costs associated with traffic congestion, this is clearly an outcome to be 
avoided.  

Table 3.14: Overall ranking of each strategic location 
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 The allocation of further large scale urban extensions in addition to those set out in the 
adopted SWDP (2016) would also have an unacceptable impact on existing infrastructure.  
For example, the A46(T) at Evesham would result in the coalescence of settlements, e.g. 
Worcester with Lower Broadheath or Kempsey, and will necessitate encroachment into land 
unsuitable for development, e.g. land in medium to high flood risk (at Worcester, Pershore, 
Tenbury and Upton), the Green Belt (at Droitwich Spa), and the Malvern Hills and Cotswolds 
AONBs. 

 Further, a spatial strategy of directing strategic level growth to rural settlements would be 
less effective in planning terms due to: the lack of services for these settlements; the 
relatively high cost of securing new services such as bus transport; fewer employment 
opportunities; and the increased commuting distances and other car trips. 

 The five strategic locations of Hanley Castle, Strensham, Hinton on the Green, Kempsey and 
Lower Broadheath all have poor access to train stations.  Hanley castle is located 
approximately 6.8km south east of Great Malvern Station, Strensham is located 
approximately 6km north of Ashchurch for Tewkesbury Station, Hinton on the Green is 
located approximately 4.4km south of Evesham Station, Kempsey is located approximately 
3.2km south west of Worcestershire Parkway Station and Lower Broadheath is located 
approximately 2.7km north west of Worcester Foregate Station.  

 In addition, the proposed development at Hinton on the Green and Strensham have the 
potential to impact the Cotswolds AONB which partially coincides with Hinton on the Green 
and lies in close proximity to Strensham.  The proposed development at Kempsey would be 
likely to increase the risk of coalescence between Worcester city and Kempsey village.  The 
proposed development at Lower Broadheath would result in the loss of open space which is 
vital for residents within the highly populated Worcester city.   

 As a result, the strategic locations of Hanley Castle, Strensham, Hinton on the Green, 
Kempsey and Lower Broadheath have not been selected for allocation within the SWDPR. 

 Preferred options 

Worcestershire Parkway 

 Worcestershire Parkway offers a rare opportunity to deliver ‘Garden Communities’ principles 
compliant development with the new (February 2020) rail interchange station at its heart.  

 The quantum of development considered deliverable by 2041 at Worcestershire Parkway is 
5,000 dwellings, 50ha of employment land and associated infrastructure which would 
include a secondary school, four primary schools, a town centre (to include retail and other 
commercial space, leisure centre, medical service provision) and a minimum of 40% Green 
Infrastructure.  This development will be built out over a period of approximately 15 years.  
Worcestershire Parkway Station opened on the 23rd February 2020.  The station is the 
essential element of the infrastructure necessary to reduce and shorten the length of car 
trips.  The area is within 3km of the urban edge of Worcester, such that it is reasonable to 
argue that it will meet some of the city’s unmet employment and housing needs.  
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 There is more than enough land in Flood Zone 1 within the SWDPR Preferred Options 
indicative allocation boundary of the strategic location to deliver the proposed development 
without directing some development to Flood Zones 2 or 3.  The land is neither Green Belt 
nor in an AONB.  There are a few important localised environmental designations, however, 
these can be protected through the plan policies and ongoing master planning work.  

 Much of the strategic infrastructure necessary to allow development to progress can be 
relatively easily implemented.  This could allow development to commence early in the plan 
period.  In order to achieve this, work will need to be undertaken to demonstrate a clear 
route map to delivery.  The delivery of Worcestershire Parkway will be driven by a 
comprehensive masterplan and all of the infrastructure requirements will be set out in a 
SWDPR strategic allocation policy. 

Throckmorton Airfield 

 Throckmorton Airfield has been identified as a suitable broad location for growth.  The core 
of the site is brownfield land, coinciding with the derelict Throckmorton Airfield runway and 
associated buildings.  The quantum of deliverable growth by 2041 is considered to be 2,000 
dwellings and 20ha of employment land and the associated infrastructure to include two 
primary schools, a secondary school, plus a local centre with retail, health and leisure uses.   

 Throckmorton Airfield is a proposed freestanding new settlement based on ‘Garden 
Communities’ principles.  The land is neither Green Belt nor in an AONB.  A detailed 
masterplan will be prepared for the site and the infrastructure requirements for the 2,000 
dwellings will be set out in a SWDPR strategic allocation policy.  The new settlement will 
require a new, direct road from the centre to the A44 before any development commences.   

 The site is 3km from Pershore Railway Station, which is located to the north of Pershore.  
Safe pedestrian and cycle links connecting the new settlement to Pershore Railway Station 
will be required before any development commences.  In addition, the entire community will 
be powered using renewable energy technology. 

Rushwick 

 Rushwick is located to the west of Worcester.  Rushwick has good access to services at 
Worcester and has good links to the strategic highway network.  There are considered to be 
relatively few significant planning constraints at Rushwick and the land is neither Green Belt 
nor in an AONB.   

 There is considered to be a strong business case to open a new railway station at Rushwick 
as a railway line from Worcester Foregate Station to Malvern Link station passes through the 
current settlement.  The development of a rail station here would both help to address 
potential future traffic congestion issues in the wider area and offer a genuine opportunity 
for new residents to access employment, retail and leisure destinations by train.  However, it 
is acknowledged an expanded settlement may not function effectively without the railway 
station being secured in advance.  

 The proposed development at Rushwick comprises 1,000 dwellings, 10ha of employment 
land, a new primary school and a local centre (to include retail and community uses).  A 
detailed masterplan will be prepared for the site and infrastructure requirements will be set 
out in a SWDPR strategic allocation policy. 
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Mitton 

 The proposed strategic allocation for 1,000 dwellings at Mitton is on land lying within 
Wychavon District but which abuts Tewkesbury and is in effect an urban extension of that 
town.  At the Cheltenham/Gloucester/Tewkesbury Joint Core Strategy Examination in Public 
it was agreed that Wychavon would assist Tewkesbury to meet its outstanding housing 
requirement to the tune of 500 dwellings.   

 Subsequently, in 2019 the developers submitted a planning application for 500 dwellings, a 
new primary school, allotments and public open space.  The SWDPR proposes to include the 
aforementioned development plus a further 500 dwellings (and associated community 
infrastructure) on additional land to the east.   

 All of the infrastructure requirements will be set out in a SWDPR strategic allocation policy 
and there is no evidence to suggest the development is not viable.  All of the proposed 
development is well connected to Tewkesbury and local service provision at Mitton, and 
some at Tewkesbury itself is within an 800m/10 minute walking distance.  None of the land 
is located in the Green Belt nor the Cotswolds AONB. 
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4 Policy Assessments 
 Preface 

 Table 4.1 list the 48 draft SWDPR policies.  Appendix C sets out the assessment of these 
policies. 

Strategic Policies 
SWDPR 1: Employment, Housing and Retail Requirements 
SWDPR 2: The Spatial Development Strategy and Associated Settlement Hierarchy 
SWDPR 3: Strategic Transport Links 
SWDPR 4: Green Infrastructure 
SWDPR 5: Historic Environment 
SWDPR 6: Infrastructure 
SWDPR 7: Health and Wellbeing 
Economic Growth 
SWDPR 8: Providing the Right Land and Buildings for Jobs 
SWDPR 9: Non Allocated Employment Development 
SWDPR 10: City, Town and Local Centres 
SWDPR 11: Employment in Rural Areas 
Housing 
SWDPR 12: Effective Use of Land 
SWDPR 13: Market Housing Mix 
SWDPR 14: Meeting Affordable Housing Needs 
SWDPR 15: Providing Opportunities for Self-Build and Custom Housebuilding 
SWDPR 16: Residential Access Standards 
SWDPR 17: Residential Space Standards 
SWDPR 18: Rural Exception Sites 
SWDPR 19: Meeting the Needs of Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 
SWDPR 20: Replacement Dwellings in the Open Countryside 
SWDPR 21: Dwellings for Rural Workers 
SWDPR 22: Meeting the Needs of Older Residents and Residents with Special Needs 
SWDPR 23: Reuse of Rural Buildings 
SWDPR 24: Extensions to Residential Curtilage 
Environmental Enhancement and Protection 
SWDPR 25: Design 
SWDPR 26: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
SWDPR 27: The Cotswolds and Malvern Hills Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) 
SWDPR 28: Management of the Historic Environment 
SWDPR 29: Landscape Character 
Resource Management 
SWDPR 30: Electronic Communications 
SWDPR 31: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 
SWDPR 32: Management of Flood Risk 
SWDPR 33: Sustainable Drainage Systems 
SWDPR 34: Water Resources, Efficiency and Treatment 
SWDPR 35: Amenity 
SWDPR 36: Air Quality 
SWDPR 37: Land Stability and Contaminated Land 
SWDPR 38: Minerals 
Tourism and Leisure 
SWDPR 39: Tourist Development 
SWDPR 40: Visitor Accommodation 
SWDPR 41: Static and Touring Caravans, Chalets and Camping Sites 
SWDPR 42: Built Community Facilities 
SWDPR 43: Green Space 

Table 4.1: The 48 draft SWDPR policies 
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SWDPR 44: Provision of Green Space and Outdoor Community Uses in New Development 
SWDPR 45: Waterfronts 
SWDPR 46: Marinas and Moorings 
SWDPR 47: Residential Moorings 
SWDPR 48: Equestrian Developments 

 Overview of policy assessments 

 The impact matrices for all policy assessments are presented in Table 4.2.  These impacts 
should be read in conjunction with the assessment text narratives in Appendix C, as well as 
the topic specific methodologies and assumptions presented in Boxes 2.1 to 2.12. 
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SWDPR 1 -- +/- +/- +/- -- -- ++ - +/- - +/- ++ 

SWDPR 2 + - - - - - ++ + - - + ++ 

SWDPR 3 + 0 0 0 + 0 0 + 0 ++ + + 

SWDPR 4 + + + + + 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 5 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 ++ 0 0 + 

SWDPR 6 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 + 0 + + 0 

SWDPR 7 + + + 0 0 0 0 ++ 0 + + + 

SWDPR 8 +/- +/- +/- +/- +/- - 0 + +/- + 0 ++ 

SWDPR 9 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 ++ 

SWDPR 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 + 

SWDPR 11  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 + 

SWDPR 12  + + + 0 0 ++ + 0 0 + 0 0 

SWDPR 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 + + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 18 0 0 0 0 0 - + 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 + 

SWDPR 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 + + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 23 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 

Table 4.2: Impact matrix of the 48 draft SWDPR policies 
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SWDPR 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 25 + 0 0 ++ + 0 0 + ++ + 0 0 

SWDPR 26 + + ++ + + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 27 0 0 + ++ 0 + 0 + + 0 0 + 

SWDPR 28 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 ++ 0 0 0 

SWDPR 29 0 0 0 ++ 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 

SWDPR 30 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 

SWDPR 31 + 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 32 0 ++ + 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 33 0 + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 34 + 0 + 0 + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 35 0 0 + + 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 36 0 0 + 0 + 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 37 0 0 + 0 + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 38 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 39 0 0 + + 0 + 0 + + + 0 + 

SWDPR 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 

SWDPR 41 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 

SWDPR 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 + + + 

SWDPR 43 0 0 + + 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 44 0 0 + + 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 45 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 0 

SWDPR 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 

SWDPR 47 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 

SWDPR 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 
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 Summary of policy assessments 

 The majority of the policy assessments have identified minor positive or negligible impact in 
relation to sustainability. 

 SWDPR 1 is the only policy where the assessment has identified major negative impacts.  this 
is due to the fact that Policy SWDPR 1 proposes the development of 13,957 homes and 295ha 
of employment floorspace within the Plan period.  The identified adverse impacts are 
associated with an increase in carbon emissions and waste generation as a result of the large 
amount of residential development, and a significant loss of soil resources as a result of the 
development overall.  The policy also identifies a range of uncertain impacts, due to the 
varying scale and location of the proposed development which would be expected to result 
in a mixture of positive and negative impacts under some objectives. 

 The assessment of SWDPR 2 also identifies a range of minor negative impacts, as the policy 
sets out the settlement hierarchy.  The minor negative impacts are associated with 
development across the settlement hierarchy.   

 SWDPR 8 aims to meet the identified requirements for employment floorspace within South 
Worcestershire over the Plan period.  However, similarly to SWDPR 1, a range of sustainability 
impacts have been identified as a result of the employment sites within this policy, and 
therefore, the policy has been assessed as having uncertain impacts on the environment. 

 The majority of the other policies seek to set out requirements for development proposals 
which ultimately seek to protect the natural and built environment and ensure there is 
sufficient social infrastructure to support new residents.  This includes ensuring the delivery 
of an appropriate housing mix, protecting the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs, managing 
flood risk, protecting air quality and enhancing community facilities.  As these policies seek 
to protect existing assets or enhance the provision of these features, minor positive impacts 
have been identified. 

 Overall, the policies set out a suite of requirements which would be likely to help avoid 
potential impacts, and where necessary, mitigate adverse effects.  Likely mitigating impacts 
of the 48 draft SWDPR policies is set out in Appendix F and recommendations to further 
improve the performance of the policies is set out section 4.4. 

 Recommendations 

 Recommendations to help improve the sustainability performance of the draft SWDPR 
policies have been listed in Table 4.3 below.  
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

1. Climate 
Change 
Mitigation 

Energy 
efficiency 

• Consider setting higher standards than required by the Building 
Regulations68 for residential-led developments such as the former Code 
for Sustainable Homes (CFSH) Level 469. 

• Development proposals should aim to be low-carbon. 
• Employment policies should aim to exceed the standards set out in the 

Building Regulations70 where possible.  
• Seek to achieve no biodegradable waste to landfill to reduce emissions, 

in line with ‘Net Zero The UK's contribution to stopping global 
warming’71. 

• Consider retrofitting buildings to make them more energy efficient. 
• Evidence the carbon capture and storage properties of the Plan area. 
• Consider local partnerships to establish locally appropriate solutions to 

the climate crisis. 
• Understand what role the Local Plan can play in monitoring the plan 

areas’s carbon footprint. 
• Understand and help set carbon budgets for land use activities 

determined through the development control process via appropriate 
policy development. 

Natural 
environment 

• It is recommended that the Worcestershire Green Infrastructure 
Strategy72 is regularly updated to continue to inform the provision of 
green and blue infrastructure alongside development throughout the 
Plan period. 

• Design policy to help ensure that agriculture-related development 
proposals take into consideration the latest guidance on climate and 
farming, for example, ‘Climate Smart Agriculture: Mapping guidance on 
climate change’73 and ‘Land use: Reducing emissions and preparing for 
climate change’74. 

 
68 MHCLG (2016) Building Regulations: Approved Document.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/approved-documents 
[Date Accessed: 20/01/21] 

69 Department for Communities and Local Government (2010) Code for Sustainable Homes Technical Guide November 2010.  Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/5976/code_for_sustainable_homes_tech
guide.pdf [Date Accessed: 20/01/21] 

70 MHCLG (2016) Building Regulations: Approved Document.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/approved-documents 
[Date Accessed: 20/01/21] 

71 Committee on Climate Change (2019) Net Zero The UK's contribution to stopping global warming.  Available at: 
https://www.theccc.org.uk/publication/net-zero-the-uks-contribution-to-stopping-global-warming/ [Date Accessed: 20/01/21] 

72 Worcestershire County Council (2013) Green Infrastructure Strategy 2013 – 2018. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/3780/worcestershire_gi_strategy_document_2013-2018.pdf [Date Accessed: 
20/01/21] 

73 Evidence on Demand (2013) Climate Smart Agriculture: Mapping guidance on climate change.  Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/57a08a05e5274a31e00003a0/EoD_HD091_Oct2013_CSAG.pdf [Date Accessed: 20/01/21] 

74 Committee on Climate Change (2018) Land use: Reducing emissions and preparing for climate change.  Available at: 
https://www.theccc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/Land-use-Reducing-emissions-and-preparing-for-climate-change-CCC-2018.pdf [Date 
Accessed: 20/01/21] 

Table 4.3: Recommendations for improvements to the draft SWDPR policies 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

2. Climate 
Change 
Adaptation 

Surface water 
flood zones 

• Use policy to help ensure development proposals take into account the 
recommendations of the Sustainable Drainage Systems non-statutory 
technical standards for sustainable drainage systems75. 

3. 
Biodiversity 
and 
Geodiversity 

International/ 
European 
designated 
sites 

• Promote development which aims to provide supporting habitat to 
SACs, SPAs and Ramsar sites. 

Green network • Improve the resilience of the ecological network through increased 
quantity of habitat and enhanced habitat connectivity through landscape 
scale management.  Ensure a high quality and comprehensive ecological 
network map is prepared and used to inform policy. 

• Retain individual trees, groups of trees, hedges and woodland.  Ensure 
the provision of trees where appropriate. 

• It is recommended that a Tree and Woodland Strategy is prepared, or an 
update is prepared for the existing ‘Trees and Woodland in 
Worcestershire: Biodiversity and Landscape Guidelines for their planting 
and management’76. 

• Ensure policy recognises the wider benefits of natural capital and 
ecosystem services. 

4. 
Landscape 
and 
Townscape 

Nationally and 
locally 
designated 
landscapes 

• Ensure development proposals aim to protect and enhance the special 
qualities of country parks. 

5. Pollution 
and Waste 

Air pollution • Policy should reflect recommendations within the Air Quality Action 
Plan77 and the outputs of the Progress Reports78. 

Noise pollution • Using design codes, ensure visual and auditory buffers are incorporated 
at the edge of development proposals located in close proximity to 
railway lines to help mitigate noise pollution. 

• Policies should aim to protect areas identified as tranquil.  An example 
method for identifying tranquility include ‘Mapping Tranquillity’79. 

 
75 DEFRA (2015) Sustainable Drainage Systems.  Non-statutory technical standards for sustainable drainage systems.  Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/415773/sustainable-drainage-technical-
standards.pdf [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

76 Worcestershire County Council and the Forestry Commission (2010) Trees and Woodland in Worcestershire: Biodiversity and Landscape 
Guidelines for their planting and management. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/4790/woodland_guidelines.pdf [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

77 Worcestershire Regulatory Services (2013) Air Quality Action Plan for Worcestershire.  Available at: 
https://worcsregservices.gov.uk/media/486190/Final-AQAP-Whole-Doc-v23b-adopted.pdf [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

78 Worcestershire Regulatory Services (2019) Air Quality Action Plan Progress Reports.  Available at: 
https://worcsregservices.gov.uk/pollution/air-quality/air-quality-action-plan.aspx [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

79 CPRE (2005) Mapping Tranquillity.  Available at: https://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/mapping-tranquility/ [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

Water pollution • Policies should recognise the most recent Water Cycle Study80 and other 
relevant documents within the Evidence Base, including Water Resource 
Management Plans, Catchment Flood Management Plan and Basin 
Management Plans. 

Waste • Policies should aim to ensure that development proposals demonstrate 
measures to minimise waste generation during construction. 

• Policy requirements and potentially design codes should be used to 
integrate well-designated waste storage space to facilitate effective 
waste storage, recycling and composting. 

6. Natural 
Resources 

Previously 
undeveloped 
land 

• The retention of trees and other vegetation should be encouraged to help 
retain the stability of the soil and prevent erosion. 

• Consider the requirement for Construction Environmental Management 
Plans and Planning Conditions. 

• Where sites contain bare soil following construction of development, it is 
recommended that vegetation, in particular native plant species, be used 
to cover the ground. 

BMV 
agricultural land 

• Where appropriate, site-specific ALC studies should be encouraged. 
• To protect the soil resource, where possible provide open space or green 

infrastructure, such as community orchards and allotments, in areas of 
BMV land within a site boundary. 

7. Housing Provision of 
housing/ 
accommodation 

• Use policy to ensure all development proposals are built to a high-quality 
design in line with the ‘Design: process and tools’81 government guidance. 

8. Health 
and 
Wellbeing 

Access to 
health-related 
facilities 

• Ensure the retention of existing GP surgeries and leisure centres across 
the Plan area. 

• Increase the provision or capacity of GP surgeries and leisure centres 
across the Plan area. 

• Use policy to help ensure that development proposals take into 
consideration the findings of the reports within the South Worcestershire 
Sports Facilities Framework82, along with other relevant documents within 
the Evidence Base.  It is recommended that these documents are updated. 

Air pollution • Policy should take into consideration recommendations within the Air 
Quality Action Plan83 and the outputs of the Progress Reports84. 

 
80 JBA Consulting (2019) South Worcestershire Councils Water Cycle Study – Phase 1 Scoping Study.  Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/swdp-review/swdp-review-evidence-base/water-cycle-study [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

81 MHCLG (2019) Guidance.  Design: process and tools.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/design [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 
82 Nortoft (2010) South Worcestershire Joint Core Strategy Sports Facilities Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.malvernhills.gov.uk/community/parks-and-open-spaces/sports-facility-framework [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

83 Worcestershire Regulatory Services (2013) Air Quality Action Plan for Worcestershire.  Available at: 
https://worcsregservices.gov.uk/media/486190/Final-AQAP-Whole-Doc-v23b-adopted.pdf [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

84 Worcestershire Regulatory Services (2019) Air Quality Action Plan Progress Reports.  Available at: 
https://worcsregservices.gov.uk/pollution/air-quality/air-quality-action-plan.aspx [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

Access to 
natural and 
outdoor spaces 

• Policy or design codes for new development proposals should encourage 
applicants to take into consideration the findings of the Rights of Way 
Improvement Plan85.  It is recommended that an update to this plan is 
prepared alongside LTP4. 

• Policy requirements should ensure development proposals take into 
consideration the findings of the Worcestershire GI Framework 3: Access 
and Recreation86. 

Amenity and 
community 
cohesion 

• Where appropriate, the SWDPR should provide policy support for 
community ownership of facilities and services.  

9. Cultural 
Heritage 

Heritage assets • Development proposals which have the potential to harm the significance 
of a heritage asset should be subject to a site-specific Heritage Statement. 

Historic 
character 

• Policy and design codes should ensure development proposals adhere to 
the recommendations within the Historic Landscape Characterisation 
Report87. 

• Ensure the SWDPR takes a positive approach to the conservation, 
enjoyment and understanding of the historic environment.  

10. 
Transport 
and 
Accessibility 

Access to 
sustainable 
transport 
options 

• Policy and design codes should ensure development proposals consider 
the recommendations of the National Cycling Strategy88. 

• Policy and design codes should ensure development proposals take into 
consideration the access of HGV and emergency vehicles. 

11. Education Access to 
primary and 
secondary 
education 

• Increase the provision and capacity of primary and secondary schools 
across the Plan area in line with the identified need.  

12. Economy 
and 
Employment 

Provision of 
employment 
floorspace 

• Development proposals which would exceed the identified employment 
need for the Plan area should ensure the proposal would not result in an 
increased need for residential development or other infrastructure. 

 

  

 
85 Worcestershire County Council (2010) Worcestershire Local Transport Plan 3: Rights of Way Improvement Plan. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/3539/rights_of_way_improvement_plan_rowip.pdf [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

86 Worcestershire County Council (2013) Green Infrastructure Framework 3: Access and Recreation.  Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/3776/worcestershire_green_infrastructure_framework_3.pdf [Date Accessed: 
21/01/21] 

87 Worcestershire County Council (2012) Worcestershire Historic Landscape Characterisation.  Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/4584/hlc_report.pdf [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 

88 National Cycling Strategy.  Available at: http://www.nationalcyclingstrategy.org.uk/ [Date Accessed: 21/01/21] 
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5 Site Assessments 
 Preface 

 This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report is an accompaniment to the work carried out in the 
Regulation 18 (II) SA Report.  Appendices D and E provide an appraisal of the additional 
reasonable alternative and reallocated sites considered by the SWCs, further to the 503 
reasonable alternative sites assessed in the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report.   

 Each appraisal includes an SA impact matrix which provides an indication of the nature and 
magnitude of impacts pre-mitigation.  Assessment narratives follow the impact matrices for 
each site, within which the findings of the appraisal and the rationale for the recorded 
impacts are described. 

 The SWCs have identified 41 additional reasonable alternative sites and 79 reallocated sites, 
for residential, employment or mixed uses.  A cluster analysis of these sites has been 
undertaken.  Sites within each cluster are generally expected to have similar effects against 
the SA Objectives.  Additional commentary has been prepared within each assessment where 
there is a receptor which influences a specific site.  

 The 120 sites assessed within this section and their associated cluster group are set out in 
Table 5.1.   

Site Reference Number Site Address 

Additional Reasonable Alternative Sites 

Malvern Hills 

SWDPNEW114 Land at Barnard's Green, Malvern 

CFS0042sc Hope Lane, Clifton upon Teme 

CFS0343sc Land lying to south of Tinkers Coppice Farm, Main Road, Hallow (northern parcel) 
Plot 1 

CFS0362sc Land east and west of Terrills Lane and south of Tenbury Wells Business Park 

CFS0407sc Land south of Madresfield Road, Malvern 

CFS0425sc Land at Steps Farm, The Village, Clifton-on-Teme, Worcester, WR6 6EN  

CFS0601sc Land East of Clows Top Rd, Abberley 

CFS0696 Land to the north of Digaway 
SO 86734 40989 Ryall  

CFS0905sc Land on the South Side of Guarlford Road, Malvern, WR14 3QP 

CFS0911sc Land off Stourport Road and the B4197, Great Witley (Site 1) 

CFS1019 Land to the west of Worcester Road, Open Barn Farm, Kempsey 

Worcester City 

SWDP44/8 St Clement’s Gate Opportunity Zone 

CFS0287sc Land formerly associated with Tolladine Golf Course, Worcester 

CFS0587sc Land at Blackpole Rd, Worcester 

Wychavon 

CFS0061a Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

Table 5.1: Site references and addresses 
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Site Reference Number Site Address 

CFS0061b Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

CFS0061c Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

CFS0061d Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

CFS0061e Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

CFS0061f Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

CFS0102 South of Keytec East, Business Park, Pershore Pershore  

CFS0142 Parcel A - Land adjacent Broadway Road, Wickhamford, Evesham  

CFS0143 Parcel B - Land adjacent Broadway Road, Wickhamford, Evesham 

CFS0194sc Land at Church Lane, Norton, Worcestershire Norton-Juxta-Kempsey  

CFS0350sc Land at Orchard Farm, Pershore  

CFS0393 SO 9058 4897, Stoulton 

CFS0400sc Eatons Farm, Church Lane, Tibberton, Droitwich, WR9 7NW  

CFS0401sc Double Gates Farm, Pershore Road, Upton Snodsbury 

CFS0472sc Land at Kennel Lane / High Street, Broadway 

CFS0630sc Speed-the-Plough, Plough Road, Tibberton 

CFS0691sc Land off Wyre Road, Pershore 

CFS0844sc Land at Brewers Lane, Badsey 

CFS0855A&B Land north/south of Union Lane, Droitwich 

CFS0855B Land south of Union Lane, Droitwich 

CFS0866sc Land adjacent to & west of the Galton Arms, Himbleton 

CFS0880 Land beside Strensham Court Wood, Twyning Road, WR8 PLR Upper Strensham  

CFS0891 Land south of Vale Park, Evesham 

CFS0925 Two Shires Park, Weston Road, Honeybourne, Worcestershire, WR11 7PY 

CFS1044b Land at Mitton, East of Bredon Road, Tewkesbury 

CFS1044bsc Land at Mitton, East of Bredon Road, Tewkesbury 

CFS1056sc Land at Hampton, Evesham 

Reallocated Sites 

Malvern Hills 

SWDP52* Barracks Store, Court Road  

SWDP52/2 Former BMX track, Mayfield Road  

SWDP52/5 Portland House, Church Street, Malvern 

SWDP52m Former Railway Sidings, Peachfield Road  

SWDP52s Victoria Road Car Park  

SWDP52yR Broadlands Drive, Malvern 

SWDP53 Malvern Technology Centre (QineticQ)  

SWDP54 Blackmore Park 

SWDP56 Development at north east Malvern  

SWDP57/2 Land at the Haven, Oldwood Road  

SWDP57a Land at Mistletoe Row  

SWDP57c Land south of the Oaklands  

SWDP58c Land off A4104, north east of Upton Marina  

SWDP59* Land adjacent to Henwick Mill House, Martley Road  

SWDP59/1 Land at the Orchard  

SWDP59/11 Strand Cottages, Peachley Lane  

SWDP59/2R Land west of Apostle Oak Cottage  
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Site Reference Number Site Address 

SWDP59/3 Land at Hope Lane  

SWDP59/6R Land between the school and Westmere  

SWDP59/13R Land adjacent to the former Pheasant Inn, Welland 

SWDP59a Land at Walshes Farm  

SWDP59zzi Land south of Greenhill Lane  

SWDP60/1 Land adjoining Severne Green  

SDWP60/3 Land at Wheatfield Court  

SWDP60/4 Land adjacent to Highbrae  

Worcester 

SWDP43/3 Ribble Close and Gas Holder Site  

SWDP43/4 Old Northwick Farm  

SWDP43/7 Sansome Walk Swimming Pool  

SWDP43/9 Old Brewery Service Station, Barbourne Road  

SWDP43/15 Worcester Woods Business Park, Newtown Road  

SWDP43/21 Land adjacent to the Masonic Hall  

SWDP43/29 Chequers Lane/Henwick Road 

SWDP43aa Lowesmoor Wharf 

SWDP43c Malvern Gate, Bromwich Road  

SWDP43e Land at Hopton Street 

SWDP43f County Council Offices, Sherwood Lane 

SWDP43g County Council Offices, Bilford Road 

SWDP43h Laugherne Garage, Bransford Road 

SWDP43k Land off Bromyard Terrace 

SWDP43n Land at Earl's Court Farm 

SWDP43q Zig Zag site, St John's 

SWDP43s Rose Avenue 

SWDP43u Royal Worcester Porcelain - Gap Site  

SWDP44/2 Fire Station/ Crowngate/ Angel Place/ The Butts  

SWDP44/3 Trinity House/ Cornmarket/ Lowesmoor  

SWDP44/4 Shrub Hill Opportunity Zone 

SWDP44/5 Blockhouse/ Carden Street Opportunity Zone  

SWDP44/6 Cathedral Quarter Sidbury Opportunity Zone 

SWDP44/7 Riverside Opportunity Zone 

SWDP45/1 Worcester South Urban Extension 

SWDP45/2 Worcester West Urban Extension 

SWDP45/6 Worcester Technology Park  

Wychavon 

SWDP46/1 Garage, High Street  

SWDP46/4 Garage Court, Abbots Road  

SWDP46/5 Land adjacent Conningsby Drive  

SWDP48/2 Boxing Club, Kidderminster Road  

SWDP48/3 Oakham Place 

SWDP48/4 Acre Lane 

SWDP48/5 Willow Court, Westwood Road 

SWDP48/6 Canal Basin (Netherwich) 
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Site Reference Number Site Address 

SWDP49/3 Stonebridge Cross Business Park 

SWDP50/2 Employment site, top of Kings Road 

SWDP50/4 Land off Davies Road (former leisure centre) 

SWDP50/5 Land at Offenham Road East 

SWDP50/6R Land behind Lichfield Avenue 

SWDP50/7 Land off Abbey Road 

SWDP51/3 Vale Industrial Park 

SWDP59/19 Land adjacent Station Road 

SWDP59/24 Laurels Avenue 

SWDP59/25R The Racks 

SWDP59/26 Land north of Woodhall Lane 

SWDP60/9 Station Road 

SWDP60/10R Elmley Road, Ashton Under Hill 

SWDP60/15 Land off Roman Meadow, Pershore Road 

SWDP60/20 Site adjacent Nine Acres 

SWDP60/24R Land off Main Street, Sedgeberrow 

SWDP60/28 Garage site off A422 and land to the rear 

SWDP61/3 Land at Conderton Close 

SWDP61/10 Land at Park Farm, Jobs Lane 
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 Overview of site assessments pre-mitigation 

 The impact matrices for all reasonable alternative site assessments pre-mitigation are 
presented in Table 5.2.  These impacts should be read in conjunction with the assessment 
text narratives in Appendices D and E, as well as the topic specific methodologies and 
assumptions presented in Boxes 2.1 to 2.12. 
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Additional Reasonable Alternative Sites (pre-mitigation assessment) 

Malvern Hills 

SWDPNEW114 0 + - 0 0 + 0 - 0 ++ - +/- 
CFS0042sc 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
CFS0343sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
CFS0362sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
CFS0407sc - -- - - -- - ++ - - - -- + 
CFS0425sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
CFS0601sc 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
CFS0696 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0905sc - - - - -- - ++ - - - - + 
CFS0911sc 0 - 0 - - - + - - - - + 
CFS1019 0 - 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

Worcester City 
SWDP44/8 0 -- - - - + 0 - -- ++ 0 +/- 
CFS0287sc 0 + - - - - + - - ++ - + 
CFS0587sc 0 - - - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 

Wychavon 
CFS0061a 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061b 0 + 0 0 - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061c 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061d 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0061e 0 -- 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 

CFS0061f 0 -- 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 

CFS0102 0 + 0 0 - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 

CFS0142 0 - 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0143 0 -- 0 - - - 0 - 0 -- 0 ++ 

CFS0194sc 0 - - - - - + - - - -- + 

CFS0350sc - -- - - -- -- ++ - - - -- + 

CFS0393 +/- - 0 - +/- - +/- - 0 - -- + 

Table 5.2: Impact matrix of the 41 additional reasonable alternative sites and 79 reallocated sites pre-mitigation 
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Site 
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CFS0400sc 0 -- - - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 

CFS0401sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0472sc 0 - 0 -- - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 

CFS0630sc 0 -- - - - - + - - - - + 

CFS0691sc 0 -- 0 - - - + - - - - + 

CFS0844sc 0 -- 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0855A&B - - - - -- + ++ - - ++ - + 

CFS0855B 0 + 0 0 - + 0 - 0 ++ 0 ++ 

CFS0866sc 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - - 

CFS0880 0 + - - -- - 0 - 0 -- 0 ++ 

CFS0891 0 - - - - - 0 - 0 -- 0 ++ 

CFS0925 0 -- 0 - -- -- 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS1044b - -- - - -- -- ++ - - - -- + 

CFS1044bsc - -- - - -- -- ++ - - - -- + 

CFS1056sc 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 

Reallocated Sites (pre-mitigation assessment) 

Malvern Hills 
SWDP52* 0 - 0 - - + + - - - ++ + 
SWDP52/2 0 -- - - - - + - 0 ++ -- + 
SWDP52/5 0 + - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP52m 0 - - -- - + + - - - ++ + 
SWDP52s 0 + 0 - - + + - - ++ - + 
SWDP52yR 0 + - - - - + - - - ++ + 

SWDP53 - - - 0 -- - ++ - 0 - - + 
SWDP54 0 - - - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
SWDP56 - - - - -- -- ++ - - - -- ++ 
SWDP57/2 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP57a 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP57c 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP58c 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 
SWDP59* 0 + - - - - + - 0 - -- + 
SWDP59/1 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP59/11 0 + 0 - 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP59/2R 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP59/3 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP59/6R 0 - - - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP59/13R 0 + - - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP59a 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
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Site 
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SWDP59zzi 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/1 0 + 0 - 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/3 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP60/4 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 

Worcester City 
SWDP43/3 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP43/4R 0 + - - - - + - - - -- + 
SWDP43/7 0 - - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43/9 0 + - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43/15 0 + - - -- - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
SWDP43/21 0 + - - - - + - - ++ - + 
SWDP43/29 0 -- - - - - 0 - - ++ 0 ++ 
SWDP43aa 0 - - 0 -- + ++ - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43c 0 -- - 0 - + + - - - - -- 
SWDP43e 0 - - - - - + - 0 ++ ++ + 
SWDP43f 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP43g 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP43h 0 -- - 0 - + + - 0 - ++ -- 
SWDP43k 0 - - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43n 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP43q 0 - - 0 - - + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43s 0 + - 0 - - + - 0 ++ ++ -- 
SWDP43u 0 + - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP44/2 0 -- - 0 - + 0 - -- ++ 0 +/- 
SWDP44/3 0 - - 0 - + 0 - - ++ 0 +/- 
SWDP44/4 - -- - 0 -- + ++ - -- ++ ++ + 
SWDP44/5 0 - - 0 -- + ++ - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP44/6 0 -- - - - + 0 - +/- ++ 0 +/- 
SWDP44/7 0 -- - +/- - -- 0 - +/- - 0 +/- 
SWDP45/1 -- -- - - -- -- ++ - -- - -- ++ 
SWDP45/2 - -- - - -- -- ++ - -- - -- ++ 
SWDP45/6 0 - - - -- -- 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

Wychavon 
SWDP46/1 0 + - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP46/4 0 + - 0 - + + - 0 - - + 
SWDP46/5 0 - - - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP48/2 0 - - - - - + - - ++ - + 
SWDP48/3 0 - - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP48/4 0 + 0 0 - + + - 0 ++ ++ -- 
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SWDP48/5 0 + 0 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP48/6 0 -- - - - - + - -- ++ - + 
SWDP49/3 0 -- - - -- - 0 - - -- 0 ++ 
SWDP50/2 0 -- 0 - -- - ++ - 0 - ++ -- 
SWDP50/4 0 - 0 0 - + + - 0 ++ ++ -- 
SWDP50/5 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP50/6R 0 + 0 0 - + + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP50/7 0 -- - - -- - ++ - -- - - + 
SWDP51/3 0 -- - - -- - 0 - -- -- 0 ++ 
SWDP59/19 0 -- - - -- - ++ - - - -- + 
SWDP59/24 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 
SWDP59/25R 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP59/26 0 + - - - - + - 0 - -- + 
SWDP60/9 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/10R 0 + - -- - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/15 0 + -- - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP60/20 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/24R 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/28 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP61/3 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP61/10 0 - - -- 0 + + - - - -- + 
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 Overview of site assessments post-mitigation 

 The impact matrices for all reasonable alternative site assessments post-mitigation are 
presented in Table 5.3.  These impacts should be read in conjunction with Table F.1.1 in 
Appendix F, as well as the topic specific methodologies and assumptions presented in Boxes 
2.1 to 2.12. 
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Additional Reasonable Alternative Sites (post-mitigation assessment) 

Malvern Hills 

SWDPNEW114 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 - 0 ++ 0 ++ 

CFS0042sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0343sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0362sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0407sc 0 + 0 - - - ++ - 0 - -- + 

CFS0425sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0601sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0696 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0905sc 0 + 0 - - - ++ - 0 - - + 

CFS0911sc 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS1019 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

Worcester City 

SWDP44/8 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 ++ 0 0 

CFS0287sc 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 ++ - + 

CFS0587sc 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

Wychavon 

CFS0061a 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0061b 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0061c 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0061d 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0061e 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0061f 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0102 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0142 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0143 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0194sc 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - -- + 

CFS0350sc 0 + 0 - - -- ++ - 0 - -- + 

CFS0393 +/- + 0 - +/- - +/- - 0 - -- + 

Table 5.3: Impact matrix of the 41 additional reasonable alternative sites and 79 reallocated sites post-mitigation 
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CFS0400sc 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0401sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0472sc 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - - ++ 

CFS0630sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0691sc 0 0 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0844sc 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0855A&B 0 + 0 0 - + ++ - 0 ++ - + 

CFS0855B 0 + 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 0 ++ 

CFS0866sc 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0880 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0891 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0925 0 0 0 0 - -- 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS1044b 0 0 0 - - -- ++ - 0 - -- + 

CFS1044bsc 0 0 0 - - -- ++ - 0 - -- + 

CFS1056sc 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

Reallocated Sites (post-mitigation assessment) 

Malvern Hills 

SWDP52* 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP52/2 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ -- + 

SWDP52/5 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP52m 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP52s 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ - + 

SWDP52yR 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP53 0 + 0 0 - - ++ - 0 - - ++ 

SWDP54 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

SWDP56 0 + 0 - - -- ++ - 0 - -- ++ 

SWDP57/2 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP57a 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP57c 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP58c 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59* 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59/1 0 0 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/11 0 + 0 0 0 - ++ - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/2R 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/3 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/6R 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/13R 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ - + 

SWDP59a 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 
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SWDP59zzi 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/1 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/3 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/4 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - -- + 

Worcester City 

SWDP43/3 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 - ++ + 

SWDP43/4 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP43/7 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43/9 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43/15 0 0 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

SWDP43/21 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ - + 

SWDP43/29 0 0 0 0 0 - 0 + 0 ++ 0 ++ 

SWDP43aa 0 + 0 0 - + ++ - 0 ++ ++ ++ 

SWDP43c 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 - - + 

SWDP43e 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43f 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP43g 0 0 0 0 0 - + + 0 - ++ + 

SWDP43h 0 0 0 0 0 + + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP43k 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43n 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP43q 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43s 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43u 0 + 0 0 0 + + + 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP44/2 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 ++ 0 ++ 

SWDP44/3 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 + 0 ++ 0 ++ 

SWDP44/4 0 + 0 0 - + ++ + 0 ++ ++ ++ 

SWDP44/5 0 + 0 0 - + ++ - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP44/6 0 0 0 0 - + 0 + 0 ++ 0 +/- 

SWDP44/7 0 0 0 0 - -- 0 + 0 - ++ +/- 

SWDP45/1 - + 0 - -- -- ++ - 0 - -- ++ 

SWDP45/2 0 + 0 - -- -- ++ - 0 - -- ++ 

SWDP45/6 0 + 0 - - -- 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

Wychavon 

SWDP46/1 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ ++ ++ 

SWDP46/4 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 - - + 

SWDP46/5 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP48/2 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ - + 

SWDP48/3 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP48/4 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ ++ + 



SA of the SWDPR: Regulation 18 (III)  February 2021 

LC-668_SWDPR_SA_Reg18(III)_16_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils                     78 

Site 
Reference 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 M

iti
ga

tio
n  

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 A

da
pt

at
io

n 

Bi
od

iv
er

sit
y 

& 
Ge

od
iv

er
sit

y  

La
nd

sc
ap

e 
& 

To
w

ns
ca

pe
 

Po
llu

tio
n 

& 
W

as
te

 

Na
tu

ra
l R

es
ou

rc
es

 

Ho
us

in
g  

He
alt

h 
& 

W
el

lb
ei

ng
 

Cu
ltu

ra
l H

er
ita

ge
 

Tr
an

sp
or

t &
 A

cc
es

sib
ilit

y 

Ed
uc

at
io

n 

Ec
on

om
y 

& 
Em

pl
oy

m
en

t 

SWDP48/5 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP48/6 0 0 0 0 0 - + - 0 ++ - ++ 

SWDP49/3 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

SWDP50/2 0 0 0 0 - - ++ - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP50/4 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP50/5 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP50/6R 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP50/7 0 0 0 - - - ++ - 0 - - + 

SWDP51/3 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

SWDP59/19 0 + 0 0 - - ++ - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59/24 0 0 0 0 0 - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59/25R 0 + 0 0 - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/26 0 + 0 0 - - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP60/9 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/10R 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/15 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/20 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/24R 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/28 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP61/3 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP61/10 0 + 0 0 0 + + - 0 - -- + 

 Selection and Rejection 

 Following the consideration of the post-mitigation appraisal of all reasonable alternative 
sites, the Councils have reaffirmed their preferred sites for allocation within the SWDPR.  
Appendix G sets out the SWCs reasons for the selection and rejection of reasonable 
alternative sites, and provides justification for the selected sites’ inclusion in the Preferred 
Options consultation document. 
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6 Next steps 
 Consultation on the Regulation 18 (III) SA Report 

 This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report is subject to consultation. 

 This report represents the latest stage of the SA process.  The SA process will take on-board 
any comments on this report and use them to furnish the next report with greater detail and 
accuracy.  

 Responding to the consultation  

 This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report will be published by the SWCs for consultation.  
Consultation findings will be used to inform subsequent stages of the SA process. 

 All responses on this consultation exercise should be sent to: 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Team, 
Civic Centre, 
Queen Elizabeth Drive, 
Pershore, 
WR10 1PT 
 
Tel: 01386 565000 
Email: contact@swdevelopmentplan.org 

 
 



  

 

 
 
 

Habitat Regulations Assessments 

Sustainability Appraisals 

Strategic Environmental Assessments 

Landscape Character Assessments 

Landscape and Visual Impact Assessments 

Green Belt Reviews 

Expert Witness 

Ecological Impact Assessments 

Habitat and Ecology Surveys 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

© Lepus Consulting Ltd 

1 Bath Street   Cheltenham   GL50 1YE 

T: 01242 525222 

E: enquiries@lepusconsulting.com 

www.lepusconsulting.com 
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Appendix A: SA Framework for the SWDPR 
 

# SA Objective Decision making criteria:  Will the 
option/proposal… Indicators include (but are not limited to) 

1 Climate Change Mitigation:  Minimise 
SW’s contribution to climate change. 

Increase energy consumption or GHG emissions? 
• Energy consumption; 
• GHG emissions; 
• Access to sustainable transport; 
• Renewable energy generation; 
• Green infrastructure (carbon sink). 

Generate or support renewable energy? 

2 
Climate Change Adaptation:  Plan for 
the anticipated impacts of climate 
change. 

Increase the number of residents at risk of 
flooding? 

• EA Flood Map for Planning; 
• Surface water flood risk; 
• Number of developments given planning permission on floodplains 

contrary to EA advice; 
• Presence or loss of green infrastructure. 

Increase the risk of flooding? 

3 

Biodiversity and Geodiversity:  Protect, 
enhance and manage the flora, fauna, 
biodiversity and geodiversity assets of 
SW. 

Result in a net loss or a net gain for biodiversity? 
• Number of planning approvals which generate adverse impacts on sites 

of biodiversity importance; 
• Creation of new biodiversity or geodiversity assets; 
• Length of greenways constructed; 
• Percentage of major development generating overall biodiversity 

enhancement; 
• Hectares of biodiversity habitat delivered through strategic site 

allocations; 
• Impacts on geodiversity sites. 

Protect or enhance wildlife sites or biodiversity? 

Protect or enhance geodiversity? 

4 

Landscape and Townscape:  Conserve, 
enhance and manage the character 
and appearance of the landscape and 
townscape, maintaining and 
strengthening their distinctiveness. 

Protect and enhance the local landscape? • Use of locally sourced materials; 
• Is development in-keeping with surroundings?; 
• Alterations to the urban / rural fringe; 
• Increase of coalescence; 
• Amount of new development in the AONB. Protect and enhance the local townscape? 

5 
Pollution and Waste:  Reduce waste 
generation, increase the reuse and 
recycling of materials whilst 

Increase waste production? 
• Number of residents in areas of poor air quality; 
• Proximity to pollutants (e.g. busy roads); 
• Quality of waterways in or adjacent to sites; 
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# SA Objective Decision making criteria:  Will the 
option/proposal… Indicators include (but are not limited to) 

minimizing the extent and impacts of 
water, air and noise pollution. Increase the risk of air, noise or water pollution? 

• Local increases in road traffic or congestion; 
• Number of developments given planning permission contrary to EA 

advice relating to river water quality or the protection of groundwater; 
• Proximity to AQMAs and current AQMA status. 

Increase the number of residents exposed to the 
risk of air, noise or water pollution? 

6 
Natural Resources:  Protect, enhance 
and ensure the efficient use of SW’s 
land, soils and water. 

Impact on demand capacity of local water 
sources? • Proportion of previously developed land; 

• Use of existing buildings; 
• Likely impacts on soil fertility, structure and erosion; 
• Agricultural Land Classification; 
• Impacts on Mineral Safeguarding Sites and Mineral Consultation Areas; 
• Water quality of county’s main watercourses; 
• Re-use of contaminated land. 

Use previously developed land or existing 
buildings? 

Result in the loss of local soils? 

7 Housing: Provide a range of housing to 
meet the needs of the community.  

Ensure that residents will have the opportunity 
to live in a home which meets their needs? • Proportion of affordable housing; 

• Impacts on existing houses and estates; 
• Number of care homes; 
• Total number of homes planned for site. Result in the loss of, or otherwise impact on, any 

existing housing? 

8 
Health and Wellbeing:  Safeguard and 
improve the physical and mental 
health of residents. 

Provide residents with adequate access to 
necessary health facilities and services? 

• Access to health facilities; 
• Percentage of plan area’s population with access to a natural greenspace 

within 400m of their home; 
• Local air quality; 
• Hectares of accessible open space per 1,000 population. 

Encourage healthy lifestyles? 

9 
Cultural Heritage:  Conserve, enhance 
and manage sites, features and areas 
of historic and cultural importance. 

Conserve heritage assets/the historic 
environment, including their setting? 

• Number of Listed Buildings adversely impacted by development; 
• Number of Listed Buildings partially damaged or lost; 
• Number of archaeological sites, scheduled monuments and registered 

parks adversely impacted by development; 
• Quantity of development which is discordant with the character or 

relevant management plans but given planning permission in 
Conservation Areas. 

Enhance heritage assets/the historic 
environment, including their setting? 
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# SA Objective Decision making criteria:  Will the 
option/proposal… Indicators include (but are not limited to) 

10 

Transport and Accessibility: Improve 
the choice and efficiency of 
sustainable transport in SW and 
reduce the need to travel. 

Improve travel choice, reduce journey need and 
shorten the length and duration of journeys? 

• Distance and accessibility to public transport options; 
• Distance and accessibility to key services and amenities, as well as 

employment opportunities; 
• Suitability of existing routes of access into sites, considering anticipated 

increases in usage. 
Improve accessibility to key services and 
amenities for existing and new residents? 

11 Education: Improve education, skills 
and qualifications. 

Raise educational attainment levels for residents 
in the plan area? • Distance and accessibility to educational facilities, including primary and 

secondary schools; 
• Local education attainment levels. Offer residents with frequent, affordable and 

sustainable access to educational facilities? 

12 

Economy and Employment: Support a 
strong, diverse, vibrant and 
sustainable local economy to foster 
balanced economic growth. 

Encourage sustainable economic growth? 
• Access and distance to local employment opportunities; 
• Local employment rates; 
• Increases or decreases in quantity of employment land in the district. Ensure high and stable levels of employment? 
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Appendix B: Strategic Location 
Assessments 
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B.1 Hanley Castle 

 
Figure B.1.1:  Hanley Castle Strategic Location  
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Hanley Castle 

Approximate land uses: 
i. Total site area 53ha. 
ii. 900 dwellings (based on 30dph). 
iii. At least 40% Green Infrastructure (21ha). 
iv. Other uses (education) 2ha. 

B.1.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.1.1.1 There are limited sustainable transport options at Hanley Castle.  The nearest railway station 
is Great Malvern Railway Station, located over 6km to the north west.  Despite the likely 
provision of extended bus routes to account for the increased population at this strategic 
location, it is considered that the construction and occupation of 900 dwellings would result 
in an increase in carbon emissions.  This would include increased emissions as a result of 
increased traffic from more cars on the local road network.  

B.1.1.2 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Malvern Hills having on average emissions of 6.4 tonnes per 
capita1.  Based on an average of 2.19 people per dwelling in Malvern Hills, the addition of 1,971 
new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would be 
expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 12,614.4 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 0.67% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.   

B.1.1.3 Overall, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to result in 
a minor negative impact on climate change mitigation. 

B.1.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.1.2.1 The River Severn lies adjacent to the strategic location in the east.  A small proportion of the 
strategic location close to the river coincides with Flood Zone 2 and 3.  In addition, there are 
some small areas identified as being at risk of surface water flooding, including low risk along 

 
1 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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field boundaries in the south, and a small proportion to the north of Hanley Castle at medium 
and high risk. 

B.1.2.2 It is anticipated that the provision of at least 40% GI on site would include a green buffer 
adjacent to the River Severn, and that development would be directed away from these areas 
of flood risk.  Opportunities should be sought for including strategically located green space 
for flood storage and enhancement of existing river corridors in order to improve natural 
flood resilience2.  Enhanced GI could potentially increase the natural flood storage capacity 
of the landscape, reduce surface runoff rates and infiltration3.  Furthermore, integration with 
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS)4 schemes would be expected to minimise the 
extent of surface water flooding.   

B.1.2.3 Therefore, assuming these measures are put in place, a mixture of positive and negative 
impacts would be expected at the Hanley Castle Strategic Location, leading to an overall 
negligible impact on flooding and climate change adaptation. 

B.1.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.1.3.1 The closest European site to this strategic location is ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC, situated 
approximately 9km to the south east.  However, the strategic location is situated adjacent 
to the River Severn which flows into the ‘Severn Estuary’ SAC, SPA and Ramsar site.  The 
proposed development could potentially result in adverse impacts on the features of these 
designations which are sensitive to water pollution5.  The full implications of development 
proposed within the SWDPR on European sites will be considered in greater detail in the 
HRA. 

B.1.3.2 Nearby SSSIs include ‘Brotheridge Green Meadows’ SSSI, located approximately 670m to the 
south west.  ‘Earl’s Croome Meadow’ SSSI is located approximately 1.5km to the east.  ‘Upton 
Ham’ is located approximately 1.5km to the south east.  The south west of the strategic 
location coincides with an IRZ which indicates that “any residential development of 50 or 
more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on with Natural 
England.  A proportion to the south east coincides with an IRZ which states that “any 
residential development of 100 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” 
should be consulted on. 

B.1.3.3 The ‘River Severn’ LWS is located adjacent to the strategic location the east, and the ‘Pool & 
Mere Brooks’ LWS is located approximately 30m to the west.  There are no priority habitats 

 
2 TCPA (2007) Sustainable water management: eco-towns water cycle worksheet. Available at: 
https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=50324dc5-f1da-48e4-aaa9-df98cf9db5bd [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
3 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
4 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
5 Natural England (2015) Site Improvement Plan: Severn Estuary Mor Hafren. Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/file/4856107648417792 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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or biodiversity sites within the strategic location itself, although it is surrounded by areas of 
deciduous woodland priority habitat.  ‘Cliff Wood’ ancient woodland is located 
approximately 670m to the north east, and another stand of ancient woodland is located 
approximately 800m to the north west.   

B.1.3.4 The proposed development at this location could potentially result in adverse impacts on 
these surrounding biodiversity assets, due to increased development-related threats and 
pressures.  Furthermore, the strategic location contains various undesignated assets on site 
which provide essential habitats for many species, including hedgerows, trees, and arable 
field boundaries.  Following the recommendations of the NPPF, a coordinated approach to 
delivering biodiversity net gain might help to address some of these on-site impacts6.  
However, the loss of previously undeveloped land would be likely to result in adverse impacts 
on the wider biodiversity network, to some extent, and as such result in a minor negative 
impact. 

B.1.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.1.4.1 The strategic location at Hanley Castle is situated almost entirely within the ‘Estate 
Farmlands’ LCT.  This LCT comprises “an ordered agricultural landscape characterised by a 
sub-regular pattern of medium to large sized fields”.  In this landscape, the LCA indicates that 
there is “potential to accommodate considerable new woodland planting which would be of 
benefit in strengthening the overall landscape structure”.  This guidance should be considered 
alongside the proposed development at the strategic location. 

B.1.4.2 A small proportion in the east is situated within the ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT.  Some key 
characteristics of the ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT include “flat, generally well-defined alluvial 
floodplain, … secluded pastoral landscapes, characterised by meandering, tree-lined rivers”.  
In this landscape, it is recommended that areas of pasture should be conserved, and 
opportunities sought to restore wetland habitats which are important for wildlife. 

B.1.4.3 The potential development of approximately 900 dwellings and associated infrastructure as 
proposed at this strategic location would be expected to significantly alter the local 
landscape character and the perception of tranquillity in the area7.  Although the exact layout 
and design of the potential development is unknown at present, it would be likely to alter 
the rural views currently experienced by residents in the existing village of Hanley Castle.  
Furthermore, the proposed development would be likely to alter the views experienced by 
users of the surrounding PRoW network in the open countryside and through the village. 

B.1.4.4 Through appropriate design including well planned GI, it is considered that the visual impact 
of the proposed development on the surrounding landscape could be lessened.  However, 
due to the proposed development of 900 dwellings in the rural landscape, it is considered 
that there would be a minor negative impact overall. 

 
6 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
7 Landscape Institute (2017) Tranquillity – An Overview.  Available at: https://landscapewpstorage01.blob.core.windows.net/www-
landscapeinstitute-org/2017/02/Tranquillity-An-Overview-1-DH.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.1.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.1.5.1 The closest main road to the Hanley Castle Strategic Location is the A4104, approximately 
1km to the south east at Upton upon Severn.  The B4211 and B4209 pass through Hanley 
Castle, linking to surrounding settlements.  The entire strategic location is situated over 
200m away from main roads which would be expected to situate new residents away from 
major sources of traffic related air and noise pollution8.   

B.1.5.2 At its closest, the strategic location is situated approximately 50m from the Pool Brook to 
the west.  The River Severn lies adjacent to the strategic location in the east.  There is likely 
to be scope within the strategic location to ensure development is not located adjacent to 
the rivers.  However, the proposed development could potentially have an adverse impact 
on the quality of these watercourses, due to a potential increase in runoff of pollutants during 
the construction and occupation of development.  The River Severn in particular is known to 
support important migratory fish populations which may be sensitive to changes in water 
quality9.   

B.1.5.3 The development of approximately 900 dwellings at this strategic location would be 
expected to increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste generated from 
the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 109,693 tonnes 
between 2018 and 201910.  The average annual waste generated per person across England 
is 409.3kg11.  With the addition of 1,971 residents, this strategic location would be expected 
to increase waste generation by 806.7 tonnes, an increase of 0.74% in comparison to 
2018/2019 estimates.   

B.1.5.4 Overall, a minor negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location.  

B.1.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.1.6.1 This strategic location comprises previously undeveloped land.  The current land use is 
mainly agricultural, covering large arable fields with hedgerow boundaries.  To the east in 
particular there are more significant hedgerows and tree boundaries and isolated trees.  The 
majority of the land is classed as ALC Grade 2, with a small proportion to the east and the 

 
8 Department for Transport (2019) TAG unit A3 Environmental Impact Appraisal. Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/825064/tag-unit-a3-environmental-
impact-appraisal.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
9 Natural England (2015) Site Improvement Plan: Severn Estuary Mor Hafren. Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/file/4856107648417792 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
10 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
11 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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north west Grade 3.  ALC Grade 2 land, and potentially Grade 3 land, represent some of South 
Worcestershire’s BMV agricultural land. 

B.1.6.2 Soil is an essential and non-renewable resource that provides a wide range of ecosystem 
services.  It filters air, stores and cycles water and nutrients, decomposes and cycles organic 
matter, supports plant growth and provides medicines12.  Soil is also one of the most 
important natural carbon sinks globally and its protection is vital in efforts to mitigate 
anthropogenic climate change.   

B.1.6.3 Approximately 29.9ha of the Hanley Castle strategic location coincides with MSA 9/2 and 
approximately 4.2ha of the strategic location adjacent to the River Severn coincides with 
MSA 9/3.  The proposed development could potentially result in the sterilisation of the sand 
and gravel resource within these two MSAs. 

B.1.6.4 The proposed development at this strategic location would be likely to result in a significant 
loss of soil resource and GI assets, including ecologically and agriculturally important soil, 
and could potentially sterilise important mineral resources.  As such, the proposed 
development would be expected to result in a major negative impact on natural resources. 

B.1.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.1.7.1 The Hanley Castle Strategic Location would be expected to provide sufficient capacity for 
900 dwellings and would result in a significant contribution towards meeting the identified 
housing needs in South Worcestershire within the Plan period.  It is assumed that the housing 
mix and tenure would be in line with the locally identified needs.  Therefore, a major positive 
impact on housing provision would be expected as a result of this development.  

B.1.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.1.8.1 The nearest NHS Hospital providing an A&E service is Worcestershire Royal Hospital, situated 
approximately 13km to the north east.  The nearest GP surgery is Upton Surgery, situated 
approximately 2km to the south, in Upton upon Severn.  The nearest leisure centres are 
located over 5.5km to the north west, in Malvern.   

B.1.8.2 The proposed development of approximately 900 dwellings at Hanley Castle would be 
expected to be accompanied by increased healthcare provision, such as a GP surgery, and 
improvements to the public transport network in order to access existing facilities elsewhere. 

B.1.8.3 Several PRoWs pass nearby to the strategic location, providing footpath links to surrounding 
settlements such as Upton upon Severn and Hanley Swan.  Alongside development it would 
be likely that improved pavements and additional pedestrian and cycle routes would be 
provided.  This would help to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical 
wellbeing, as well as facilitating safe and sustainable access to local services and facilities.  
There are also several greenspaces in Hanley Castle, including a playing field, cricket ground 
and the Hanley Castle Park to the north east.  New residents in this location would be 

 
12 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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expected to have good opportunities to access outdoor space for recreation and exercise.  
In addition, the provision of 40% GI at this location would be likely to enhance the existing 
facilities and GI in the area, with associated health benefits13. 

B.1.8.4 The strategic location is situated over 13km from the nearest hospital, however, assuming 
improved access and/or provision of health facilities are provided alongside the proposed 
development, a minor positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected overall. 

B.1.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.1.9.1 The existing settlement of Hanley Castle and the surrounding countryside contains multiple 
heritage assets.  This includes the Grade II* Listed Building ‘Church of St Mary’ and eleven 
Grade II Listed Buildings within the Hanley Castle Conservation Area.  The ‘Church of St Mary’ 
is listed on Historic England’s Heritage at Risk register and is identified as being in “poor” 
condition14. 

B.1.9.2 The Grade II* Listed Building ‘Severn End’ is situated approximately 170m to the north east 
of the strategic location, and there are many other Grade II Listed Buildings along the B4211, 
Quay Lane and surrounding ‘Severn End’.  Several of these Grade II Listed Buildings are 
situated adjacent to the strategic location including ‘Cross Hands Cottage (Opposite Malvern 
Road Turn)’, ‘Barn and Farm Buildings approximately 50m south of Herbert’s Farmhouse’ 
and ‘Bonner Cottage’. 

B.1.9.3 The ‘Boundary cross at entrance to Quay Lane’ SM is situated in the centre of the strategic 
location, and ‘Ringwork known as Hanley Castle 520m south of the Church of St Mary’ SM is 
situated approximately 70m to the south west. 

B.1.9.4 England has one of the greatest diversities of historic places15.  Heritage designations help to 
celebrate and conserve buildings and places that provide a source of prosperity, wellbeing 
and community cohesion.  The proposed development at this location and expansion of the 
small rural village of Hanley Castle would be likely to alter the existing character within the 
area and alter the setting of many of the heritage assets outlined above.   

B.1.9.5 Following the guidance of the Building in Context16 toolkit could help to reduce adverse 
impacts on the historic surroundings and local context at the strategic location, such as 
through respecting important views and ensuring development reflects the surrounding 
character.  However, it is considered that the development at this location would significantly 
alter the character of the existing small rural village.  Therefore, a minor negative impact on 
cultural heritage would be expected.  

 
13 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
14 Historic England (2017) Church of St Mary, Church End, Hanley Castle – Malvern Hills. Available at: 
https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/heritage-at-risk/search-register/list-entry/22505 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
15 Historic England (2018) Places Strategy.  Available at:  https://historicengland.org.uk/content/docs/planning/he-places-strategy-2019/ 
[Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
16 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.1.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.1.10.1 The closest main road to Hanley Castle is the A4104, which passes through Upton upon 
Severn approximately 1km to the south east of the strategic location.  Minor roads including 
the B4211 and B4209 pass through Hanley Castle itself.  The proposed development of 900 
dwellings would be likely to increase traffic on the minor road network and could potentially 
result in congestion issues.  

B.1.10.2 There are three bus stops in the village: two along the B4211 and one at the Hanley Castle 
High School, with services to Worcester.  It is expected that the existing bus services would 
be increased to support the new development and ensure that all new residents have access 
to public transport options. 

B.1.10.3 The surrounding PRoW network and the cycle route which passes through the strategic 
location would provide access to surrounding villages.  In order to encourage active travel, 
it is considered likely that the pedestrian and cycle routes would be improved.  This should 
include safe routes to nearby facilities or onward travel options. 

B.1.10.4 The nearest railway station is Great Malvern Railway Station, located over 6km to the north 
west.  Travelling to this station would be expected to take approximately an hour and 40 
minutes on foot, or half an hour by bicycle.  Therefore, it would be likely that residents would 
be largely reliant on personal car use for travel.  Enhancements to the bus services and 
pedestrian networks would not be expected to account for all the travel requirements of new 
residents.  Due to the likely reliance on cars, overall a minor negative impact on transport 
and accessibility would be expected as a result of the proposed development. 

B.1.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.1.11.1 Hanley Castle High School is situated in the south of the existing village of Hanley Castle.  
The entire strategic location is within a sustainable distance of this high school, being 900m 
away at the furthest edge, and would be expected to provide good access to secondary 
education.  

B.1.11.2 The nearest primary schools include Upton-upon-Severn Church of England Primary School, 
situated approximately 1.5km to the south west, and Hanley Swan St Gabriel’s with St Mary’s 
Church of England Primary School, situated approximately 2.2km to the north west.  
However, it is anticipated that a new primary school would be provided, as the proposal 
includes approximately 2ha to be set aside for education.   

B.1.11.3 Therefore, it is expected that new residents at Hanley Castle would have good access to both 
primary and secondary schools, and as such, have a major positive impact on education. 

B.1.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.1.12.1 This strategic location may have somewhat reduced access to employment opportunities 
compared to the other strategic locations as it is situated over 5km from main towns or cities.  
The nearest town is Malvern, over 6km to the north west. 

B.1.12.2 However, there are some smaller employment locations nearby to this strategic location 
including the Acorn Business Centre approximately 1km to the north west, Upton Business 
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Centre approximately 2.4km to the south west, and Upton Industrial Estate, approximately 
1.7km to the south east.  The entire strategic location is situated within 5km from several 
employment sites. 

B.1.12.3 Overall, a minor positive impact on access to employment would be expected at this 
strategic location. 
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B.2 Hinton on the Green 

 
Figure B.2.1:  Hinton on the Green Strategic Location  
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Hinton on the Green 

Approximate land uses: 
i. Total site area 814ha. 
ii. 5,000 dwellings (with potential capacity for 16,000 dwellings beyond 2041 based on 40dph). 
iii. At least 40% Green Infrastructure (approx. 326 ha). 
iv. 50ha employment land. 
v. Other land uses 38ha. 

B.2.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.2.1.1 The strategic location at Hinton on the Green would be expected to have limited access to 
sustainable modes of transport with the nearest railway station, Evesham Station, located 
over 3km to the north east.  Despite the likely provision of increased public transport such 
as buses, the development of up to 5,000 dwellings would be likely to significantly increase 
carbon emissions, in part due to the increased number of people largely reliant on personal 
car use for travel. 

B.2.1.2 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Wychavon having on average emissions of 8.1 tonnes per 
capita17.  Based on an average of 2.23 people per dwelling in Wychavon, the addition of 11,150 
new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would be 
expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 90,315 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 4.8% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.   

B.2.1.3 Therefore, a major negative impact on climate change mitigation would be expected as a 
result of the large scale of potential development at this strategic location. 

  

 
17 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.2.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.2.2.1 Two watercourses pass through this strategic location: the River Isbourne, and the Merry 
Brook.  There are some areas of the strategic location within Flood Zone 2 and 3 adjacent to 
these watercourses, including a section to the north west along the Merry Brook, and cutting 
through the strategic location from south to north following the River Isbourne. 

B.2.2.2 Furthermore, there are significant areas of low, medium and high surface water flood risk 
across the strategic location, coinciding with these two watercourses as well as along field 
boundaries and at Hinton Cross. 

B.2.2.3 Due to the large scale of this strategic location, it is anticipated that there would be sufficient 
land availability to ensure that development is situated away from these areas of flood risk.  
Moreover, the proposed development would include at least 40% GI.  At this strategic 
location, opportunities should be sought to include green space strategically located to 
enhance the flood storage capacity of the natural environment and enhance the existing river 
corridors18.  Alongside the provision of SUDS19, this could potentially result in reduced water 
runoff rates and reduce the risk of both fluvial and pluvial flooding.   

B.2.2.4 Assuming appropriate layout, GI and SUDS are put in place, it is likely that there would be 
both positive and negative impacts with regard to climate change adaptation.  Taking this 
into consideration, an overall negligible impact would be anticipated at this strategic 
location.   

B.2.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.2.3.1 The entirety of the Hinton on the Green Strategic Location is situated within 5.8km of Bredon 
Hill SAC, with the closest section only 1.5km from the east of the SAC.  The proposed 
development at this strategic location could potentially result in an increase in development-
related threats and pressures at this European site, including increased recreational pressure.  
The full implications of development proposed within the SWDPR on Bredon Hill SAC and 
other European sites will be considered in greater detail in the HRA, however, development 
of 5,000 homes less than 1.5km from the edge of the SAC is likely to give rise to likely 
significant effects at the SAC.   

B.2.3.2 ‘Lazy Meadow’ SSSI and LWS is located approximately 50m to the north of the strategic 
location, and ‘Bredon Hill’ SSSI is located approximately 1.5km to the west.  The north of the 
strategic location closest to ‘Lazy Meadow’ SSSI coincides with IRZs which indicate that “any 
residential development of 10 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” and 
“50 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on with 
Natural England.  A proportion in the south west of the strategic location is within an IRZ 
which indicates that “any residential development of 100 or more houses outside existing 

 
18 TCPA (2007) Sustainable water management: eco-towns water cycle worksheet. Available at: 
https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=50324dc5-f1da-48e4-aaa9-df98cf9db5bd [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
19 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on.  The south western sections of the 
strategic location have fewer constraints in terms of SSSI IRZs. 

B.2.3.3 ‘Upper Roughs’ ancient woodland is situated approximately 180m to the west of the strategic 
location.  ‘Ashton Wood’ is situated approximately 820m to the south west, and ‘Netherton 
Leys’ is situated approximately 1km to the west. 

B.2.3.4 The ‘River Isbourne’ LWS flows from the south of the strategic location at Sedgeberrow, 
through the existing settlement of Hinton on the Green, to the north at Evesham.  There are 
some sections of deciduous woodland and traditional orchard priority habitats located 
adjacent to the River Isbourne.  ‘Furzehill Brake’ LWS lies within the strategic location at the 
western edge and coincides with a stand of deciduous woodland priority habitat.  A small 
area of lowland meadow priority habitat is situated in the south of the strategic location 
adjacent to Sedgeberrow.  These local designations are fundamental to biodiversity 
conservation and form key nodes of the GI network20. 

B.2.3.5 The proposed development of approximately 5,000 dwellings at Hinton on the Green could 
potentially increase development-related threats and pressures to these biodiversity assets.  
It is anticipated that no designated biodiversity assets would be lost as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location, and the significant provision of GI at the 
strategic location could potentially help to contribute towards maintaining habitat 
connectivity and enhancement.  Opportunities should be sought for delivering net gains in 
biodiversity21.   

B.2.3.6 However, the development of a large area of greenfield land would be likely to result in a 
loss of biodiversity features, to some extent.  The land is primarily agricultural in nature, with 
scattered woodland and hedgerow boundaries to fields which are likely to be of high 
biodiversity value.   

B.2.3.7 Taking into consideration the scale of development it is anticipated that overall, there would 
be a minor negative impact on biodiversity. 

B.2.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.2.4.1 The western corner of the Hinton on the Green Strategic Location coincides with the 
Cotswolds AONB, and large quantities of the proposed development at this strategic location 
would be likely to be visible from the AONB.  AONBs are statutory designations confirmed 
under the Countryside and Rights of Way (CROW) Act 200022 which places responsibility 
upon public bodies to “have regard to the purpose of conserving and enhancing the natural 

 
20 Worcestershire County Council (2018) Worcestershire Green Infrastructure Framework. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/20015/planning_policy_and_strategy/1002/planning_for_green_infrastructure/2 [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
21 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
22 Available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2000/37/contents [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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beauty of the area”.  The proposed development at this location could potentially 
significantly alter the character and setting of the AONB. 

B.2.4.2 The majority of the strategic location is situated within the ‘Principal Village Farmlands’ LCT.  
Key characteristics of ‘Principal Village Farmlands’ include the “open, rolling landscapes 
characterised by a nucleated pattern of expanded rural villages, surrounded by large arable 
fields, often sub-divided into a series of smaller plots”.  The LCA identifies that in this 
landscape it is important to conserve and enhance hedgerows, especially along the 
watercourse.  Other notable features in the landscape include fruit trees and roadside verges. 

B.2.4.3 A proportion to the north east is situated within the ‘Village Claylands’ LCT.  This LCT is 
described as “open, gently rolling agricultural landscapes characterised by an ordered pattern 
of hedged fields and discrete rural villages connected by a network of minor roads”.  A 
particularly important feature in this landscape is hedgerow boundaries.  A proportion to the 
south east is situated within the ‘Village Farmlands with Orchards’ LCT, which comprises 
“lowland agricultural landscape with a notably dominant orchard land use”.  Traditional 
orchards and fruit trees should be conserved in this landscape, and the low settlement 
dispersal retained. 

B.2.4.4 Landscape is described as comprising natural, cultural, social, aesthetic and perceptual 
elements.  This includes flora, fauna, soils, land use, settlement, sight, smells and sound23.  
The potential development of 5,000 dwellings and 50ha of employment land at this location 
would be likely to significantly alter the rural landscape character and reduce the separation 
between the rural settlements of Hinton on the Green, Sedgeberrow and the town of 
Evesham. 

B.2.4.5 The large scale of development would also be likely to alter the rural views currently 
experienced by residents in the existing settlement of Hinton on the Green in the centre of 
the strategic location, as well as the adjacent settlement of Sedgeberrow, and the south of 
Evesham.  Furthermore, the proposed development would be likely to alter the views of the 
open countryside experienced by users of the PRoW network, as several PRoWs cross 
through the strategic location and the surrounding area. 

B.2.4.6 It is considered that well designed development could potentially provide opportunities to 
limit the impact on the surrounding landscape.  This could include green buffers to maintain 
separation between the existing settlements, and retention or enhancement of key 
landscape features identified in the LCA as discussed above.  However, the large scale of 
development proposed would be expected to result in a major negative impact on the 
landscape, in particular, the Cotswolds AONB.  

B.2.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.2.5.1 The A46(T) passes through the strategic location from Evesham to the south at 
Sedgeberrow.  Development within 200m of a main road would be expected to have an 
adverse impact on human health due to increased levels of air pollutants.  It is considered 

 
23 Natural England (2014) An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/landscape-character-assessments-identify-and-describe-landscape-types [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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likely that due to the size of the strategic location, there would be some scope to situate 
residential dwellings away from this road.   

B.2.5.2 The proposed development at this strategic location could potentially have an adverse 
impact on water quality, as the Merry Brook and the River Isbourne pass through the area.  
Although there may be scope within the strategic location to ensure development is directed 
away from the rivers, the proposed development would be likely to increase the risk of runoff 
of pollutants into these watercourses, both during construction and occupation. 

B.2.5.3 The development of approximately 5,000 dwellings at this strategic location would be 
expected to significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste 
generated from the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 
109,693 tonnes between 2018 and 201924.  The average annual waste generated per person 
across England is 409.3kg25.  With the addition of 11,150 residents, this strategic location 
would be expected to increase waste generation by approximately 4,563.7 tonnes, an 
increase of 4.2% in comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.   

B.2.5.4 Overall, a major negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.2.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.2.6.1 The Hinton on the Green Strategic Location covers approximately 814ha of primarily 
agricultural landscape, scattered with stands of woodland and hedgerows, as well as a 
wooded river corridor along the Isbourne.  The strategic location is almost entirely ALC Grade 
3 land with a small proportion of Grade 2 to the north east and the south west.  ALC Grade 
2 land, and potentially Grade 3 land, represent some of South Worcestershire’s BMV 
agricultural land. 

B.2.6.2 Soil performs a variety of essential ecosystem services such as the filtration of air, storing 
and cycling of water and nutrients, supporting plant growth, and acts as an important global 
carbon sink26.  The conservation of soil can also help to reduce flood risk, alleviate flood 
damage and improve local water and air quality to the benefit of ecosystem and human 
health. 

B.2.6.3 Due to the large scale of development and consequent loss of agriculturally and ecologically 
important soil resource and GI assets, a major negative impact would be expected as a result 
of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

 
24 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
25 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
26 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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B.2.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.2.7.1 The strategic location at Hinton on the Green has a capacity of approximately 5,000 
dwellings.  Development at this location would therefore be expected to make a significant 
contribution towards meeting the identified housing needs in South Worcestershire across 
the Plan period.  It is assumed that the housing mix and tenure would be in line with the 
locally identified needs.  Therefore, a major positive impact on housing provision would be 
expected as a result of this development. 

B.2.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.2.8.1 The Hinton on the Green Strategic Location is situated approximately 20km south east of 
Worcestershire Royal Hospital and 20km north east of Cheltenham General Hospital.  
Accessibility to these hospitals may therefore be somewhat restricted compared to strategic 
locations closer to Worcester city.  The closest GP surgeries are located approximately 2km 
to the north east in Evesham, including Riverside Surgery, Abbey Medical Practice and 
Demontfort Medical Centre.  Evesham Leisure Centre is situated over 1.6km to the north of 
the strategic location.  

B.2.8.2 The proposed development would be expected to include the provision of new health 
facilities, in order to meet the needs of new residents.  The likely provision of expanded bus 
services alongside development would be anticipated to provide good access for residents 
to new and existing health facilities. 

B.2.8.3 Several PRoWs pass through the strategic location, linking to Evesham as well as several 
small settlements in the surrounding countryside including Hinton on the Green, 
Sedgeberrow, Aston Somerville, Ashton Under Hill and Kersoe.  Furthermore, a cycle route 
links the existing settlement of Hinton on the Green to Pershore in the north west, Beckford 
in the south west and Evesham in the north.  The proposed strategic location could present 
opportunities to expand on these existing routes and ensure that new residents have the 
opportunity to use active travel to reach nearby facilities and services.  Furthermore, it is 
anticipated that the proposed development of at least 40% GI within the strategic location 
would include amenity greenspace such as public parks and recreational facilities.  Access to 
outdoor space and opportunities for exercise would be expected to have benefits to mental 
and physical health27. 

B.2.8.4 Hinton on the Green is situated approximately 20km from the nearest hospitals, however, 
assuming new and accessible health facilities are provided alongside development, a minor 
positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected at this strategic location overall.  

B.2.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.2.9.1 There are several heritage assets located within and in close proximity to the strategic 
location at Hinton on the Green.  The existing settlement of Hinton on the Green, in the centre 
of the strategic location, contains the Grade II* Listed Building ‘Church of St Peter’ and the 
Grade II Listed Buildings ‘Manor House’ and ‘Pigeoncotes and Carriageway approximately 

 
27 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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75m east of Manor House’.  Other nearby Listed Buildings include the Grade II* Listed ‘Church 
of St Mary’ and ‘Church House’ and several Grade II Listed Buildings including ‘Church 
Cottage’, ‘The White House’ and ‘Sedgeberrow Mill’ to the south, in the adjacent village of 
Sedgeberrow.  The ‘Romano-British settlement remains 300m and 750m north east of 
Narrow Meadow Farm’ SM lies within the strategic location to the north east. 

B.2.9.2 The strategic location covers a large area.  There is likely to be some scope within the 
strategic location to direct development away from sensitive heritage assets and introduce 
screening to limit the visual impacts of development.  Incorporating the principles of Building 
in Context28 could also help to minimise impacts.  However, overall it is considered that the 
proposed development at this strategic location would be likely to alter the rural setting of 
heritage assets, to some extent.  A minor negative impact on cultural heritage would 
therefore be expected. 

B.2.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.2.10.1 The A46 passes through the strategic location, providing road links to Evesham and 
Tewkesbury, as well as the wider road network.  However, the large amount of potential 
development at this location would be likely to significantly increase congestion issues on 
the local road network.  Even without consideration of the development within the strategic 
location, the road network surrounding Evesham is likely to experience significant increases 
in congestion and slower journey times29. 

B.2.10.2 There is one bus stop in Hinton on the Green on Bevans Lane, as well as two bus stops along 
Cheltenham Road at Hinton Cross.  These bus stops provide services to surrounding villages 
as well as Bredon, Pershore and Tewkesbury.  It would be expected that new bus stops would 
be provided alongside new development throughout the strategic location, to ensure that 
all new residents have access to public transport options. 

B.2.10.3 The network of PRoWs and cycle routes which pass through the strategic location would 
provide access to surrounding towns and villages.  The likely expansion of these routes 
alongside the proposed development may help to encourage active travel to reach facilities 
and services.  Due to the scale of proposed development at this strategic location, is 
anticipated that new facilities would be provided on site. 

B.2.10.4 However, the closest railway station is Evesham Station, situated over 3km to the north.  
Travelling to this station by foot may not be a realistic option for many residents as it would 
be likely to take over an hour, and by bicycle it would take approximately 20 minutes.  Car 
travel is likely to be largely relied upon.   

B.2.10.5 Despite the anticipated benefits outlined above relating to the bus services and pedestrian 
networks, the proposed development at this location would be likely to be largely reliant on 
personal car use for access to services and employment due to the limited access to rail 

 
28 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
29 Jacobs (2019) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review – Evesham SWDPR Modelling Report – Draft. Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Transport-Modelling-Report_SWDPR_Evesham-
_v7.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvidence%20Base%2FTranspo
rt%20Modelling&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 



SA of the SWDPR: Strategic Location Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_B_Strategic_Locations_13_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils B18 

services.  Overall, a minor negative impact on transport and accessibility would be 
anticipated at this strategic location. 

B.2.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.2.11.1 There are currently no schools within Hinton on the Green.  A small proportion of the 
strategic location in the south is situated within 800m of Sedgeberrow Church of England 
First School.  The nearest secondary schools are found in Evesham, including The De Montfort 
School and Prince Henry’s High School situated 1.6km and 3km, respectively, to the north 
east of the strategic location. 

B.2.11.2 As the strategic location has capacity for approximately 5,000 dwellings, it is anticipated 
that new schools would be incorporated into the proposed development and provide all 
residents with good access to education.  This would also be expected to include safe 
pedestrian, cycle and public transport links in order to reach new and existing schools.  
Therefore, a major positive impact on education would be expected, following development 
at this location. 

B.2.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.2.12.1 James Acre Industrial Estate employment site is situated in the centre of the strategic 
location, adjacent to the existing settlement of Hinton on the Green.  Several other 
employment sites are located to the north east of the strategic location in Evesham, including 
the Vale Business Park, Four Pools Industrial Estate and Evesham Trade Centre.  Evesham 
town centre itself is anticipated to provide a range of employment opportunities.  The whole 
strategic location is situated within 5km of these employment locations. 

B.2.12.2 In addition, the proposed development at this strategic location includes approximately 50ha 
of employment land.  This would contribute significantly towards meeting the identified 
employment needs in South Worcestershire. 

B.2.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location.  
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B.3 Kempsey 

 
Figure B.3.1:  Kempsey Strategic Location   
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Kempsey 

Approximate land uses:  
i. Total site area 194ha. 
ii. 500 dwellings (with potential capacity for 3,800 dwellings beyond 2041 based on 40dph). 
iii. 20ha employment land.  
iv. 40% Green Infrastructure (78ha). 

B.3.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.3.1.1 The strategic location at Kempsey would be expected to have limited access to sustainable 
modes of transport, with the nearest railway station located over 2.3km to the east 
(Worcestershire Parkway) and no direct road or pedestrian routes.  Although the proposed 
development would be expected to include new or extended bus routes, the development 
of approximately 500 dwellings would be likely to increase carbon emissions, in part due to 
the increased number of people largely reliant on personal car use for travel. 

B.3.1.2 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Malvern Hills having on average emissions of 6.4 tonnes per 
capita30.  Based on an average of 2.19 people per dwelling in Malvern Hills, the addition of 
1,095 new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would 
be expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 7,008 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 0.4% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.   

B.3.1.3 Therefore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to result 
in a minor negative impact on climate change mitigation. 

B.3.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.3.2.1 The Hatfield Brook coincides with the Kempsey Strategic Location, passing from the north 
east at Brockhill Village across the strategic location to the south west where it flows through 
the existing settlement of Kempsey.  There are small areas of Flood Zone 2 and 3 associated 
with this watercourse, as well as along a field boundary through the north west of the 

 
30 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 

Site 
Reference 

SA Objective 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 

M
iti

ga
tio

n 

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 

A
da

pt
at

io
n  

Bi
od

iv
er

si
ty

 &
 

G
eo

di
ve

rs
ity

 

La
nd

sc
ap

e 
& 

To
w

ns
ca

pe
 

Po
llu

tio
n 

& 
W

as
te

 

N
at

ur
al

 R
es

ou
rc

es
 

H
ou

si
ng

 

H
ea

lth
 &

 W
el

lb
ei

ng
 

Cu
ltu

ra
l H

er
ita

ge
 

Tr
an

sp
or

t &
 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y 

Ed
uc

at
io

n 

Ec
on

om
y 

& 
Em

pl
oy

m
en

t 

Kempsey - 0 - - - -- ++ ++ 0 - ++ ++ 



SA of the SWDPR: Strategic Location Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_B_Strategic_Locations_13_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils B21 

strategic location.  It is anticipated that there would be sufficient scope within the strategic 
location to ensure that the proposed development is located wholly within Flood Zone 1. 

B.3.2.2 There are also some identified areas of low, medium and high surface water flood risk 
alongside the Hatfield Brook, and associated with field boundaries within the strategic 
location, particularly in the south west.  However, in line with the NPPF31, it is anticipated that 
SUDS would be incorporated within developments in order to reduce flood risk.   

B.3.2.3 Although the loss of greenfield land would be likely to reduce the natural flood storage 
capacity of the landscape, the proposed development at this strategic location would be 
expected to include significant provision of GI.  GI integrated into the proposed development 
should be varied, widely distributed, strategically planned and create an interconnected 
network32.  Strategically located green space and the retention and enhancement of green 
river corridors would be expected to provide multi-functional benefits including natural flood 
storage and reduce water runoff rates33, and as such, reduce the risk of both fluvial and 
pluvial flooding.   

B.3.2.4 As there is considered to be sufficient land available within the strategic location to ensure 
development would not be located in areas of flood risk, and assuming that appropriate GI 
and SUDS would be integrated into the development proposal, an overall negligible impact 
would be anticipated.  

B.3.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.3.3.1 The Kempsey Strategic Location is situated approximately 5.2km south west of ‘Lyppard 
Grange Ponds’ SAC.  Furthermore, the Hatfield Brook passes through the strategic location 
and is a tributary of the River Severn.  The Severn flows into the ‘Severn Estuary’ SAC, SPA 
and Ramsar site, which is known to be sensitive to water pollution34.  The full implications of 
development proposed within the SWDPR on European sites will be considered in greater 
detail in the HRA, however, development at this location could potentially give rise to likely 
significant effects at these designations. 

B.3.3.2 The strategic location is situated approximately 440m north of ‘Napleton Meadow’ SSSI, 
partially within an IRZ which states that “residential development of 100 units or more” or 
“any residential development of 50 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” 
should be consulted on with Natural England.  Therefore, development within a proportion 

 
31 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
32 Town and Country Planning Association (2008) The essential role of green infrastructure: eco-towns green infrastructure worksheet.  
Available at: https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=dd06b21d-6d41-4c4e-bec5-4f29a192f0c6 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
33 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
34 Natural England (2015) Site Improvement Plan: Severn Estuary Mor Hafren. Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/file/4856107648417792 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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of the strategic location has the potential to result in adverse impacts on the features for 
which this SSSI has been designated. 

B.3.3.3 Nearby LWSs include the ‘Kempsey Upper Ham’ LWS located approximately 40m to the 
west, and ‘River Severn’ LWS situated approximately 140m to the west.  In addition, there is 
one area of deciduous woodland priority habitat situated to the east and one small section 
of traditional orchard priority habitat to the south west of the strategic location.   

B.3.3.4 The proposed development of approximately 500 dwellings at Kempsey could potentially 
increase development-related threats and pressures to these biodiversity assets.  It is 
anticipated that no designated biodiversity assets would be lost as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location, and the significant provision of GI at the strategic 
location could potentially help to contribute towards maintaining habitat connectivity and 
enhancement.  This could be incorporated into NPPF requirements for seeking to deliver net 
gain35.   

B.3.3.5 However, outside of the aforementioned designations can be found an ecological network 
of various habitats including, arable fields, pasture, scattered woodland, potentially veteran 
trees, hedgerows, streams, ponds and areas of scrub offering important habitats for various 
different animal and plant species.  Therefore, the proposed development of greenfield land 
would be likely to result in a loss of biodiversity features, to some extent.   

B.3.3.6 Taking into consideration the scale of development it is anticipated that with appropriate 
habitat planning overall there would be a minor negative impact on biodiversity. 

B.3.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.3.4.1 The Kempsey Strategic Location lies wholly within the ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ LCT.  A 
key characteristic of this LCT is “hedgerow boundaries to fields” with some built form 
including “farmsteads and rural dwellings dispersed throughout the area”.  The LCA indicates 
that “the dispersed settlement pattern of farmsteads and hamlets is capable of 
accommodating limited low densities of new development if it is in accordance with policy”.  
The current landscape at this strategic location comprises agricultural fields, with hedgerow 
boundaries to fields and distinctive linear tree features, especially Alder (Alnus glutinosa), 
associated with watercourses.  Therefore, the development of approximately 500 dwellings 
and associated infrastructure as proposed at this strategic location would be expected to 
alter the local landscape character and exceed the “limited low densities of development” 
which the LCA has identified can be supported within the ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ LCT. 

B.3.4.2 Although the exact layout and design of the potential development at Kempsey is unknown 
at present, due to the scale of the proposed development, it is considered likely that the 
development would significantly alter the rural views currently experienced by residents in 
Kempsey and Brook End.  The proposed development would also be likely to reduce the 

 
35 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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perception of tranquillity in the area36.  Furthermore, a number of PRoWs coincide with this 
strategic location.  The proposed development would be likely to alter the views experienced 
by users of the PRoW network. 

B.3.4.3 The proposed development at this strategic location could potentially result in significant 
urbanisation of the countryside and the coalescence between the existing settlements of 
Kempsey and St Peters in the south of Worcester City. 

B.3.4.4 It is anticipated that there would be opportunities at the Kempsey Strategic Location to limit 
the visual impact of development through design and incorporation of GI.  However, due to 
the large scale of development proposed, it is considered likely that there would be an overall 
minor negative impact on the local landscape. 

B.3.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.3.5.1 There are two major roads located adjacent to the Kempsey Strategic Location; the M5 to 
the east, and the A38 passes through the west of the strategic location.  Development within 
200m of these main roads would be expected to have adverse implications on the 
respiratory health of site end users due to increased levels of air pollutants.  However, it is 
considered likely that due to the size of the proposed development, there would be some 
scope to situate development away from these roads.   

B.3.5.2 The Hatfield Brook passes through this strategic location.  Although there may be some 
scope to ensure development is directed away from the river, the proposed development 
could potentially have a negative impact on the quality of this watercourse, due to a potential 
increase in runoff of pollutants during the construction and occupation of development. 

B.3.5.3 The development of approximately 500 dwellings at this strategic location would be 
expected to significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste 
generated from the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 
109,693 tonnes between 2018 and 201937.  The average annual waste generated per person 
across England is 409.3kg38.  With the addition of 1,095 residents, this strategic location 
would be expected to increase waste generation by 44.8 tonnes, an increase of 0.04% in 
comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.   

B.3.5.4 Overall, a minor negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location. 

 
36 Landscape Institute (2017) Tranquillity – An Overview.  Available at: https://landscapewpstorage01.blob.core.windows.net/www-
landscapeinstitute-org/2017/02/Tranquillity-An-Overview-1-DH.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
37 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
38 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.3.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.3.6.1 The Kempsey Strategic Location comprises previously undeveloped land.  A large proportion 
of this land is classed as ALC Grade 3 land, with small areas of Grades 1 and 2 land to the 
west.  ALC Grades 1 and 2 land, and potentially Grade 3 land, represent some of South 
Worcestershire’s BMV agricultural land. 

B.3.6.2 This strategic location has an approximate area of 194ha, comprising agricultural fields with 
pockets of tree cover and GI which represent important natural capital assets and ecological 
value.   

B.3.6.3 Soil is an essential and non-renewable resource providing ecosystem services with 
widespread benefits to the environment39.  Soil is one of the most important natural carbon 
sinks globally and its protection is vital in efforts to mitigate anthropogenic climate change.   

B.3.6.4 Approximately 30.3ha of the strategic location in the north west coincides with MSA 20/2, 
which includes the A38.  The proposed development could potentially result in the 
sterilisation of the sand and gravel resource within this MSA. 

B.3.6.5 Due to the large scale of development and consequent loss of soil resource, as well as the 
potential sterilisation of mineral resources, a major negative impact would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.3.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.3.7.1 The Kempsey Strategic Location would be expected to provide capacity for approximately 
500 dwellings within the Plan period, resulting in a significant contribution towards meeting 
the identified housing needs in South Worcestershire.  It is assumed that the housing mix 
and tenure would be in line with the identified local need.  Therefore, a major positive impact 
on housing provision would be expected as a result of this development.  

B.3.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.3.8.1 At its closest, the Kempsey Strategic Location is situated approximately 4.2km south west 
of Worcestershire Royal Hospital.  The nearest GP surgery is Kempsey Surgery, situated just 
to the south west of the strategic location, although the north of the strategic location is 
situated up to 1.8km from this GP surgery. 

B.3.8.2 The proposed development would be expected to include the provision of new health 
facilities, in order to meet the needs of new residents.  The likely provision of expanded bus 
services alongside development would be anticipated to provide good access for residents 
to new and existing health facilities, including the Worcestershire Royal Hospital. 

B.3.8.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location, providing footpath links 
towards Worcester and into the surrounding countryside.  There is a cycle path adjacent to 
the north east corner of the strategic location, providing cycle links into the city.  It is 

 
39 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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anticipated that pavements and additional pedestrian and cycle routes would be provided 
as part of the new development, which would be expected to encourage active travel with 
benefits to mental and physical wellbeing, as well as facilitating sustainable access to local 
services and facilities.  Furthermore, the provision of additional GI would be expected to 
include amenity greenspace, providing site end users with accessible outdoor space and 
opportunities for recreation.  It is widely recognised that GI can help to deliver widespread 
physical and mental health benefits, including through encouraging exercise and providing 
outdoor space for recreation and reflection40. 

B.3.8.4 Overall, assuming that additional health facilities and improved access to new and existing 
facilities are provided, a major positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected 
at this strategic location. 

B.3.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.3.9.1 One Grade II Listed Building, ‘Upper Brook End Farmhouse’, is situated within the strategic 
location.  There are several heritage assets surrounding the Kempsey Strategic Location.  The 
Grade II Listed Building ‘Boulterley Cottage’ is located approximately 150m to the east of the 
strategic location, ‘Manor House’ is located approximately 130m to the south west and 
‘Clerkenleap Farmhouse’ is located approximately 300m to the north.  The strategic location 
is also situated adjacent to Kempsey Conservation Area, which contains a number of Listed 
Buildings.  The strategic location is also situated approximately 680m south of Riverside 
Conservation Area and 1.6km north of ‘Pirton Park’ RPG.  

B.3.9.2 New development should be designed in a way that enhances the local character.  Sensitive 
views should be protected, and the scale of the development should be proportionate to its 
surroundings41.  New views and juxtapositions could be created, in order to add variety and 
texture to the setting.  Assuming measures such as this are taken into account, it is 
considered that there is potential to avoid significant adverse impacts on the surrounding 
historic context.  Overall, it the proposed development at this strategic location would be 
expected to have a negligible impact on heritage assets. 

B.3.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.3.10.1 This strategic location is situated adjacent to the A38 and the M5.  These road links would be 
expected to provide site end users with good access into Worcester City as well as nationally.  
However, it is considered that the proximity of the strategic location to these roads may 
exacerbate local congestion and junction capacity issues42. 

B.3.10.2 There are three bus stops in the village of Kempsey to the south west of the strategic location 
at Florence Close, Village Hall and Brookend Lane.  It is anticipated that the proposed 

 
40 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
41 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
42 Jacobs (2019) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review – Worcester SWDPR Modelling Report – Draft. Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Transport-Modelling-
Report_SWDPR_Worcester_v2.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvi
dence%20Base%2FTransport%20Modelling&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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development would include the expansion of the existing bus routes with a number of new 
bus stops to accommodate new residents and provide access to facilities, both within and 
outside of the strategic location. 

B.3.10.3 In addition, there are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location providing 
pedestrian links to Worcester and Kempsey, and a cycle path passing along the north east 
of the strategic location into the city.  The proposed development would be expected to 
include the provision of expanded accessible pedestrian and cycle routes, which could 
potentially help to encourage active travel. 

B.3.10.4 However, the closest railway station to this strategic location is Worcestershire Parkway 
Railway Station, located approximately 2.5km to the east.  Travelling to this station by foot 
would be likely to take over an hour, and by bicycle approximately 25 minutes.  As such, car 
travel may be the most realistic travel choice for much of the population. 

B.3.10.5 Despite the anticipated benefits outlined above relating to the bus services and pedestrian 
networks, the proposed development at this location would be likely to be largely reliant on 
personal car use for access to services and employment due to the limited access to rail 
services.  The likely reliance on personal car use would in turn be expected to further 
exacerbate congestion issues at the edge of Worcester.  Overall, a minor negative impact on 
transport and accessibility would be anticipated at this strategic location. 

B.3.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.3.11.1 The nearest primary schools include Kempsey Primary School, situated at its closest 
approximately 250m to the south west, and Norton-Juxta-Kempsey C of E First School, 
situated approximately 1.4km to the east.  A proportion of the strategic location in the south 
west would therefore be within a sustainable walking distance to Kempsey Primary School.  
The nearest secondary school is Blessed Edward Oldcorne Catholic College, located 
approximately 2.8km to the north of the strategic location. 

B.3.11.2 It is anticipated that the proposed development at this strategic location would include new 
primary and secondary schools to meet the needs of new residents.  These schools are 
anticipated to be located so that the majority of residents would be situated within a 
sustainable distance, or where this would not be possible, where good public transport links 
are in place.  Therefore, a major positive impact on access to education would be expected. 

B.3.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.3.12.1 The Brookend Business Park employment site is situated adjacent to the strategic location 
to the south west, Open Barn Business Centre is situated adjacent to the west and Broomhall 
Business Centre is situated adjacent to the north.  The entire strategic location is also situated 
within 5km of a range of identified key employment locations including Crucible Business 
Park, Woodbury Lane and many others within Worcester City.   

B.3.12.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to 
include approximately 20ha of employment land.  This would contribute towards meeting 
the identified employment needs in South Worcestershire. 
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B.3.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location.   
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B.4 Lower Broadheath 

 
Figure B.4.1:  Lower Broadheath Strategic Location  
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Lower Broadheath 

Approximate land uses:  
i. Total site area 242ha. 
ii. 500 dwellings (with potential capacity for 3,500 dwellings beyond 2041)  
iii. 14ha employment land.  
iv. Community infrastructure including retail, education and leisure. 
v. GI and amenity open space, structural landscaping, play space and sports pitches.  

B.4.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.4.1.1 The proposed development at this strategic location would result in a large urban extension 
to the west of Worcester City.  Although it is anticipated that there would be new or 
expanded bus routes to serve new residents in this area, it would be likely that many people 
would be reliant on personal car use for travel and as such result in an increase in carbon 
emissions.   

B.4.1.2 The potential development of approximately 500 dwellings, 14ha employment land and 
associated infrastructure at this strategic location would be expected to contribute a 
significant amount of carbon emissions.  The carbon emission estimates across South 
Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Malvern Hills having 
on average emissions of 6.4 tonnes per capita43.  Based on an average of 2.19 people per 
dwelling in Malvern Hills, the addition of 1,095 new residents as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location would be expected to result in an increase in carbon 
emissions of approximately 7,008 tonnes CO2, which represents an increase of 0.4% in 
comparison to 2017 estimates for South Worcestershire.   

B.4.1.3 Therefore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to result 
in a minor negative impact on climate change mitigation. 

  

 
43 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.4.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.4.2.1 The Laughern Brook passes through this strategic location, situated along the north east 
boundary adjacent to Henwick in the outskirts of Worcester City.  A small proportion of the 
strategic location adjacent to this watercourse is located within Flood Zone 2 and 3.  There 
are also areas within this strategic location identified as being at low, medium and high risk 
of surface water flooding, particularly along roads and field boundaries.  Development within 
the strategic location would be expected to be directed away from areas of identified flood 
risk. 

B.4.2.2 The proposed development at this location would be expected to incorporate appropriate 
use of SUDS44.  This would help to protect development from adverse impacts arising from 
surface water flood risk and could potentially be coordinated with GI development45.  The 
proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to include significant 
provision of GI, which would be expected to help deliver benefits to fluvial and pluvial flood 
risk through providing natural flood storage and reducing water runoff rates46. 

B.4.2.3 The proposed development at this strategic location could potentially increase flood risk to 
some extent compared to the natural landscape.  However, taking into account the 
anticipated sustainable approach to flood management within this strategic location, an 
overall negligible impact on climate change adaptation would be expected.  

B.4.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.4.3.1 The Lower Broadheath Strategic Location is situated approximately 5km west of ‘Lyppard 
Grange Ponds’ SAC.  The full implications of development proposed within the SWDPR on 
European sites will be considered in greater detail in the HRA. 

B.4.3.2 Furthermore, ‘Northwick Marsh’ SSSI is located approximately 500m to the north east of this 
strategic location, and the ‘River Teme’ SSSI is located approximately 1.6km to the south.  
The majority of the strategic location does not fall within IRZs that identify residential 
development as a potential threat to either of these SSSIs.  However, a small proportion in 
the south west of the strategic location is situated within an IRZ which states that “any 
residential development of 100 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” and 
any proposal including “pipelines, pylons and overhead cables … [and] … transport 
proposal[s] including road, rail and by water” should be consulted on with Natural England. 

B.4.3.3 The ‘Laugherne Brook’ LNR is located adjacent to this strategic location to the east, and a 
section of the ‘Laughern Brook’ LWS coincides with the strategic location towards the north.  
Additionally, this strategic location coincides with ‘Birchen Grove’ ancient woodland in the 

 
44 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
45 TCPA (2007) Sustainable water management: eco-towns water cycle worksheet. Available at: 
https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=50324dc5-f1da-48e4-aaa9-df98cf9db5bd [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
46 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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west, and ‘Oldbury Wood’ LWS and ancient woodland in the south west.  There are also 
several sections of deciduous woodland priority habitat and traditional orchard priority 
habitat within the strategic location.  LWS are fundamental to biodiversity conservation and 
form key nodes of the GI network47.  A number of pools associated with the Lower 
Broadheath ‘Jam Factory’ Fishery towards the south of the strategic location may also 
provide wildlife habitat.  

B.4.3.4 The proposed development at this strategic location would not be expected to result in the 
direct loss of designated biodiversity sites, and the proposed delivery of GI may provide 
opportunities to enhance habitats and retain connectivity48.  However, the development of 
500 dwellings and associated infrastructure on greenfield land, which is primarily agricultural 
in nature, with scattered hedgerow boundaries and trees offering important habitats for 
wildlife, could potentially increase development-related threats and pressures to local 
features of biodiversity value.  Overall, a minor negative impact on biodiversity would be 
expected. 

B.4.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.4.4.1 The Lower Broadheath Strategic Location falls wholly within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered 
Farmland’.  The LCA states that “modern development favouring groups or clusters of new 
houses would not be appropriate in this landscape”.  The potential development of 500 
dwellings and associated employment and social infrastructure at this location would 
therefore be expected to contradict the guidelines of the LCT and significantly alter the 
landscape character.  

B.4.4.2 The proposed development at this strategic location would be likely to alter the rural views 
currently experienced by residents in Lower Broadheath, Crown East and Dines Green in the 
north west of Worcester.  Furthermore, the proposed development would be likely to alter 
the countryside views experienced by users of the nearby PRoW network, as several PRoWs 
cross through the strategic location. 

B.4.4.3 Important aspects of landscape include flora, fauna, soils, land use, settlement, sight, smells 
and sound49.  The development at this strategic location could potentially result in the 
significant urbanisation of the countryside, altering many of these qualities, and result in the 
coalescence between the existing settlements of Lower Broadheath and Dines Green in the 
north west of Worcester City. 

B.4.4.4 Although the proposed development at this strategic location would include structural 
landscaping and GI, seeking to limit the impact of the development into the surrounding 

 
47 Worcestershire County Council (2018) Worcestershire Green Infrastructure Framework. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/20015/planning_policy_and_strategy/1002/planning_for_green_infrastructure/2 [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
48 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 
Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
49 Natural England (2014) An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/landscape-character-assessments-identify-and-describe-landscape-types [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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countryside landscape, it is considered likely that there would be a minor negative impact 
on the landscape overall.  

B.4.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.4.5.1 The east of the Lower Broadheath Strategic Location is situated adjacent to Worcester 
AQMA.  Furthermore, a small proportion of the strategic location to the north east is situated 
adjacent to the A443.  Development within 200m of this main road or the Worcester AQMA 
would be expected to have adverse implications for the respiratory health of site end users 
due to increased levels of air pollutants.  However, as only a small proportion of the strategic 
location is situated within 200m of the AQMA and road, there would be likely to be some 
scope to situate development away from areas of reduced air quality.   

B.4.5.2 The Laughern Brook passes through the northern edge of this strategic location.  
Development in close proximity to a watercourse could potentially have a minor negative 
impact on water quality due to increased runoff of pollutants during construction and 
occupation of development.  However, it is likely that there would be scope within the 
strategic location to ensure development is directed away from the Laughern Brook. 

B.4.5.3 The development of 500 dwellings at this strategic location would be expected to 
significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste generated from 
the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 109,693 tonnes 
between 2018 and 201950.  The average annual waste generated per person across England 
is 409.3kg51.  With the addition of 1,095 residents, this strategic location would be expected 
to increase waste generation by 44.8 tonnes, an increase of 0.04% in comparison to 
2018/2019 estimates.   

B.4.5.4 Overall, a minor negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.4.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.4.6.1 The Lower Broadheath Strategic Location comprises approximately 242ha of previously 
undeveloped land.  The majority of this land is classed as ALC Grade 3 land, with areas of 
Grade 2 land in the centre.  A small proportion to the north east is classed as ‘urban’.  ALC 
Grade 2 land, and potentially Grade 3 land, represent some of South Worcestershire’s BMV 
agricultural land.  A total of c.220ha of land at Lower Broadheath is therefore potentially 
BMV. 

 
50 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
10/01/21] 
51 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.4.6.2 In addition to potential agricultural value, the loss of soil has widespread implications across 
a number of topics.  Soil is known to filter air, store and cycle carbon, water and nutrients, 
decompose and cycle organic matter, support plant growth and reduce flood risk52.   

B.4.6.3 The Lower Broadheath strategic location coincides with a proportion of four MSAs.  
Approximately 7.7ha in the west coincides with MSA 1/6 and 5.7ha in the north eastern corner 
coincides with MSA 1/11.  The proposed development could potentially result in the 
sterilisation of the sand and gravel resource within these two MSAs. 

B.4.6.4 The large scale of development proposed on greenfield land would be expected to lead to a 
significant loss of soil resource and natural capital and could potentially compromise access 
to important mineral resources.  Therefore, a major negative impact would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.4.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.4.7.1 The South Worcestershire Councils consider that this strategic location has potential for the 
development of approximately 500 dwellings over the Plan period.  It would be expected 
that the proposed development at this strategic location would contribute an appropriate 
housing mix including affordable homes, in line with the identified local requirements.  
Therefore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to result 
in a major positive impact on housing provision across South Worcestershire and make a 
significant contribution towards meeting the identified housing needs. 

B.4.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.4.8.1 The nearest NHS hospital providing an A&E service is Worcestershire Royal Hospital, situated 
to the east of Worcester City.  At its closest, the Lower Broadheath Strategic Location is 
situated approximately 4.8km from this hospital.  The nearest GP surgery is St Johns House 
Surgery, situated approximately 900m to the south of the strategic location.  There are 
several other GP surgeries, situated approximately 1.5km to the east, in Worcester.  The 
nearest leisure centre is St Johns Sports Centre, situated approximately 1.8km to the south 
east.   

B.4.8.2 The proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to include the 
provision of new health facilities, in order to meet the needs of new residents.  The increased 
provision of bus services would be anticipated to improve access to new and existing health 
facilities, including the Worcestershire Royal Hospital. 

B.4.8.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location, providing footpath links 
into Worcester and the surrounding countryside.  It is anticipated that pavements and 
additional pedestrian and cycle routes would be provided as part of the new development, 
which would be expected to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical 
wellbeing, as well as facilitating sustainable access to local services and facilities.  

 
52 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
20/01/21] 
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Furthermore, there is one existing public greenspace within the strategic location, 
comprising a playing field adjacent to Martley Road Garage.   

B.4.8.4 The GI provision within the proposed development including amenity open space, play space 
and sports pitches would be expected to enhance the existing recreational resource within 
South Worcestershire.  Well planned GI would be expected to benefit the local community, 
through providing shared outdoor space and a safe and pleasant public realm53. 

B.4.8.5 Overall, taking into account the anticipated improvements to healthcare provision, access, 
and amenity greenspace, a major positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected 
at this strategic location. 

B.4.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.4.9.1 There are several heritage assets surrounding the Lower Broadheath Strategic Location.  The 
Grade II* Listed Building ‘Church of St Philip and St James’ is located approximately 250m 
north of the strategic location.  The Grade II Listed Building ‘Lower Temple Laugherne’ is 
located adjacent to the strategic location, to the south west.  There are also several other 
Grade II Listed Buildings located within 500m surrounding the strategic location, including 
‘Parkfield Nurseries’ to the north east, ‘Rose Cottage’ in Lower Broadheath to the west, 
‘Elgar’s Birthplace and adjoining coach house and stables’ in Upper Broadheath and ‘Church 
of St Thomas’ in Crown East to the south. 

B.4.9.2 The northern corner of the strategic location is adjacent to Hallow Conservation Area.  
Additionally, ‘Moated site at Earl's Court’ SM is located approximately 550m to the south.  
This SM is listed on Historic England’s Heritage at Risk register and is identified as being in 
“generally unsatisfactory” condition54. 

B.4.9.3 With considerate planning, it is likely that there would be sufficient scope within this strategic 
location to direct development away from areas that may affect the setting or significance 
of surrounding heritage assets.  Through measures such as designing development which 
relates to the geography and history of the surrounding settlements and lie of the land, as 
outlined in the Building in Context toolkit55, it is expected that adverse impacts on heritage 
could be minimised.  Overall, a negligible impact on cultural heritage would be expected. 

B.4.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.4.10.1 Due to its location adjacent to the western edge of Worcester City, this strategic location is 
accessible by a range of transport methods, including pedestrian links and bus services in 
the outskirts of Worcester, and the local highway network.   

B.4.10.2 The strategic location is situated adjacent to the A443 and close to the A44 to the south, 
which would be expected to provide site end users with good access into Worcester City.  

 
53 Town and Country Planning Association (2008) Towards sustainable communities: eco-towns community worksheet.  Available at: 
https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=546d7ba0-f638-4e3d-802c-ddc30f961955 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
54 Historic England (2017) Moated site and Earl’s Court, Rushwick – Malvern Hills. Available at: https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/heritage-
at-risk/search-register/list-entry/43173 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
55 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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However, the proposed development could potentially exacerbate existing issues with 
congestion on the surrounding road network around Worcester56. 

B.4.10.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location providing pedestrian 
links to Worcester and the surrounding countryside.  It would be expected that the proposed 
development would include the provision of expanded bus, pedestrian and cycle routes as 
part of the new development.  This would be expected to encourage active travel and more 
sustainable transport methods. 

B.4.10.4 The closest railway station to this strategic location is Worcester Foregate Street Railway 
Station, located at its closest, approximately 2km to the south east.  Travelling to this station 
by foot would be likely to take approximately one hour.  Travelling via bicycle would take 
approximately 20 minutes.  Increased bus services could potentially help to improve access 
to this station.  However, development at this location may exacerbate local traffic 
congestion issues, in particular across the Worcester Bridge into the city.  

B.4.10.5 Despite the likely benefits outlined above to the bus services and pedestrian networks, the 
development at this location would be likely to be largely reliant on personal car use for 
access to services and employment.  Overall, a minor negative impact on transport and 
accessibility would be anticipated at this strategic location. 

B.4.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.4.11.1 The nearest primary schools to the Lower Broadheath Strategic Location include Broadheath 
C of E Primary School situated approximately 1.2km to the north west, Hallow C of E Primary 
School approximately 1km to the north, Oldbury Park Primary School approximately 800m 
to the south east, and Dines Green Community Academy approximately 830m to the south.  
The nearest secondary school is Christopher Whitehead Language College, situated 
approximately 1.8km to the south east of the strategic location. 

B.4.11.2 It is anticipated that the proposed development at this strategic location would include new 
schools, in line with the identified needs.  Although the exact layout of the strategic location 
is uncertain at present, it has been assumed that schools would be located so that the 
majority of residents would be situated within a sustainable distance, or where this would 
not be possible, where good public transport links are in place.  Therefore, overall a major 
positive impact on access to education would be expected. 

B.4.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.4.12.1 The employment site at Martley Road is located in the centre of the Lower Broadheath 
Strategic Location.  The entire strategic location is also situated within 5km of a range of 
identified key employment locations within Worcester City.   

 
56 Jacobs (2019) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review – Worcester SWDPR Modelling Report – Draft. Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Transport-Modelling-
Report_SWDPR_Worcester_v2.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvi
dence%20Base%2FTransport%20Modelling&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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B.4.12.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to 
include approximately 14ha of employment land.  This would contribute significantly towards 
the identified employment needs in South Worcestershire. 

B.4.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location.  
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B.5 Mitton 

 
Figure B.5.1:  Mitton Strategic Location  



SA of the SWDPR: Strategic Location Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_B_Strategic_Locations_13_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils B38 

Mitton 

Approximate land uses: 
i. Total site area 74ha. 
ii. 1,000 dwellings (500 of which is to meet Tewkesbury Borough’s need under the Duty to 

Cooperate). 
iii. Primary school. 
iv. 40% Green Infrastructure including equipped play areas and allotments. 
v. Maintain an open/green buffer between the extension and Bredon’s Hardwick. 

B.5.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.5.1.1 The majority of the Mitton Strategic Location is situated within a sustainable distance to 
Ashchurch for Tewkesbury Railway Station.  This could potentially help to reduce new 
residents’ reliance on personal car use through encouraging the use of public transport to 
access facilities and employment opportunities, as well as facilitating travel across the 
country.  However, the development of 1,000 dwellings would be expected to result in an 
increase in traffic in the local area and associated GHG emissions, to some extent.  

B.5.1.2 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Wychavon having on average emissions of 8.1 tonnes per 
capita57.  Based on an average of 2.23 people per dwelling in Wychavon, the addition of 
2,230 new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would 
be expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 18,063 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 0.96% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.   

B.5.1.3 Overall, a minor negative impact on climate change mitigation would be expected as a result 
of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.5.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.5.2.1 The strategic location at Mitton is situated adjacent to the Carrant Brook, and as such 
coincides with sections of the floodplain for this watercourse.  The south eastern edge of the 

 
57 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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strategic location coincides with Flood Zone 2 and 3, including a large proportion to the 
south.  In addition, areas of low and medium surface water flood risk follow the south western 
edge of the strategic location, and a significant area at high risk of surface water flooding is 
situated to the south of the strategic location. 

B.5.2.2 Through the incorporation of appropriate SUDS58 and well-designed GI, it is expected that 
the proposed development at this location could be protected from adverse impacts arising 
from surface water flood risk.  It is anticipated that the site contains sufficient area to ensure 
that no development would be situated within Flood Zone 2 and 3.  The proposed 
development at this strategic location includes 40% GI.  With careful planning, GI would also 
be expected to help deliver benefits to fluvial and pluvial flood risk through providing natural 
flood storage and drainage and reducing water runoff rates59. 

B.5.2.3 Overall, a negligible impact on climate change adaptation would be expected, taking into 
consideration the adverse impacts arising as a result of the large scale of development 
proposed, and the benefits arising through GI and masterplanning. 

B.5.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.5.3.1 The Mitton Strategic Location is situated approximately 5km south west of ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC.  
This designated site is also a SSSI and NNR.  The proposed development of 1,000 dwellings 
could potentially result in an increase in development-related threats and pressures at this 
European site, including increased recreational disturbance.  Furthermore, the proximity of 
the strategic location to the Carrant Brook, a tributary of the Avon and subsequently the 
Severn, could potentially increase the risk of water pollution issues and loss of functionally 
linked habitat supporting the ‘Severn Estuary’ SAC, SPA and Ramsar site60.  The full 
implications of development proposed within the SWDPR on European sites will be 
considered in greater detail in the HRA. 

B.5.3.2 Nearby biodiversity assets include ‘Severn Ham, Tewkesbury’ SSSI, located approximately 
1.5km to the south west, and ‘Upham Meadow and Summer Leasow’ SSSI, located 
approximately 1.7km to the north.  The south west of the strategic location coincides with an 
IRZ which states that “any residential development of 100 or more houses outside existing 
settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on with Natural England.  A small section in 
the north west is situated within an IRZ which states that “any residential developments 
outside of existing settlements/urban areas with a total net gain in residential units” should 
be consulted on. 

 
58 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
59 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
60 Natural England (2015) Site Improvement Plan: Severn Estuary Mor Hafren. Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/file/4856107648417792 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.5.3.3 The ‘Carrant Brook’ LWS follows the south eastern edge of the strategic location, and 
‘Bredon’s Hardwick Gravel Pit’ LWS is located approximately 200m to the north west.  ‘River 
Avon’ LWS is located approximately 800m to the north west. 

B.5.3.4 The development at the strategic location is expected to include the provision of 40% GI, 
and not result in any direct loss of biodiversity sites.  Opportunities should be sought for 
increasing biodiversity value61.  Despite this, it is anticipated that the proposed development 
of 1,000 dwellings on previously undeveloped land would still result in an adverse impact on 
biodiversity, to some extent.  This includes the network of field boundaries and hedgerows 
on site, as well as the grassland landscape following the Carrant Brook.  A minor negative 
impact would be expected. 

B.5.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.5.4.1 The Mitton Strategic Location is situated approximately 3km south west of the Cotswolds 
AONB.  As the strategic location is separated from the AONB by the M5 and existing built 
form including a large industrial area at Ashchurch, it is considered unlikely that the proposed 
development would significantly impact the setting or natural qualities of the AONB. 

B.5.4.2 The majority of the strategic location is situated within the ‘Principal Village Farmlands’ LCT, 
and a small proportion to the south is situated within ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT.  Key 
characteristics of ‘Principal Village Farmlands’ include the “open, rolling landscapes 
characterised by a nucleated pattern of expanded rural villages, surrounded by large arable 
fields”.  The LCA indicates that in this landscape it is important to retain separation between 
settlements and conserve and enhance the hedgerow and tree lines.  Some key 
characteristics of the ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT include “flat, generally well-defined alluvial 
floodplain, … secluded pastoral landscapes, characterised by meandering, tree-lined rivers”.  
In this landscape, it is recommended that areas of pasture should be conserved, and 
opportunities sought to restore wetland habitats which are important for wildlife. 

B.5.4.3 The provision of 40% GI and maintaining a green buffer between the strategic location and 
the nearby settlement of Bredon’s Hardwick could potentially help to limit adverse impacts 
on the landscape, and particularly the identified characteristics of ‘Principal Village 
Farmlands’ LCT.  However, the development of 1,000 dwellings would still be expected to 
result in adverse impacts on the landscape to some extent, in particular through increasing 
built form in close proximity to a watercourse and associated meadow landscape.  Overall, a 
minor negative impact would be expected. 

B.5.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.5.5.1 A small proportion to the north east of the Mitton Strategic Location is situated within 200m 
of the M5.  Development within 200m of a major road would be expected to have adverse 
implications for respiratory health of residents due to increased levels of air pollutants; 
however, it is considered likely that due to the size of the proposed development, there 

 
61 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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would be scope to situate residential dwellings away from the motorway to avoid adverse 
impacts on health. 

B.5.5.2 The Carrant Brook flows along the south eastern edge of the strategic location.  Development 
in close proximity to the watercourse could potentially increase water pollution due to runoff.  
Adverse impacts on the quality of the watercourse could arise during construction and 
occupation of the proposed development.  However, it is considered that these adverse 
impacts could be minimised by directing development away from the river. 

B.5.5.3 The development of 1,000 dwellings at this strategic location would be expected to 
significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste generated from 
the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 109,693 tonnes 
between 2018 and 201962.  The average annual waste generated per person across England 
is 409.3kg63.  With the addition of 2,230 residents, this strategic location would be expected 
to increase waste generation by approximately 912.739 tonnes, an increase of 0.8% in 
comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.   

B.5.5.4 Overall, a minor negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.5.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.5.6.1 The whole strategic location comprises previously undeveloped land, with approximately 
74ha of pasture and fields separated by hedgerow boundaries and some scattered trees.  
The majority of the land is classed as ALC Grades 2 and 3, with a small proportion to the 
south west classed as ‘urban’.  Development situated on ALC Grade 2 land, and potentially 
Grade 3 land, would result in the loss of some of South Worcestershire’s BMV agricultural 
land. 

B.5.6.2 Furthermore, soil performs vital ecosystem services64, and GI assets such as hedgerows 
within this strategic location form important wildlife habitats and corridors across the open 
landscape.   

B.5.6.3 Approximately 9.7ha in the west of the strategic location coincides with MSA 18/8.  The 
proposed development could potentially result in the sterilisation of the sand and gravel 
resource within this MSA. 

B.5.6.4 Due to the large scale of the strategic location, and consequent loss of ecologically and 
agriculturally important soil resource and natural capital, as well as the potential loss of 

 
62 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
10/01/21] 
63 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
64 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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mineral resources, a major negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location. 

B.5.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.5.7.1 The Mitton Strategic Location is considered to have capacity for the development of 1,000 
dwellings, which would result in a significant contribution towards meeting the identified 
housing needs in South Worcestershire within the Plan period.  It is assumed that the housing 
mix and tenure would be in line with the locally identified needs.  Therefore, a major positive 
impact on housing provision would be expected as a result of this development. 

B.5.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.5.8.1 The closest NHS hospitals with an A&E service to Mitton are Cheltenham General Hospital, 
situated over 13km to the south, and Worcestershire Royal Hospital, situated over 20km to 
the north.  The closest GP surgery is Church Street Medical Practice, situated over 1.3km to 
the south west, in Tewkesbury.  The closest leisure centre is Tewkesbury Leisure Centre, 
located over 2.3km to the south west. 

B.5.8.2 It is assumed that the proposed development at this strategic location would ensure that the 
needs of new residents are met through the provision of new health facilities, such as a GP 
surgery, and increased provision of public transport such as bus services to improve access 
to new and existing health facilities, including NHS hospitals. 

B.5.8.3 There are several PRoWs situated to the north and the south of the strategic location, 
including those to Tewkesbury and the existing settlement of Mitton.  However, the adjacent 
M5 motorway means that accessing the countryside to the east would be limited to the few 
road bridges, the closest being Hardwick Bank Road.  It is anticipated that pavements and 
additional pedestrian and cycle routes would be provided as part of the new development, 
which would be expected to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical 
wellbeing, as well as facilitating safe and sustainable access to local services and facilities. 

B.5.8.4 The nearest existing public greenspaces include a public park and playing field, located 
approximately 300m to the south west of the strategic location.  The proposed development 
at the strategic location also includes amenity GI such as equipped play space and 
allotments.  This would be expected to enhance the access of new residents to outdoor space 
for recreation and encourage residents to live active and healthy lifestyles65. 

B.5.8.5 Although Mitton is situated over 13km from the nearest hospital, it is considered that 
following the provision of new health care facilities and improved accessibility, overall a 
minor positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected at this strategic location. 

  

 
65 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.5.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.5.9.1 Although there are no identified heritage assets within the Mitton Strategic Location, there 
are several Grade II Listed Buildings in the surrounding area.  This includes ‘Mitton Lodge’, 
situated in the open countryside approximately 70m from the edge of the strategic location, 
and ‘Mitton Farmhouse’ situated approximately 90m from the strategic location.  
Furthermore, the Grade II Listed ‘Barn, forming east side of 3 sided yard circa 100m north 
east of Cowfield Farm’ and ‘Pigsty, 10m east of Cowfield Farm’ are located approximately 
160m to the east, ‘Northway Mill’ and ‘Mill House at Northway Mill’ are located approximately 
230m to the north east, and three Listed Buildings are located approximately 500m to the 
north in Bredon’s Hardwick. 

B.5.9.2 It is anticipated that there would be sufficient scope within this strategic location to minimise 
impacts on the nearby Listed Buildings, in particular ‘Mitton Lodge’, through sensitive design 
and layout.  For example, following the eight Building in Context principles66 would help to 
enhance development proposals to better reflect the historic surroundings and local context.  
This includes avoiding degradation of important views, and ensuring development is 
appropriate for its context.  If measures such as these are put in place, it would be expected 
that the proposed development at this strategic location would have a negligible impact on 
cultural heritage. 

B.5.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.5.10.1 This strategic location is situated adjacent to the B4080 to the west, and Hardwick Bank 
Road to the north.  The M5 passes the north eastern corner of the strategic location, with the 
nearest access point being Junction 9 via Tewkesbury.  The proposed development at this 
strategic location would be likely to increase congestion on the surrounding minor road 
network, due to increased traffic arising from the new development. 

B.5.10.2 Existing public transport provision in the surrounding area includes several bus stops in 
Mitton and Tewkesbury.  It is anticipated that the proposed development would include the 
expansion of existing bus routes with a number of new bus stops to accommodate new 
residents and provide access to facilities, both within and outside of the strategic location. 

B.5.10.3 In addition, there are several nearby PRoWs providing pedestrian links to Tewkesbury.  It is 
expected that the proposed development would include the provision of safe and accessible 
pedestrian and cycle routes, which could potentially help to encourage active travel. 

B.5.10.4 Ashchurch for Tewkesbury Railway Station is located approximately 2km to the south east.  
Based on the current road network, travelling to this station by foot would take 
approximately 50 minutes and by bicycle approximately 15 minutes.  If safe cycling and 
pedestrian routes, and increased bus services are provided, it would be expected that the 
strategic location would provide sustainable transport options and encourage the use of rail 
over personal cars.  Therefore, a minor positive impact on transport and accessibility would 
be expected. 

 
66 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.5.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.5.11.1 The nearest primary schools to this strategic location include Northway Infant School and 
Carrant Brook Junior School in Northway, situated over 800m to the east.  A proportion of 
the strategic location to the south is situated within 800m of Mitton Manor Primary School.  
The majority of the strategic location is situated within 1.5km of Tewkesbury School. 

B.5.11.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location includes a new primary 
school.  It is anticipated that improved connections to the public transport network would 
also increase the accessibility to schools particularly in the northern area of the strategic 
location where pedestrian access to secondary schools would be more limited. 

B.5.11.3 Therefore, a major positive impact on access to education would be expected as a result of 
the proposed development at this location. 

B.5.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.5.12.1 The Mitton Strategic Location is situated in close proximity to a large industrial area to the 
north of Tewkesbury, including Ashchurch Business Centre.  The strategic location is also 
within 5km of Tewkesbury town centre, where there is likely to be a range of employment 
opportunities. 

B.5.12.2 The nearby Ashchurch for Tewkesbury Railway Station would also provide public transport 
links into nearby towns and cities such as Worcester and Cheltenham, providing more 
sustainable access to employment opportunities than personal car use for new residents.  
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B.6 Rushwick 

 
Figure B.6.1:  Rushwick Strategic Location  
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Rushwick 

Approximate land uses:  
i. Total site area 168ha. 
ii. 1,000 dwellings.  
iii. 10ha employment land.  
iv. New primary school (1 form entry plus existing 2 form entry).  
v. New railway station and up to 550 car parking spaces (with bicycle storage).  
vi. Local Centre to include retail and community uses.  
vii. Traveller or Travelling Showpeople site (approximately 10 pitches/plots) 
viii. 40% Green Infrastructure.  

B.6.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.6.1.1 The Rushwick Strategic Location proposal includes the development of a new railway station 
on the existing railway line which passes through Rushwick.  This new station would be 
expected to encourage new residents to use public transport to access facilities and 
employment opportunities in the city centre, as well as facilitate travel across the country.  
This would be likely to help to reduce the reliance on personal car use for commuting; 
however, the potential development of 1,000 dwellings, 10ha of employment land and 
associated infrastructure would nevertheless be expected to result in an increase in carbon 
and GHG emissions, to some extent.  

B.6.1.2 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Malvern Hills having on average emissions of 6.4 tonnes per 
capita67.  Based on an average of 2.19 people per dwelling in Malvern Hills, the addition of 
2,190 new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would 
be expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 14,016 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 0.75% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.   

B.6.1.3 Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected in terms of climate change mitigation 
as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

 
67 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.6.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.6.2.1 A small proportion in the south of this strategic location is situated within Flood Zone 2, and 
the southern boundary of the strategic location is adjacent to Flood Zone 3, associated with 
the nearby River Teme.  There are also small areas identified as being at low, medium and 
high surface water flood risk throughout. 

B.6.2.2 The proposed development at this strategic location would include 40% GI.  GI integrated 
into the proposed development should be varied, widely distributed, strategically planned 
and create an interconnected network68.  Increased GI provision at this location would be 
expected to help provide natural flood storage, through delaying the downstream passage 
of flood water, reducing water runoff rates and intercepting rainfall69.  As such, reduce the 
risk of both fluvial and pluvial flooding.  

B.6.2.3 Due to the size of the strategic location, there is scope to ensure that the proposed 
development would be located away from the small areas of identified flood risk.  It is likely 
that at this location, the integration of SUDS, in line with NPPF requirements70, and 
incorporation of well-designed GI within the proposed development would be appropriate 
to manage the surface water flooding.  Therefore, overall a minor positive impact on climate 
change adaptation would be expected assuming these measures are put in place.  

B.6.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.6.3.1 The Rushwick Strategic Location is situated approximately 5.6km west of ‘Lyppard Grange 
Ponds’ SAC.  The full implications of development proposed within the SWDPR on European 
sites will be considered in greater detail in the HRA. 

B.6.3.2 At its closest, the strategic location is approximately 50m from ‘River Teme’ SSSI.  The south 
of the strategic location coincides with an IRZ which specifies that “any residential 
development of 10 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” although the 
majority of the strategic location coincides with IRZs indicating that “50 or more houses” 
should be consulted on with Natural England.  Therefore, the proposed development at this 
strategic location could potentially have an adverse impact on the features for which this 
SSSI has been designated. 

B.6.3.3 A section of the ‘Laugherne Brook’ LNR is situated approximately 200m to the south east of 
this strategic location.  ‘Grove Covert’ ancient woodland is located approximately 500m to 
the north west.  ‘Aymstrey Woodland & Pool’ LWS is situated within the strategic location to 
the north, and there are several sections of deciduous woodland and traditional orchard 
priority habitats located throughout the strategic location.  LWS and priority habitats are 

 
68 Town and Country Planning Association (2008) The essential role of green infrastructure: eco-towns green infrastructure worksheet.  
Available at: https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=dd06b21d-6d41-4c4e-bec5-4f29a192f0c6 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
69 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
70 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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fundamental to biodiversity conservation and form key nodes of the GI network71.  These 
sites could form the basis of a site wide biodiversity net gain strategy72. 

B.6.3.4 It is anticipated that there would be no direct loss of the identified biodiversity assets within 
the strategic location.  However, the development of greenfield land would be likely to result 
in a loss of biodiversity features and GI connectivity, to some extent.  This includes assets on 
site such as patches of woodland, hedgerow and grassland.  It is considered likely that the 
proposed development has the potential to result in a minor negative impact on biodiversity 
overall.  

B.6.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.6.4.1 The Rushwick Strategic Location is situated wholly within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered 
Farmlands’.  A key characteristic of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LCT is the “notable 
pattern of hedgerow trees, predominantly oak and hedgerow boundaries to fields”.  The LCA 
also states that “modern development favouring groups or clusters of new houses would not 
be appropriate in this landscape”.  The landscape at this strategic location comprises the 
existing settlements of Rushwick and Upper Wick, surrounded by open agricultural fields 
with hedgerow boundaries and clusters of trees.  The development of a new settlement 
would be expected to alter the character of this area and contradict the guidelines for this 
LCT.  

B.6.4.2 Furthermore, it is considered likely that the development would significantly alter the rural 
views currently experienced by residents in the villages of Rushwick and Upper Wick.  A 
number of PRoWs coincide with this strategic location.  The proposed development would 
also be likely to alter the views experienced by users of the PRoW network. 

B.6.4.3 The proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to result in 
urbanisation of the countryside and could potentially lead to the coalescence between the 
existing settlements of Rushwick, Upper Wick, Lower Wick and Dines Green in the south 
west of Worcester. 

B.6.4.4 It is anticipated that the provision of 40% GI at Rushwick and appropriate masterplanning 
that carefully considers the surrounding landscape would present opportunities to limit the 
visual impact of development through design.  However, due to the large scale of 
development proposed, it is considered likely that there would be an overall minor negative 
impact on the landscape. 

B.6.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.6.5.1 The north east of the Rushwick Strategic Location is situated adjacent to Worcester AQMA, 
with a small proportion at Bransford Road coinciding with this AQMA.  Furthermore, the 

 
71 Worcestershire County Council (2018) Worcestershire Green Infrastructure Framework. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/20015/planning_policy_and_strategy/1002/planning_for_green_infrastructure/2 [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
72 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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north eastern boundary of the strategic location is situated adjacent to the A4440, and the 
north western boundary is adjacent to the A4103.  Development within 200m of these main 
roads or AQMA would be expected to have adverse implications for the respiratory health 
of residents due to increased levels of air pollutants.  The railway line linking Malvern to 
Worcester runs through the centre of this strategic location.  Development situated within 
close proximity to this railway line could potentially expose residents to higher levels of noise 
pollution and vibrations associated with rail transport.   

B.6.5.2 However, it is considered likely that due to the size of the strategic location, there would be 
some scope to situate dwellings away from areas of reduced air quality and noise pollution.  
GI and strategic planting could play a role in minimising exposure to road and rail 
disturbance, such as tree and shrub buffers to abate noise pollution73. 

B.6.5.3 Nearby watercourses include the River Teme to the south of the strategic location, and the 
Laughern Brook to the east.  Development within close proximity to a watercourse could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on water quality due to a potential increase in 
runoff of pollutants during construction and occupation.  However, through ensuring that 
development is directed away from the watercourses, it is considered likely that adverse 
impacts on water quality could be minimised at this strategic location. 

B.6.5.4 The development of 1,000 dwellings at this strategic location would be expected to 
significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste generated from 
the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 109,693 tonnes 
between 2018 and 201974.  The average annual waste generated per person across England 
is 409.3kg75.  With the addition of 2,190 residents, this strategic location would be expected 
to increase waste generation by approximately 896.4 tonnes, an increase of 0.82% in 
comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.   

B.6.5.5 Overall, a minor negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location.  

B.6.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.6.6.1 The majority of the Rushwick Strategic Location comprises previously undeveloped land.  
Approximately half of this land, situated to the north, is classed as ALC Grade 3 land, and 
half to the south is classed as ALC Grade 2.  ALC Grade 2 land, and potentially Grade 3 land, 
represent some of South Worcestershire’s BMV agricultural land.  Therefore, development at 
this location would be likely to result in the loss of agriculturally valuable soil. 

 
73 Forest Research (2020) Noise abatement. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/tools-and-resources/urban-regeneration-and-
greenspace-partnership/greenspace-in-practice/benefits-of-greenspace/noise-abatement/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
74 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
75 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.6.6.2 Furthermore, loss of soil as a result of development would also affect its ability to perform 
ecosystem services such as nutrient cycling, filtration of air and water and storage of 
carbon76. 

B.6.6.3 Approximately 13.5ha of the Rushwick strategic location in the south west coincides with 
MSA 21/2 and approximately 29.4ha in the south east coincides with MSA 21/1.  The proposed 
development could potentially result in the sterilisation of the sand and gravel resource 
within these two MSAs. 

B.6.6.4 This strategic location comprises 168ha of primarily greenfield land.  Due to the large scale 
of development proposed and the consequent likely depletion of soil resources which 
provide essential ecosystem services, and the potential for sterilisation of important mineral 
resources, a major negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location. 

B.6.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.6.7.1 The Rushwick Strategic Location is considered to have capacity for the development of 1,000 
dwellings, and as such, would result in a significant contribution towards meeting the 
identified housing needs in South Worcestershire.  It is assumed that the housing mix and 
tenure would be in line with the identified need.  Additionally, the provision of ten Travellers 
or Travelling Showpeople pitches/plots would make a positive contribution towards meeting 
these accommodation needs in the Plan area.  Therefore, a major positive impact on housing 
provision would be expected as a result of this development. 

B.6.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.6.8.1 The nearest NHS hospital providing an A&E service is Worcestershire Royal Hospital, situated 
approximately 5.5km from the strategic location, in the west of Worcester City.  The nearest 
GP surgery is St Johns House Surgery, situated approximately 500m from the northern edge 
of the strategic location.  The nearest leisure centre is St Johns Sports Centre, situated 
approximately 1.6km to the north east.   

B.6.8.2 The proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to include the 
increased provision of bus services.  This would be anticipated to improve access to new and 
existing health facilities, including the Worcestershire Royal Hospital and nearby GP 
surgeries. 

B.6.8.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location, providing footpath links 
into Worcester and the surrounding countryside.  There is also a cycle path adjacent to the 
strategic location, along the A4440.  It is anticipated that pavements and additional 
pedestrian and cycle routes would be provided as part of the new development, which would 
be expected to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical wellbeing, as 
well as facilitating sustainable access to local services and facilities. 

 
76 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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B.6.8.4 There are three public greenspaces within the strategic location, including Rushwick Village 
Green and playing fields.  The requirement for 40% GI within the proposed development 
would be expected to include provision of additional amenity greenspace.  Access to a 
variety of outdoor green spaces would provide numerous health benefits including through 
encouraging physical activity, improving mental wellbeing and community cohesion77. 

B.6.8.5 Taking into consideration the provision of public greenspace, and improvements to 
pedestrian and public transportation to reach health facilities, overall a major positive impact 
on health and wellbeing would be expected at this strategic location. 

B.6.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.6.9.1 There are several heritage assets located within and surrounding the Rushwick Strategic 
Location.  The Grade I Listed Building ‘Powick Old Bridge’ and the Grade II* Listed Building 
‘Powick Mills’ are situated approximately 600m to the south east of the strategic location, 
within the ‘Riverside’ Conservation Area.  The strategic location also coincides with eight 
Grade II Listed Buildings, including ‘The Willow House’ in Rushwick, and seven Listed 
Buildings in Upper Wick: ‘The Cottage’, ‘Manor House’, ‘Upper Wick Farmhouse’, ‘Wick 
Episcopi’, ‘Stanfield House’, ‘Upper Wick Cottage and ‘New Cottage Old Cottage’. 

B.6.9.2 The ‘Moated site at Earl's Court’ SM is situated approximately 450m to the north east.  This 
SM is listed on Historic England’s Heritage at Risk register and is identified as being in 
“generally unsatisfactory” condition78.  The strategic location is also situated in close 
proximity to several archaeological sensitive areas in the outskirts of Worcester City.  

B.6.9.3 Applying the principles of Building in Context79 could potentially help to ensure development 
proposals reflect the historic surroundings and local context.  Development should respect 
the scale of neighbouring buildings and settlements and retain important views and 
characteristics.  Despite these measures, expanding the settlement in this location could 
potentially alter the character and degrade the identity and sense of place within Rushwick 
and Upper Wick.  The proposed development at this strategic location would be expected 
to alter the rural setting of several heritage assets, and overall result in a minor negative 
impact on the local historic environment.  

B.6.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.6.10.1 The existing settlement of Rushwick is accessible to a range of transport methods, including 
pedestrian links and bus stops including at Grange Lane, Claphill Lane, Christine Avenue.  The 
strategic location is located adjacent to the A4103 and A4440, which would be expected to 
provide site end users with good access into Worcester City and the surrounding highway 
network. 

 
77 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
78 Historic England (2017) Moated site and Earl’s Court, Rushwick – Malvern Hills. Available at: https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/heritage-
at-risk/search-register/list-entry/43173 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
79 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.6.10.2 The proposed development at this location would be likely to place increased pressure on 
these surrounding roads and may contribute towards junction capacity issues80. 

B.6.10.3 There are several PRoWs passing through the strategic location, providing pedestrian links 
to Worcester and the surrounding countryside.  It would be expected that the proposed 
development would include the provision of expanded bus, pedestrian and cycle routes as 
part of the new development.  This would be expected to encourage active travel and more 
sustainable transport methods. 

B.6.10.4 The strategic location is situated approximately 2.7km south west of Worcester Foregate 
Street Station.  However, there is a railway line passing through the centre of Rushwick 
providing potential for the creation of a new station.  The development of a new station at 
Rushwick would be expected to provide a more sustainable travel options compared to 
personal car use.  The proximity of the station to the proposed new residential development 
would be likely to encourage residents to travel via public transport. 

B.6.10.5 Overall, following the development of a new railway station at Rushwick, a major positive 
impact on transport and accessibility would be expected at this strategic location.  Without 
this railway station, it would be likely that personal car use would remain the most convenient 
form of transport for new residents and result in increased emissions and congestion in the 
local area. 

B.6.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.6.11.1 Rushwick C of E Primary School is situated in the north west of the Rushwick Strategic 
Location.  The majority of the strategic location lies within a sustainable distance to this 
primary school.  Furthermore, the proposed development at the strategic location includes 
a new primary school which, in addition to the existing primary school in Rushwick, would 
be expected to ensure that all residents have good access to primary education.   

B.6.11.2 The nearest secondary school is Christopher Whitehead Language College in Worcester, 
situated at its closest, approximately 1.5km to the east of the strategic location.  New 
residents would be located outside of the identified sustainable distance to a secondary 
school, although, improved public transport may help to provide access to schools within 
Worcester.  Overall a minor positive impact on access to education would be expected.  

B.6.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.6.12.1 There are several employment locations situated less than 1km east of the Rushwick Strategic 
Location in Worcester City, including Bransford Trading Estate, Everoak Industrial Estate 
Bromyard Road, Malvern Gate and Weir Land Industrial Estate. 

 
80 Jacobs (2019) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review – Worcester SWDPR Modelling Report – Draft. Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Transport-Modelling-
Report_SWDPR_Worcester_v2.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvi
dence%20Base%2FTransport%20Modelling&container=fileman-files  [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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B.6.12.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to 
include approximately 10ha of employment land.  This would contribute towards the 
identified employment needs in South Worcestershire. 

B.6.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location.  



SA of the SWDPR: Strategic Location Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_B_Strategic_Locations_13_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils B54 

B.7 Strensham 

 
Figure B.7.1:  Strensham Strategic Location  
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Strensham 

Approximate land uses: 
i. Total site area 189.4ha. 
ii. 2,500 dwellings. 
iii. Commercial/ industrial employment including technology/science park (approx. 15ha). 
iv. 40% Green Infrastructure (approx. 75ha). 
v. Education and leisure facilities. 

B.7.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.7.1.1 The site submission for the strategic location at Strensham states that “access to the site for 
non-motorway traffic is via the existing Church Road, which will be appropriately widened, 
offering connection to the full highway network, including the A38 and A4104”.  Therefore, 
this could potentially provide site end users with good access to the strategic highways 
network.  However, the strategic location would be expected to have somewhat limited 
access to sustainable modes of transport, with the nearest railway station, Ashchurch for 
Tewkesbury Station, located over 6km to the south.  Despite the likely provision of increased 
public transport such as buses, the development of approximately 2,500 dwellings and 
commercial/industrial development would be likely to significantly increase carbon 
emissions, in part due to the increased number of people largely reliant on personal car use 
for travel. 

B.7.1.2 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Wychavon having on average emissions of 8.1 tonnes per 
capita81.  Based on an average of 2.23 people per dwelling in Wychavon, the addition of 5,575 
new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would be 
expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 45,157.5 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 2.41% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.   

B.7.1.3 Overall, a major negative impact on climate change mitigation would be expected as a result 
of the large scale of potential development at this strategic location. 

 
81 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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B.7.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.7.2.1 The Strensham Strategic Location is located adjacent to the River Avon, with a proportion 
of the south east of the site located within Flood Zones 2 and 3.  A small proportion of the 
strategic location coincides with areas at low, medium and high risk of surface water flooding 
across the strategic location, primarily associated with the watercourse as well as along 
roads and field boundaries.  The large quantity of development proposed could potentially 
compromise the water storage capacity of the flood plain.  However, it is anticipated that 
due to the size of this strategic location, there would be some scope to ensure that 
development is directed away from these areas of flood risk.   

B.7.2.2 The loss of greenfield land as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location 
could potentially increase flood risk to some extent compared to the natural landscape.  In 
line with the NPPF, it is anticipated that SUDS would be incorporated into developments in 
order to help manage surface water flood risk82.  Furthermore, it is anticipated that 40% of 
the location would be provided for enhanced GI and landscaping alongside the development, 
which would be expected to provide opportunities to design a coordinated GI network.  
Enhanced GI would be likely to help prevent both fluvial and pluvial flooding through 
increasing the natural water storage capacity of the environment and reducing runoff rates83. 

B.7.2.3 The large scale of development proposed at this location, coupled with the likely flood risk 
management and enhancements to GI on site would result in both positive and negative 
impacts with regard to flooding.  Overall, it is considered that there would be a negligible 
impact on climate change adaptation at Strensham. 

B.7.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.7.3.1 The European designated site ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC is located approximately 1.3km east of the 
strategic location, and ‘Dixton Wood’ SAC is located approximately 8.7km to the south east.  
The full implications of development proposed within the SWDPR on European sites will be 
considered in greater detail in the HRA. 

B.7.3.2 The SSSI ‘Upham Meadow and Summer Leasow’ is located adjacent to the strategic location, 
to the south, and ‘Rectory Farm Meadows’ SSSI is located approximately 50m to the south 
east.  Other nearby SSSIs include ‘Eckington Railway Cutting’, approximately 1.4km to the 
north east, and ‘Bredon Hill’, approximately 1.3km to the east.   

B.7.3.3 A small proportion in the south of the strategic location is located within an IRZ which states 
that “all planning applications (except householder) outside or extending outside existing 
settlements/urban areas affecting greenspace, farmland, semi natural habitats or landscape 
features such as trees, hedges, streams, rural buildings/structures” should be consulted on 
with Natural England.  The majority of the strategic location is located within IRZs which 

 
82 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
83 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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state that “any residential development of 50 or more houses outside existing 
settlements/urban areas” or “any residential development of 100 or more houses outside 
existing settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on. 

B.7.3.4 ‘Bredon Hill’ NNR and ‘Bredon Hill, Woollas Hall’ LGS are located approximately 1.8km to the 
east of the strategic location.  The south east of the strategic location coincides with the 
‘River Avon’ LWS, and a small proportion in the south eastern corner coincides with coastal 
and floodplain grazing marsh priority habitat.  The strategic location also coincides with a 
small area of deciduous woodland priority habitat. 

B.7.3.5 The development of approximately 2,500 dwellings and associated infrastructure at this 
strategic location could potentially increase development-related threats and pressures at 
these biodiversity and geodiversity sites. 

B.7.3.6 The proposed development at Strensham would be expected to include 40% GI coverage, 
which could potentially help to contribute towards maintaining habitat connectivity and 
enhancement, in line with the biodiversity net gain requirements in the NPPF84.  However, 
taking into consideration the scale of development proposed, and the loss of a significant 
area of greenfield land, it is anticipated that overall, there would be a minor negative impact 
on biodiversity. 

B.7.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.7.4.1 The strategic location is also located approximately 580m west of the Cotswolds AONB.  The 
proposed development at Strensham could potentially be visible from the AONB, across the 
River Avon.  AONBs are statutory designations confirmed under the CROW Act 200085 which 
places responsibility upon public bodies to “have regard to the purpose of conserving and 
enhancing the natural beauty of the area”.  The proposed development at this location could 
potentially alter the character and setting of the AONB. 

B.7.4.2 The majority of the Strensham Strategic Location lies within the ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ 
LCT, with a proportion to the south east along the River Avon located within the ‘Settled 
Farmlands on River Terrace’ and ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCTs.   

B.7.4.3 A key characteristic of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LCT is the “hedgerow boundaries 
to fields”.  The LCA also states that “the dispersed settlement pattern of farmsteads and 
hamlets is capable of accommodating limited low densities of new development”.  A key 
characteristic of the ‘Settled Farmlands on River Terrace’ LCT is “gently rolling lowland 
topography”, and key characteristics of ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT include “flat, low-lying 
topography … [and] tree cover pattern of linear tree belts along ditches, watercourse and in 
hedgerows”.  The LCA also states that “the remaining areas of pasture should be conserved 
and opportunities sought to convert areas of arable land back to pasture”.   

 
84 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
85 Available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2000/37/contents [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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B.7.4.4 The current landscape at this strategic location is dominated by arable farmland, with 
hedgerow boundaries to fields and small clusters of woodland towards the River Avon.  Built 
form in the surrounding landscape is limited to isolated farmsteads, Strensham Water 
Treatment Works and the Strensham Motorway Services.  The development of a new 
settlement would be expected to significantly alter the character of this area and would be 
likely to contradict the guidelines in the LCA. 

B.7.4.5 The strategic location coincides with a number of PRoWs.  Although the exact layout and 
design of the potential development at the strategic location is unknown at present, it is 
considered likely that the development would significantly alter the rural views currently 
experienced by users of the PRoW network.   

B.7.4.6 It is anticipated that appropriate masterplanning which carefully considers the surrounding 
landscape would present opportunities to limit the visual impact of development through 
design, such as through the incorporation of green space buffers to separate the strategic 
location from the M5 and the River Avon.  However, due to the large scale of development 
proposed, it is considered likely that there would be an overall minor negative impact on the 
landscape. 

B.7.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.7.5.1 The M5 passes adjacent to Strensham Strategic Location, to the west.  Development within 
200m of this main road would be expected to have adverse implications for the respiratory 
health of site end users due to increased levels of air pollutants.  However, as only a small 
proportion of the strategic location is situated within 200m of the road, it is likely that there 
would be be scope to situate development away from areas of reduced air quality.   

B.7.5.2 The River Avon flows to the east of the strategic location.  Development in close proximity 
to a watercourse could potentially have a minor negative impact on water quality due to 
increased runoff of pollutants during construction and occupation of development.  
However, it is likely that there would be scope within the strategic location to ensure 
development is directed away from the watercourse. 

B.7.5.3 The potential development of 2,500 dwellings at this strategic location would be expected 
to significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste generated 
from the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 109,693 
tonnes between 2018 and 201986.  The average annual waste generated per person across 
England is 409.3kg87.  With the addition of 5,575 residents, this strategic location would be 
expected to increase waste generation by approximately 2,281.8 tonnes, an increase of 2.08% 
in comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.  Overall, a major negative impact on pollution and 
waste would be expected as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

 
86 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
04/01/21] 
87 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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B.7.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.7.6.1 The Strensham Strategic Location comprises previously undeveloped land, which is largely 
made up of agricultural fields.  A large proportion of this land is classed as ALC Grade 3 land, 
with a small proportion of ALC Grade 1 and 2 land in the west and the south east of the site.  
ALC Grades 1 and 2, and potentially Grade 3, represent some of South Worcestershire’s BMV 
agricultural land. 

B.7.6.2 This strategic location comprises 189.4ha of greenfield land and is proposed for a large 
amount of development outside of existing settlements.  As a result, it would be likely that 
there would be a significant loss of natural capital including loss of the soil resource.  Soil is 
one of the most important natural carbon sinks globally and performs a number of other vital 
ecosystem services including preventing floods and cycling organic matter88. 

B.7.6.3 A large proportion of the strategic location coincides with MSA 7/5 and 7/6, covering 
approximately 45ha and 55ha, respectively.  The proposed development could potentially 
result in the sterilisation of the sand and gravel resource within these two MSAs. 

B.7.6.4 Due to the large scale of the strategic location, and consequent loss of ecologically and 
agriculturally important soil resource, as well as the potential sterilisation of mineral 
resources, a major negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location. 

B.7.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.7.7.1 The Strensham Strategic Location has capacity for the development of approximately 2,500 
dwellings.  This would result in a significant contribution towards meeting the identified 
housing needs in South Worcestershire.  It is assumed that the housing mix and tenure would 
be in line with the identified need.  Therefore, a major positive impact on housing provision 
would be expected as a result of this development. 

B.7.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.7.8.1 The nearest NHS hospital providing an A&E service is Worcestershire Royal Hospital, located 
approximately 15km to the north of this strategic location.  The nearest GP surgery is Bredon 
Hill Surgery, approximately 1.6km to the south east.  The nearest leisure centre is Tewkesbury 
Leisure Centre, approximately 6.8km to the south west. 

B.7.8.2 The proposed development at the Strensham Strategic Location would be expected to 
include the provision of new health facilities, in order to meet the needs of new residents.  
Additionally, it is expected that the development would also include provision of transport 
infrastructure including expanding bus services, which would be anticipated to provide good 
access to new and existing health facilities. 

B.7.8.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location, providing footpath links 
into the surrounding countryside.  It is anticipated that pavements and additional pedestrian 

 
88 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
04/01/21] 
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and cycle routes would be provided as part of the new development, which would be 
expected to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical wellbeing, as well 
as facilitating sustainable access to new and existing local services and facilities. 

B.7.8.4 The proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to include additional 
amenity greenspace, such as play space for children and outdoor areas to exercise.  It is 
widely recognised that GI can help to deliver widespread physical and mental health benefits, 
including through encouraging exercise and providing outdoor space for recreation and 
reflection89. 

B.7.8.5 Overall, it is considered that following the provision of new health care facilities, GI and 
improved accessibility, a minor positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected 
at this strategic location. 

B.7.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.7.9.1 There are a number of heritage assets situated in close proximity to the Strensham Strategic 
Location.  The Grade I Listed Building ‘Church of St John the Baptist’ and the Grade II Listed 
Buildings ‘Churchyard Cross’ and ‘Old Rectory’ are located approximately 200m to the north 
of the strategic location, and the Grade II Listed Building ‘Moat Farmhouse’ and the SM 
‘Moated site and Civil War defences at Strensham Castle’ are located approximately 250m 
to the north.  There are several other heritage assets located across the M5 in Upper 
Strensham, and across the River Avon in Bredon’s Norton which could potentially be visible 
from this strategic location. 

B.7.9.2 With considerate planning, it is likely that there would be sufficient scope within this strategic 
location to direct development away from areas that may affect the setting or significance 
of surrounding heritage assets.  Through measures such as designing development which 
relates to the geography and history of the surrounding settlements and lie of the land, as 
outlined in the Building in Context toolkit90, it is expected that adverse impacts on heritage 
could be minimised.  Overall, a negligible impact on cultural heritage would be expected. 

B.7.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.7.10.1 The site submission for the strategic location states that “access to the site for non-motorway 
traffic is via the existing Church Road, which will be appropriately widened, offering 
connection to the full highway network, including the A38 and A4104”.  The M5 is located 
adjacent to the strategic location, however, it is uncertain whether the development would 
provide access to the motorway.  The proposed development at this location could 
potentially lead to increased congestion on local roads as a result of additional traffic 
travelling to the surrounding road network.   

B.7.10.2 There are several PRoWs crossing the strategic location, providing access for pedestrians to 
settlements in the surrounding countryside.  It is expected that pedestrian and cycle routes 

 
89 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
90 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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would be integrated into the new development in order to encourage active travel.  This 
would be likely to provide sustainable access to new local services and employment.   

B.7.10.3 There are currently no bus stops within or in close proximity to the strategic location.  It is 
anticipated that the proposed development would include the expansion of surrounding bus 
routes to accommodate the needs of new residents and provide access to facilities, both 
within and outside of the strategic location.  The nearest railway station, Ashchurch for 
Tewkesbury Railway Station, is approximately 4.8km to the south of the strategic location.  
Travel to this station would currently take approximately two and a half hours by foot and 
45 minutes by bicycle.  Improved pedestrian/cycle access and provision of a regular bus 
service into Tewkesbury could potentially provide improved routes to the station and reduce 
this travel time, however, it is likely that travel by car would remain the most convenient 
travel mode at this location. 

B.7.10.4 Despite the anticipated benefits outlined above relating to the bus services and pedestrian 
networks, the proposed development at this location would be likely to be largely reliant on 
personal car use for access to services and employment due to the limited access to rail 
services.  Overall, a minor negative impact on transport and accessibility would be 
anticipated at this strategic location. 

B.7.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.7.11.1 The nearest primary schools to the Strensham Strategic Location are Eckington C of E First 
School approximately 1.5km to the north east, and Bredon Hancock’s Endowed First School 
approximately 1.2km to the south east.  The nearest secondary school is Tewkesbury School, 
situated approximately 5.4km to the south. 

B.7.11.2 It is anticipated that the proposed development at this strategic location would include new 
primary and secondary schools to meet the needs of new residents.  These schools are 
anticipated to be located so that the majority of residents would be situated within a 
sustainable distance, or where this would not be possible, where good public transport links 
are in place.  Therefore, a major positive impact on access to education would be expected. 

B.7.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.7.12.1 The Strensham Strategic Location is situated in close proximity to a range of identified key 
employment locations, including Strensham Business Park approximately 400m to the west, 
and Stanway Screens and Station Drive Industrial Estate approximately 1.5km to the south 
east.   

B.7.12.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to 
include “commercial/ industrial employment including technology/ science park”.  This would 
contribute towards meeting the identified employment needs in South Worcestershire. 

B.7.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 
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B.8 Throckmorton Airfield 

  
Figure B.8.1:  Throckmorton Airfield Strategic Location  
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Throckmorton Airfield 

Approximate land uses:  
i. Total site area 390ha. 
ii. 2,000 dwellings (with potential for a further 4,000 dwellings beyond 2041).  
iii. 20ha employment land (with a further 40ha beyond 2041).  
iv. Local centre comprising retail, office, medical and community uses (expanding to a town 

centre beyond 2041).  
v. Secondary school and two primary schools (possibly adding a second secondary school and 

2-3 more primary schools beyond 2041).  
vi. Travellers site of approximately 10 pitches (with a further new site beyond 2041). 
vii. New sports and recreation facilities. 
viii. Green space buffers around Throckmorton. 
ix. At least 40% Green Infrastructure including a network of open spaces, play facilities, informal 

open spaces and allotments. 
x. Sufficient solar power capacity to power the whole development.  

B.8.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.8.1.1 The proposed development at this strategic location includes the provision of “sufficient 
solar power capacity to power the whole development”.  The use of renewable energy to 
provide power for the strategic location would be expected to reduce the reliance on energy 
generation from fossil fuel led energy and minimise South Worcestershire’s GHG emissions 
and contributions to the causes of climate change91.  This would also contribute towards 
meeting the UK’s net zero emissions targets outlined in the Committee on Climate Change 
(CCC) report ‘Net Zero – The UK’s contribution to stopping global warming’92. 

B.8.1.2 However, it is anticipated that the potential development of approximately 2,000 dwellings, 
20ha of employment land and associated infrastructure at the Throckmorton Strategic 
Location would result in an increase in carbon emissions, to some extent.  The carbon 
emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 1,874,692 tonnes 

 
91 RTPI (2018) Renewable Energy: Planning’s role in delivering renewable energy in the new ow carbon economy.  Available at:  
https://www.rtpi.org.uk/knowledge/practice/renewable-energy/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
92 Committee on Climate Change (2019) Net Zero – The UK’s contribution to stopping global warming.  Available at: 
https://www.theccc.org.uk/publication/net-zero-the-uks-contribution-to-stopping-global-warming/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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of CO2, with Wychavon having on average emissions of 8.1 tonnes per capita93.  Based on an 
average of 2.23 people per dwelling in Wychavon, the addition of 4,460 new residents as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to result in 
an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 36,126 tonnes CO2, which represents an 
increase of 1.9% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South Worcestershire.  However, this 
figure does not take into account the benefits of the onsite renewable energy.   

B.8.1.3 Overall, a minor negative impact on climate change mitigation would be expected at this 
strategic location. 

B.8.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.8.2.1 The north west of the Throckmorton Strategic Location is adjacent to an area of Flood Zone 
2 and 3, associated with the nearby Piddle Brook.  There are also some areas of low, medium 
and high surface water flood risk across the strategic location, including a large area of high 
surface water flood risk adjacent to the Throckmorton Airfield.  It is anticipated that there 
would be some scope to ensure that development is directed away from these areas of flood 
risk.   

B.8.2.2 The loss of greenfield land as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location 
could potentially increase flood risk to some extent compared to the natural landscape.  In 
line with the NPPF, it is anticipated that SUDS would be incorporated into developments in 
order to help manage surface water flood risk94.  Furthermore, the requirement for 
incorporating at least 40% GI across the strategic location would be expected to provide 
opportunities to design a coordinated GI network.  Enhanced GI would be likely to help 
prevent both fluvial and pluvial flooding through increasing the natural water storage 
capacity of the environment and reducing runoff rates95. 

B.8.2.3 The large scale of development proposed at this location, coupled with the likely flood risk 
management and enhancements to GI on site would result in both positive and negative 
impacts with regard to flooding.  Overall, it is considered that there would be a negligible 
impact on climate change adaptation at Throckmorton. 

B.8.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.8.3.1 The European designated site ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC is located approximately 7.7km south west 
of the strategic location, and ‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SAC is located approximately 9.7km 

 
93 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 

94 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
95 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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to the north west.  The full implications of development proposed within the SWDPR on 
European sites will be considered in greater detail in the HRA. 

B.8.3.2 The nearest SSSIs to the Throckmorton Strategic Location include the ‘Naunton Court 
Meadows’ SSSI situated approximately 1.9km to the north west, ‘Yellow House Meadow’ SSSI 
situated approximately 2km to the north, ‘Baynhall Meadow’ SSSI situated approximately 
2.2km to the north and ‘Highclere’ SSSI approximately 2.2km to the south east.  The strategic 
location is not located within any IRZ that indicates residential or employment development 
as threats to these SSSIs. 

B.8.3.3 The ‘Piddle and Whitsun Brooks’ LWS is located adjacent to the strategic location, to the 
north west.  The eastern edge of the strategic location is approximately 550m from RVNRs 
along Hill Furze Road.  The strategic location also coincides with a small area of deciduous 
woodland priority habitat.  The development of approximately 2,000 dwellings and 
associated infrastructure at this location could potentially increase development-related 
threats and pressures at these LWS, RVNRs and priority habitat. 

B.8.3.4 The proposed development at Throckmorton would include 40% GI coverage, which could 
potentially help to contribute towards maintaining habitat connectivity and enhancement, in 
line with the biodiversity net gain requirements in the NPPF96.  However, taking into 
consideration the scale of development proposed, and the loss of a significant area of 
greenfield land, it is anticipated that overall, there would be a minor negative impact on 
biodiversity. 

B.8.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.8.4.1 The Throckmorton Strategic Location lies within the ‘Village Claylands’ LCT.  A key 
characteristic of this LCT is “hedgerow boundaries to fields” and small rural settlements 
surrounded by “gently rolling lowland topography”.  The current landscape at this strategic 
location includes the Throckmorton Airfield and industrial estate to the west, as well as the 
existing settlement of Throckmorton in the centre.  The east of the strategic location 
comprises open agricultural fields including some hedgerow boundaries.  The development 
of a new settlement would be expected to significantly alter the character of this area 
through expanding the isolated settlement of Throckmorton into the surrounding 
countryside and would be likely to contradict the guidelines in the LCA. 

B.8.4.2 Although the exact layout and design of the potential development at the strategic location 
is unknown at present, it is considered likely that the development would significantly alter 
the rural views currently experienced by residents in Throckmorton and Bishampton.  
Furthermore, a number of PRoWs coincide with this strategic location.  The proposed 
development would be likely to alter the views experienced by users of the PRoW network.   

B.8.4.3 It is anticipated that the provision of 40% GI and appropriate masterplanning that carefully 
considers the surrounding landscape would present opportunities to limit the visual impact 
of development through design, such as through the incorporation of green space buffers to 

 
96 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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separate the strategic location from existing settlements.  However, due to the large scale of 
development proposed, it is considered likely that there would be an overall minor negative 
impact on the landscape. 

B.8.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.8.5.1 This strategic location is situated away from main roads and railway lines, and as such, would 
be expected to locate site end users away from traffic related air and noise pollution.  Beyond 
200m away from main roads it is considered that traffic pollution levels are insignificant97.  
This could potentially result in benefits for human health.   

B.8.5.2 The Piddle Brook flows to the west of the strategic location, and a minor watercourse passes 
along the northern boundary of the strategic location.  Development in close proximity to a 
watercourse could potentially have a minor negative impact on water quality due to 
increased runoff of pollutants during construction and occupation of development.  
However, it is likely that there would be scope within the strategic location to ensure 
development is directed away from these watercourses. 

B.8.5.3 The development of 2,000 dwellings at this strategic location would be expected to 
significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste generated from 
the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 109,693 tonnes 
between 2018 and 201998.  The average annual waste generated per person across England 
is 409.3kg99.  With the addition of 4,460 residents, this strategic location would be expected 
to increase waste generation by approximately 1,825.5 tonnes, an increase of 1.7% in 
comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.  Overall, a major negative impact on pollution and waste 
would be expected as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 

B.8.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.8.6.1 The majority of the Throckmorton Strategic Location comprises previously undeveloped 
land, which is largely made up of agricultural fields.  A large proportion of this land is classed 
as ALC Grade 3 land (approximately 236ha), with an area of ‘non-agricultural’ land to the 
south west covering the Throckmorton Airfield.  ALC Grade 3 could potentially represent 
some of South Worcestershire’s BMV agricultural land. 

B.8.6.2 This strategic location comprises 390ha of primarily greenfield land and is proposed for a 
large amount of development surrounding the existing settlement of Throckmorton.  As a 
result, it would be likely that there would be a significant loss of natural capital including loss 

 
97 Department for Transport (2019) TAG unit A3 Environmental Impact Appraisal. Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/825064/tag-unit-a3-environmental-
impact-appraisal.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
98 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
99 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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of the soil resource.  Soil is one of the most important natural carbon sinks globally and 
performs a number of other vital ecosystem services including preventing floods and cycling 
organic matter100. 

B.8.6.3 Therefore, a major negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location, due to the large-scale loss of soil which is an essential 
and non-renewable resource. 

B.8.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.8.7.1 The Throckmorton Strategic Location would be expected to provide capacity for 2,000 
dwellings during the Plan period, and as such, would result in a significant contribution 
towards meeting the identified housing needs in South Worcestershire.  It is assumed that 
the housing mix and tenure would be in line with the identified needs.  Additionally, the 
provision of ten pitches for Travellers would make a positive contribution towards meeting 
these accommodation needs in the Plan area.  Therefore, a major positive impact on housing 
provision would be expected as a result of this development. 

B.8.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.8.8.1 The nearest NHS hospital providing an A&E service is Worcestershire Royal Hospital, located 
approximately 10km to the north west of this strategic location.  The nearest GP surgery and 
leisure centre are Pershore Medical Practice and Pershore Leisure Centre, both situated 
approximately 3.6km to the south west.   

B.8.8.2 The proposed development at the Throckmorton Strategic Location would be expected to 
include the provision of new health facilities, in order to meet the needs of new residents.  
Additionally, it is expected that the development would also include provision of transport 
infrastructure including expanding bus services, which would be anticipated to provide good 
access to new and existing health facilities. 

B.8.8.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location, providing footpath links 
into the surrounding countryside.  It is anticipated that pavements and additional pedestrian 
and cycle routes would be provided as part of the new development, which would be 
expected to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical wellbeing, as well 
as facilitating sustainable access to new and existing local services and facilities. 

B.8.8.4 There is one small public greenspace within the strategic location at The Chapelry in 
Throckmorton.  The requirement for 40% GI within the proposed development could 
potentially include additional amenity greenspace, such as play space for children and 
outdoor areas to exercise.  It is widely recognised that GI can help to deliver widespread 

 
100 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
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physical and mental health benefits, including through encouraging exercise and providing 
outdoor space for recreation and reflection101. 

B.8.8.5 Overall, a major positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected at this strategic 
location. 

B.8.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.8.9.1 There are a number of heritage assets situated within and surrounding the Throckmorton 
Strategic Location.  There are two Grade II* Listed Buildings situated within the strategic 
location: ‘Parish Church’ and ‘Court Farmhouse’.  Additionally, the ‘Church of St Nicholas’ 
Grade II* Listed Building is situated located approximately 1.1km to the south west of the 
strategic location, and ‘Church of St James’ is approximately 1.1km to the north.  

B.8.9.2 Furthermore, the Grade II Listed Building ‘Barn at Court Farm to West of House’ is located in 
the centre of the strategic location.  There are further Grade II Listed Buildings situated in 
the countryside surrounding the strategic location, including ‘Tilesford Farmhouse’ 
approximately 175m to the west, ‘The Cottage and Barn adjoining the Cottage’ 
approximately 170m to the north east, and many Listed Buildings located in Bishampton to 
the north.  The ‘Moated site and medieval settlement remains at Throckmorton’ SM surrounds 
the existing settlement of Throckmorton in the centre of the strategic location. 

B.8.9.3 There is likely to be some scope within the strategic location to direct development away 
from heritage assets and limit the visual impacts of development through design.  
Incorporating the principles of Building in Context102 could also help to minimise impacts, 
such as through ensuring the local character is respected.  However, it is considered likely 
that the proposed development at this strategic location would have a minor negative 
impact on some heritage assets, through altering their rural setting, in particular the Listed 
Buildings and SM in the existing village of Throckmorton. 

B.8.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.8.10.1 This strategic location is situated approximately 1km north of the nearest major road, the 
A44.  The proposed development at this location could potentially lead to increased 
congestion on local roads as a result of additional traffic travelling to the surrounding road 
network.  Potential congestion hotspots have been identified in the draft Throckmorton 
SWDPR Modelling Report103.  The nearest railway station, Pershore Railway Station, is 
approximately 2km to the south west of the strategic location. 

B.8.10.2 There are several PRoWs crossing the strategic location, providing access for pedestrians to 
settlements in the surrounding countryside.  It is considered likely that pedestrian and cycle 

 
101 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
102 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
103 Jacobs (2019) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review – Throckmorton SWDPR Modelling Report – Draft. Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=SWDPR-Modelling-
Report_Throckmorton_v4.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvidenc
e%20Base%2FTransport%20Modelling&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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routes would be integrated into the new development in order to encourage active travel 
and sustainable transport methods.  This could potentially provide sustainable access into 
the proposed new centre in Throckmorton, as well as the nearby town of Pershore.  In 
particular, the provision of convenient and safe routes for cyclists and pedestrians would 
ensure that the nearby Pershore Railway Station is accessible.  Travel to Pershore Railway 
Station would currently take approximately one hour by foot and 15 minutes by bicycle.  
Improving access to the train station would be expected to reduce this travel time and 
provide safer routes. 

B.8.10.3 There are some bus stops situated within the strategic location, including at Village Hall and 
The Close.  It is anticipated that the proposed development would include the expansion of 
existing bus routes to accommodate the needs of new residents and provide access to 
facilities, both within and outside of the strategic location.  Furthermore, it is anticipated that 
regular bus services would be provided to encourage site end users at the Throckmorton 
Strategic Location to use Pershore Railway Station for more sustainable transport options 
into Worcester and nationally.  

B.8.10.4 Overall, a minor positive impact on transport and accessibility would be anticipated at this 
strategic location, assuming that extensive bus and pedestrian links are provided alongside 
the new development. 

B.8.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.8.11.1 The nearest primary schools to the Throckmorton Strategic Location are Pinvin C of E First 
School and St Nicholas C of E Middle School approximately 1.4km to the south west, and the 
nearest secondary school is Pershore High School, situated approximately 2.4km to the south 
west. 

B.8.11.2 The proposed development at this strategic location would include one new secondary 
school and two new primary schools.  Although the exact layout of the strategic location is 
uncertain at present, these schools are anticipated to be located so that the majority of 
residents would be situated within a sustainable distance, or where this would not be 
possible, where good public transport links are in place.  Overall, a major positive impact on 
access to education would be expected. 

B.8.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.8.12.1 The Throckmorton Strategic Location is situated approximately 2km north east from a range 
of identified key employment locations within Pershore.  Highgrove Farm is located 
approximately 650m to the west of the location, and numerous key employment areas, 
including Keytec 7 Business Park and Willmotts Business Centre, are situated approximately 
1.7km to the south west of the strategic location. 

B.8.12.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to 
include approximately 20ha of employment land.  This would contribute towards meeting 
the identified employment needs in South Worcestershire. 

B.8.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 
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B.9 Worcestershire Parkway 

 
Figure B.9.1:  Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location  
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Worcestershire Parkway 

Approximate land uses, to be identified through a Concept Plan: 
i. Total site area 612ha 
ii. 5,000 dwellings (with potential for a further 5,000 dwellings beyond 2041).  
iii. 50ha employment land. 
iv. Town centre with 2-3 local centres. 
v. Office / Commercial / Leisure; likely to be focused on the town centre.  
vi. One secondary school and four primary schools.  
vii. Community facilities such as a town hall, youth centre and formal sports pitches. 
viii. Health infrastructure e.g. doctors surgeries. 
ix. Emergency Services Department, e.g. a police post, fire station. 
x. A minimum of 40% GI.  
xi. Energy Generation - Solar Power and storage sufficient to power at least a quantum of 

development proposed.  
xii. Flood Risk - betterment with respect to the total surface water runoff.  
xiii. Transport infrastructure surrounding Worcestershire Parkway Station, including: 

• Additional platform and further dualling of the Cotswolds and Malvern Line between 
Worcestershire Parkway and Worcester Shrub Hill Station in order to deliver a 20 
minute interval rail service.  

• Dedicated cycle way provision, avoiding M5 Junction 7.  
• A new link road linking the B4084 with the A44.   

 

B.9.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

B.9.1.1 The proposed development at the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location includes “solar 
power and storage sufficient to power at least a quantum of development proposed”.  The 
use of renewable energy sources to power the development would help to combat GHG 
emissions through reducing the quantity of energy produced via fossil fuels104.  Therefore, 
solar energy generation would be expected to minimise South Worcestershire’s 

 
104 RTPI (2018) Renewable Energy: Planning’s role in delivering renewable energy in the new ow carbon economy.  Available at:  
https://www.rtpi.org.uk/knowledge/practice/renewable-energy/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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contributions to the causes of climate change and help to meet national emission reduction 
targets105. 

B.9.1.2 This strategic location is centred around the new Worcestershire Parkway Railway Station, 
and as such, would be expected to encourage new residents to use public transport to access 
facilities and employment opportunities in the city centre, as well as facilitate travel across 
the country.  This would be likely to help to reduce the reliance on personal car use for 
commuting; however, the development of approximately 5,000 dwellings and 50ha of 
employment land would nevertheless be expected to result in an increase in traffic in the 
local area and associated GHG emissions, to some extent.  

B.9.1.3 The carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 
1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with Wychavon having on average emissions of 8.1 tonnes per 
capita106.  Based on an average of 2.23 people per dwelling in Wychavon, the addition of 
11,150 new residents as a result of the proposed development at this strategic location would 
be expected to result in an increase in carbon emissions of approximately 90,315 tonnes CO2, 
which represents an increase of 4.8% in comparison to 2017 estimates for South 
Worcestershire.  However, this figure does not take into account onsite renewable energy 
provision. 

B.9.1.4 Furthermore, it is considered likely that during construction and occupation of development 
there would be an increase in carbon emissions.  Overall, a minor negative impact on climate 
change mitigation would be expected as a result of the proposed development at this 
strategic location. 

B.9.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

B.9.2.1 A minor watercourse passes through the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location, 
beginning to the north of the strategic location where it meanders towards the east around 
Mucknell Abbey, and flows to the south at Hawbridge.  Areas of Flood Zones 2 and 3 are 
associated with this watercourse.  The large quantity of development proposed could 
potentially compromise the water storage capacity of the flood plain.  However, it is 
anticipated that due to the size of this strategic location, there would be some scope to 
ensure that development is directed away from these areas of flood risk.   

B.9.2.2 There are also significant areas at low, medium and high risk of surface water flooding across 
the strategic location, primarily associated with the watercourse as well as along roads and 
field boundaries.  In line with the NPPF, SUDS would be incorporated within the development 
in order to help achieve the flood risk betterment outlined in the strategic location 
proposal107.  Furthermore, the requirement for incorporating at least 40% GI across the 

 
105 Committee on Climate Change (2019) Net Zero – The UK’s contribution to stopping global warming.  Available at: 
https://www.theccc.org.uk/publication/net-zero-the-uks-contribution-to-stopping-global-warming/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
106 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national 
statistics: 2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-
emissions-national-statistics [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
107 Para 165 of the NPPF states “major developments should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that this 
would be inappropriate”.  Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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strategic location would provide opportunities for including strategically located green 
space for flood storage and enhancement of existing river corridors in order to improve 
natural flood resilience108.  Enhanced GI could potentially increase the natural flood storage 
capacity of the landscape, reduce surface runoff rates and infiltration109.  This would be likely 
to reduce both fluvial and pluvial flood risk. 

B.9.2.3 Overall, a negligible impact on climate change adaptation would be expected as a result of 
the flood risk management and GI improvements anticipated within the proposed 
development of 5,000 dwellings and associated infrastructure at Worcestershire Parkway. 

B.9.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

B.9.3.1 The Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location is situated approximately 2.5km south of 
‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SAC and approximately 9km north west of ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC.  The 
proposed development of 5,000 dwellings could potentially result in an increase in 
development-related threats and pressures at these European sites.  The full implications of 
development proposed within the SWDPR on European sites will be considered in greater 
detail in the HRA. 

B.9.3.2 ‘Cooskholme Meadows’ SSSI coincides with strategic location to the west, situated 
approximately 200m south west of Worcestershire Parkway Railway Station.  ‘Great 
Blaythorn Meadow’ SSSI is located approximately 600m south of this strategic location.   

B.9.3.3 A proportion of the strategic location, situated in close proximity to ‘Cooksholme Meadows’ 
SSSI, is located within an IRZ which states that “all planning applications – except 
householder applications” should be consulted on with Natural England.  There are also areas, 
particularly to the south west of the strategic location, where IRZs indicate that “residential 
development of 50 or more houses” or “100 or more houses” should be consulted on.  
Therefore, development within a large proportion of the strategic location has the potential 
to result in adverse impacts on the features for which these SSSIs have been designated and 
should be consulted on with Natural England. 

B.9.3.4 Furthermore, there are a number of nationally and locally designated biodiversity sites 
situated within and surrounding this strategic location, including ‘Hornhill Meadow’ LNR and 
‘Nunnery Wood’ LNR, located approximately 1.1km to the north.  There are a number of 
stands of ancient woodland surrounding this strategic location, including ‘Narrow Wood’ 
located approximately 30m to the south, ‘Spetchley Park’ located approximately 300m to 
the north, and ‘Dufty Coppice’ located approximately 500m to the south.  The ‘Bow, Shell, 
Swan and Seeley Brooks’ LWS coincides with this strategic location, running from north to 
south.  ‘Botany Bay Meadow’ LWS is located adjacent to the strategic location to the north, 
and ‘Narrow Wood’ LWS is located approximately 30m south of the strategic location near 
Wadborough.  The proposed development of 5,000 dwellings at Worcestershire Parkway 
could potentially increase development-related threats and pressures at these LNRs, ancient 

 
108 TCPA (2007) Sustainable water management: eco-towns water cycle worksheet. Available at: 
https://www.tcpa.org.uk/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=50324dc5-f1da-48e4-aaa9-df98cf9db5bd [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
109 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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woodlands and LWSs which are fundamental to biodiversity conservation and form key 
nodes of the GI network110. 

B.9.3.5 There are also several areas of priority habitat identified throughout the strategic location, 
including deciduous woodland, lowland meadows and traditional orchard. 

B.9.3.6 It is anticipated that the proposed development including 40% GI coverage at 
Worcestershire Parkway could potentially help to contribute towards maintaining habitat 
connectivity and enhancement, in line with the biodiversity requirements in the NPPF111.  
However, taking into consideration the scale of development proposed, and the loss of 
greenfield land, it is anticipated that overall, there would be a minor negative impact on 
biodiversity. 

B.9.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

B.9.4.1 The north east of the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location is located within the 
‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LCT, and the south is located within ‘Wooded Estatelands’ 
LCT.  A small proportion of the strategic location which currently coincides with the Crucible 
Business Park is located within ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ LCT. 

B.9.4.2 A key characteristic of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LCT is the “notable pattern of 
hedgerow trees, predominantly oak and hedgerow boundaries to fields”.  The LCA also states 
that “modern development favouring groups or clusters of new houses would not be 
appropriate in this landscape”.  A key characteristic of the ‘Wooded Estatelands’ LCT is 
“mixed farming land use”, and a key characteristic of the ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ LCT is 
“hedgerow boundaries to fields”.  

B.9.4.3 The landscape at this strategic location is currently dominated by agricultural fields with 
hedgerow boundaries and scattered trees, with the exception of a few small settled areas 
and the Crucible Business Park adjacent to the Worcestershire Parkway Railway Station.  The 
development of a new settlement would be expected to significantly alter the character of 
this area and contradict the guidelines for the LCT. 

B.9.4.4 Although the exact layout and design of the potential development at Worcestershire 
Parkway is unknown at present, it is considered likely that the development would 
significantly alter the rural views currently experienced by residents in surrounding villages, 
such as Littleworth, Stoulton and Hawbridge.  Furthermore, a number of PRoWs coincide 
with this strategic location.  The proposed development would be likely to alter the views 
experienced by users of the PRoW network. 

B.9.4.5 It is anticipated that the provision of 40% GI at Worcestershire Parkway and appropriate 
masterplanning that carefully considers the surrounding landscape would present 

 
110 Worcestershire County Council (2018) Worcestershire Green Infrastructure Framework. Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/20015/planning_policy_and_strategy/1002/planning_for_green_infrastructure/2 [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
111 Para 174 of the NPPF states that development should “identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity” 

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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opportunities to limit the visual impact of development through design.  However, due to 
the large scale of development proposed, it is considered likely that there would be an overall 
minor negative impact on the landscape. 

B.9.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

B.9.5.1 There are two major roads located adjacent to the strategic location: the M5 passes to the 
north west, including the Junction 7 roundabout, and the A44 is located to the east.  
Development within 200m of these major roads would be expected to have adverse 
implications for respiratory health of residents due to increased levels of air pollutants.  
However, it is considered likely that due to the size of the proposed development, there 
would be some scope to situate residential dwellings away from these major roads. 

B.9.5.2 Worcestershire Parkway Railway Station is situated in the centre of the strategic location, 
with railway links to Worcester, Pershore and Tewkesbury.  Development proposals situated 
within close proximity to railway lines could potentially expose residents to higher levels of 
noise pollution and vibrations associated with rail transport.  However, due to the size of the 
development proposed it is considered likely that there would be some scope to situate 
residential dwellings away from these railway lines to avoid adverse impacts on health. 

B.9.5.3 A minor watercourse passes through this strategic location.  Although there may be scope 
within the strategic location to ensure development is directed away from this watercourse, 
the proposed development could potentially have an adverse impact on the quality of this 
watercourse due to a potential increase in runoff of pollutants during the construction and 
occupation of the proposed development. 

B.9.5.4 The development of approximately 5,000 dwellings at this strategic location would be 
expected to significantly increase the volume of household waste generated.  The waste 
generated from the three districts, including household and non-household waste, totalled 
109,693 tonnes between 2018 and 2019112.  The average annual waste generated per person 
across England is 409.3kg113.  With the addition of 11,150 residents, this strategic location 
would be expected to increase waste generation by approximately 4,563.7 tonnes, an 
increase of 4.2% in comparison to 2018/2019 estimates.   

B.9.5.5 Overall, a major negative impact on pollution and waste would be expected as a result of the 
proposed development at this strategic location. 

  

 
112 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 
113 Department for Environment Food and rural Affairs (2017) Statistics on waste managed by local authorities in England in 2016/17. Available 
at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/664594/LACW_mgt_annual_Stats_N
otice_Dec_2017.pdf [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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B.9.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

B.9.6.1 The majority of the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location comprises previously 
undeveloped land.  Much of the current land use at this strategic location is agricultural in 
nature.  A large proportion of this land is classed as ALC Grade 3 land, with areas of Grade 2 
land to the south and the north west.  ALC Grade 2 land, and potentially Grade 3 land, 
represent some of South Worcestershire’s BMV agricultural land. 

B.9.6.2 The indicated boundary for this strategic location comprises 612ha of land, and as such 
potentially leading to a significant loss of natural capital and provision of ecosystem services.  
Soil filters air, stores and cycles water and nutrients, decomposes and cycles organic matter, 
supports plant growth and provides medicines114.  Soil is also one of the most important 
natural carbon sinks globally and its protection is vital in efforts to mitigate anthropogenic 
climate change.  It can reduce flood risk, alleviate flood damage and improve local water and 
air quality to the benefit of ecosystem and human health. 

B.9.6.3 A large proportion of the strategic location in the south coincides with MSA 7/13, covering 
approximately 121.6ha.  Approximately 23.3ha of the strategic location in the east coincides 
with MSA 15/2.  The proposed development could potentially result in the sterilisation of the 
sand and gravel resource within these two MSAs. 

B.9.6.4 Due to the large scale of the strategic location, and consequent loss of ecologically and 
agriculturally important soil resource, as well as the potential sterilisation of mineral 
resources, a major negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at this strategic location. 

B.9.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

B.9.7.1 The Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location has capacity for the development of 5,000 
dwellings.  As such, the proposed development would result in a significant contribution 
towards meeting the identified housing needs in South Worcestershire within the Plan 
period.  It is assumed that the housing mix and tenure would be in line with the identified 
need.  Therefore, a major positive impact on housing provision would be expected as a result 
of this development. 

B.9.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

B.9.8.1 The nearest NHS hospital providing an A&E service is Worcestershire Royal Hospital, located 
approximately 1.7km to the north of this strategic location.  The nearest GP surgery is St 
Peter’s Surgery, situated approximately 1.6km to the north west of the strategic location.  
Nunnery Woods Sports Complex is situated approximately 1.5km to the north west of this 
strategic location, in Worcester.   

B.9.8.2 The proposed development at the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location would be 
expected to include the provision of new health facilities, including a GP surgery and new 

 
114 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2020) Soil ecosystem services.  Available at: 
http://www.fao.org/agriculture/crops/thematic-sitemap/theme/spi/soil-biodiversity/soil-ecosystems-services/en/ [Date Accessed: 
26/01/21] 



SA of the SWDPR: Strategic Location Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_B_Strategic_Locations_13_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils B77 

leisure centre, in order to meet the needs of new residents.  The provision of transport 
infrastructure including expanding bus services would be anticipated to provide good access 
to new and existing health facilities, including the Worcestershire Royal Hospital. 

B.9.8.3 There are several PRoWs which pass through the strategic location, providing footpath links 
into Worcester and the surrounding countryside.  There is a cycle path adjacent to the 
strategic location, with links to Worcester and Pershore.  It is anticipated that pavements and 
additional pedestrian and cycle routes would be provided as part of the new development, 
which would be expected to encourage active travel with benefits to mental and physical 
wellbeing, as well as facilitating sustainable access to local services and facilities. 

B.9.8.4 There is one existing public greenspace within the strategic location at Mucknell Abbey, and 
several others in the surrounding areas.  The requirement for 40% GI within the proposed 
development would be expected to include amenity greenspace and facilities, such as play 
space for children and outdoor areas to exercise.  Well planned GI can help to create 
attractive and pleasant outdoor spaces which are known to encourage active travel, exercise 
and community cohesion, with associated benefits to mental and physical health115.   

B.9.8.5 Overall, a major positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected at this strategic 
location. 

B.9.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

B.9.9.1 There are a number of heritage assets situated within and surrounding the Worcestershire 
Parkway Strategic Location.  The Grade II* Listed Building ‘Church of St Edmund, King and 
Martyr’ is located in the village of Stoulton to the south east of the strategic location, and the 
‘Church of St James’ is located in the village of Norton to the north west.  The ‘Church of St 
James’ is listed on Historic England’s Heritage at Risk register and is identified as being in 
“poor” condition116. 

B.9.9.2 Furthermore, the strategic location coincides with the Grade II Listed Buildings ‘Old House 
Farmhouse’, ‘Lower Wolverton Farmhouse’ and ‘Barn at Upper Wolverton Farm to the East 
of Lower Wolverton Farmhouse’.  There are also a number of Grade II Listed Buildings located 
adjacent to this strategic location, including several in the village of Stoulton associated with 
Stoulton Conservation Area, and other surrounding settlements.  Whittington Conservation 
Area is also situated approximately 250m to the north west of the strategic location. 

B.9.9.3 The RPG ‘Spetchley Park’ is located approximately 340m to the north, and ‘Pirton Park’ is 
located approximately 1.7km to the south west.  The SM ‘Motte castle, moated site, and 
medieval agricultural remains at Crookbarrow Farm’ is also located approximately 230m to 
the north west of the strategic location. 

B.9.9.4 Within the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location there is likely to be some scope to 
direct development away from heritage assets and use sensitive layout and design to limit 
the visual impacts of development.  This could include using local building materials and 

 
115 Forest Research (2010) Benefits of green infrastructure. Available at: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/benefits-of-green-
infrastructure/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
116 Historic England (2017) Church of St James, Norton, Norton Juxta Kempsey – Wychavon. Available at: 
https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/heritage-at-risk/search-register/list-entry/18491 [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
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ensuring development reflects its surroundings and context, as discussed in the Building in 
Context principles117.  Although these measures would be likely to help reduce impacts on 
heritage assets, overall it is considered that the large scale of proposed development at this 
strategic location could potentially have a minor negative impact on several heritage assets 
outlined above, through altering their rural setting. 

B.9.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

B.9.10.1 This strategic location is situated adjacent to the A44 and M5.  It is anticipated that these 
road links would provide site end users with good access into Worcester City and nationally.  
Without careful planning the proposed development at this location could potentially place 
increased pressure on the surrounding road network and may contribute towards junction 
capacity issues118. 

B.9.10.2 Other than road transport, there are several railway lines which pass through the strategic 
location, with Worcestershire Parkway Railway Station located in the centre.  This station 
would be expected to provide more sustainable alternative travel options compared to 
personal car use and align with the government’s priorities in promoting the development of 
healthier towns and sustainable growth119.  The proximity of the station to the proposed new 
residential development would be likely to encourage residents to travel via public transport. 

B.9.10.3 There are several bus stops situated within the strategic location, including at Worcestershire 
Parkway Railway Station, Woodbury Lane, High Park, Froggery Lane and Fusion Brasserie.  
It is anticipated that the proposed development would include the expansion of existing bus 
routes to accommodate the new residents and provide access to new employment sites. 

B.9.10.4 In terms of accessibility for pedestrians, there are several PRoWs which pass through the 
location, with links into Worcester City.  There is a cycle path which lies adjacent to location, 
with links to Worcester and Pershore.  It is considered likely that the proposed development 
would be provided with safe and accessible pedestrian and cycle routes as part of the new 
development in order to encourage active travel and sustainable transport methods. 

B.9.10.5 Overall, a major positive impact on transport and accessibility would be anticipated at this 
strategic location. 

B.9.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

B.9.11.1 The nearest primary schools to the Worcestershire Parkway Strategic Location are 
Whittington C of E Primary School, located approximately 400m to the west, and Norton-
Juxta-Kempsey C of E First School, located approximately 600m to the north west.  The 

 
117 Building in Context (no date) The BiC Toolkit. Available at: http://www.building-in-context.org/the-bic-toolkit/ [Date Accessed: 26/01/21] 
118 Jacobs (2019) South Worcestershire Development Plan Review – Worcester SWDPR Modelling Report – Draft. Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=Transport-Modelling-
Report_SWDPR_Worcester_v2.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review%2FEvi
dence%20Base%2FTransport%20Modelling&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
119 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2020) Living with beauty: promoting health, well-being and sustainable growth. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/living-with-beauty-report-of-the-building-better-building-beautiful-
commission [Date Accessed: 04/01/21] 
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nearest secondary school is Nunnery Wood High School located approximately 1.4km to the 
north west of the strategic location. 

B.9.11.2 The proposed development at this strategic location includes one new secondary school and 
four new primary schools.  Although the exact layout of the strategic location is uncertain at 
present, these schools are anticipated to be located so that the majority of residents would 
be situated within a sustainable distance, or where this would not be possible, where good 
public transport links are in place.  Therefore, overall a major positive impact on access to 
education would be expected. 

B.9.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

B.9.12.1 The Crucible Business Park employment site is situated in the centre of the strategic location 
at Woodbury Lane.  The entire strategic location is also situated within 5km of a range of 
identified key employment locations including Drakes Broughton Business Park to the south 
east and many within Worcester City.  The Worcestershire Parkway Railway Station would 
provide public transport links into the city, providing more sustainable access to employment 
opportunities than personal car use for new residents. 

B.9.12.2 Furthermore, the proposed development at this strategic location would be expected to 
include approximately 50ha of employment land.  This would contribute significantly 
towards the identified employment needs in South Worcestershire. 

B.9.12.3 Overall, a major positive impact on the economy and employment would be expected as a 
result of the proposed development at this strategic location. 
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C.1 Strategic Policies 
C.1.1 SWDPR 1: Employment, Housing and Retail Requirements 

SWDPR 1: Employment, Housing and Retail Requirements 

A. In order to meet the development requirements the SWCs will plan, monitor and manage the 
delivery of at least 13,957 additional new dwellings, 316 ha1 of new employment land and 2,000 
m2 of new retail floorspace as set out in the site allocations policies SWDPR 49 to SWDPR 55. 

C.1.1.1 Strategic Policy SWDPR 1 aims to meet the identified requirement of 13,957 dwellings, 295ha 

of employment floorspace and 2,000m2 of retail floorspace.  It should be noted that the sites 

allocated for residential, employment and retail development have been assessed 

individually (see Appendices B – E of this report for full assessments of sites considered at 

the Regulation 18(III) stage and refer to the Regulation 18(II) SA Report2 for previously 

assessed sites).  The assessment of sites has identified a range of sustainability impacts in 

regard to SA Objectives 2, 3, 4, 9 and 11, and therefore, for the purposes of this policy 

assessment the overall impact is uncertain.   

C.1.1.2 The development of 13,957 dwellings would be expected to meet the identified local need, 

and as such, this policy would be expected to have a major positive impact on housing 

provision (SA Objective 7).  As the policy aims to meet the identified need for employment 

and retail floorspace, this policy would be expected to have a major positive impact on 

economy and employment (SA Objective 12).  

C.1.1.3 The large scale of development proposed under this policy would be expected to result in 

the loss of previously undeveloped land.  This would, in turn, result in the loss of ecologically, 

 
1 It has been clarified by the Councils that the correct figure for employment land is 295ha as stated in Policy SWDPR 3 and that the 316 ha 
figure was issued in error.  The SA has therefore assessed a figure of 295 ha. 
2 Lepus Consulting (2019) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review. Regulation 18 (II) SA Report.  
Available at: https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=PO%20LC-
503_SWDPR_SA_Reg18II_7_171019LB.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review
%2FEvidence%20Base%2FSA%20and%20HRA&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 29/01/21] 

Policy 
Reference 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 

M
iti

ga
tio

n  

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 

A
da

pt
at

io
n  

Bi
od

iv
er

si
ty

 &
 

ge
od

iv
er

si
ty

 

La
nd

sc
ap

e 
& 

To
w

ns
ca

pe
 

Po
llu

tio
n 

& 
W

as
te

 

N
at

ur
al

 R
es

ou
rc

es
 

H
ou

si
ng

 

H
ea

lth
 &

 W
el

lb
ei

ng
 

Cu
ltu

ra
l H

er
ita

ge
 

Tr
an

sp
or

t &
 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y 

Ed
uc

at
io

n 

Ec
on

om
y 

& 
em

pl
oy

m
en

t 

SWDPR 1 -- +/- +/- +/- -- -- ++ - +/- - +/- ++ 



SA of the SWDPR: Draft Policy Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_C_Policies_8_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils C2 

and potentially agriculturally, important soils.  Therefore, a major negative impact on natural 

resources would be anticipated (SA Objective 6). 

C.1.1.4 The development of 13,957 dwellings would be likely to result in an increase in population of 

approximately 30,985 residents, based on the average of 2.22 people per dwelling.  This 

increase in residents would be expected to increase pressures on existing infrastructure 

across the Plan area.  There are existing issues with traffic and congestion in South 

Worcestershire, particularly within Worcester City and along the M5.  An increased 

population would be likely to place further strain on congestion issues, and as such, have a 

minor negative impact on transport and accessibility (SA Objective 10).  In addition, an 

increase in traffic and the number of vehicles on local roads would be expected to increase 

local air pollution.  This, in turn, would be likely to have a minor negative impact on the health 

and wellbeing of local residents (SA Objective 8).  

C.1.1.5 The total carbon emission estimates across South Worcestershire in 2017 indicate a total of 

1,874,692 tonnes of CO2, with the three districts having an average per capita emission of 6 

tonnes3.  The addition of 30,985 new residents as a result of this policy would be expected 

to result in an increase in carbon emission of approximately 185,907.24 tonnes CO2, which 

represents an increase of 9.92% in comparison to 2017 estimates.  These estimates only 

consider carbon emission from households and do not take into account emissions from 

employment and retail, which would be expected to further increase this figure.  Therefore, 

a major negative impact on climate change would be anticipated as a result of the proposed 

development (SA Objective 1).  

C.1.1.6 The waste generated form the three districts, including household and non-household waste, 

totalled 109,693 tonnes between 2018 and 20194.  The average annual waste generated per 

person across England is 409.3kg.  With the addition of 30,985 residents, this policy would 

be expected to increase waste generation by 12,682.16 tonnes, an increase of 11.56% in 

comparisons to 2018/2019 estimates.  Overall, a major negative impact on waste would be 

expected (SA Objective 5).  

  

 
3 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) UK local authority and regional carbon dioxide emissions national statistics: 
2005 to 2017.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-
national-statistics [Date Accessed: 10/01/20] 

4 Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (2019) Local authority collected waste management for England for 2018/19. 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/local-authority-collected-waste-management-annual-results [Date Accessed: 
10/01/20] 
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C.1.2 SWDPR 2: The Spatial Development Strategy and Associated Settlement 
Hierarchy  

SWDPR 2: The Spatial Development Strategy and Associated Settlement Hierarchy  

A. The Spatial Development Strategy is based upon the following principles:  
i. Allocate sufficient land to meet the development requirements set out in SWDPR 1.  
ii. Support development in appropriate areas.  
iii. Safeguard the essential attributes of the Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and ensure 

that, wherever possible, development enhances them.  
iv. Maintain the openness of the Green Belt and Significant Gaps.  

B. Windfall development proposals will be assessed against all relevant SWDPR and neighbourhood 
plan policies. Generally development proposals are more likely to be considered sustainable, and 
therefore appropriate, if they are for land that lies within a defined development boundary and 
are of a scale consistent with the settlement hierarchy below:  

 
Table 1 - South Worcestershire Settlement Hierarchy (also see Annex A)  

Category Associated 
Settlement 

Planning Role Specific SWDPR Policies 

Urban Area (1) Worcester As both the largest settlement 
and Worcestershire's 
administrative centre, it 
provides the greatest range of 
services and employment 
opportunities.  

There are a number of housing 
allocations and 'opportunity zones' 
that together will deliver 
approximately 1,558 dwellings and 
23.3 ha of employment land. The 
city administrative boundary is 
also its development boundary 
within which the principle of 
windfall development is 
acceptable subject to other 
material SWDPR policies.  

Urban Area (2) Droitwich Spa  

Evesham  

Malvern  

Worcestershire 
Parkway  

Throckmorton 
Airfield  

Provide a range of local 
services, including 
entertainment and employment 
opportunities. 

Smaller scale urban extensions, 
allocations within defined 
Development Boundaries that also 
provide potential windfall 
opportunities subject to satisfying 
other material SWDPR policies.  

Urban Area (3) Pershore 

Tenbury Wells  

Upton-upon-
Severn 

Rushwick  

Considerably smaller than 
Urban Area (2) settlements but 
still perform a local (albeit more 
limited) service centre function 
and contain employment sites.  

Small scale urban extensions and 
allocations within defined 
Development Boundaries that also 
provide potential windfall 
opportunities subject to satisfying 
other material SWDPR policies.  

Rural Areas (1) Category 1 - 3 
villages (as 
informed by the 
Village Facilities 
and Rural 

Typically these are the relatively 
larger villages, some of which 
perform a local service centre 
function and retain a bus 
service.  

Allocations (range 5-80 dwellings) 
as set out in SWDPR 54 and 
SWDPR 55.  
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SWDPR 2: The Spatial Development Strategy and Associated Settlement Hierarchy  

Transport Study 
2019)  

Rural Areas (2) Category 4 
villages and 
unclassified 
villages  

These villages have minimal 
local service provision and no 
peak hour bus services so 
generally an unsustainable 
location for facilitating growth.  

No allocations, rather limited 
potential for small scale windfall 
development within defined 
development boundaries.  

C. The open countryside is defined as land beyond any defined Development Boundary. In the open 
countryside development will be generally more restricted and will be limited to dwellings for 
rural workers (see policy SWDPR 21), employment development (see SWDPR 11), rural exception 
sites (see SWDPR 18), buildings for agriculture and forestry, replacement dwellings (see SWDPR 
20), dwelling extensions, replacement buildings, renewable energy projects (see SWDPR 31) and 
development specifically permitted by other SWDPR and neighbourhood plan policies.  

D. The West Midlands Green Belt will be safeguarded and development proposed within the Green 
Belt will be considered in accordance with the NPPF. Development at Hindlip Park will be limited 
to emergency and civil resilience uses provided there is no significant detrimental impact on the 
openness of the Green Belt.  

E. Development proposals should be of an appropriate scale and type with regard to the landscape 
character (see SWDPR 29), location and infrastructure capacity.  

F. The SWDPR is supportive of development proposals that are promoted through neighbourhood 
plans, provided they are not of a scale that would compromise SWDPR strategic policies.  

G. As required by the Duty to Co-operate in circumstances when it has been clearly established 
through the local plan process that those needs must be met through provision in the SWDPR 
area.  

C.1.2.1 Strategic Policy SWDPR 2 sets out the proposed distribution of development across the Plan 

area.  Development would be directed in the first instance towards Worcester, where it would 

be likely that the “greatest range of services and employment opportunities” would be 

available.  In addition, Worcester has been identified as having the greatest housing need of 

the three districts, and as such, a high proportion of residential development will be directed 

to Worcester and the urban fringe under this policy, including development at 

Worcestershire Parkway.  Beyond this, development will be directed towards the main towns 

and new settlements, then towards Category 1, 2 and 3 villages in line with the settlement 

hierarchy.   

Policy 
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C.1.2.2 The construction, occupation and operation of development would be expected to 

exacerbate air pollution, including greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and particulate matter 

(PM).  However, by directing development towards Worcester and the main towns, this 

policy would be likely to facilitate more sustainable communities, by locating residents in 

close proximity to services, facilities and public transport.  This could potentially help to 

improve the sustainability of development (in terms of carbon footprint) in some locations 

through reducing the need to travel.  This policy could potentially have a minor positive 

impact on the climate change (SA Objective 1).  

C.1.2.3 By primarily directing development to existing urban areas, this policy could potentially help 

reduce the risk of flooding, where there could potentially be more opportunities for the use 

of previously developed land without resulting in the loss of floodplain.  However, the 

development of three expanded/ new settlements would be likely to result in the loss of 

previously undeveloped land.  This development could potentially result in exacerbation of 

flood risk.  Therefore, this policy would be likely to have a minor negative impact on flooding 

(SA Objective 2).  

C.1.2.4 Due to pressures on land for development, there could potentially be negative impacts to 

the local Green Infrastructure network.  High density developments and the regeneration of 

vacant sites would be likely to help reduce the amount of land lost to development, and in 

consequence, help to reduce the overall vegetation cover lost to development.  Nevertheless, 

the development of expanded and new settlements, which would result in a significant loss 

of previously undeveloped land, would subsequently result in the loss of natural habitats and 

ecologically important soils.  As a result, a minor negative impact on local biodiversity would 

be anticipated (SA Objective 3).   

C.1.2.5 Directing a large proportion of development towards existing urban settlements would help 

to ensure new buildings are in-keeping with the local character.  However, directing 

development to urban areas could potentially result in the need for higher density 

development, which can often result in taller buildings.  This could potentially result in a 

significant change to the townscape and impact the surrounding countryside and sensitive 

landscape receptors.  Building design is unknown at this stage of the plan-making process, 

and therefore, a minor negative impact on the local landscape cannot be ruled out (SA 

Objective 4).  

C.1.2.6 An increase in population in existing urban areas would be expected to result in an increased 

number of vehicles and consequently, a decrease in air quality.  Air pollution in higher density 

urban areas is more likely to result in adverse impacts on human health than air pollution in 

lower density areas.  This is because of higher pollution emissions due to human activity in 

densely populated street canyons, in-combination with taller buildings stagnating the air 

flow.  By focusing development in existing urban areas, it is likely that current air quality 

issues would be exacerbated, and therefore, a minor negative impact on pollution would be 

expected (SA Objective 5). 
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C.1.2.7 By directing development towards urban areas, there is greater scope for development on 

brownfield sites, which would be likely to help limit the permanent and irreversible loss of 

agriculturally and ecologically valuable soils.  However, the proposed development of new 

settlements at Worcestershire Parkway, Throckmorton and Rushwick would be likely to 

result in a significant loss of soil.  Overall, a minor negative impact on natural resources would 

be likely (SA Objective 6). 

C.1.2.8 Policy SWDPR 2 aims to “meet the development requirements set out in SWDPR 1”, which 

includes the development of 13,957 dwellings, 295ha of employment floorspace and 2,000m2 

of retail floorspace.  As a result, Policy SWDPR 2 would be expected to meet the identified 

need and have a major positive impact on housing and employment (SA Objectives 7 and 

12).  

C.1.2.9 By directing development toward existing urban areas, this policy would be likely to locate 

new residents in areas with good access to existing health care facilities, including hospitals 

and GP surgeries.  The proposed new settlements would also be expected to provide new 

healthcare facilities as part of the development, increasing the provision and accessibility of 

these health facilities across the Plan area.  This policy also aims to protect the open 

countryside from inappropriate development.  This, in turn, would be likely to ensure 

residents retain good access to a range of diverse and natural habitats, with benefits to 

mental wellbeing.  Therefore, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact 

on human health (SA Objective 8).   

C.1.2.10 Directing development towards existing urban areas could potentially increase the number 

of taller buildings in some locations, which would be more likely to alter views of, or from, 

sensitive heritage assets.  Whilst the impacts of development on the cultural heritage 

objective are largely dependent on the distribution of development in relation to the location 

of Worcestershire’s heritage assets, adverse impacts are considered to be more likely, and 

less reversible, as a result of higher density development.  In addition, the majority of historic 

assets are located with urban areas, with a rich historic setting.  Therefore, the proposed 

distribution of development under this policy could potentially result in a minor negative 

impact on cultural heritage (SA Objective 9).  

C.1.2.11 The impact on local congestion as a result of the proposed development within this policy is 

likely to be more severe in existing urban areas, with larger numbers of new residents using 

the same roads and access points which are already congested.  On the other hand, by 

placing high density development in urban settlements, it would be likely that new residents 

would have good access to a range of sustainable transport options, including bus and rail 

services.  This would help to reduce the reliance on personal car usage.  Overall, this policy 

could potentially have a negative impact on transport and accessibility (SA Objective 10).  

C.1.2.12 By directing the majority of development towards existing urban settlements, it would be 

expected that a large proportion of new residents would be situated in close proximity to 
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educational facilities.  In addition, there would be expected to be a good range of sustainable 

transport modes to assist travelling to these facilities.  Overall, a minor positive impact on 

education would be expected (SA Objective 11). 

C.1.2.13 Urban settlements in South Worcestershire are able to provide new residents with a range 

of employment opportunities.  By placing a large proportion of new residents in these areas, 

it would be expected that residents would have good access to employment by foot or public 

transport.  This would have a positive impact on local economy (SA Objective 12).  

C.1.3 SWDPR 3: Strategic Transport Links 

SWDPR 3: Strategic Transport Links 

Managing Travel Demand 
A. Development proposals, taking into account their location, must demonstrate that: the proposed 

layout and design will minimise the need to travel by car, offer genuinely sustainable travel 
choices, maintain and, where possible, enhance highway safety for all users, and be consistent 
with the delivery of the objectives in Worcestershire County Council's Worcestershire Local 
Transport Plan (Worcestershire LTP4).  

B. Travel Plans will be required for all major developments proposals. These must set out measures 
to manage and limit single occupancy private car use in favour of incentivising cycling, walking 
and public transport use, as active and space-efficient modes of transport.  

C. Development proposals should be clearly supportive of the design criteria and principles set out 
in Manual for Streets (Part 1 and 2), Worcestershire LTP4 and Worcestershire County Council’s 
Streetscape Design Guide.  

Reducing the Environmental Impacts of Travel  
D. In accordance with policy SWDPR 6, development proposals will be required to provide, or 

contribute financially to, a package of sustainable transport infrastructure and services needed to 
accommodate them.  

E. All new domestic, employment and commercial development will be required to provide Electric 
Vehicle (EV) charging infrastructure, as set out in the Streetscape Design Guide.  

Delivering Transport Infrastructure to Support Economic Prosperity  
F. The following transport schemes, as identified within Worcestershire LTP4, are the most 

significant for the successful implementation of the SWDPR:  
i. Active Travel Corridor and Network Enhancements;  
ii. Worcestershire Parkway Station - Parking Capacity and Platform Enhancements;  
iii. Pershore Railway Station Car Park;  
iv. Rushwick Railway Station and Car Park;  
v. Worcester Shrub Hill Station Masterplan; and  
vi. Worcester City Centre Masterplan.  

G. Development proposals will not be permitted if they are likely to prejudice the implementation of 
the transport schemes set out in clause F, the implementation of identified highway 
improvements or traffic management schemes, or the operation of existing or proposed public 
transport facilities, or any transport proposals as set out in the Worcestershire LTP4.  

H. The provision of 14,000 dwellings and 295 ha of employment land across south Worcestershire to 
2041 will require the phased implementation of a significant package of essential transport 
investments, as set out in the latest Worcestershire Local Transport Plan.  
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SWDPR 3: Strategic Transport Links 

I. The following sites and corridors, as shown on the Policies Map, will be safeguarded from 
development that would prejudice sustainable transport network developments:  

i. The Cotswold and Malvern railway line;  
ii. The railway alignment between Droitwich Spa and Stoke Works;  
iii. The former alignment of the Stratford to Cheltenham railway line, including the former 

Chord Lines at Honeybourne Junction;  
iv. The former railway alignment between Great Malvern and Upton upon Severn;  
v. Land around the Newlands roundabout in Malvern Link; and  
vi. The transport infrastructure set out in the site specific policies for Rushwick, 

Throckmorton Airfield and Worcestershire Parkway.  
Transport Assessment Strategy  
J. Transport Assessments are required for all major developments and must be carried out as 

required by the Worcestershire LTP4 and agreed by the LPA in consultation with Worcestershire 
County Council, as the Highway Authority, the following supporting policies and guidance:  

i. Worcestershire Local Transport Plan;  
ii. Worcestershire Rail Investment Strategy; and  
iii. Worcestershire Streetscape Design Guide.  

Implementation  
K. Financial contributions from development towards transport infrastructure will be secured either 

through the Community Infrastructure Levy charging schedule or developer contributions, as 
appropriate.  

C.1.3.1 Strategic Policy SWDPR 3 seeks to promote sustainable transport throughout the Plan area 

through a wide range of measures including the location and design of development and 

improved connections to onward travel, encouraging walking, cycling and car sharing, and 

requiring Travel Plans for major developments.  By locating new development in areas with 

good public transport connections and sustainable access to local facilities, this policy would 

be expected to ensure that residents have good access to essential services and facilities, 

reducing the need to travel.  This would be expected to result in a major positive impact on 

transport and accessibility (SA Objective 10). 

C.1.3.2 The policy sets out six transport schemes that would be likely to have a positive impact on 

the economic prosperity of the Plan area.  This includes improvements to parking, as well as 

increased access to railway stations and Worcester City Centre.  These schemes would be 

likely to ensure residents have good access to employment opportunities.  Overall, this would 

be likely to have a minor positive impact on the local economy (SA Objective 12). 
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C.1.3.3 By supporting the improvement of transport and accessibility across the Plan area, this policy 

would be expected to improve residents’ access to services and facilities, including 

healthcare, leisure and schools.  In addition, this policy aims to “manage and limit single 

occupancy private car use in favour of incentivising cycling, walking and public transport use, 

as active and space-efficient modes of transport”.  Overall, this policy would be likely to have 

positive impacts in regard to human health and education (SA Objectives 8 and 11).   

C.1.3.4 In addition, this policy aims to ensure “all new domestic, employment and commercial 

development will be required to provide Electric Vehicle (EV) charging infrastructure”.  

Electric vehicles are an efficient alternative to petrol- and diesel-powered vehicles, primarily 

because they do not emit air pollutants such as PM10, which can potentially have a 

detrimental effect on human health.  Electric vehicles are likely to have significantly lower 

fuel costs, often saving car owners money in the long-term.  By reducing the need to travel 

and encouraging sustainable transport options and the use of electric vehicles, this policy 

would be likely to have a minor positive impact on climate change and pollution (SA 

Objectives 1 and 5). 

C.1.4 SWDPR 4: Green Infrastructure 

SWDPR 4: Green Infrastructure 

A. Housing, employment and retail proposals (including mixed use schemes) are required to 
contribute towards the provision, maintenance, improvement and connectivity of Green 
Infrastructure (GI) as follows (subject to financial viability):  

i. For greenfield sites exceeding 1 ha (gross) - 40% GI excluding private gardens.  
ii. For greenfield sites of less than 1 ha but more than 0.2 ha (gross) - 20% GI excluding 

private gardens.  
iii. For brownfield sites and greenfield sites of less than 0.2 ha (gross) - the proportion of GI 

will be determined by site characteristics and local circumstances and will be agreed with 
the LPA on a case by case basis.  

B. For developments which fall within section A of this policy:  
i. The precise form and function(s) of GI will depend on the wider strategic green network, 

site characteristics, the local context and the Worcestershire GI Strategy's priorities. 
Developers should their proposals for GI with the local planning authority before 
submitting a planning application.  

ii. Developers will be required to demonstrate how the functionality and connectivity of 
existing and proposed GI features will be retained, protected and enhanced through the 
lifetime of the development.  

iii. Schemes will be required to accord with the relevant GI Concept Plan or GI statement 
approved by the Worcestershire GI Partnership in consultation with the local planning 
authority.  

iv. Where no existing GI concept Plan(s) cover the area of development, developers will be 
required to prepare proportionate GI Concept Plans or statements in consultation with 
the local planning authority and in accordance with the Worcestershire GI Strategy and 
supporting Framework.  
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SWDPR 4: Green Infrastructure 

C. Effective management arrangements must be clearly set out and secured. Once a planning 
permission has been implemented, the associated GI will be protected as Green Space (SWDPR 
43).  

D. Other than specific site allocations in the SWDP, development proposals that would have a 
detrimental impact on GI attributes within the areas identified as 'protect and enhance' or 'protect 
and restore' as identified on the Environmental Character Areas Map will not be permitted unless:  

i. A robust, independent assessment of community and technical need shows the specific 
GI typology to be surplus to requirements in that location; and  

ii. Replacement of, or investment in GI of at least equal community and technical benefit is 
secured and agreed with the LPA.  

E. All major developments will be required to demonstrate compliance with the 'Building with 
Nature' benchmarking standard or other equivalent emerging national standards and maintain 
this standard throughout the lifetime of the development. 

C.1.4.1 Paragraph 20 of the NPPF5 states that “Strategic policies should set out an overall strategy 

for the pattern, scale and quality of development, and make sufficient provision for … 

conservation and enhancement of the natural, built and historic environment, including 

landscapes and green infrastructure, and planning measures to address climate change 

mitigation and adaptation”. 

C.1.4.2 Green Infrastructure (GI) contributes significantly towards high quality natural and built 

environments.  GI is a multi-functional feature and has multiple benefits including: helping to 

mitigate extreme temperatures and flooding; habitat protection and creation; pollution 

reduction; and providing open land for recreation and breathing space to benefit residents’ 

physical and mental health.   

C.1.4.3 Strategic Policy SWDPR 4 aims to ensure all development proposals contribute positively to 

the provision, maintenance, improvement and connectivity of GI across the Plan area.  This 

would be likely to provide additional habitats and improve connectivity for flora and fauna, 

and as such, have a positive impact on the biodiversity value of the Plan area.  Connectivity 

between habitats, including stepping-stone habitats, are particularly important when 

considering global climatic trends, as they provide opportunities for the movement of 

 
5 MHCLG (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-
framework--2 [Date Accessed: 19/12/19] 
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species and adaptation to climate change.  Therefore, this policy would be expected to have 

a minor positive impact on biodiversity (SA Objective 3).   

C.1.4.4 Increased GI provision and connectivity would be expected to contribute towards improved 

air quality due to the increased uptake of CO2 and filtration of pollutants, including those 

associated with road transport, which could potentially help to reduce residents’ exposure 

to air pollution.  Furthermore, due to this enhanced carbon storage capacity, this policy could 

potentially help to mitigate anthropogenic climate change.  Therefore, this policy would be 

likely to have a minor positive impact on climate change and pollution (SA Objectives 1 and 

5). 

C.1.4.5 The incorporation of GI into development would be likely to help reduce water runoff rates 

and as such, reduce the risk of both fluvial and pluvial flooding.  Improvements to the quality 

and quantity of the Plan area’s GI network, including blue infrastructure, has the potential to 

enhance natural water storage and flow functions.  Overall, a minor positive impact on 

flooding would be expected (SA Objective 2). 

C.1.4.6 This policy would be likely to have a positive impact on residents’ wellbeing through 

providing increased access to a diverse range of natural habitats, which is known to be 

beneficial for mental and physical health.  A minor positive impact on human health and 

wellbeing would therefore be expected (SA Objective 8). 

C.1.4.7 Furthermore, the provision, maintenance and improvement of the GI networks would be 

likely to provide opportunities to retain and improve the character and appearance of the 

local landscape and townscape.  In addition, the form and function of GI across the Plan area 

would be dependent on site characteristics and context.  This would be likely to result in a 

minor positive impact on the local landscape (SA Objective 4). 

C.1.5 SWDPR 5: Historic Environment 

SWDPR 5: Historic Environment 

A. Development proposals should conserve and enhance heritage assets, including assets of 
potential archaeological interest, subject to the provisions of SWDPR 28. Their contribution to the 
setting and character of the landscape or townscape should be protected in order to sustain the 
historic quality, sense of place, environmental quality and economic vibrancy of south 
Worcestershire.  

B. Development proposals will be supported where they conserve and enhance the significance of 
heritage assets, including their setting. In particular this applies to:  

i. Designated heritage assets, i.e. listed buildings, conservation areas, scheduled 
monuments, registered parks and gardens and registered battlefields, as well as non-
designated heritage assets.  

ii. The historic landscape including locally distinctive settlement patterns, field systems, 
woodlands, ancient and veteran trees and commons and historic farmsteads and small 
holdings.  
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SWDPR 5: Historic Environment 

iii. Designed landscapes, including parkland, gardens, cemeteries, churchyards, public parks, 
urban open spaces and industrial, military or institutional landscapes.  

iv. Archaeological remains of all periods.  
v. Historic transportation networks and infrastructure including roads and track ways, 

canals, river navigations, railways and their associated industries.  
vi. The historic core of the cathedral city of Worcester, with its complex heritage of street 

and plot patterns, buildings, open spaces and archaeological remains, along with their 
settings and views of the city.  

vii. The civic, religious and market cores of south Worcestershire’s city, town and village 
fabric with their wide variety of building styles, materials and street and plot patterns.  

C. Development proposals will be supported where they conserve and enhance the historic 
environment in order to encourage tourism, inward investment and increase the vitality and 
attractiveness of their location. In particular the adaptive reuse of historic assets will be 
supported to achieve these objectives.  

 

C.1.5.1 The diverse range of heritage assets throughout the Plan area provide a strong sense of place 

and character to their surroundings.  This policy requires new development to protect and 

enhance the significance of heritage assets, including their settings.   

C.1.5.2 Strategic Policy SWDPR 5 aims to ensure development proposals “conserve and enhance 

heritage assets, including assets of potential archaeological interest”.  This policy sets out 

criteria for which development proposals should adhere to in regard to historic assets.  

Therefore, a major positive impact on the historic environment would be anticipated (SA 

Objective 9). 

C.1.5.3 By ensuring that a historic asset’s “contribution to the setting and character of the landscape 

or townscape should be protected”, this policy would be likely to have a minor positive 

impact on the local landscape (SA Objective 4).  In addition, this policy aims to ensure historic 

assets are protected and enhanced in a way that could potentially encourage tourism.  This 

would be likely to have a minor positive impact on the local economy (SA Objective 12).  
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C.1.6 SWDPR 6: Infrastructure 

SWDPR 6: Infrastructure 

A. The LPA will work closely with its partners, in particular the Worcestershire County Council, to 
bring forward the appropriate and proportionate infrastructure that is required in order to deliver 
the plan.  

B. Development will be required to provide or contribute towards the provision of infrastructure 
needed to make it sustainable.  

C. Where infrastructure is needed to support new development, the infrastructure must be 
operational no later than the appropriate phase of development for which it is needed.  

D. Where appropriate, planning obligations will be required to fund infrastructure projects that are 
directly related to specific development, particularly with regards to affordable housing, 
transport, green infrastructure, education health and other social infrastructure.  

E. The Community Infrastructure Levy will be used to address the cumulative impacts of 
infrastructure in an area.  

 

C.1.6.1 Strategic Policy SWDPR 6 aims to ensure the Plan provides appropriate and proportionate 

infrastructure to deliver the proposed development.  This policy would be likely to help 

ensure that there are adequate services for all new residents in the area and could potentially 

improve the type and range of services available to current and future residents. 

C.1.6.2 The policy also requires appropriate funding from planning obligations in relation to 

“housing, transport, green infrastructure, education, health and other social infrastructure”.  

As such, this policy would be likely to have minor positive impacts on biodiversity, health, 

transport and education (SA Objectives 3, 8, 10 and 11). 
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C.1.7 SWDPR 7: Health and Wellbeing 

SWDPR 7: Health and Wellbeing 

A. Proposals for new development must consider the impact on, and provide opportunities to 
improve health and wellbeing. Proposals will not have a negative impact on health and wellbeing 
and will contribute towards building strong, vibrant and healthy communities and help to reduce 
health inequalities in south Worcestershire.  

B. Development proposals will contribute to healthier communities and support health and social 
wellbeing. They will need to demonstrate that they are well designed to meet the needs of 
current and future communities, including children and young people, those living with disabilities 
and the ageing population. Support will be given to proposals that provide:  

i. A mix of housing, such as Lifetime Homes, to meet the needs of different groups in the 
community;  

ii. Dementia-friendly design, including streetscape and public realm;  
iii. Accessible open spaces, including appropriately sized and equipped play areas;  
iv. Community facilities and greenspaces, and the retention of existing provision, to help 

promote community cohesion and opportunities for active lifestyles and reduce isolation;  
v. A permeable environment that promotes active travel, such as walking and cycling, 

linking to local centres, schools and community facilities, to help reduce car dependency, 
and to facilitate community interaction;  

vi. Carefully and innovatively designed buildings to minimise public exposure to air and 
noise pollution sources and maximise energy efficiency and the use of renewable and 
low-carbon energy;  

vii. Green Infrastructure; and  
viii. Access to fresh food, for example through retention and provision of allotments, 

community orchards, fruit trees, local markets, and useable private amenity spaces.  
C. Health Impact Assessments (HIA) will be required for certain development proposals, to 

demonstrate how the above priorities (as appropriate) will be delivered and how any negative 
and cumulative impacts will be addressed. A HIA must be undertaken on the following:  

• Residential development sites of 10 dwellings or more, or residential sites with an area of 
0.5 ha or more. 

• Non-residential developments for new or net additional floor space of 1,000 m2 or more 
or non-residential development on sites or 1 ha of more.  

• Any other proposals considered by the local planning authority to require a HIA.  
D. Additionally, in order to identify whether a proposal requires a full HIA, a HIA screening 

assessment must be undertaken on proposals for, or changes of use to:  
• Restaurants and cafes (A3 Use Class)  
• Drinking establishments (A4 Use Class)  
• Hot food takeaways (A5 Use Class)  
• Residential institutions (C2 Use Class)  
• Non-residential institutions (D1 Use Class)  
• Leisure facilities (D2 Use Class)  
• Betting shops and pay-day loan shops (Sui Generis) 
• Any other relevant proposals considered by the local planning authority to require a HIA 

Screening assessment. 
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C.1.7.1 Strategic Policy SWDPR 7 aims to help the Councils plan the future needs of the ageing 

population, include provisions for reducing health inequalities, help combat obesity, provide 

new or improved hospital and health services, enhance or increase access to GI and improve 

energy efficiency. 

C.1.7.2 This policy requires a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) to be carried out for all residential 

developments of 10 dwellings or more, or non-residential development of 1,000m2 

floorspace or more.  This would be likely to ensure potential adverse effects of development 

on human health and health inequalities are considered and addressed.  This policy would 

also be expected to encourage physical exercise through active travel.  This would be likely 

to benefit physical health, as well as encouraging access to outdoor space and increasing 

social interaction.  The increased provision of GI under this policy would also be expected to 

benefit human health. Overall, a major positive impact on human health would be expected 

(SA Objective 8).   

C.1.7.3 This policy seeks to encourage active travel and reduce the need to travel, in particular by 

car.  By aiming to “maximise energy efficiency and the use of renewable and low-carbon 

energy”, this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on climate change (SA 

Objective 1).  The provision of GI would also help combat the effects of climate change, 

including benefits in regard to flood prevention, whilst also having a minor positive impact 

on biodiversity across the Plan area (SA Objectives 2 and 3).   

C.1.7.4 The policy also states that development proposals should provide “a permeable environment 

that promotes active travel, such as walking and cycling, linking to local centres, schools and 

community facilities”.  This would be expected to help improve accessibility across the Plan 

area to essential services, including employment opportunities.  This would be likely to have 

a minor positive impact on transport, education and the local economy (SA Objectives 10, 11 

and 12).  
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C.2 Economic Growth 
C.2.1 SWDPR 8: Providing the Right Land and Buildings for Jobs 

SWDPR 8: Providing the Right Land and Buildings for Jobs 

A. Allocated sites to meet the employment land requirements as evidenced by the South 
Worcestershire Economic Development Needs Assessment 2019 for B1, B2 and B8 uses are 
identified in policies SWDPR 49 to 55 inclusive.  

B. The development of sites allocated in this plan for employment uses for alternative residential 
uses will not be supported between plan reviews. Where no progress to deliver sites allocated for 
employment has been made before a plan review the suitability and availability of the site will be 
re-considered alongside all other available sites and allocated sites may be removed from the 
plan where there is little or no prospect of sites being delivered for the allocated employment 
use.  

C. Proposals for town centre uses on allocated employment sites will only be permitted if they are 
related in scale and use to the primary employment focus of the site, and would have no 
significant adverse impact on the vitality and viability of any defined centre (see policy SWDPR 
10).  

D. To ensure businesses can start up, grow, and relocate within south Worcestershire applications 
for non B1, B2 or B8 uses within the strategic employment sites listed below and shown on the 
SWDP Policies Map will not be supported unless the applicant can demonstrate that there are no 
alternative or more suitable locations for the proposed use and that the continued use of the 
premises in the current use is unviable.  

E. In other locations planning permission for the change of use of premises of over 500 m2 net 
floorspace, which are currently or were last used for employment purposes within the B1, B2 and 
/ or B8 use classes, will be granted only where:  

i. It is demonstrated that the continued use of the premises, or their redevelopment for 
employment use, is not viable, through the provision of:  
• Details of comprehensive marketing of the premises / land for employment uses for 

at least 12 months and appropriate to the prevailing market conditions; and 
• A financial appraisal that demonstrates that redevelopment for any employment-

generating use is unviable and is unlikely to achieve viability within five years; and  
ii. The proposed use would be compatible with adjacent land uses and not prejudice the 

amenity, lawful operation, viability or future development of other businesses.  
F. The Strategic Employment Sites are:  

• Warndon Business Parks 
• Blackpole East and West and Cosgrove Close  
• Worcester Six Business Park 
• Malvern Hills Science Park and QinetiQ  
• Enigma Business Park and Spring Lane  
• Tenbury Business Park 
• Vale Park  
• Hartlebury Trading Estate  
• Stonebridge Cross 
• North Pershore / Keytec  
• Berry Hill  
• Hampton Lovett  
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SWDPR 8: Providing the Right Land and Buildings for Jobs 

• Stockwood Business Park  

C.2.1.1 Policy SWDPR 8 aims to meet the identified requirements for employment floorspace within 

South Worcestershire over the Plan period.  This would be expected to have a major positive 

impact on the local economy (SA Objective 12).  To meet this requirement, the SWDPR has 

allocated 13 strategic employment sites and a range of smaller sites.  It should be noted that 

the sites allocated for employment development have been assessed individually (see 

Appendices B – E of this report for full assessments of sites considered at the Regulation 

18(III) stage and refer to the Regulation 18(II) SA Report6 for previously assessed sites).  The 

assessment of sites has identified a range of sustainability impacts in regard to SA Objectives 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 9, and therefore, for the purposes of this policy assessment the overall impact 

is uncertain.   

C.2.1.2 The development of new employment sites can provide greater flexibility over the location 

of new floorspace, enabling them to situate different types of jobs in appropriate locations, 

potentially based on accessibility, local need or overall sustainability.  This flexibility in 

location would be likely to help ensure a range of employment opportunities are located in 

areas of identified need with good access from surrounding areas.  As such, a minor positive 

impact on transport and accessibility would be expected (SA Objective 10).  Improved access 

and a wider range of employment opportunities would also be expected to result in minor 

positive impact in relation to human health and wellbeing (SA Objective 8).  

C.2.1.3 Nevertheless, the development of new employment sites would be expected to result in the 

loss of previously undeveloped land to some extent and result in the loss of soil resources.  

Therefore, this policy would be likely to result in a minor negative impact on the Plan area’s 

natural resources (SA Objective 6).  

 
6 Lepus Consulting (2019) Sustainability Appraisal of the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review. Regulation 18 (II) SA Report.  
Available at: https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?option=com_fileman&view=file&routed=1&name=PO%20LC-
503_SWDPR_SA_Reg18II_7_171019LB.pdf&folder=Documents%2FSouth%20Worcestershire%20Development%20Plan%2FSWDP%20Review
%2FEvidence%20Base%2FSA%20and%20HRA&container=fileman-files [Date Accessed: 29/01/21] 
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C.2.1.4 As this policy focuses on employment provision, it would be unlikely to impact housing and 

education across the Plan area (SA Objectives 7 and 11). 

C.2.2 SWDPR 9: Non Allocated Employment Development 

SWDPR 9: Non Allocated Employment Development 

A. Proposals for additional B1b, B1c, B2 or B8 floor space, or buildings for intensive horticultural uses 
within south Worcestershire other than on sites specifically allocated for these uses will be 
considered on their planning merits. A sequential approach to site selection should be followed 
for speculative development to meet general employment needs. Where development is to meet 
a specific business need it is recognised that this may be specific to the existing business location. 
Applicants however will still be expected to demonstrate that there is no suitable and / or 
available existing or allocated site or premises within the locality of the development proposal.  

B. All such proposals will need to be thoroughly justified taking into account the economic and 
social benefits that would accrue from the proposed development and the impact it would have 
on the character of the local area and the local community.  

C. Employment development proposals on non allocated should clearly demonstrate:  
• Evidence of need for business uses and jobs to be provided in the locality and of the size 

proposed; and 
• That the location is appropriate for the intended use /occupier of the site, taking into 

account:  
i. Physical and functional relationship of the site to the adjacent settlement;  
ii. Impact on the amenity of occupiers of neighbouring and nearby properties;  
iii. Relationship to, and impact of traffic on, the local highway network;  
iv. Scope to assess the site conveniently and safely on foot, by cycle and the availability 

of public transport services;  
v. Scope to minimise the use of non-renewable resources and energy consumption; and  
vi. Compliance with other relevant SWDPR policies.  

D. In granting permission, the LPA will remove Permitted Development Rights which would 
otherwise allow conversion of the development to non-business uses. The granting of permission 
for business uses under the provisions of this policy, irrespective of whether the permission is 
implemented, will in no way establish a principle in support of other forms of development on the 
site.  

E. Buildings for intensive horticultural production will be conditioned to ensure the land is returned 
to agricultural use when the horticultural use ceases.  
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C.2.2.1 In addition to the SWDPR aiming to meet the demand for employment floorspace provision 

across the Plan area, the SWDPR seeks to reduce the proportion of residents commuting out 

of the Plan area for employment.  As such, Policy SWDPR 9 aims to help increase 

employment provision beyond the identified need.   

C.2.2.2 This policy would be expected to increase employment floorspace provision above and 

beyond the requirement identified, and therefore, Policy SWDPR 9 would be likely to have a 

major positive impact on the local economy and employment opportunities (SA Objective 

12). 

C.2.2.3 This policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on transport and accessibility, 

by encouraging the provision of employment floorspace across the Plan area and as such, 

increasing the accessibility of residents to employment opportunities (SA Objective 10).  This 

in turn would be likely to have benefits to climate change mitigation by reducing the need 

for travel, and therefore, a minor positive impact would be anticipated (SA Objective 1).  

C.2.3 SWDPR 10: City, Town and Local Centres 

SWDPR 10: City, Town and Local Centres 

A. New retail, leisure and tourism development that contributes to achieving a high-quality 
sustainable network of urban and rural settlements will be supported. Retail and other town 
centre development should be of a scale appropriate to its location.  

B. Proposals for retail or leisure facilities within the city centre and town centres will need to 
demonstrate that they are:  

i. Contributing to a comfortable, safe, attractive and accessible environment; and  
ii. Making full use of the premises, avoiding vacant floors over shops and providing a 

separate entrance for leisure, office or residential use of upper floors.  
The Sequential Test  
C. Applications for retail and leisure development outside the centres listed in the table below must 

demonstrate that:  
i. The sequential test set out in the NPPF (paragraph 86), or any subsequent amended test 

in national planning policy for the consideration of retail and leisure development, has 
been satisfied;  
The scale of development is appropriate to the location, is consistent with the settlement 
hierarchy set out in SWDPR 2 and the development would have no significant adverse 
impact on the vitality and viability of any centre; and  

ii. Access by all travel modes and particularly bus, cycle and walking is convenient and safe, 
taking into account any improvements provided or secured by the development.  

Local Retail Impact Test  
D. To maintain the vitality and viability of the identified city and town centres the following 

thresholds will apply for a Retail Impact Assessment for proposals (including Bulky Goods to 
unrestricted A1 uses) that are not within an existing centre or in a location allocated for new retail 
development:  
• Worcester, development proposals over 1,000 m2. 
• Droitwich, Evesham and Malvern, development proposals over 750 m2.  
• Pershore, development proposals over 500 m2. 
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SWDPR 10: City, Town and Local Centres 

• Tenbury Wells and Upton-upon-Severn, development proposals over 250 m2.  
Change of Use Applications  
E. Within the city centre and town centres' Primary Shopping Areas, as shown on the Policies Map, 

change of use from retail (use class A1) beyond that allowed by the General Permitted 
Development Order or the extension of existing non-A1 uses into adjoining A1 premises at ground 
floor level will not be permitted.  

F. Outside of Primary Shopping Areas and within the city centre and town centres' boundaries, as 
shown on the Policies Map, change of use from retail (use class A1) to non-retail uses in classes, 
A3, A4, A5, D1, D2 will be permitted provided:  

i. The proposed use will not result in a continuous frontage of three or more non-A1 retail 
units (units are defined as a shop front width of about 6 m; larger units will be assessed 
in terms of unit length);  

ii. The proposed will not result in the proportion of units in a street in A3, A4 and A5 use 
exceeding 30%; and  

iii. A shop window will be retained at all times.  
Retail Centres 
G. The following Retail Centres are shown on the Policies Map:  
 
Table 2 – City, Town, District and Local Centres  

H. Where it would result in three or more non-A1 retail units in a row within the District and Local 
Centres listed in Table 2 above, in order to preserve the variety and vitality of the retail 
opportunities, the change of use of premises from A1, A2, or A3, uses will not be permitted where 
it would result in less than 50% of all units within the centre being in A1 use.  

The Night Time Economy  
I. New, or extensions to existing, night time economy uses (drinking establishments and night 

clubs) will be supported provided they:  
i. Do not result in a clustering of dead frontages during the daytime;  
ii. Do not, on their own, or cumulatively, result in an unacceptable impact on neighbouring 

occupiers by reason of disturbance, traffic or safety;  
iii. Do not, on their own, or cumulatively, result in an inappropriate balance of uses; and  
iv. Will not in the view of the West Mercia Crime Risk Manager increase levels of crime and 

disorder.  
A5 Uses  
J. To maintain the variety and vitality of retail centres and to encourage healthy communities 

planning applications for new takeaway food outlets will be approved providing:  
i. They will not result in two or more takeaway food outlets adjacent to each other; and  
ii. They will not result in four or more takeaway food outlets within 400 m of the 

application site.  
iii. These requirements are in addition to, the need for, and compliance with the findings of a 

Health Impact Assessment.  
 

City and Town 
Centres  

Worcester, Droitwich Spa, Evesham, Great Malvern, Pershore, Tenbury Wells, Upton-upon-
Severn  

District Centres  Barnards Green, Malvern Link, St Johns  

Local Centres  
Barbourne, Brindley Road, Broadway, Canada Way, Cranham Drive, Dines Green, 
Ronkswood, SWDP45/1 (Worcester South)  
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SWDPR 10: City, Town and Local Centres 

Smaller Scale Retail Facilities  
K. The change of use of village, neighbourhood and corner shops to non-retailing uses will only be 

permitted if there is an alternative equivalent facility within safe walking distance or evidence is 
presented that the premises are no longer viable for any retail or community use.  

L. Planning permission for new village and neighbourhood shops will be granted provided they are 
of an appropriate scale and it can be demonstrated that they will not have a significant adverse 
impact on the vitality or viability of any local centre.  

M. New or expanded farm shops, garden centres or petrol filling stations will be permitted provided:  
i. They would not have a significant adverse impact on the viability or vitality of any 

defined centre or other local shopping facilities;  
ii. In the case of farm shops, the proposal would make use of redundant or under-used 

buildings and the range of goods to be sold is restricted to foodstuffs, plants and rural 
craft products produced locally;  

iii. In the case of garden centres, the site is accessible by walking, cycling and public 
transport;  

iv. The creation of new, or extensions to existing garden centres of farm shops in the open 
countryside will only be permitted if the proposed development is ancillary to, and on the 
site of, an existing horticultural business or existing farming operation.  

 

C.2.3.1 Policy SWDPR 10 sets out the hierarchy of centres within South Worcestershire including 

town centres, district centres and local centres, in order to help ensure that development 

proposals are of appropriate use and scale depending on the needs and capacity of the area. 

C.2.3.2 This policy aims to support and strengthen the identified hierarchy of centres.  This would 

be expected to provide benefits at the local community scale, in terms of residents’ access 

to local services and facilities, as well as strengthening the local economy.  In addition, this 

policy would be likely to support retail and tourism, attracting visitors and providing jobs.  

This policy would therefore be expected to have a minor positive impact on the local 

economy due to the support for growth of key employment areas across the Plan area (SA 

Objective 12).  By supporting local businesses and the local economy, this policy would also 

be expected to have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of residents (SA 

Objective 8). 

C.2.3.3 The policy aims to ensure that development outside of the stated centres are accessible “by 

all travel modes and particularly bus, cycle and walking”.  The policy would also promote 
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active travel and reduce the need to travel.  This would be likely to have a minor positive 

impact on accessibility to essential facilities and would help reduce the need to travel (SA 

Objective 10). 

C.2.4 SWDPR 11: Employment in Rural Areas 

SWDPR 11: Employment in Rural Areas 

A. To help promote rural regeneration across south Worcestershire, existing employment sites in 
rural areas that are currently or were last used for B1, B2, B8, tourism, leisure and / or recreation-
related purposes will be safeguarded for employment-generating uses during the plan period.  

B. Proposals to diversify agricultural and other land-based rural businesses for employment, 
tourism, leisure and recreation uses will be permitted providing:  

i. The proposed use does not detract from or prejudice the existing agricultural 
undertaking or its future operation;  

ii. The scale of activities associated with the proposed development is appropriate to the 
rural character of the area; and  

iii. Wherever possible existing buildings are used to reduce the need for additional built 
development.  

C. Proposals for live / work accommodation will be permitted providing:  
i. They are located within or adjacent to a town or Category 1, 2 or 3 village.  
ii. The residential and employment floor space are combined in a single building and the 

residential use is ancillary with floor space split at least 60% employment and no more 
than 40% residential.  

iii. The residential accommodation does not exceed 100 m2.  
iv. The residential and work spaces have separate entrances and separate toilet and kitchen 

facilities.  
v. Where viable, affordable housing, in accordance with SWDPR 14, is included within the 

development.  
vi. All units have access to superfast broadband or equivalent infrastructure.  
vii. Proposals for ten or more live / work units should include the provision for a shared 

business services hub, i.e. meeting rooms and basic office services.  
viii. The proposed use does not involve the sale of goods to visiting members of the public or 

fall within the A3, A4, A5, B2, C1, or C2 use classes.  
D. Where planning permission is required for the residential conversion of isolated rural buildings it 

will only be granted where a marketing exercise has shown that employment, tourism or leisure 
and recreation uses are unviable. 
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C.2.4.1 Some of the key rural businesses within South Worcestershire include agriculture, 

horticulture, food processing and distribution.  In addition, an increasing number of residents 

in rural areas are home workers. 

C.2.4.2 A live/work unit is a purpose-designed unit or group of buildings enabling the occupiers to 

live and work within the same premises.  The provision of live/work units can help support 

small and start-up businesses as well as provide sustainability benefits, particularly in the 

more rural parts of South Worcestershire.  

C.2.4.3 Overall, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the local economy 

and the wellbeing of local residents, by encouraging the provision of rural employment 

opportunities (SA Objectives 8 and 12).  In addition, by ensuring employment opportunities 

within the rural areas of South Worcestershire are safeguarded and promoted, this policy 

could potentially help reduce the need to travel, having a minor positive impact on transport 

(SA Objective 10). 
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C.3 Housing 
C.3.1 SWDPR 12: Effective Use of Land 

SWDPR 12: Effective Use of Land 

A. To deliver places that are more sustainable, development will make the most effective and 
sustainable use of land, focusing on:  

i. Housing density;  
ii. Reusing previously developed land; and  
iii. Making only exceptional use of the Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land (BMVAL).  

Housing Density  
B. Housing development in south Worcestershire will make the most effective and efficient use of 

land, with housing density designed to enhance the character and quality of the local area, deliver 
net environmental gain and be commensurate with a viable scheme and infrastructure capacity.  

C. Housing density will be greater on sites with a high level of accessibility, including sites located in 
or close to city and town centres, or close to public transport stations.  

D. The form and density of housing will vary across larger sites, in response to current and future 
accessibility and other characteristics of each part of the site. Variations in density across a site 
should be used to develop different character areas.  

E. Subject to parts B, C and D above, on sites allocated for housing or for mixed use that includes 
housing, the following broad indications of appropriate average net densities shall apply:  

i. On sites within the city of Worcester and allocations for more than 100 new dwellings in 
Droitwich Spa, Evesham and Malvern, development should achieve a minimum net 
density of 40 dwellings / ha.  

ii. On sites within Worcester city centre and the town centres of Droitwich Spa, Evesham 
and Malvern, development of mainly flatted units should achieve an minimum net density 
of 75 dwellings / ha.  

iii. In Pershore, Tenbury Wells, Upton-upon-Severn and the villages, and on sites of less than 
100 dwellings in Droitwich Spa, Evesham and Malvern outside their identified town 
centres, new development should be provided at a average net density of 30 dwellings / 
ha. 

iv. In allocated new settlement(s) and urban extensions, densities will be determined through 
masterplanning and the development management process, subject to the overriding 
requirement that the number of dwellings indicated in the allocation policy for each new 
settlement or urban extension is achieved.  

v. Where urban extensions and other large developments abut open land or sensitive 
locations such as conservation areas, listed buildings, areas of archaeological interest or 
ecological / biodiversity value, their design should reflect the sensitivity of those areas. 
Development densities immediately adjacent to such areas should be adjusted 
downwards as appropriate to ensure that impact on them is minimised, whilst maintaining 
the overall average density of the site.  

Windfall Sites  
F. Windfall housing developments should be assessed against the density criteria (criteria B, C, D 

and E above) relevant to their locality and the character of the built and natural environment 
context, including heritage assets.  

Use of Brownfield Land (Previously Developed Land)  
G. The plan includes an indicative monitoring target of 20% of housing development in the plan 

period to be located on Brownfield Land.  
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SWDPR 12: Effective Use of Land 

Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land  
H. Windfall development proposals which would result in the loss of more than two hectares of 

BMVAL will only be approved in exceptional circumstances and will be required to demonstrate 
that:  

i. The proposed development cannot be reasonably accommodated on non-BMVAL; and  
ii. The benefits of the development significantly outweigh the loss of BMVAL.  

I. In addition, the effect of the loss of BMVAL on farm economics and management will be 
considered. Where development would fragment farm holdings, planning permission will be 
granted only where mitigation is possible, e.g. the land can be incorporated into surrounding 
holdings and where there is no severance of agricultural buildings from the land.  

C.3.1.1 Where development is proposed on previously undeveloped land, it can be assumed that 

there would be a net loss of the soil resource.  Soil is a non-renewable resource, and 

therefore, the loss of soil represents a permanent impact with little scope for mitigation.  All 

soils are ecologically valuable, even if they are not considered to be agriculturally valuable, 

they play a vital role in the cycling of nutrients and other ecosystem services.   

C.3.1.2 Paragraph 117 of the NPPF7 states “planning policies and decisions should promote an 

effective use of land in meeting the need for homes and other uses, while safeguarding and 

improving the environment and ensuring safe and healthy living conditions. Strategic policies 

should set out a clear strategy for accommodating objectively assessed needs, in a way that 

makes as much use as possible of previously-developed or ‘brownfield’ land”.  As such, the 

use of previously developed sites for development should be supported and encouraged by 

local authorities, as it is an efficient use of land.   

C.3.1.3 This policy would be expected to help reduce the proportion of development located on 

previously undeveloped land, by increasing housing densities and promoting the use of 

brownfield sites.  This policy would also ensure development is only located on BMV 

agricultural land in exceptional circumstances.  Therefore, this policy would be likely to have 

a major positive impact on helping to protect the Plan area’s natural soil resources (SA 

Objective 6).  Soil has multiple benefits, including preservation of habitats and biodiversity 

(SA Objective 3), carbon sequestration (SA Objective 1) and flood risk attenuation (SA 

 
7 MHCLG (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-
framework--2 [Date Accessed: 19/12/19] 
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Objective 2).  This policy would therefore be expected to have a minor positive impact on 

these three SA Objectives.   

C.3.1.4 An effective use of land would also be likely to help the Councils provide more housing across 

the Plan area, in particular through the increase of housing densities in appropriate areas.  As 

such, a minor positive impact on housing would be likely (SA Objective 7).  In addition, this 

policy states that housing densities would be increased “on sites with a high level of 

accessibility, including sites located in or close to city and town centres, or close to public 

transport stations”.  This would be likely to increase the proportion of new residents located 

in close proximity to sustainable transport options, and therefore, have a minor positive 

impact on transport and accessibility (SA Objective 10). 

C.3.2 SWDPR 13: Market Housing Mix 

SWDPR 13: Market Housing Mix 

A. All new residential developments of five or more units, having regard to location, site size and 
scheme viability, should contain a mix of types and sizes of market housing. The mix will be 
informed by the latest Strategic Housing Market Assessment and, where available, by other local 
data, for example, neighbourhood plans, parish surveys, parish plans, latest council position 
statement and developers’ assessments.  

B. Permission for the subdivision or multiple occupation of dwellings within Development 
Boundaries, including changes of use to hostels and guest houses, will be granted provided that:  

i. It does not lead to, or increase an existing over-concentration of such uses in the local 
area;  

ii. The proposal makes adequate provision for parking, respects residential amenity of both 
the scheme residents and neighbouring occupiers and includes sufficient amenity space; 
and  

iii. In the case of hostels, the property must be detached. 

C.3.2.1 An appropriate mix of housing is required across the Plan area to help to ensure that the 

varied needs of current and future residents are met.  This in particular may include an 

increased number of smaller homes which would be likely to help provide appropriate 

accommodation for the elderly and first-time buyers entering the market. 

C.3.2.2 Policy SWDPR 13 aims to ensure that residential developments meet the local housing need, 

supporting the current and future requirements of the population in terms of housing type 
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and size, as well as providing specialist accommodation for those with particular needs.  This 

would be likely to have a minor positive impact on local housing provision (SA Objective 7).  

By providing a suitable mix of housing types and tenure, this policy would be expected to 

meet the varying needs of residents, and as such, have a minor positive impact on health and 

wellbeing (SA Objective 8). 

C.3.3 SWDPR 14: Meeting Affordable Housing Needs 

SWDPR 14: Meeting Affordable Housing Needs 

A. All new residential development, including conversions, above the thresholds in SWDPR 14 B (and 
adjacent land, if it could reasonably form part of a larger site) will contribute to the provision of 
affordable housing.  

B. The number, size, type, tenure and distribution of affordable dwellings to be provided will be 
subject to negotiation, dependent on recognised local housing need, specific site and location 
factors and development viability and having regard to the approach set out below:  

i. Within Designated Rural Areas:  
• On sites of between 6 and 9 dwellings, 40% of units should be affordable on site; and  
• On sites of 5 dwellings or less, a financial contribution towards local affordable 

housing provision should be made, based on the cost of providing the equivalent in 
value to 20% of the units as affordable housing on site. The sum will be payable on 
completion of the development.  

ii. Elsewhere, on sites of either 10 or more dwellings or 0.5 ha or more, 40% of the units 
should be affordable and be provided on site.  

C. Where a robust justification exists, off-site contributions may be accepted in lieu of on-site 
provision.  

D. Secure arrangements will need to be put in place to ensure that the affordable housing provided 
in accordance with this policy will remain affordable (or that the subsidy will be recycled for 
alternative affordable housing provision) and, for sites outside the city or towns, available to 
meet the needs of local people.  

E. The final tenure mix of the affordable housing on individual sites will be subject to negotiation. 
Generally the preference will be for social rented, unless for example a contribution from an 
alternative affordable housing tenure is required to achieve scheme viability or local need has 
been has been demonstrated for a different affordable housing tenure.  

F. Exceptionally and on windfall sites only where it has been demonstrated that the proportion of 
affordable housing sought by SWDPR 14 B would not be viable, the maximum proportion of 
affordable housing will be sought that does not undermine the development's viability. Financial 
viability assessments conforming to an agreed methodology will be required and, where 
necessary, the LPA will arrange for them to be independently appraised at the expense of the 
applicant.  

G. Further details of the manner on how the policy will be applied will be set out in an Affordable 
Housing Supplementary Planning Document.  
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C.3.3.1 This policy would help to ensure that, throughout the Plan area, the SWDPR delivers an 

appropriate mix of affordable housing that meets the varied needs of current and future 

residents. 

C.3.3.2 This policy sets out the requirements for affordable housing in urban and rural communities, 

to ensure that suitable residential development is provided to meet the social and economic 

needs of the population.  Therefore, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive 

impact on housing provision (SA Objective 7). 

C.3.4 SWDPR 15: Providing Opportunities for Self-Build and Custom Housebuilding 

SWDPR 15: Providing Opportunities for Self-Build and Custom Housebuilding 

A. Proposals of 20 dwellings or more will be expected to provide 5% of dwelling plots for sale as 
serviced Self or Custom Build plots unless demand identified on the LPA Self-Build and Custom 
Housebuilding Register, or other relevant evidence, demonstrates that there is a lower level of 
demand for plots. 

 

C.3.4.1 This policy seeks to meet the needs of those wishing to build their own homes.  The policy 

aims to secure a proportion of residential sites of 20 or more units to be available for self-

build housing.   

C.3.4.2 This policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact by ensuring that new housing 

delivered across the Plan area can accommodate the diverse requirements of residents 

within South Worcestershire, and therefore, have a minor positive impact on housing (SA 

Objective 7). 
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C.3.5 SWDPR 16: Residential Access Standards 

SWDPR 16: Residential Access Standards  

A. On new housing developments of 20 or more dwellings, 20% of the market dwellings should 
meet the requirements of Building Regulations Part M4(2) dwelling standard (Accessible and 
Adaptable Dwellings).  

B. On sites of 100 or more dwellings, 1% of the dwellings on site should meet the requirements of 
Building Regulations Part M4(3) dwellings standard (Wheelchair Use Dwellings).  

C. Exceptional circumstances will apply when a proposal has Listed Building constraints or site-
specific factors such as vulnerability to flooding, site topography or other special circumstances 
which may make a specific site less suitable for M4(2) and M4(3) compliant dwellings.  

D. Where step-free access is not viable, neither of the optional requirements in Part M should be 
applied.  

 

C.3.5.1 South Worcestershire is an area with an increasingly high population of older people, with 

approximately 22% of residents aged 65 or more in 2016.  As such, future residential 

development needs to consider accessibility requirements for the elderly, as well as families 

with young children and those with specific needs. 

C.3.5.2 Policy SWDP 16 would be likely to help ensure residential developments allow for the safe 

and convenient access for a variety of residents, including older people and wheelchair users.  

Therefore, this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on human wellbeing 

(SA Objective 8).  

C.3.6 SWDPR 17: Residential Space Standards 

SWDPR 17: Residential Space Standards 

A. Proposals for all new residential development (to include all tenures and conversions of existing 
buildings) should, as a minimum, meet the requirements of the Nationally Described Space 
Standard as set out in Annex C.  
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C.3.6.1 The Nationally Described Space Standards8 help to ensure that all development satisfies the 

requirement for internal space, in particular, ensuring more affordable homes still provide 

new residents with enough internal space.  It is thought that the greater the internal space 

within a property, the better the standard of living for residents.   

C.3.6.2 An increased amount of residential space facilitates an improved standard of living, leading 

to a more comfortable and higher quality life.  Residents with more space, and therefore 

better qualities of life, are likely to be part of a more vibrant and interactive community, and 

as such, a minor positive impact on the wellbeing of residents would be expected (SA 

Objective 8). 

C.3.7 SWDPR 18: Rural Exception Sites 

SWDPR 18: Rural Exception Sites 

A. Affordable housing development will be permitted on small sites beyond, but reasonably 
adjacent to, the Development Boundaries of villages where the following is demonstrated:  

i. There is a proven and as yet unmet local need, having regard to the latest South 
Worcestershire Strategic Housing Market Assessment, the Sub-regional Choice-based 
Letting Scheme and other local data, e.g. neighbourhood plan or parish survey;  

ii. No other suitable and available sites exist within the Development Boundary of the 
settlement; and  

iii. Secure arrangements exist to ensure the housing will remain affordable and available to 
meet the continuing needs of local people.  

B. Where viability for 100% affordable housing provision cannot be achieved, an element of market 
housing may be included within a rural exception scheme to provide sufficient cross-subsidy to 
facilitate the delivery of affordable homes. In such cases, additional supporting evidence in the 
form of an open book development appraisal will be required to be submitted for the proposal 
containing inputs assessed and verified by a Chartered Surveyor.  

C. Further details on the manner in which the policy will be implemented will be set out in an 
Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning Document.  

 

 
8 MHCLG (2015) Technical housing standards – nationally described space standards.  Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/524531/160519_Nationally_Described_
Space_Standard____Final_Web_version.pdf [Date Accessed: 19/12/19] 
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C.3.7.1 Rural exception sites are small sites used for affordable housing in perpetuity where sites 

would not typically be used for housing9.  Paragraph 77 of the NPPF10 states that “In rural 

areas, planning policies and decisions should be responsive to local circumstances and 

support housing developments that reflect local needs. Local planning authorities should 

support opportunities to bring forward rural exception sites that will provide affordable 

housing to meet identified local needs and consider whether allowing some market housing 

on these sites would help to facilitate this”. 

C.3.7.2 This policy would be expected to help meet the housing requirements and increase the 

provision of affordable housing across the Plan area.  Therefore, a minor positive impact on 

housing would be expected (SA Objective 7). 

C.3.7.3 Rural exception sites could potentially be located on previously undeveloped land in the 

open countryside.  As such, development proposals would be likely to result in the loss of 

soil, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on natural resources (SA Objective 6). 

C.3.8 SWDPR 19: Meeting the Needs of Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 

SWDPR 19: Meeting the Needs of Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 

Provision for Travellers  
A. The LPA will identify and update annually a five year supply of deliverable pitches for Travellers 

and Travelling Showpeople in order to meet the local targets set out in Tables 3a and 3b (subject 
to subsequent reviews of the South Worcestershire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation 
Assessment). The LPA will identify sites in a Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Site Allocations 
Development Plan Document (DPD) unless sufficient sites can be identified through SWDPR 19 C.  

 
Table 3a: Minimum Requirements for Permanent Traveller Pitches, Travelling Showpeople Plots and Transit Pitches 2019-2023* 
(source: South Worcestershire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment, 2019)  
*2019-2023 is the period from 1 January 2019 to 31 December 2023  

District  Permanent Traveller Pitches Permanent Travelling Showpeople Plots 
Malvern Hills  15 7 
Worcester City  1 0 

 
9 MHCLG (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-
framework--2 [Date Accessed: 19/12/19] 
10 Ibid 
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SWDPR 19: Meeting the Needs of Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 

Wychavon  14 0 
South Worcestershire  30 7 

Table 3b: Longer-term Requirements for Permanent Traveller Pitches and Travelling Showpeople Plots 2024 – 2041 (source: 
South Worcestershire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment, 2019)  

 
2024-2028 2029-2033 2034-2041 

Traveller 
Pitches 

Travelling 
Showpeople 

Plots 

Traveller 
Pitches 

Travelling 
Showpeople 

Plots 

Traveller 
Pitches 

Travelling 
Showpeople 

Plots 
Malvern 
Hills  3 1 3 1 4 1 

Worcester  1 0 1 0 2 0 
Wychavon  16 0 18 0 26 0 
Total  20 1 22 1 32 1 

B. Sites that have unrestricted planning permission for Traveller use are safeguarded for this use and 
only exceptionally will planning permission for alternative development or changes of use be 
permitted.  

Traveller Provision on Large-scale New Developments  
C. The larger strategic sites shall each include a Traveller site of up to 10 pitches, to be sited within 

the allocation boundaries in the locations as defined through the masterplanning stage. Generally, 
sites in the Significant Gaps would not be appropriate unless exceptional circumstances can be 
demonstrated at the masterplanning and / or planning application stage.  

Proposals for Travellers and Travelling Showpeople Sites  
D. Proposals for new or intensification / expansion of existing Traveller sites will only be supported 

where the LPA is satisfied that the applicant / occupier is a Gypsy, Traveller or Travelling 
Showperson as defined in the Government’s Planning Policy for Traveller Sites, and that:  

For new sites: 
i. The site is within a SWDPR allocation or is within, or on the edge of, Worcester, a town or 

a Category 1, 2 or 3 settlement;  
For all sites:  

ii. The site is not within an international or national planning designation;  
iii. The site is within Flood Zone 1 and is not vulnerable to surface water flooding;  
iv. The site does not have any significant impact on local plan designations, such as 

Conservation Areas and Significant Gaps, or on sites of ecological or biodiversity 
interests that cannot be mitigated;  

v. There is no significant visual impact on the landscape that cannot be mitigated with the 
use of appropriate planting;  

vi. There is no significant impact, or cumulative impact, on privacy and residential amenity 
for both site residents and neighbouring properties that cannot be mitigated, but to 
avoid enclosing and separating the site so much that it hampers cohesion with the 
neighbouring settled community;  

vii. The size of the site and the number of pitches are of an appropriate scale for the location 
and do not dominate the nearest settled community;  

viii. The site has, or is capable of providing, safe and convenient access to the highway 
network including for turning and parking, vehicles towing caravans, emergency vehicles 
and servicing requirements, including waste collection;  

ix. The site has, or is capable of providing, adequate on-site services for water supply, mains 
electricity, sanitation, foul and surface water drainage and for the screened storage and 
collection of refuse, including recyclable materials. Sustainable Drainage Systems should 
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SWDPR 19: Meeting the Needs of Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 

be used where feasible. Where it is not possible to connect to a public sewer provision 
must be made for discharge to a package treatment plant or a sealed septic tank;  

x. On private sites there are no more than 10 pitches / plots on the site for ease of 
management and to provide a comfortable environment for residents, where individual 
pitches are clearly defined without 'enclosing' them with inappropriately high, close-
boarded fencing. To accommodate a travelling lifestyle, each pitch on all sites should 
have sufficient space for at least one touring caravan in addition to a mobile home and 
sufficient space to accommodate vehicle parking and an amenity area;  

xi. Proposed amenity buildings or day rooms are the minimum size necessary to provide 
required facilities, be sensitively sited, and use sympathetic materials; and  

xii. External lighting is kept to a minimum.  
xiii. Sites for Travelling Showpeople must also be suitable for the storage, maintenance and 

testing of items of mobile equipment  
E. Any planning permission will be subject to conditions relating to the number of pitches / plots 

and restricting occupancy to Gypsy and Traveller or Travelling Showpeople use.  

 

C.3.8.1 In accordance with the Planning policy for traveller sites11, Gypsies and Travellers are defined 

as “Persons of nomadic habit of life whatever their race or origin, including such persons who 

on grounds only of their own or their family’s or dependants’ educational or health needs or 

old age have ceased to travel temporarily, but excluding members of an organised group of 

travelling showpeople or circus people travelling together as such”.   

C.3.8.2 Travelling Showpeople are defined as “Members of a group organised for the purposes of 

holding fairs, circuses or shows (whether or not travelling together as such).  This includes 

such persons who on the grounds of their own or their family’s or dependants’ more localised 

pattern of trading, educational or health needs or old age have ceased to travel temporarily, 

but excludes Gypsies and Travellers as defined above”12. 

C.3.8.3 This policy would be expected to meet the identified pitch targets for Travellers and plot 

targets for Travelling Showpeople which address the likely permanent and transit 

accommodation needs, and as such, have a minor positive impact on housing (SA Objective 

 
11 MHCLG (2015) Planning policy for traveller sites.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/planning-policy-for-traveller-
sites [Date Accessed: 19/12/19] 
12 Ibid 
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7).  The policy sets out criteria which aim to ensure future pitch and plot development would 

not result in adverse impacts on biodiversity, landscape, health or transport. 

C.3.9 SWDPR 20: Replacement Dwellings in the Open Countryside 

SWDPR 20: Replacement Dwellings in the Open Countryside 

A. The replacement of an existing dwelling in the open countryside with another single dwelling will 
be permitted where:  

i. The existing dwelling has established use rights as a dwelling and is not a caravan, 
mobile home or subject to a temporary planning permission.  

ii. It can be demonstrated that accommodation needs cannot be met through the alteration, 
extension and / or refurbishment of the existing dwelling.  

iii. The replacement is not disproportionately larger than the existing dwelling and will not 
exceed the size of the original footprint by more than 30%.  

iv. The proposed dwelling is positioned on the footprint of the existing dwelling, unless 
there is a better position for visual, landscape, highway safety, environmental or other 
public gain grounds to justify an alternative location within the existing curtilage.  

v. The curtilage of the replacement building is no greater than that of the existing dwelling.  
vi. The proposal includes the demolition of the dwelling to be replaced.  
vii. Where the existing dwelling has been provided for agricultural purposes, a condition will 

be attached to ensure that the replacement dwelling can only be occupied by an 
agricultural worker once it has been built.  

 

C.3.9.1 The provision of replacement dwellings would be expected to maintain housing stock across 

the Plan area.  This policy aims to direct replacement dwellings towards sustainable locations 

in the open countryside, with the aim of maintaining or enhancing the vitality of rural 

communities. 

C.3.9.2 As this policy aims to ensure the provision of residential development in appropriate 

countryside locations, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on rural 

housing provision (SA Objective 7).  
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C.3.10 SWDPR 21: Dwellings for Rural Workers 

SWDPR 21: Dwellings for Rural Workers 

A. Proposals for permanent agricultural, horticultural, forestry and rural enterprise-related dwellings 
will be permitted provided that:  

i. The functional and economic tests contained in Annex D are met;  
ii. No dwelling serving or closely associated with the holding has been sold or changed 

from residential use, or otherwise separated from the holding within the previous five 
years;  

iii. The dwelling does not exceed 150 m2 of net usable floorspace, unless a larger property is 
robustly justified;  

iv. Where practical for its purpose, the dwelling is located close to existing buildings / 
dwellings, to minimise its visual and environmental impact; and  

v. Planning conditions are imposed to control the occupancy of the dwelling to ensure that 
it cannot be sold on or sublet for general accommodation unrelated to the enterprise.  

B. For a new agricultural, horticultural, forestry or other rural enterprise, a time-limited permission 
may be granted for a temporary dwelling, such as a mobile home or caravan, until the economic 
viability of the enterprise is established. Applications for such dwellings must meet the functional 
and economic tests contained in Annex D.  

C. Temporary or seasonal accommodation requirements to serve rural enterprises will be considered 
on a case-by-case basis, but will need to demonstrate that:  

i. There is a proven business case for the accommodation;  
ii. There is no appropriate accommodation available in nearby settlements; and  
iii. Impacts on local services, landscape and amenity are mitigated.  

D. Generally, occupancy conditions will be retained on rural workers’ dwellings, however, 
occasionally circumstances may have changed such that it is acceptable to remove the condition. 
The occupancy condition will be removed where:  

i. The dwelling is now located within a Development Boundary or housing allocation; or  
ii. Evidence proves that the long term need for the dwelling in the locality has ceased. 

C.3.10.1 Paragraph 79 of the NPPF13 states that “planning policies and decisions should avoid the 

development of isolated homes in the countryside unless … there is an essential need for a 

rural worker, including those taking majority control of a farm business, to live permanently 

at or near their place of work in the countryside”.  Applicants would need to demonstrate the 

 
13 MHCLG (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-
framework--2 [Date Accessed: 19/12/19] 
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need for permanent or temporary dwellings and be able to satisfy the criteria set out within 

the policy. 

C.3.10.2 This policy would be anticipated to have a minor positive impact by helping to ensure that 

rural workers are able to live in a location that permits access into their place of work, and 

thereby supports the rural economy.  Therefore, this policy would be expected to have a 

minor positive impact on housing provision and the economy (SA Objectives 7 and 12). 

C.3.11 SWDPR 22: Meeting the Needs of Older Residents and Residents with Special 
Needs 

SWDPR 22: Meeting the Needs of Older Residents and Resident with Special Needs 

A. The provision of housing suitable for the needs of older people will be required on all allocated 
and windfall sites of five units or more as part of the market housing mix through policy SWDPR 
13 and affordable housing mix through policy SWDPR 14.  

B. Where housing for older people or residents with special needs falling into Class C2 of the Town 
and Country Planning (Use Classes) Order 1987 (as amended) is proposed, permission will be 
granted provided that:  

i. There is an evidenced requirement for that type of accommodation;  
ii. It is designed to meet the particular requirements of residents with social, physical, 

mental and / or health care needs;  
iii. The scheme has good access to public transport, healthcare, shopping and other 

community facilities for residents, carers and their visitors; and  
iv. Where a mix of Uses Classes C2 and C3 is proposed on a single site, the affordable 

housing requirements of policy SWDPR 14 are met in respect of the C3 element. 

C.3.11.1 Over the Plan period, it is likely that there will be an increase in the need for homes for the 

elderly and those in need of specialist care.  It is expected that people over the age of 60 will 

require different types of housing of various sizes and tenures, and those over 80 will have 

particular needs for specialist forms of housing, including some homes with care provision 

and access for those with reduced mobility.  Policy SWDPR 22 aims to provide adequate 

accommodation for older residents and those with specialist needs within South 

Worcestershire.  Therefore, this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on 

housing and specialist accommodation provision (SA Objective 7). 
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C.3.11.2 By providing specialist and supported homes for residents across the Plan area, this policy 

would be expected to result in benefits to the health and wellbeing of these residents.  In 

addition, this policy would be likely to help support a more inclusive and vibrant community, 

and therefore, a minor positive impact on health and wellbeing would be expected (SA 

Objective 8). 

C.3.12 SWDPR 23: Reuse of Rural Buildings 

SWDPR 23: Reuse of Rural Buildings 

A. The reuse, conversion, or change of use of, redundant or underused traditional rural buildings and 
structures of architectural importance and / or heritage significance for housing, employment, 
commercial use, or tourism (including visitor accommodation), recreation and community uses, 
will be supported outside of a defined development boundary providing:  

i. It can be demonstrated that the building(s) is (are) of credible and recognised 
architectural importance and / or heritage significance;  

ii. It reuses a traditional rural building of permanent and substantial construction;  
iii. The building(s) is (are) capable of conversion without the need for considerable 

extension, significant alteration, excessive rebuilding or full reconstruction;  
iv. The proposal(s) is (are) of a high quality design, takes precedent from and has regard to 

(in as much as possible) the original design, features and materials that contribute to the 
architectural character and significance of the building and its surroundings;  

v. There will be no adverse effect on the historical environment, the character of the 
landscape and its setting, and that any impact on local biodiversity, including protected 
habitats and species, can be significantly mitigated;  

vi. There is existing adequate access, or where a new access is created it will not have an 
adverse effect on the area's rural character;  

vii. It is compatible with neighbouring uses and does not detract from, or conflict with 
existing land uses including any existing and continued agricultural operation; and  

viii. That the building can be serviced by existing utilities or where the provision of new 
utilities are necessary, provision can be achieved without resulting in an adverse effect on 
the area's rural character.  

B. Where there is a loss of employment space, the applicant is required to demonstrate that the 
existing use is no longer viable and that the site has been actively marketed for employment (or 
tourism, leisure or recreational purposes where applicable) for a period of at least 12 months in 
line with the marketing exercise outlined in Annex B.  

C. When granting permission for development under this policy, the LPA will remove any permitted 
development rights, where appropriate, that would normally apply to the building and its 
curtilage for future alterations, extensions, and other development.  

D. Where the development of a cluster of rural buildings is proposed, the development will require 
support from and adhere to more specific SWDP housing policies. In this instance, development 
of a site cannot see the construction of any new buildings to accommodate any of the planning 
uses that are provided within this policy unless supported by other policies. 
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C.3.12.1 Policy SWDPR 23 seeks to ensure development proposals for the reuse of rural buildings, 

protects and enhances the rural landscape character and historic environment.  The criteria 

set out within this policy aim to ensure that any future development proposals would not 

result in adverse impacts to landscape features or heritage assets, and where possible, 

enhance the landscape character and quality.  By allowing for the conversion of heritage 

assets to more suitable uses, this policy would also provide opportunities to rejuvenate 

redundant historic buildings whilst remaining sympathetic to their significance and design.  

Therefore, this policy would be expected to have minor positive impacts in regard to 

landscape and cultural heritage (SA Objectives 4 and 9). 

C.3.13 SWDPR 24: Extensions to Residential Curtilage 

SWDPR 24: Extensions to Residential Curtilage 

A. Proposals to extend residential curtilages within the rural settlements and open countryside will 
be supported providing:  

i. There is no detrimental impact on the character and appearance of the settlement or the 
rural area;  

ii. There is no adverse affect on the privacy and amenity of neighbouring properties and 
their occupiers;  

iii. It does not detract from, or conflict with, neighbouring land uses; and  
iv. There is no detrimental impact on existing heritage, ecology, and landscape features.  

B. Extensions to residential curtilages will be resisted in the Green Belt, Areas of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty, and where the extension would see the loss of Protected Open Space (in part or 
full), unless supported by other relevant policies.  

C. When granting permission to extend a residential curtilage the LPA, where appropriate, will 
remove permitted development rights that would normally apply to the curtilage.  
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C.3.13.1 This policy sets out the criteria to be met for the conversion of non-residential land to garden 

use.  This change of use could potentially have benefits to the health and wellbeing of 

residents, through providing more usable outdoor space.  In addition, the policy also seeks 

to ensure any proposals for such extensions do not affect the “privacy and amenity of 

neighbouring properties and their occupiers” or “detract from, or conflict with, neighbouring 

land uses”.  Therefore, this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on health 

and wellbeing (SA Objective 8). 
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C.4 Environmental Enhancement and 
Protection 

C.4.1 SWDPR 25: Design 

SWDPR 25: Design 

A. All development will be expected to be of a high design quality. It will need to integrate 
effectively with its surroundings, in terms of form and function, reinforce local distinctiveness and 
conserve, and enhance cultural and heritage assets and their settings. New and innovative 
designs will be encouraged and supported where they enhance the overall quality of the built 
environment.  

B. Applications should demonstrate, through a Design and Access Statement or other supporting 
evidence, e.g. Building for Life 12 assessment how the objectives outlined in criterion A have been 
addressed. They will also need to address the following matters:  
i. Siting and Layout  

The siting and layout of a development should reflect the given characteristics of the site in 
terms of its appearance and function. Orientation should take advantage of passive heating 
and cooling systems, offer shade as appropriate and provide for the use of renewable 
energy.  

ii. Relationship to Surroundings and to Other Development  
Development proposals must complement the character of the area. In particular, 
development should respond to surrounding buildings and the distinctive features or 
qualities that contribute to the visual and heritage interest of the townscape, frontages, 
streets and landscape quality of the local area. Development should provide an acceptable 
level of amenity, outlook, sunlight and daylight, and should not be overbearing.  

iii. The Settings of the City, Towns and Villages  
Design proposals should ensure that the prominent views, vistas and skylines of Worcester 
city, the towns, and other settlements are maintained and safeguarded, particularly where 
they relate to heritage assets, existing landmark buildings, and ‘gateway’ sites. 
Development at the urban edges should respect the rural setting. The distinct identity and 
character of rural settlements should be safeguarded.  

iv. Adaptable Design  
Buildings should incorporate flexible designs, addressing access to public open spaces and 
enabling adaption for future needs and uses in terms of internal spaces and extensions.  

v. Scale, Height, Massing and Mix  
The scale, height and massing of development must be appropriate to the setting of the 
site and the surrounding landscape character and townscape, including existing urban grain 
and density. To create vitality and interest, proposals should incorporate a mix of uses 
where appropriate to the location.  

vi. Links, Connectivity and Access  
Design and layouts should integrate with existing development and street patterns, as well 
as maximise opportunities for active travel corridors, i.e. pedestrian and cycle routes to the 
surrounding area and local services and should be generally accessible for all users, 
including those with disabilities. Vehicular traffic from the development should be able to 
access the highway safely and the road network should have the capacity to accommodate 
the type and volume of traffic from the development.  

vii. Detailed Design, Materials and Landscaping  
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SWDPR 25: Design 

The detailing and materials of development should be of high quality and appropriate to its 
context and local distinctiveness. Design should have regard to sustainable construction 
approaches and ensure adaptability to changes in the climate. Development should provide 
high quality hard and soft landscaping that is included as an integral part of developments 
design and include arrangements for long-term management.  

viii. Appropriate Facilities  
Development should incorporate parking facilities, storage for bicycles and make 
accommodation for waste collection facilities. Satisfactory access and provision for the 
parking and manoeuvring of vehicles, including waste collection vehicles should be 
provided.  

ix. Public Realm  
Public realm and open spaces should be well-designed, appropriately detailed and 
maintained via management agreements. They should also incorporate active frontages 
where appropriate. Proposals should include hard, soft and permeable surfaces, public art, 
street furniture, shade, lighting and signage as appropriate to the development.  

x. Creating a Safe and Secure Environment  
Opportunities for creating a safe and secure environment and providing surveillance should 
be included, principally through the layout and positioning of buildings, spaces and uses. 
Where appropriate, development should incorporate measures for crime reduction that are 
consistent with those recommended by the Secured by Design guides. Buildings and their 
surrounding spaces should incorporate fire, public safety, and counter terrorism measures 
and be designed to allow rapid access by the emergency services.  

xi. Advertisements  
Illuminated signage will only be permitted where lighting is unobtrusive or not considered 
to be harmful to the character and appearance of the site or surroundings. Consent will be 
granted for outdoor advertisements (including poster hoardings) provided the display will 
not adversely affect the amenities of the area or impact on public safety.  

xii. Gull control  
Proposals for new development in areas identified as having a problem with gulls will be 
required to consider design measures that reduce the gull population and their impact on 
the building and general environment.  

 

C.4.1.1 Effective design codes can help to ensure new developments are integrated effectively into 

the local landscape, reinforcing local distinctiveness and conserving cultural and heritage 

assets.  Good design can enhance the quality of life for residents, strengthen the sense of 

place, improve the attractiveness of a location and create safer places to live and work. 
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C.4.1.2 Building for Life 1214 is a government endorsed design quality indicator for well-designed 

developments.  This guidance should be used by local authorities to help guide design codes 

within the Plan area.  This policy would help to ensure all new development within the Plan 

period remains consistent with the Building for Life 12 requirements.   

C.4.1.3 This policy would be likely to promote climate change resilience and help reduce carbon 

emissions associated with development, due to the promotion of energy efficient design and 

provision for the use of renewable energy.  Furthermore, the delivery of safe infrastructure 

to facilitate active travel, such as improvements to pedestrian and cycle routes, could 

potentially help to reduce transport associated GHG)emissions.  Therefore, a minor positive 

impact on climate change would be expected (SA Objective 1). 

C.4.1.4 The policy requires development proposals to “respond to surrounding buildings and the 

distinctive features or qualities that contribute to the visual and heritage interest of the 

townscape, frontages, streets and landscape quality of the local area” and include soft 

landscaping.  The policy also seeks to ensure that development proposals “complement the 

character of the area” and seeks to ensure this is considered within urban and rural areas.  

This would be likely to result in a major positive impact on the local landscape, by helping to 

ensure that future development does not adversely affect the existing landscape character 

and where appropriate, results in visual enhancements to the area (SA Objective 4). 

C.4.1.5 Through the provision of suitable waste storage methods and recycling facilities, this policy 

would be likely to help reduce the volume of waste produced per household and encourage 

recycling.  A minor positive impact on waste would therefore be expected (SA Objective 5). 

C.4.1.6 Under this policy, improvements to pedestrian and cycle network and opens spaces would 

be required, which, in addition to encouraging physical exercise, would be expected to 

provide alternative sustainable modes of transport and pleasant spaces which could 

potentially benefit mental wellbeing.  An appropriate mix and density of housing would also 

be expected to have benefits in relation to health and wellbeing, by providing spacious 

places for people to live.  This policy would be likely to make a positive contribution to 

reducing crime and the fear of crime in the local area.  This would be expected to create safe 

and cohesive communities and help to improve quality of life for residents, and as such, have 

benefits to the local community.  Overall, this would be expected to result in a minor positive 

impact on health (SA Objective 8). 

C.4.1.7 High-quality design would help to ensure that new development does not have an adverse 

impact on any surrounding heritage assets.  This policy sets out criteria to help ensure future 

development proposals maintain prominent views where they relate to heritage assets, 

“conserve and enhance cultural and heritage assets and their setting” and “respond to the 

 
14 D. Birkbeck and S. Kruczkowski (2015) Building for Life 12.  Available at: https://www.designcouncil.org.uk/resources/guide/building-life-
12-third-edition [Date Accessed: 18/12/19] 
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surrounding buildings and distinctive features that contribute to the visual and heritage 

interest of the townscape, frontages, streets and landscape quality of the local area”.  Overall, 

a major positive impact on the historic environment would be expected (SA Objective 9).  

C.4.1.8 Policy SWDPR 25 aims for new development to be carefully designed to ensure new 

residents have good access to the “surrounding area and local services” and that travel 

corridors “should be generally accessible for all users, including those with disabilities”.  This 

would include improvements to the existing pedestrian and cycle network.  Overall, this 

policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on transport and accessibility (SA 

Objective 10). 

C.4.2 SWDPR 26: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

SWDPR 26: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

A. All developments are expected to deliver measurable net gains in biodiversity through the 
restoration, recreation and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological networks and the 
protection and recovery of legally protected and priority species populations. Delivery of 
measurable net biodiversity gains should be designed to support the delivery of the identified 
biodiversity network. Enhancements for wildlife within the built environment will be sought where 
appropriate from all scales of development. The level of biodiversity net gain required will be 
proportionate to the type, scale and impact of development.  

B. Development should support the conservation, enhancement and restoration of biodiversity and 
geodiversity across the plan area. Proposals for development must be supported by a 
proportionate level of up-to-date technical assessment, demonstrating how ecological and 
geological features identified, on the site and in its wider context, have influenced site choice, 
design and layout.  

C. When making planning decisions full consideration will be given to the importance of any 
affected habitats, species and features, taking account of the hierarchy of legal protection and 
whether the mitigation hierarchy has been followed, i.e. ensuring avoidance of harm has been 
given priority above minimisation, mitigation and compensation:  
i. Development which is likely to compromise the integrity of a Special Area of Conservation 

(SAC) or other international designations or the favourable conservation status of 
internationally or nationally protected species or habitats will not be permitted.  

ii. Development likely to have an adverse effect on nationally important sites, including a Site 
of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and irreplaceable features including (but not limited to) 
Ancient Woodland and Ancient and Veteran Trees will not be permitted, except where the 
public benefits of the development at that site clearly outweigh both its likely impact on 
the features of the site and any broader impacts on the wider ecological networks, and a 
suitable compensation strategy exists.  

iii. Development which would compromise the favourable condition, (or make it less likely that 
favourable condition can be reached) of a Grassland Inventory Site (GIS), a Local Wildlife 
Site (LWS), a Local Geological Site (LGS), an important individual tree or woodland and 
species or habitats of principal importance recognised in the Biodiversity Action Plan, or 
listed under Section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, will 
only be permitted if the need for and the public benefits of the proposed development 
outweigh the loss.  
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SWDPR 26: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

iv. Development should consider ecological networks that link the biodiversity areas detailed 
above, including areas identified for habitat restoration and creation. To ensure that 
connectivity for wildlife is maintained, proposals for new development must ensure that, for 
example, lighting is carefully designed to maintain dark habitats and corridors, and similarly 
that boundaries, including those between private gardens, are permeable to native wildlife 
(such as small mammals, reptiles and amphibians).  

v. Where the policy requirements of C ii, iii or iv have been met, full compensatory provision 
and its establishment commensurate with the ecological / geological value of the site will 
be required. This may be secured through a legal agreement where appropriate.  

vi. In the first instance compensatory provision should be through on-site mitigation, the 
details of which need to be agreed with the LPA. Off-site mitigation will only be acceptable 
as a last resort and where on-site mitigation is shown not to be possible. Where, having 
followed the mitigation hierarchy, there is an unavoidable requirement for off-site 
biodiversity compensation to offset harm, applicants will be expected to demonstrate that 
this will be brought forward in a timely manner at a scale and proximity to the proposed 
development in keeping with the harm caused.  

D. Development must secure the management and monitoring of relevant biodiversity features, 
both on and off-site, for a period reasonably related to the lifetime of the development.  

E. Where features created in relation to SWDPR 26 D can be classified as Green Space, these shall 
be identified on the Policies Map and thereafter protected by SWDPR 43.  

 

C.4.2.1 This policy would be expected to support development which would result in a net gain in 

biodiversity through the restoration, recreation and enhancement of priority habitats, 

ecological networks and the protection and recovery of legally protected and priority species 

populations.  Development which could potentially result in the loss of local biodiversity and 

geodiversity would be prevented where appropriate.  

C.4.2.2 It is expected that this policy would help to protect important biodiversity assets in the Plan 

area from adverse impacts caused by development, whilst proposals would also be required 

to deliver an overall net gain in biodiversity.  Achieving biodiversity net gain is a requirement 

that relies on long term, effective and well-funded strategies.  It is anticipated that this policy 

would have a major positive impact on biodiversity and geodiversity within the Plan area 

(SA Objective 3). 

C.4.2.3 Nationally and locally designated biodiversity assets within South Worcestershire include 

Bredon Hill SAC, Lyppard Grange SAC, as well as numerous SSSIs and LWSs.  Non-
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designated biodiversity assets, such as arable field boundaries, hedgerows and mature trees, 

are common key features of local landscapes.  By protecting and potentially enhancing 

biodiversity assets, it would be likely that some key landscape features would also be 

protected and enhanced.  Therefore, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive 

impact on the local landscape (SA Objective 4).   

C.4.2.4 Vegetation provides several ecosystem services, including carbon storage (climate change 

mitigation), flood risk reduction (climate change adaptation), filtration of air pollutants and 

the protection of ecologically valuable soil resources from erosion.  The protection and 

enhancement of biodiversity features provided by this policy would be likely to help protect 

and enhance these essential ecosystem services within the Plan area.  This policy could 

potentially result in a minor positive impact on these four SA Objectives (SA Objectives 1, 2, 

5 and 6). 

C.4.2.5 The protection of biodiversity assets would also be expected to have positive impacts in 

relation to human health.  Access to a diverse range of natural habitats is known to have 

benefits for mental wellbeing, and could potentially encourage residents to engage in a more 

active lifestyle.  This policy would therefore be likely to have a minor positive impact on 

human health (SA Objective 8). 

C.4.3 SWDPR 27: The Cotswolds and Malvern Hills Areas of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONB) 

SWDPR 27: The Cotswolds and Malvern Hills Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty 

A. Major development proposals within the AONB will not be permitted.  
B. Minor development proposals within the AONB will be supported provided that it can be 

demonstrated that they will conserve and enhance the special qualities of the landscape and 
there would be no detrimental impact on tranquillity and natural beauty of the local area.  

C. Development proposals within the AONB must demonstrate that they will conserve and enhance 
the special qualities of the landscape.  

D. Development proposals should be supportive of the latest published AONB Management Plans 
and associated design guidance.  

AONB Setting 
E. Development Proposals which could have a detrimental impact on the setting of an AONB will in 

the first instance have to submit a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA).  
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C.4.3.1 This policy sets out the requirements for development proposals to consider the potential 

impacts on the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs.  The policy prevents major development 

within the AONBs and only supports minor development within the AONBs if there is 

evidence that the proposals will conserve and enhance the special qualities of the AONBs.  

All development proposals which could potentially result in a detrimental impact on the 

Cotswolds or Malvern Hills AONBs would also be required to carry out a LVIA.  This policy 

would be likely to help protect the distinctiveness of the internationally important landscapes 

of both AONBs for future generations, and therefore, major positive impacts on the 

landscape character of the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs would be expected (SA 

Objective 4).  

C.4.3.2 By preventing major development within the AONBs, this policy would help to prevent the 

loss of previously undeveloped land, and therefore, would be likely to have a minor positive 

impact on natural resources (SA Objective 6).  Previously undeveloped land within the 

Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs is expected to be of a high biodiversity value, and by 

protecting this land, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on local 

biodiversity assets (SA Objective 3).  

C.4.3.3 Both the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs are ancient landscapes scattered with forts, 

castles and historic villages.  The protection afforded to the AONBs under this policy would 

therefore be anticipated to have a minor positive impact on cultural heritage, by helping to 

provide protection to locally and nationally important heritage assets (SA Objective 9). 

C.4.3.4 This policy would be likely to help preserve the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs, both of 

which attract visitors and are important to the economy of the local area.  By protecting the 

AONBs, this policy would be likely to help safeguard a substantial area of green infrastructure 

which is regularly visited by locals and tourists.  Access to these AONBs is likely to provide 

significant health and wellbeing benefits.  Therefore, this policy would be likely to have minor 

positive impacts on human health and the local economy (SA Objectives 8 and 12).   

C.4.4 SWDPR 28: Management of the Historic Environment 

SWDPR 28: Management of the Historic Environment 

A. Development proposals affecting all categories of heritage assets will be considered in 
accordance with the NPPF, relevant legislation and published national and local guidance.  

B. Proposals likely to affect the significance of a heritage asset, including the contribution made by 
its setting, should be accompanied by a description of its significance in sufficient detail to allow 
the potential impacts to be adequately assessed. Where there is potential for any heritage assets 
with archaeological interest to be affected, this description should be informed by available 
evidence, desk based assessment and, where appropriate, field evaluation to establish the 
significance of known or potential heritage assets.  

C. The sympathetic and creative reuse and adaptation of historic buildings will be encouraged 
particularly where the proposed reuse can be considered to have less than substantial harm to 
the historic asset. Such proposals, and other proposals for enabling development that provide a 
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SWDPR 28: Management of the Historic Environment 

sustainable future, or look to improve the heritage assets identified as at risk, will be considered 
in accordance with SWDPR 28 A.  

D. Where a material change to a heritage asset has been agreed, recording and interpretation 
should be undertaken to document and understand the asset’s archaeological, architectural, 
artistic or historic significance. The scope of the recording should be proportionate to the asset’s 
significance and the impact of the development on the asset. The information and understanding 
gained should be made publicly available, as a minimum through the relevant Historic 
Environment Record and where appropriate at the asset itself through on-site interpretation.  

E. Proposals for development within or affecting the setting of conservation areas will be required 
to preserve or enhance their character and appearance. 

C.4.4.1 This policy would be expected to help ensure that heritage assets are conserved in a manner 

appropriate to their significance, in line with national policy, and that the setting and special 

character of assets are not adversely impacted by development.  Where development 

proposals could potentially affect the significance of an asset, this policy requires an 

accompanying statement to be produced, in order to ensure that impact can be adequately 

assessed.  Overall, this policy would be expected have a major positive impact on cultural 

heritage (SA Objective 9).  

C.4.4.2 By requiring development proposals to carefully consider the existing character and setting 

of the local area, this policy would be expected to have benefits on the character, appearance 

and distinctiveness of some landscape and townscapes.  It could potentially protect and 

enhance urban landscape features and encourage the reuse of historic buildings, and 

therefore, have a minor positive impact on the local landscape (SA Objective 4).   

C.4.5 SWDPR 29: Landscape Character 

SWDPR 29: Landscape Character 

A. Development proposals and their associated landscaping schemes must demonstrate the 
following:  

i. That they take into account the latest Landscape Character Assessment and its 
guidelines;  

ii. That they are appropriate to, and integrate with, the character of the landscape setting; 
and  
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SWDPR 29: Landscape Character 

iii. That they conserve, and where appropriate, enhance the primary characteristics defined 
in character assessments and important features of the Land Cover Parcel, and have 
taken any available opportunity to enhance the landscape.  

B. A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) will be required for all major development 
proposals and for other proposals where they are likely to have a detrimental impact upon  

i. The landscape as a resource is its own right; and / or  
ii. Views and visual amenity.  

C. The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment should include proposals to protect and conserve 
key landscape features and attributes and, where appropriate, enhance landscape quality.  

 

C.4.5.1 Policy SWDPR 29 aims to ensure that future development proposals would not result in 

adverse impacts on the existing landscape character and how proposals integrate with the 

surrounding landscape.  The policy also requires an LVIA to be carried for all major 

development proposals or any development proposals which has the potential to impact 

views.  As this policy would be likely to protect and enhance local landscape features and 

the overall landscape character of the area, a major positive impact on the landscape would 

be expected (SA Objective 4). 

C.4.5.2 The policy states that development proposals should take into consideration the findings of 

the latest Landscape Character Assessment and “the primary characteristics defined in 

character assessments”.  The key characteristics of some landscapes within South 

Worcestershire focus around built heritage.  By protecting and enhancing these key 

characteristics, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the historic 

environment (SA Objective 9).   
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C.5 Resource Management 
C.5.1 SWDPR 30: Electronic Communications 

SWDPR 30: Electronic Communications 

A. All new developments that generate additional need for broadband will be expected to include 
provision for full fibre gigabit capable network infrastructure Fibre to the Premises (FTTP) to 
enable broadband services for all occupiers from first occupation and with sufficient capacity to 
facilitate mid-haul / back-haul for wider applications to allow for a minimum of two superfast 
operators.  

B. All new developments that generate a need for additional electronic communications, will be 
expected to consult with a minimum of two telecommunications providers to explore the need 
for other telecommunications technology including mobile (5G and future iterations), fixed 
wireless and WiFi. If additional technology infrastructure is required, space should be made 
available within the development to provide any such infrastructure.  

C.5.1.1 Policy SWDPR 30 supports the provision of superfast broadband and electronic 

communications networks as part of new development proposals, in order to meet the needs 

of current and future populations. 

C.5.1.2 With improvements to broadband and electronic communications in the area under this 

policy, residents would be likely to have greater access to essential services from home.  This 

would provide increased opportunities to work from home and access to a wider range of 

employment opportunities, resulting in a minor positive impact on the local community and 

economy (SA Objective 12).  In addition, with improved access to online facilities and home 

working, this policy could potentially help to reduce reliance on personal car use such as for 

commuting to workplaces, and in turn, reduce local congestion.  This would be expected to 

have a minor positive impact on climate change, due to reduced emissions associated with 

less traffic, and transport (SA Objectives 1 and 10). 
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C.5.2 SWDPR 31: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 

SWDPR 31: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 

Incorporating Renewable and Low Carbon Energy into New Development  
A. To increase the supply of renewable and low carbon energy and heat, all new developments over 

100 m2 gross or one or more dwellings should incorporate the generation of energy from 
renewable or low carbon sources equivalent to at least 20% of predicted energy requirements, 
unless it has been demonstrated that this would make the development unviable. 

B. Large scale development proposals should examine the potential for a decentralised energy and 
heat network. If practical and viable, a decentralised energy and heat network should be provided 
as part of the development.  

Stand Alone Renewable and Low Carbon Energy Schemes  
C. With the exception of wind turbines (see D below) proposals for stand-alone renewable and 

other low carbon energy schemes will be supported if their impacts are (or can be made) 
acceptable. Factors that will be taken into account when determining the suitability of different 
renewable and low carbon energy technologies are set out in guidance in the South 
Worcestershire Renewable and Low Carbon Energy SPD (July 2018).  

D. Proposals for stand-alone wind turbines will only be considered favourably if:  
i. The site is identified as suitable for wind energy development in a neighbourhood plan; and  
ii. Following consultation, it can be demonstrated that any significant planning impacts 

identified by the affected local community have been fully addressed and that the proposal 
has the backing of the local community.  

C.5.2.1 The promotion of on-site renewable or low carbon technologies incorporated with new 

development in the Local Plan would help to decrease reliance on energy that is generated 

from unsustainable sources, such as fossil fuels.  A reduction in the use of fossil fuels would 

help to reduce the volume of GHGs that are emitted into the atmosphere.  This in turn would 

reduce South Worcestershire’s contribution towards the causes of climate change.  This 

policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on climate change by helping to ensure 

development proposals are more energy efficient and seek opportunities to utilise renewable 

and low carbon energy sources (SA Objective 1).  

C.5.2.2 In addition, the promotion of alternative renewable and low carbon technologies would be 

likely to result in reduced emission of pollutants.  This would be expected to have a minor 

positive impact on air quality in the Plan area (SA Objective 5).  
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C.5.3 SWDPR 32: Management of Flood Risk 

SWDPR 32: Management of Flood Risk 

A. In order to minimise the impacts of and from all forms of flood risk, including, but not limited to 
flooding from watercourses and surface water, the following is required:  
i. Other than sites allocated in this plan, all development proposals must clearly demonstrate 

that the Sequential Test as set out in the latest version of the Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment (SFRA), has been applied. It should also take into account the impact of 
climate change over the lifetime of that development. The area of search for the 
consideration of reasonable alternatives should be discussed with the LPA and will be 
proportionate to the scale and type of the development being proposed. Ownership of land 
is not a reason in itself for a site to pass the Sequential Test.  

ii. If the Sequential Test has been satisfied, development proposals, other than those allocated 
in this plan, must also satisfy the Exception Test in all applicable situations as set out in the 
latest version of the SFRA.  

iii. After application of the Sequential Test (and Exception Test if required), a sequential 
approach to site design should be used to reduce risk, by placing the least vulnerable parts 
of the site in the highest flood risk areas.  

iv. Site specific Flood Risk Assessments (FRAs), informed by the latest version of the SFRA, or 
other relevant data (including historical), where:  
• The development proposal is over 1 ha in size. 
• The proposal includes land in Flood Zones 2 and 3 (as defined by the most up-to-date 

flood risk mapping). 
• The development proposal (includes Flood Zone 1) affects land where evidence, in 

particular the SFRA, indicates there are records of historic flooding or other sources of 
flooding, e.g. due to critical drainage problems, including from ordinary watercourses 
and / or a need for more detailed analysis or as indicated in the LLFAs Flood Spot 
Data.  

v. Surface Water Drainage Strategies are required for all major developments; regardless of 
their size and the Flood Zone and catchment they are in to meet the requirements of the 
LLFA.  

Flood Risk Assessments  
B. All development proposals must adhere to the advice in the latest version of the SFRA and will:  

i. Provide level for level, volume for volume, flood plain compensation where necessary.  
ii. Ensure no increase in flood risk or harm to third parties.  
iii. Include appropriate allowances for climate change.  
iv. Actively seek opportunities to reduce flood risk in the wider catchment(s), including 

Section 106 contributions to flood alleviation measures where necessary.  
v. Ensure development is safe from flooding for its lifetime.  
vi. Ensure development is appropriately flood resistant and resilient.  
vii. Take into account all forms of flooding.  
viii. Ensure safe access and exits are available for residential development in accordance with 

DEFRA guidance (Table 13.1 from FD2320 – Danger to People for Combinations of Depth 
and Velocity – see below). Access to 'safe refuges' or 'dry islands' are unlikely to be 
considered safe as this will further burden the Emergency Service in times of flood.  

ix. Provide an assessment of residual risk.  
x. Provide satisfactory Evacuation Management Plans, where necessary, including 

consultation with the Emergency Services and Emergency Planners.  
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xi. Ensure development layouts are informed by drainage strategies incorporating sustainable 
drainage systems (SuDS), as set out in SWDPR 33.  

C. The vulnerability of the development type to flooding should then be considered with regards to 
the Flood Zone information in the latest version of the SFRA:  
i. Where the site is Functional Floodplain (Flood Zone 3b) development should be resisted 

(including extensions and intensification of use and changes of use) and opportunities to 
relocate development out of the floodplain should be sought. The only development that 
can be permitted in Flood Zone 3b is essential infrastructure, subject to the Exception Test.  

ii. Where the site is High Probability (Flood Zone 3a):  
• Opportunities should be sought to relocate highly vulnerable developments, such as 

caravans, mobile homes and park homes with permanent residential use to lower flood 
risk areas. 

• Caravans, mobile homes and park homes with holiday use can be permitted, subject to 
a site specific flood warning and evacuation plan and the application of the Exception 
Test.  

• Residential dwellings can be permitted, subject to the Exception Test. 
• A site specific Flood Risk Assessment must be submitted with a Planning Application 

for all sites in Flood Zone 3.  
D. To pass the Exception Test, developments will need to:  

i. Provide a demonstrable benefit to the wider sustainability of the area. Matters such as 
biodiversity, green infrastructure, historic environment, climate change adaptation, flood 
risk, green energy, pollution, health, transport should be considered. Applicants should 
detail the suitability issues the development will address and how doing so will outweigh 
the flood risk concerns for the site, e.g. by facilitating wider regeneration of an area, 
providing community facilities, infrastructure that benefits the wider area. 

ii. Prove that the development will be safe for its lifetime taking account of the vulnerability of 
its users, without increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible, will reduce flood risk 
overall.  

E. Developments in Flood Zone 3a that do not benefit from flood defences may be unlikely to be 
able to demonstrate that they can pass the Exception Test, unless a Flood Risk Assessment can 
demonstrate that suitable site level mitigation can be provided and that there is safe access and 
egress in a design flood (the 1% annual chance river flood).  

F. Where the site is Medium Probability (Flood Zone 2), most development can be permitted, 
subject to a site specific Flood Risk Assessment. Highly vulnerable development, such as 
caravans, mobile homes and park homes with permanent residential use can be permitted, 
subject to the Exception Test.  

G. Where the site is Low Probability (Flood Zone 1), the information in the latest SFRA should be 
used to assess if a development is at risk from other sources of flooding and/or if there is an 
increased risk of flooding in the future due to climate change. If this site is shown to be at risk, a 
site specific Flood Risk Assessment should accompany a planning application.  

 
Cumulative Impact  
 
New Settlements  
H. Any new settlement area should be accompanied by an overall Surface Water Management 

Masterplan and Strategy. This should cover:  
i. How the cumulative effects of potential peak rates and volumes of water from 

development sites would impact on peak flows, duration of flooding and timing of flood 
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SWDPR 32: Management of Flood Risk 

peaks on receiving watercourses. This should be used to develop and implement 
appropriate drainage sub catchments and specific runoff rate and volume requirements for 
each phase of the development.  

ii. The risk of flooding from all sources, including for rainfall events greater than the design 
standard of the surface water drainage system should be taken into account to ensure 
there is no flood risk to new properties and that exceedance flows in extreme events are 
safely routed around those properties.  

iii. The consideration of how SuDS, natural flood management techniques, green infrastructure 
and green-blue corridors can be designed into the development master plan to facilitate 
drainage flood risk management and ensure wider benefits such as biodiversity, amenity, 
water quality and recreation are realised.  

I. Based on the above, a Drainage Phasing Plan should be developed, based on the SuDS train 
method (considering firstly how water can be infiltrated / stored at a plot level, then conveyed 
through the site and any regional storage needs at a settlement level).  

J. The provision of drainage during the building phase shall be based on the Drainage Phasing Plan 
to ensure adequate drainage is provided and implemented throughout the development life.  

K. The LLFA, Environment Agency and LPA should be consulted during the development of the 
Surface Water Management Masterplan and Strategy.  

Medium Risk Catchments 
L. In Medium Risk Catchments, development must:  

i. Incorporate SuDS and provide details of adoption, ongoing maintenance and management 
on all development sites. Proposals will be required to provide reasoned justification for not 
using SuDS techniques, where ground conditions and other key factors show them to be 
technically feasible. Preference will be given to systems that contribute to the conservation 
and enhancement of biodiversity and green infrastructure in the district where practicable.  

ii. Seek to provide wider betterment by demonstrating in site-specific Flood Risk Assessments 
and Surface Water Drainage Strategies what measures can be put in place to contribute to 
a reduction in flood risk downstream. This may either be by provision of additional storage 
on site e.g. through oversized SuDS, natural flood management techniques, green 
infrastructure and green-blue corridors and/or by providing a Partnership Funding 
contribution towards any flood alleviation schemes. Consultation on the site-specific 
requirements should be undertaken with the LPA and the Environment Agency at the 
earliest opportunity.  

M. The LPA will work closely with the Environment Agency and Worcestershire County Council as 
LLFA to identify areas of land that should be safeguarded for the future use of natural flood 
management features.  

High Risk Catchments  
N. For high-risk urban catchments, all new development (other than minor extensions) must:  

i. Incorporate SuDS and provide details of adoption, ongoing maintenance and 
management. Proposals will be required to provide reasoned justification for not using 
SuDS techniques, where ground conditions and other key factors show them to be 
technically feasible. Preference will be given to systems that contribute to the 
conservation and enhancement of biodiversity and green infrastructure in the district 
where practicable.  

ii. Seek to provide wider betterment by demonstrating in site specific Flood Risk 
Assessments and Surface Water Drainage Strategies what measures can be put in place 
to contribute to a reduction in flood risk downstream. This may either be by provision of 
additional storage on site, e.g. through oversized SuDS, natural flood management 
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techniques, green infrastructure and green-blue corridors and/or by providing a 
Partnership Funding contribution towards a wider community scheme. Consultation on 
the site-specific requirements should be undertaken with the LPA at the earliest 
opportunity.  

iii. Provide a Surface Water Drainage Strategy, regardless of development size.  
O. Worcestershire County Council, as LLFA, will review Surface Water Drainage Strategies in 

accordance with their local requirements for major developments. These should take into account 
all sources of flooding to ensure that future development is resilient to flood risk and does not 
increase flood risk elsewhere.  

P. The LPAs will review Surface Water Drainage Strategies for non-major developments.  
Q. The Environment Agency, in consultation with the LPA and Worcestershire County Council, will 

consider whether to formally designate the catchment as a Critical Drainage area. This would 
mean that a detailed Flood Risk Assessment would be required for all developments that are 
proposed, regardless of their size.  

Rapid Response Catchments 
R. For rapid response catchments, new development must:  

i. Ensure that all developments in flood risk areas have taken into account the rapid response 
nature of the catchments when designing safe access and escape routes, the availability of 
flood alerts and flood warnings and time people would have to respond and ensure no 
additional burden is placed on emergency services as part of an agreed Emergency Flood 
Plan.  

ii. Seek to provide wider betterment by demonstrating in site specific Flood Risk Assessments 
and Surface Water Drainage Strategies what measures can be put in place to contribute to 
a reduction in flood risk downstream (and in particular by slowing the flow of water 
downstream). This may either be by provision of additional storage on site, e.g. through 
oversized SuDS, natural flood management techniques, green infrastructure and green-blue 
corridors and/or by providing a Partnership Funding contribution towards a wider 
community scheme. Consultation on the site-specific requirements should be undertaken 
with the LPA at the earliest opportunity.  

iii. Incorporate SuDS and provide details of adoption, ongoing maintenance and management. 
Proposals will be required to provide reasoned justification for not using SuDS techniques, 
where ground conditions and other key factors show them to be technically feasible. 
Preference will be given to systems that contribute to the conservation and enhancement 
of biodiversity and Green Infrastructure in the district where practicable.  

Flood Risk and Caravans, Mobile Homes and Chalet Parks  
S. Caravans, mobile homes and park homes with permanent residential use should not be permitted 

in the Functional Floodplain or Flood Zone 3 and opportunities should be taken to relocate these 
developments to lower flood risk areas.  

T. Caravans, mobile homes and park homes with seasonal (holiday) use should not be permitted in 
the Functional Floodplain and are not likely to be permitted in Flood Zone 3, unless the developer 
can prove the development would pass the Exception Test, which is that it can be made safe from 
flooding and contributes to wider sustainability benefits. This is only likely to be the case where 
the proposed site is in an area benefiting from flood defences, a Flood Evacuation and Warning 
Plan can be put in place and where other local planning policies promote the development of 
holiday accommodation in that local area.  

U. Where existing caravan, mobile home and chalet parks are already located within the 'high risk' 
floodplain, permission will not be granted for intensification of the park through additional 
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caravans and / or increased occupancy. Options for the relocation of the existing development to 
a suitable area of lower flood risk should be considered.  

Protection and Enhancement of Watercourses 
V. Planning permission for development will only be granted where:  

i. The natural watercourse profiles are not adversely affected and opportunities explored to 
enhance river corridors.  

ii. A minimum 8m access strip is provided adjacent to the top of both banks of any 
watercourse for maintenance purposes. It should be appropriately landscaped for open 
space and biodiversity benefits (this width may be reduced in exceptional circumstances 
where agreed by the LPA). Access strips will count towards Green Infrastructure 
requirements for the site.  

iii. It would not result in the loss of open water features through draining, culverting or 
enclosure by other means and culverts are opened up unless this would clearly 
compromise public safety.  

 
To be read in conjunction with DEFRA Guidance Table 13.1 from FD2320 – Danger to People for 
Combinations of Depth and Velocity. 

 

C.5.3.1 Policy SWDPR 32 seeks to manage the risk of flooding throughout the Plan area and ensure 

that measures are put in place within new developments to promote resilience to flooding.  

All development proposals would be required to demonstrate the application of the latest 

Sequential Test as set out in the latest version of the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

(SFRA), and relevant proposals would be required to undertake a site-specific flood risk 

assessment.  In addition, all major developments are required to provide a Surface Water 

Drainage Strategy and required to incorporate Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) to help 

reduce the risk of surface water flooding.  This, and other requirements as set out in the 

policy, would be expected to ensure that all future development proposals would not place 

new residents at risk of flooding or exacerbate flood risk in areas surrounding the 

development.  Therefore, a major positive impact on climate change adaption would be 

anticipated (SA Objective 2).  

C.5.3.2 Development proposals which could potentially adversely impacts natural watercourses 

would be prevented under this policy.  This policy also supports “natural flood management 

techniques, green infrastructure and green-blue corridors” which would be likely to benefit 

biodiversity and provide opportunities for habitat connectivity and the filtration of 
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pollutants.  This would be likely to have a minor positive impact on biodiversity and pollution 

(SA Objectives 3 and 5).  

C.5.4 SWDPR 33: Sustainable Drainage Systems 

SWDPR 33: Sustainable Drainage Systems 

A. To minimise flood risk, improve water quality and groundwater recharge and enhance 
biodiversity and amenity interest, all development proposals (as appropriate to their nature and 
scale) will be required to:  
i. Demonstrate, through a Water Management Statement, that site drainage and run off will 

be managed in a sustainable and co-ordinated way that mimics the natural drainage 
network, the statement should show how the four pillars of Sustainable Drainage Systems 
(SuDS) are met by the scheme:  
• to manage the quality of the run off; 
• to control the quantity and rate of run off from a development; 
• to provide an amenity benefit, to create and sustain better places for people; and  
• to provide a biodiversity benefit to create and sustain better places for nature.  

ii. Manage surface water through SuDS and this must be considered at the earliest possible 
stages and designed in accordance with local and national requirements. Proposals will be 
required to provide reasoned justification for not using SuDS techniques, where ground 
conditions and other key factors show them to be technically feasible. Preference will be 
given to systems that contribute to the conservation and enhancement of biodiversity and 
green infrastructure in the wider area where practicable.  

B. SuDS schemes should have regard to the South Worcestershire Water Management and Flooding 
SPD and the Worcestershire County Council Sustainable Drainage Design and Evaluation Guide.  

C. All schemes must also take into account the most up to date climate change models and 
predictions for flood risk from Strategic Flood Risk Assessments, and / or the Environment 
Agency.  

D. SuDS schemes must protect water quality and, wherever practicable, reduce the risk of diffuse 
pollution by means of treating at source and following the management train approach.  

E. SuDS should be designed following the SuDS management train approach and preference should 
be taken to dealing with flows at the source using multiple features to maximise surface water 
treatment:  
i. Secure the long-term maintenance of SuDS schemes. Ensuring SuDS are designed to be 

easy to maintain. A SuDS management plan should be used to demonstrate who will be 
responsible for maintenance of the features for the lifetime of the development, including 
details on how the maintenance will be funded and how it will be carried out.  

ii. As a minimum, demonstrate that for a greenfield site, the post-development surface water 
run off rate will not increase. Proposals on brownfield land must show that the post-
development surface water run off rate has been reduced as close as reasonable 
practicable to the greenfield run off rate from the development for the same rainfall event. 
In all cases, development proposals must not increase surface water flood risk beyond the 
site.  

iii. Prior to the submission of a planning application, consult with Severn Trent Water to ensure 
appropriate water infrastructure is secured (surface water sewer capacity).  

iv. Avoid culverting of any watercourses and secure adequate maintenance access. Open up 
any culverted watercourses unless this will clearly compromise public safety.  
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v. Demonstrate that the submitted landscaping scheme will preserve and wherever possible 
improve the ecological status of on-site watercourses and water bodies, including 
integration into the wider blue and green infrastructure.  

vi. Demonstrate compliance with the Water Framework Directive, exploring opportunities to 
help meet its targets.  

F. Lack of space, prohibitive costs, inadequate infiltration and land contamination will not be 
accepted as reasons for not including SuDS. Given the wide range of SuDS techniques available, 
there will be a sustainable drainage solution to suit all sites. Wherever possible, SuDS schemes 
should be at surface level to assist with monitoring and maintenance.  

 
To be read in conjunction with the Construction Industry Research and Information Association 
(CIRIA) SuDS Manual (2015), Table 7.1 of the manual and their guidance on the construction of SuDS 
Document. 

 

C.5.4.1 Surface water run-off can lead to flooding and a decrease in water quality.  Under this policy, 

all development proposals would be required to complete a Water Management Statement 

and incorporate SuDS.  The integration of SuDS into new developments would be anticipated 

to help reduce the risk of surface water flooding, and therefore, this policy would be likely to 

have a minor positive impact on flooding (SA Objective 2). 

C.5.4.2 The policy states that the incorporation of SuDS into developments should have benefits to 

water quality, biodiversity and amenity interest through the integration into the wider blue 

and green infrastructure network and natural management of flood water.  As a result, this 

policy would be expected to have minor positive impacts in relation to biodiversity and 

pollution (SA Objective 3 and 5). 
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C.5.5 SWDPR 34: Water Resources, Efficiency and Treatment 

SWDPR 34: Water Resources, Efficiency and Treatment 

A. All development proposals must demonstrate that there are or will be adequate water supply and 
water treatment facilities in place to serve the whole development. For phased development 
proposals, each phase must demonstrate sufficient water supply and water treatment capacity.  

B. Development proposals in areas where there is no mains foul drainage provision will be required 
to apply the hierarchy of drainage options set out in the National Planning Practice Guidance and 
evidence to the satisfaction of the relevant LPA why those at the top of the hierarchy cannot be 
achieved.  

C. For housing proposals, it must be demonstrated that the daily non-recycled water use per person 
will not exceed 110 litres per person per day.  

D. For business / commercial proposals, it must be demonstrated that the water use meets the 
Building Research Establishment Environmental Assessment Methodology (BREEAM) 'excellent' 
standard.  

E. Proposals that would result in an unacceptable risk to the quality and / or quantity of a water 
body or water bodies will not be permitted.  

F. All development will be required to incorporate grey water recycling and rain water harvesting 
into their proposals.  

 

C.5.5.1 Policy SWDPR 34 aims to ensure that development proposals will not result in adverse 

impacts on water quality.  The protection or improvement of water quality would be likely 

to have a positive impact on the local ecological network and the health of residents.  Good 

water quality is an essential health requirement for local residents, as well as local fauna and 

flora.  As such, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on biodiversity, 

water pollution and human health (SA Objectives 3, 5 and 8). 

C.5.5.2 This policy would help to encourage new developments to use water more efficiently.  By 

adopting the optional requirement for water consumption of 110 litres per person per day as 

set out in the Building Regulations, water consumption and energy usage would be reduced, 

and therefore, residents would benefit from lower water and energy bills.  The efficient use 

of water and energy would be expected to have a minor positive impact on natural resources 

(SA Objective 6). 

C.5.5.3 Greywater recycling is the reuse of used water from baths, showers or hand basins.  

Rainwater harvesting is when rainwater is collected and stored in water butts for reuse.  
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Rainwater harvesting is often simpler than greywater recycling.  Systems can be installed to 

new developments where waste water will be used as an alternative source of water for 

appliances that do not need high quality water, such as drinking water.  Waste greywater 

from households is usually released into rivers, and so the reuse of greywater provides a 

chance for residents to reduce the chance of polluting local watercourses.  This will benefit 

the river ecosystem as well as human health, by reducing potential contaminants both 

animals and humans are exposed to in the natural environment.  Recycling water in the home 

reduces the volume of waste water sent to water treatment works.  This would also be 

expected to have a positive impact on the local environment and GHG emissions by using 

less energy to pump, heat and treat the water, and would be likely to have a minor positive 

impact on the climate change mitigation objective (SA Objective 1). 

C.5.6 SWDPR 35: Amenity 

SWDPR 35: Amenity 

A. Development will be required to provide a high standard of amenity for existing and future users 
of the development itself and preserve the amenity of those living, working or visiting the area.  

B. Development which would result in unacceptably adverse impacts on amenity, including during 
the construction phase of any development, on neighbouring uses, in terms of both individual and 
cumulative impacts will not be supported.  

C. Development proposals must be designed to avoid any unacceptably adverse impact on 
residents from the agents of nuisance, which are considered to be noise, light, odour and effluvia.  

C.5.6.1 By requiring all development proposals to provide a high standard of amenity, this policy 

would be expected to help reduce adverse impacts associated with noise, light and odour 

pollution.  This policy would be likely to ensure local residents are not exposed to, and that 

development proposals do not result in, unacceptable levels of noise, light and odour 

pollution.  This would be expected to have benefits to the mental health and wellbeing of 

local residents, and therefore, have a minor positive impact on human health (SA Objective 

8). 

C.5.6.2 By ensuring new development proposals would not result in adverse impacts on local 

amenity, this policy would be likely to have benefits to local habitats and species which may 

be sensitive to artificial lighting and noise.  In addition, noise disturbance can have adverse 
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effects on the tranquillity of an area.  Therefore, this policy could potentially have a minor 

positive impact on biodiversity and landscape (SA Objectives 3 and 4). 

C.5.7 SWDPR 36: Air Quality 

SWDPR 36: Air Quality 

A. For all of the following types of proposal, Air Quality Assessments of the likely impact on air 
quality must be submitted with any application:  

i. New transport infrastructure for road, rail, air or water based transport;  
ii. Housing developments of 80 dwellings or more;  
iii. Industrial, commercial or leisure uses with 100 or more car parking spaces;  
iv. Intensive units for poultry;  
v. Biomass boilers;  
vi. Airports and airfields;  
vii. Energy generation from fossil fuels; and  
viii. Large vehicle depots such as bus stations, lorry parks, park and ride sites or businesses 

expected to receive a large number of vehicle movements.  
B. Additionally for applications within an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) adjacent to an 

existing AQMA or areas at risk of becoming an AQMA. Air Quality Assessments must be 
submitted for the following types of application:  

i. Residential development of 10 or more dwellings;  
ii. Educational establishments including pre-school and nurseries;  
iii. Hospitals or other healthcare facilities;  
iv. Biomass Boilers; and  
v. Employment proposals.  

C. Where an Air Quality Assessment individually or cumulatively indicates exposure to pollutant 
concentrations at or above the relevant national air quality objectives, adequate and satisfactory 
mitigation measures which are capable of implementation must be secured and implemented as 
part of the proposals.  

C.5.7.1 Air pollution is a significant concern internationally and locally.  Policy SWDPR 36 aims to 

ensure that development proposals specified in the policy, including those located within or 

adjacent to AQMAs, would not result in a significant increase in air pollution.  The policy sets 

out development proposals which would be required to prepare an Air Quality Assessment 

and states that where individual or cumulative impact on air quality at or above national 

objectives would be likely, mitigation measures must be implemented as part of the 

proposal.  This policy would be likely to help prevent significant decreases in air quality 
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across the Plan area, and as such, have a minor positive impact on pollution (SA Objective 

5).  By limiting the impacts of development on local air quality and ensuring that 

development proposals would not expose residents to unacceptable levels of air pollution, 

this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on the health of local residents 

(SA Objective 8). 

C.5.7.2 Some habitats are sensitive to air pollution in the form of atmospheric nitrogen deposition.  

This policy would help to reduce the rate of air pollution and thereby help to protect sensitive 

habitats from elevated rates of atmospheric nitrogen deposition.  Therefore, this policy could 

potentially have a minor positive impact on sensitive habitats, which may otherwise be 

threatened by the impacts of air pollution (SA Objective 3). 

C.5.8 SWDPR 37: Land Stability and Contaminated Land 

SWDPR 37: Land Stability and Contaminated Land 

A. Planning proposals for development on land which is or may be contaminated by a previous or 
current land use or activity must include an appropriate level of survey and proposed mitigation 
or treatment measures to prevent adverse impacts to current or existing users or visitors to the 
site and the wider public and any risk of damage to existing or proposed buildings or structures. 
Planning proposals for development on or adjacent to unstable or potentially unstable land must 
include details of remedial, mitigation or treatment measures to prevent injury to the public or 
current or existing users of the site and any risk of damage to existing or proposed buildings or 
structures.  

C.5.8.1 Contaminated land could lead to adverse biodiversity and human health impacts due to the 

spread of toxins once ‘locked’ in the ground.  Development on unstable land could lead to 

erosion of material, polluting nearby water courses and has the potential to damage 

infrastructure and affect human health.  This policy aims to ensure that remediation and 

mitigation measures are carried out before development on contaminated or unstable land 

can be supported.  This would be likely to have a minor positive impact on biodiversity, 

pollution and human health (SA Objectives 3, 5 and 8).  Furthermore, the use of 

contaminated land for development could potentially help prevent development on 

previously undeveloped land, and therefore, this policy could potentially help prevent the 

loss of ecologically or agriculturally valuable soil resources.  This would be expected to have 

a minor positive impact on natural resources (SA Objective 6). 
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C.5.9 SWDPR 38: Minerals 

SWDPR 38: Minerals 

A. Non-exempt development Mineral Safeguarding Area or Mineral Construction Area, (as shown on 
the Policies Map) or within 250m of an existing, planned or potential minerals supporting 
infrastructure site will be required to assess the scope for minerals extraction in accordance with 
the policies in the Worcestershire Minerals Local Plan.  

 

C.5.9.1 This policy would be likely to help safeguard land containing potential mineral resource.  This 

would be expected to help ensure adequate scope for mineral extraction if required in 

accordance with the Worcestershire Minerals Local Plan.  This policy would therefore be 

expected to have a minor positive impact on natural resources (SA Objective 6). 
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C.6 Tourism and Leisure 
C.6.1 SWDPR 39: Tourist Development 

SWDPR 39: Tourist Development 

A. Proposals for the expansion and development of the tourism potential of south Worcestershire 
(excluding visitor accommodation – see SWDPR 40) will be permitted where the following 
criteria are met:  

i. The development is compatible with the physical character of the area.  
ii. The significance of heritage assets and their setting is conserved and, where appropriate, 

enhanced.  
iii. The public enjoyment and understanding of the historic and natural environment is 

promoted.  
iv. Where schemes are proposed on greenfield land, consideration has been given to the 

availability of alternative brownfield sites.  
v. Appropriate provision is made for access and vehicular parking facilities (including coach 

parks, where appropriate).  
vi. The site is readily and safely accessible by means of transport other than the private car.  

C.6.1.1 This policy would be likely to enhance the tourism potential of South Worcestershire and 

result in an increase in the number of visitors to the Plan area.  Increased tourism would be 

expected to have benefits in relation to the economy, providing employment opportunities 

and improving local infrastructure.  This would be likely to have a minor positive impact on 

the local economy (SA Objective 12).  An increase in employment opportunities and a strong 

local economy would also be likely to have a minor positive impact on the wellbeing of local 

residents (SA Objective 8). 

C.6.1.2 Policy SWDPR 39 requires development proposed for tourism potential to be compatible 

with the character of the local area, consider the significance of surrounding heritage assets 

and promote the historic and natural environment.  As such, this policy could potentially 

have minor positive impacts in regard to biodiversity, landscape and cultural heritage (SA 

Objectives 3, 4 and 9). 

C.6.1.3 In addition, the policy requires developers to consider all brownfield options prior to 

proposing development on greenfield land.  This, in turn, would be expected to help reduce 
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the loss of ecologically and agriculturally important soil resources, and therefore, a minor 

positive impact would be expected (SA objective 6). 

C.6.1.4 The policy sets out the requirement for tourist development to provide adequate provision 

for “access and vehicular parking” as well as ensuring development is accessible “by other 

means of transport other than the private car”.  This would be likely to have a minor positive 

impact on transport (SA Objective 10). 

C.6.2 SWDPR 40: Visitor Accommodation 

SWDPR 40: Visitor Accommodation 

A. Planning permission for new visitor accommodation within Development Boundaries will be 
permitted where:  

i. It is of an appropriate type and scale for the location or building; and  
ii. There is no adverse impact on neighbouring amenity.  

B. Planning permission for new visitor accommodation outside a development boundary, will be 
permitted where  

i. Ai and Aii of this policy are satisfied; and  
ii. It forms part of a farm or other land-based rural business diversification scheme; or  
iii. It would provide ancillary accommodation to an existing public house, restaurant, or 

similar establishment; or  
iv. It forms an extension or alteration to an established hotel or venue; or  
v. It reuses a redundant or underused rural building of permanent and substantial 

construction; or  
vi. It adjoins a development boundary and is physically related to visitor accommodation 

within the boundary.  

C.6.2.1 Visitor accommodation can take a variety of forms, including hotels, bed and breakfast 

(B&Bs), guest houses, self-catering (i.e. holiday let) and group accommodation, such as 

youth hostels.   

C.6.2.2 Policy SWDPR 40 would be expected to increase the number of accommodation businesses 

in the Plan area by supporting the development of a wide range of accommodation types.  

An increased provision of visitor accommodation across the Plan area would be likely to 

attract business and leisure visitors, as well as provide jobs for local residents.  Therefore, 
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this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on the local economy (SA 

Objective 12). 

C.6.3 SWDPR 41: Static and Touring Caravans, Chalets and Camping Sites 

SWDPR 41: Static and Touring Caravans, Chalets and Camping Sites 

A. Proposals for new sites, and proposed extensions or improvements to existing static and touring 
caravan, chalet (including ‘log cabins’), and camping sites (including safari tents, yurts and 
glamping), will be permitted where:  

i. The site is not within Flood Zones 2 or 3;  
ii. The site is visually unobtrusive and well-screened from important local view points, 

environmentally sensitive locations and public highways;  
iii. Landscaping is provided consistent with the landscape assessment within the site and 

around its boundaries;  
iv. The development is of a design, form and scale that is well-related to its setting and does 

not exceed the capacity of the area to accommodate the proposal, having regard in 
particular to landscape and infrastructure considerations;  

v. The vehicular traffic generated by the proposal can be safely accommodated on the local 
highway network; and  

vi. The proposal makes adequate provision for foul drainage, water supply and utilities and 
for sewage pump-out and waste disposal  

C.6.3.1 In addition to hotels and B&Bs, new forms of accommodation are emerging such as 

glamping, pods and safari tents.  This policy aims to support the development of such 

accommodation, in accordance with the criteria set out in the policy.   

C.6.3.2 This policy would be likely to increase the number of static and touring caravans, chalets and 

camping sites across the Plan area.  This increased provision of accommodation would be 

likely to attract tourists and leisure visitors, as well as provide jobs for local residents.  

Therefore, this policy would be likely to have a minor positive impact on the local economy 

(SA Objective 12). 
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C.6.4 SWDPR 42: Built Community Facilities 

SWDPR 42: Built Community Facilities 

A. The provision of new community facilities (examples listed below) or the enhancement of existing 
facilities will be permitted, particularly where the proposals have resulted from neighbourhood 
planning, subject to satisfying the sequential test in the NPPF where applicable. Applicants will be 
required to consider whether the combining or rationalisation of existing facilities would be more 
appropriate than the provision of a new facility.  

B. Any proposal that would result in the loss of a site or building currently or last used as a 
community facility will only be permitted if the following criteria are met:  

i. An alternative community facility which meets local needs to at least the same extent is, 
or will be, provided in an equally or more accessible location; or  

ii. It has been demonstrated that there is an excess of similar provision in the appropriate 
catchment area for that particular facility and the site or building is not needed for any 
other community facility; or  

iii. In the case of commercial community facilities, it has been demonstrated that it would 
not be economically or operationally viable to retain the facility for community use; or  

iv. In the case of non-commercial community facilities, the use is no longer operationally 
viable; or  

v. The community facility could not be provided or operated by either the current occupier 
or by an alternative occupier (e.g. by a local community body, public-private partnership) 
and it has been marketed in accordance with Annex B (Marketing Requirements).  

vi. Applicants are required to scope existing facilities in the area and consider whether it 
would be more appropriate to combine or rationalise existing facilities in the first 
instance.  

vii. Applicants proposing to re-develop or convert a community facility should consult the 
appropriate community prior to the submission of a planning application.  

Community Buildings and Halls  
C. All new residential development of 10 dwellings or more (or over 5 dwellings in Designated Rural 

Areas) is required to make a financial contribution to the off-site provision or enhancement of 
built community halls (including village halls). Large strategic sites may need to provide for on-
site community halls, which will be detailed in site specific policies. The requirements are as 
follows:  

D. Community facilities comprise specific buildings (and associated land) for a range of uses 
including:  

• Health facilities. 
• Emergency services i.e. ambulance, police, fire. 
• Educational establishments such as school and colleges. 
• Community centres and village halls. 
• Leisure and cultural facilities. 
• Public houses. 
• Places of worship. 
• Libraries. 

Hierarchy Category Settlement (related wards) Provision (per 1,000 people) 
Urban Areas - City and Main 
Towns 

Worcester City Droitwich Spa 
Evesham Malvern  

1:5,000 

Urban Areas - 
Other Towns and Rural Areas  

Pershore Tenbury Wells Upton-
upon-Severn  
Category 1, 2, 3 villages and below  

1:1,500 
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SWDPR 42: Built Community Facilities 

• Built sports facilities. 
• Cinemas and theatres. 
• Formal sports pitches / courts relating to the built form, e.g. changing rooms, pavilions, 

toilets.  

C.6.4.1 Policy SWDPR 42 seeks to protect existing community facilities and support development 

proposals for new or improved facilities.  This policy would be expected to ensure that 

existing local services are retained and enhanced, which would be likely to improve local 

residents’ access to services such as health facilities, sports facilities and schools.   

C.6.4.2 By encouraging the retention or provision of these community facilities, this policy would be 

expected to have a minor positive impact in regard to health, accessibility, education and 

the local economy (SA Objectives 8, 10, 11 and 12). 

C.6.5 SWDPR 43: Green Space 

SWDPR 43: Green Space 

A. Green Space, as identified on the Policies Map, includes a range of private and public open spaces 
and associated community facilities.  

B. Development of Green Space will not be permitted unless the following exceptional 
circumstances are demonstrated:  

i. The proposal is for a community / recreational use that does not compromise the 
essential quality and character of the Green Space; or  

ii. A robust, independent assessment of community and technical need (using recognised 
national methodology where appropriate) clearly demonstrates that the Green Space is 
surplus to requirements in that location; or  

iii. Alternative or replacement Green Space of at least equivalent community and technical 
benefit has been secured in a suitable location.  

C. This policy should be read in conjunction with policies SWDPR 4, 26, 33, 34 and 44 as any new 
applicable Green Infrastructure secured under these policies will be designated and protected as 
Green Space once implemented.  
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C.6.5.1 Green space has multiple benefits within an area.  This includes physical and mental health 

benefits associated with residents’ access to a diverse range of natural habitats, alongside 

the facilitation of outdoor recreation.  Green space is beneficial to the local biodiversity 

network by providing an increased number of natural habitats and the opportunity to create 

green links within urban areas.  This could also benefit the local landscape by retaining long-

distance and sensitive views within the area. 

C.6.5.2 This policy seeks to ensure that green space throughout the Plan area is protected, managed 

and enhanced, in order to provide safe and accessible community facilities for existing and 

future residents.  The policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact in regard to 

human health, by protecting existing green space which can have physical and mental health 

benefits for residents (SA Objective 8).  

C.6.5.3 This policy would also be likely to have benefits in regard to local biodiversity assets and 

landscapes, and as such, have a minor positive impact (SA Objectives 3 and 4).  

C.6.6 SWDPR 44: Provision of Green Space and Outdoor Community Uses in New 
Development 

SWDPR 44: Provision of Green Space and Outdoor Community Uses in New Development 

A. Residential development proposals of 10 dwellings or more should make provision for Green 
Space and outdoor community uses as set out in Table 4, together with secure arrangements for 
its long-term management and on-going maintenance.  

B. The total amount of Green Space / outdoor community uses will be within the overall quantum of 
Green infrastructure required by SWDPR 4. In addition to Table 4 the precise amount, and form 
of these uses will be informed by local evidence, e.g. neighbourhood plans, parish and town plans, 
village design statements. Enhancing accessibility to open spaces, e.g. through improvements to 
the Rights of Way network is also strongly encouraged.  

Table 4 Open Space Quantity and Accessibility Standards of Provision 

Typology Open Space Quantity Standards 
(ha/1,000 population) 

Access Standards 

Allotments  0.3 720 metres or 15 minutes walk 
time 

Amenity Green Space (sites > 
0.15ha) 

0.7 600 metres or 12-13 minutes walk 
time 

Parks and Recreation Grounds 
(public and private) 

1.7 600 metres or 12-13 minutes walk 
time 
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SWDPR 44: Provision of Green Space and Outdoor Community Uses in New Development 

Play Space (Children) 0.05 600 metres or 12-13 minutes walk 
time 

Play Space (Youth) 0.05 720 metres or 15 minutes walk 
time 

Natural Green Space 1.0 920 metres or 20 minutes walk 
time 

Total Provision 3.80 ha/1,000 population  

C. In cases where it would be impractical or inappropriate to deliver all the open space typologies 
on site, developer contributions towards off-site provision will be sought and secured through 
legal agreement. For large scale proposals most typologies must be delivered on-site and relate 
to any site specific policy requirements where relevant. In all cases the developer will be required 
to secure the long-term maintenance / management arrangements for all Green Space / outdoor 
community uses on and off-site.  

D. On-site provision of Green Space should have regard to the accessibility standards set out in 
Table 4 in terms of safe walking distance to the dwellings proposed.  

 

C.6.6.1 This policy would be likely to help ensure residents have good access to natural and open 

spaces, proving opportunities for recreation and leisure, including play facilities for children.  

This would be expected to encourage outdoor exercise and provide space for reflection.  

Therefore, a minor positive impact on mental and physical health would be expected (SA 

Objective 8).   

C.6.6.2 Policy SWDPR 44 seeks to increase the provision of green spaces, helping to ensure residents 

have access to a diverse range of natural spaces and habitats.  The provision of green spaces 

can help create attractive places to live and strengthen a sense of place.  By increasing the 

provision of green space across the Plan area, this policy would be expected to have a minor 

positive impact in regard to biodiversity and landscape (SA Objectives 3 and 4). 
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C.6.7 SWDPR 45: Waterfronts 

SWDPR 45: Waterfronts 

A. The waterfront locations at Droitwich Spa, Evesham, Pershore, Tenbury Wells, Upton-upon-
Severn and Worcester will be protected and enhanced by:  

i. Ensuring new development establishes a positive relationship with the waterway and 
takes full advantage of its location, addressing the waterways as a frontage, opening up 
views and improving public access.  

ii. Supporting mixed use development proposals, particularly those that enable the public 
to enjoy the waterside in buildings fronting the waterway, and the provision of public 
spaces or squares.  

iii. Protecting and improving access points to the waterway, including paths, towpaths, 
cycle routes and facilities for launching boats.  

 

C.6.7.1 This policy seeks to ensure that development at waterfronts across South Worcestershire 

takes “full advantage of its location … opening up views”.  This would be likely to have a minor 

positive impact on the local landscape character (SA Objective 4). 

C.6.7.2 Through conserving and enhancing access to waterfronts across the Plan area, this policy 

would be expected to help improve access to natural habitats, which would be likely to 

benefit physical and mental wellbeing.  As such, a minor positive impact would be expected 

in regard to human health (SA Objective 8). 

C.6.7.3 The policy states that access to waterfronts should be protected and enhanced through the 

provision of pedestrian and cycle routes, towpaths and facilities for launching boats, and 

encouraging active travel.  This would be likely to have a minor positive impact on 

accessibility (SA Objective 10).  
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C.6.8 SWDPR 46: Marinas and Moorings 

SWDPR 46: Marinas and Moorings 

A. Proposals for marinas, boatyards and leisure moorings, including new-build structures or 
extensions will be permitted where:  

i. They have regard to all potential users of the waterway and do not result in conflicting 
uses or unacceptable environmental consequences.  

ii. They do not interfere with the navigation with the waterway or, in cases of emergency, 
prevent safe access or egress onto the waterway.  

iii. They are located within or adjoining a development boundary, or, in the case of 
moorings, at a location where there are existing authorised uses for moorings and 
boating facilities.  

iv. They make provision for public access on foot and bicycle.  
v. The provision of access, servicing and car parking would not adversely affect amenity, 

particularly that of a waterway.  
vi. In the case of leisure moorings, they are for short-stay and subject to an assessment of 

the number and capacity of existing provision, impact on landscape and provision for 
safe access.  

vii. The site has adequate land-based utility infrastructure and support facilities.  
B. Proposals for new commercial moorings and wharfs for vessels engaged in transporting cargo, or 

providing services for tourists and day visitors will be permitted provided that they meet criteria 
A i, ii, v and vii above.  

C.6.8.1 Policy SWDPR 46 aims to ensure that safe access is provided to marinas and mooring via 

foot and cycle.  As such, this policy would be expected to have a minor positive impact in 

regard to transport and accessibility (SA Objective 10).  

C.6.8.2 This policy also states that proposals for commercial moorings and cargo transportation 

would be supported if the proposals are in accordance with the criteria set out in the policy.  

The development of commercial moorings could potentially have minor positive impact on 

the local economy (SA Objective 12).   
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C.6.9 SWDPR 47: Residential Moorings 

SWDPR 47: Residential Moorings 

A. Where there is scope for residential moorings as part of a marina or basin, or on waterways in 
urban locations or settlements, planning permission will be granted where:  

i. They do not conflict with the navigation authority or the Environment Agency's 
operational requirements.  

ii. Necessary site services, such as water supply, electricity and arrangements for the 
removal of domestic waste, are provided.  

iii. There is appropriate permissive access and parking.  
iv. There will be no significant adverse effect on the amenity and conservation interest of 

the waterway, e.g. on tow pathways.  
v. They do not result in a proliferation of residential moorings and waterside facilities in a 

particular location.  
vi. There is safe access from any vessel or from the waterway to dry land in cases of 

emergency.  
 

C.6.9.1 This policy would support the development of residential moorings within South 

Worcestershire.  This policy could potentially have benefits by providing increased provision 

of accommodation.  Therefore, this policy would have a minor positive impact on the overall 

housing provision (SA Objective 7). 

C.6.10 SWDPR 48: Equestrian Development 

SWDPR 48: Equestrian Development 

A. Proposals for Equestrian Development will be permitted in rural locations whereby:  
i. It is of an appropriate size and scale, relative to its intended use, and be compatible with 

the surrounding landscape and uses; 
ii. It prioritises (where possible) the reuse of existing buildings and, in the case of 

construction of a new facility or buildings, is well integrated into the existing built form 
(where present) and its surroundings; 

iii. It is appropriate in terms of siting, design, scale layout, external materials and appearance; 
iv. It does not adversely impact upon the character, appearance or ecology of the landscape 

and / or any environmental, nature, planning, or landscape designation; and 
v. It can be provide with safe access and does not have an unacceptable impact on local 

roads; 
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vi. It does not have a detrimental effect on the amenity of neighbouring properties and wider 
local area by reason of noise, smell, over looking, or other general disturbance; and  

vii. For commercial equestrian developments, proposals maximise the opportunities to make 
the location more sustainable.  

B. In all cases, applicants will be expected to demonstrate the adequate provision of land to allow 
for the proper care of horses, including stabling, grazing and exercise, in accordance with the 
Equine Industry Welfare Guidelines.  

 

C.6.10.1 This policy would support the development of equestrian development within the Plan area.  

This policy could potentially have benefits by providing increased opportunities for leisure.  

Therefore, this policy would have a minor positive impact in regard to health (SA Objective 

8). 

Policy 
Reference 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 

M
iti

ga
tio

n 

Cl
im

at
e 

Ch
an

ge
 

A
da

pt
at

io
n  

Bi
od

iv
er

si
ty

 &
 

ge
od

iv
er

si
ty

 

La
nd

sc
ap

e 
& 

To
w

ns
ca

pe
 

Po
llu

tio
n 

& 
W

as
te

 

N
at

ur
al

 R
es

ou
rc

es
 

H
ou

si
ng

 

H
ea

lth
 &

 W
el

lb
ei

ng
 

Cu
ltu

ra
l H

er
ita

ge
 

Tr
an

sp
or

t &
 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y 

Ed
uc

at
io

n  

Ec
on

om
y 

& 
em

pl
oy

m
en

t 

SWDPR 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 



SA of the SWDPR: Reasonable Alternative Site Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_D_RA_Sites_10_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils Di 

Appendix D: Reasonable Alternative Site 
Assessments 
  



SA of the SWDPR: Reasonable Alternative Site Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_D_RA_Sites_10_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils Dii 

Appendix D Contents 
D.1 Malvern Hills ............................................................................................................................................ D1 
D.2 Worcester City ..................................................................................................................................... D17 
D.3 Wychavon ............................................................................................................................................ D25 

 
 



SA of the SWDPR: Reasonable Alternative Site Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_D_RA_Sites_10_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils D1 

D.1 Malvern Hills 
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Malvern Hills 

This cluster comprises eleven reasonable alternative sites located in Malvern Hills District. 

Site Reference 
Number 

PO 
Reference 
Number 

Site Address Site use Area 
(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDPNEW114 SWDP 
NEW 114 Land at Barnard's Green, Malvern  Retail 0.59 N/A 

CFS0042sc SWDP 
NEW 94 Hope Lane, Clifton upon Teme Residential 1.99 36 

CFS0343sc SWDP 
NEW 96 

Land lying to south of Tinkers 
Coppice Farm, Main Road, Hallow 
(northern parcel) Plot 1 

Residential 2.92 49 

CFS0362sc SWDP 
NEW 93 

Land east and west of Terrills Lane 
and south of Tenbury Wells Business 
Park 

Residential 3.45 61 

CFS0407sc SWDP 
NEW 89 

Land south of Madresfield Road, 
Malvern Residential 9.95 180 

CFS0425sc N/A 
Land at Steps Farm, The Village, 
Clifton-on-Teme, Worcester, WR6 
6EN  

Residential 3.10 56 

CFS0601sc SWDP 
NEW 100 Land East of Clows Top Rd, Abberley Residential 0.92 18 

CFS0696 SWDP 
NEW 113 

Land to the north of Digaway SO 
86734 40989 Ryall  Employment 1.88 N/A 

CFS0905sc SWDP 
NEW 92 

Land on the South Side of Guarlford 
Road, Malvern, WR14 3QP Residential 9.84 180 

CFS0911sc SWDP 
NEW 95 

Land off Stourport Road and the 
B4197, Great Witley (Site 1) Residential 2.45 44 

CFS1019 SWDP 
NEW 111 

Land to the west of Worcester Road, 
Open Barn Farm, Kempsey Employment 8.45 N/A 
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D.1.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

D.1.1.1 Carbon Emissions:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, 
CFS0696, CFS0911sc, CFS1019, and SWDPNEW114 are proposed for the development of 169 
dwellings or less, or non-residential development.  The proposed development at these nine 
sites would therefore be likely to result in a negligible contribution to Malvern Hills’ total 
carbon emissions.  Sites CFS0407sc and CFS0905sc are both proposed for the development 
of 180 dwellings.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially increase 
local carbon emissions, as a proportion of Malvern Hills’ total, by more than 0.1%.  Therefore, 
a minor negative impact on Malvern Hills’ carbon emissions would be expected at these two 
sites. 

D.1.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

D.1.2.1 Fluvial Flooding:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, 
CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc, CFS1019, and SWDPNEW114 are located 
wholly within Flood Zone 1.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these 
eleven sites, as the proposed development would be likely to locate site end users away from 
areas at risk of fluvial flooding. 

D.1.2.2 Surface Water Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 
coincide with areas determined to be at low and/or medium risk of surface water flooding.  
The proposed development at these three sites would be expected to have a minor negative 
impact on pluvial flood risk, as development would be likely to locate site end users in areas 
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SWDPNEW114 0 + - 0 0 + 0 - 0 ++ - +/- 

CFS0042sc 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

CFS0343sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0362sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0407sc - -- - - -- - ++ - - - -- + 

CFS0425sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0601sc 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

CFS0696 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

CFS0905sc - - - - -- - ++ - - - - + 

CFS0911sc 0 - 0 - - - + - - - - + 

CFS1019 0 - 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
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at risk of surface water flooding, as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding 
locations. 

D.1.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

D.1.3.1 SSSI/IRZ:  A number of sites in this cluster are located within close proximity to various 
SSSIs, including ‘The Malvern Hills’ SSSI, ‘Malvern Common’ SSSI and ‘River Teme’ SSSI.   

D.1.3.2 Sites CFS0407sc, CFS0905sc and SWDPNEW114 are located within an IRZ which states “all 
planning applications (except householder) outside or extending outside existing 
settlements/urban areas affecting greenspace, farmland, semi natural habitats or landscape 
features such as trees, hedges, streams, rural buildings/structures” should be consulted on 
with Natural England.  The proposed development at these three sites would be likely to 
result in a minor negative impact on the features for which these SSSIs have been designated. 

D.1.3.3 Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc and CFS0425sc are located within an IRZ which 
states “any residential development of 100 or more houses outside existing 
settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on.  These four sites are proposed for the 
development of fewer than 100 dwellings, and therefore, a negligible impact would be 
expected.   

D.1.3.4 LWS:  Site CFS0905sc is located adjacent to ‘Guarlford Green & Rhydd Green’ LWS.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor negative impact on this 
LWS due to an increased risk of development related threats and pressures. 

D.1.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

D.1.4.1 Landscape Character:  Site SWDPNEW114 is located within the LCT ‘Urban’.  An assessment 
of the urban landscape has not been undertaken as part of the LCA.   

D.1.4.2 Sites CFS0343sc, CFS0407sc and CFS0905sc are located within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered 
Farmlands’.  The proposed development at these three sites could potentially be discordant 
with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT (in particular, due to the loss of 
hedgerow and tree cover).   

D.1.4.3 Site CFS0362sc is located within the LCT ‘Settled Farmlands with Pastoral Land Use’.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and 
key characteristics of this LCT (in particular, resulting in the loss of pastoral fields). 

D.1.4.4 Sites CFS0042sc and CFS0601sc are located within the LCT ‘Timbered Plateau Farmlands’.  
The proposed development at these two sites could potentially be discordant with the 
guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT (in particular, due to the loss of tree cover and 
hedgerow boundaries to fields). 

D.1.4.5 Site CFS0911sc is located within the LCT ‘Wooded Estatelands’.  The proposed development 
at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this 
LCT (in particular, due to the loss of hedgerow and mixed farming land use). 

D.1.4.6 Site CFS1019 is located within the LCT ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of this LCT (in particular, due to the loss of mixed farming land use). 
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D.1.4.7 Site CFS0696 is located within the LCT ‘Estate Farmlands’.  The proposed development at 
this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
‘Estate Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, due to the loss of mixed farming land use and 
hedgerow boundaries to fields). 

D.1.4.8 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, 
CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the landscape character. 

D.1.4.9 Views from the PRoW Network:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, 
CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 are located adjacent 
or in close proximity to PRoWs.  The proposed development at these ten sites could 
potentially alter the views experienced by users of these footpaths.  As a result, a minor 
negative impact on the local landscape would be expected.   

D.1.4.10 Views for Local Residents:  The development proposed at Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, 
CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 could 
potentially alter the views experienced by local residents.  Therefore, a minor negative 
impact on the local landscape would be expected at these nine sites.  

D.1.4.11 Urban Sprawl: Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, 
CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc and CFS1019 are located in the open countryside 
surrounding settlements in Malvern Hills.  The proposed development at these nine sites 
would be likely to contribute towards urban sprawl into the surrounding countryside, and 
therefore, have a minor negative impact on the local landscape. 

D.1.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

D.1.5.1 Main Road:  Sites CFS0343sc, CFS0696, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 are located adjacent to or 
within 200m from various main roads, including the A3451, A443 and A38.  The proposed 
development at these four sites could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of 
transport associated air and noise pollution.  Traffic using these main roads would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on air quality and noise at these sites.   

D.1.5.2 Air Quality:  Sites CFS0407sc and CFS0905sc are proposed for the development of 180 
dwellings.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially result in a 
significant increase in local air pollution; therefore, a major negative impact would be 
expected.  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc and CFS0911sc 
are proposed for the development of between ten and 99 dwellings.  Sites CFS0696 and 
CFS1019 and are proposed for non-residential end use and comprise between one and 10ha.  
Therefore, the proposed development at these eight sites could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on air pollution in the local area.  Site SWDPNEW114 is proposed for non-
residential end use and comprise less than 1ha; therefore, development at this site would be 
expected to have a negligible impact on local air pollution. 

D.1.5.3 Watercourse:  Site CFS0407sc is located adjacent to a minor watercourse.  A small 
proportion of Site CFS0911sc is located within 200m of a minor watercourse.  The proposed 
development at these two sites could potentially increase the risk of contamination of these 
watercourses, and therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected. 
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D.1.5.4 Household Waste:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, 
CFS0696, CFS0911sc, CFS1019 and SWDPNEW114 are proposed for the development of 143 
dwellings or less, or for non-residential development.  Therefore, the proposed development 
at these nine sites would be expected to have a negligible impact on household waste 
generation in comparison to current levels.  Sites CFS0407sc and CFS0905sc are proposed 
for the development of 180 dwellings, and therefore, would be expected to increase 
household waste production by more than 0.1% in comparison to current levels.  The 
proposed development at these two sites could potentially result in a minor negative impact 
on waste generation.   

D.1.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

D.1.6.1 Previously Developed Land:  Site SWDPNEW114 comprises previously developed land.  The 
proposed development at this site would be expected to have a minor positive impact on 
natural resources as development would be classed as an efficient use of land.   

D.1.6.2 Previously Undeveloped Land:  The proposed development at Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, 
CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and 
CFS1019 would be likely to result in a minor negative impact on natural resources due to the 
loss of less than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  These negative impacts would be 
associated with an inefficient use of land and the permanent and irreversible loss of 
ecologically valuable soils. 

D.1.6.3 ALC:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, 
CFS0696, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 are situated wholly or partially on ALC Grades 
1, 2 or 3 land, which are considered to be some of South Worcestershire’s BMV land.  
Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at these ten sites, due to the loss of this important natural resource. 

D.1.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

D.1.7.1 Net Gain:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc and CFS0911sc 
are proposed for the development of 99 dwellings or less; therefore, a minor positive impact 
on housing provision would be expected at these six sites.  Sites CFS0407sc and CFS0905sc 
are proposed for the development of 180 dwellings; therefore, a major positive impact on 
housing provision would be expected at these two sites.  Sites CFS0696, CFS1019 and 
SWDPNEW114 are proposed for employment-led development.  The proposed development 
at these three sites would not result in a net change in housing provision across the Plan 
area. 

D.1.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

D.1.8.1 NHS Hospital:  The closest hospital with an A&E department is Worcestershire Royal 
Hospital, located within Worcester City.  Site CFS1019 is located within the target distance to 
this hospital.  The proposed development at this site would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on the access of site end users to this essential health facility.  Sites 
CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, 
CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and SWDPNEW114 are located outside the target distance to this 
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hospital.  The proposed development at these ten sites would be expected to have a minor 
negative impact on the access of site end users to this essential health facility. 

D.1.8.2 GP Surgery:  Sites CFS0042sc and CFS0425sc are located within the target distance to The 
Village Hall.  Site CFS0911sc is located within the target distance to Great Witley Surgery.  
Site SWDPNEW114 is located within the target distance to the Health Centre at Malvern and 
New Court Surgery.  The proposed development at these four sites would be expected to 
have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to GP surgeries.  Sites 
CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc and CFS1019 are 
located outside of the target distance to GP surgeries.  The proposed development at these 
seven sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of site end 
users to GP surgeries.   

D.1.8.3 Leisure Centre:  Site CFS0362sc is located within the target distance to Tenbury Swimming 
Pool and Site SWDPNEW114 is located within the target distance to Malvern College Sports 
Complex, Malvern Splash Leisure Centre and MSJ Sport and Fitness Centre.  The proposed 
development at these two sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the 
access of site end users to these facilities.  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0407sc, 
CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and GNLP1019 are located wholly 
or partially outside of the target distance to a leisure centre, and therefore, a minor negative 
impact on the health and wellbeing of site end users would be expected at these nine sites. 

D.1.8.4 AQMA:  All sites in this cluster are located over 200m from the nearest AQMA, and therefore, 
a minor positive impact would be expected for the health and wellbeing of site end users.   

D.1.8.5 Main Road:  Sites CFS0343sc, CFS0696, CFS0911sc and CFS1019 are located adjacent to or 
within 200m from various main roads, including the A3451, A443 and A38. The proposed 
development at these four sites could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of 
traffic associated emissions, which would be likely to have a minor negative impact on the 
health of site end users.  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, 
CFS0905sc and SWDPNEW114 are located over 200m from a main road.  The proposed 
development at these seven sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on 
health, as site end users would be located away from traffic related air and noise pollution. 

D.1.8.6 Access to Public Greenspace:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, 
CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0905sc, CFS0911sc and SWDPNEW114 are located within 600m 
of a public greenspace.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these nine 
sites, as the proposed development would be likely to provide site end users with good 
access to outdoor space and a diverse range of natural habitats, which is known to have 
physical and mental health benefits.  Sites CFS0696 and CFS1019 are located wholly or 
partially over 600m from a public greenspace, and therefore, the proposed development at 
these two sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on the access of site end 
users to outdoor space. 

D.1.8.7 PRoW/Cycle Network:  All sites in this cluster are located within 600m of the PRoW and/or 
cycle network.  The proposed development at these eleven sites would be likely to provide 
site end users with good pedestrian and cycle access and encourage physical activity, and 
therefore, have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of local residents. 
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D.1.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

D.1.9.1 Grade II Listed Buildings:  Site CFS0905sc is located adjacent to the Grade II Listed Buildings 
‘64, Guarlford Road’ and ‘110, Guarlford Road’, and is located in close proximity to several 
other Listed Buildings along this road.  Site CFS0407sc is located approximately 200m from 
‘Moat Court’.  Site CFS0042sc is located approximately 70m from ‘Village Hall, West Wing’.  
Site CFS0911sc is located approximately 150m from ‘The Old Rectory’.  Site CFS0601sc is 
located approximately 280m from ‘Tump House’.  The proposed development at these five 
sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

D.1.9.2 Conservation Area:  Site CFS0601sc is located approximately 210m from ‘Abberley Village’ 
Conservation Area.  The proposed development at this site could potentially alter the 
character and/or setting of this Conservation Areas and as a result, have a minor negative 
impact on the local historic environment.   

D.1.9.3 Scheduled Monument:  Site CFS0407sc is located approximately 150m from ‘Moated site at 
Sherrard’s Green’ SM.  The proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on the setting of this SM. 

D.1.9.4 Registered Park and Garden:  Site CFS0911sc is located approximately 300m from ‘Witley 
Court’ RPG and approximately 650m from ‘Abberley Hall’ RPG.  Site CFS0407sc is located 
approximately 820m from ‘Madresfield Court’ RPG.  The proposed development at these two 
sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting of these RPGs. 

D.1.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

D.1.10.1 Bus Stop:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, CFS0911sc and 
SWDPNEW114 are located within the target distance to bus stops providing regular services.  
The proposed development at these seven sites would be likely to have a minor positive 
impact on site end users’ access to bus services.  Sites CFS0407sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0905sc 
and CFS1019 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to a bus stop 
providing regular services.  Therefore, the proposed development at these four sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to bus services. 

D.1.10.2 Railway Station:  Sites CFS0407sc, CFS0905sc and SWDPNEW114 are located within the 
target distance to Great Malvern Station.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 
three sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to 
rail services.  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0696, 
CFS0911sc and CFS1019 are located outside the target distance to these railway stations, and 
therefore, the proposed development at these eight sites would be expected to have a minor 
negative impact on site end users’ access to rail services.  

D.1.10.3 Pedestrian Access:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0696, CFS0911sc and 
SWDPNEW114 are well connected to the existing footpath network.  The proposed 
development at these six sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on site 
end users’ opportunities to travel by foot.  Sites CFS0362sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, 
CFS0905sc and CFS1019 currently have poor access to the surrounding footpath network.  
The proposed development at these five sites could potentially have a minor negative impact 
on local accessibility.  
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D.1.10.4 Road Access:  All sites in this cluster are well connected to the existing road network.  The 
proposed development at these eleven sites would therefore be expected to provide site 
end users with good access to existing roads, resulting in a minor positive impact on 
accessibility. 

D.1.10.5 Local Services:  Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, CFS0911sc and 
SWDPNEW114 are located within the target distance to convenience stores.  Therefore, the 
proposed development at these six sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ access to local services.  Sites CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0696, 
CFS0905sc and CFS1019 are located outside the target distance to convenience stores.  The 
proposed development at these five sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on 
the access of site end users to local services. 

D.1.10.6 Site SWDPNEW114 is located in close proximity to a bus stop, railway station and 
convenience store, and is well connected to the current road and footpath networks.  
Therefore, a major positive impact on transport and accessibility would be expected at this 
site.  

D.1.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

D.1.11.1 Primary Schools:  Malvern Hills is served by several primary schools, including Clifton-upon-
Teme Primary School, Great Witley C of E Primary School, Hallow C of E Primary School, 
Abberley Parochial Primary School, Hanley Swan St Gabriel’s with St Mary’s C of E Primary 
School, Suckley Primary School and Bayton C of E Primary School.  Sites CFS0042sc, 
CFS0343sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc and CFS0911sc are located within the target distance to 
one of these primary schools.  The proposed development at these five sites would situate 
new residents in locations with good access to primary education, and therefore, a minor 
positive impact would be expected.  Sites CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc and CFS0905sc are 
located wholly or partially outside the target distance to a primary school.  The proposed 
development at these three sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the 
access of new residents to primary education.  

D.1.11.2 Secondary Schools:  Malvern Hills is served by several secondary schools including The 
Chase School and Tenbury High Ormiston Academy.  Sites CFS0362sc and CFS0905sc are 
located within the target distance to one of these secondary schools.  The proposed 
development at these two sites would situate new residents in locations with good access 
to secondary education, and therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected.  Sites 
CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc CFS0601sc and CFS0911sc are located 
outside the target distance to a secondary school, and therefore, the proposed development 
at these six sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of new 
residents to secondary education. 

D.1.11.3 The proposed development at Site CFS0407sc would be expected to have a major negative 
impact on new residents’ access to both primary and secondary education.   

D.1.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

D.1.12.1 Primary Employment Location:  There are a number of key employment locations within the 
target distance of the proposed residential sites in this cluster.  The proposed development 
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at Sites CFS0042sc, CFS0343sc, CFS0362sc, CFS0407sc, CFS0425sc, CFS0601sc, 
CFS0905sc and CFS0911sc would therefore be expected to locate site end users in areas 
with good access to employment opportunities and have a minor positive impact on the local 
economy.    

D.1.12.2 Employment Floorspace:  Sites CFS0696 and CFS1019 are proposed for employment end 
use.  As these sites comprise previously undeveloped land, the proposed development would 
be expected to result in a net gain in employment floorspace and provide local employment 
opportunities.  Therefore, a major positive impact on the local economy would be expected 
as a result of the proposed development at these two sites. 

D.1.12.3 Site SWDPNEW114 is proposed for retail-led development, however, the site currently 
coincides with several businesses including ‘Johns Second Hand Shop’, ‘Six Ways Trading 
Estate’ and ‘G&B Projects Company’.  It is uncertain whether the proposed development at 
this site would result in a net change in employment floorspace. 
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D.2 Worcester City 
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Worcester City 

This cluster comprises three reasonable alternative sites located in Worcester City. 

Site Reference 
Number 

PO 
Reference 
Number 

Site Address Site use Area 
(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDP44/8 N/A St Clement’s Gate Opportunity Zone 

Learning 
Quarter 
(Opportunity 
Zone) 

N/A N/A 

CFS0287sc SWDP 
NEW 8 

Land formerly associated with Tolladine 
Golf Course, Worcester Residential 0.78 15 

CFS0587sc SWDP 
NEW 10 Land at Blackpole Rd, Worcester Employment 8.12 N/A 

 

D.2.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

D.2.1.1 Carbon Emissions:  All sites in this cluster are proposed for the development of 228 dwellings 
or less, or non-residential development.  The proposed development at these three sites 
would therefore be likely to result in a negligible contribution to Worcester’s total carbon 
emissions.   

D.2.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

D.2.2.1 Fluvial Flooding:  A small proportion of Site SWDP44/8 coincides with Flood Zones 2 and 3.  
The proposed development at this site could potentially locate some site end users in areas 
at risk of fluvial flooding; therefore, a major negative impact would be expected.  Sites 
CFS0287sc and CFS0587sc are located wholly within Flood Zone 1.  Therefore, a minor 
positive impact would be expected at these two sites, as the proposed development would 
be likely to locate site end users away from areas at risk of fluvial flooding. 

D.2.2.2 Surface Water Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites CFS0587sc and SWDP44/8 coincide 
with areas determined to be a low and/or medium risk of surface water flooding.  The 
proposed development at these two sites would be expected to have a minor negative 
impact on pluvial flood risk, as development would be likely to locate some site end users in 
areas at risk of surface water flooding, as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding 
locations.  
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D.2.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

D.2.3.1 Natura 2000:  All sites in this cluster are located within 3.5km of ‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ 
SAC.  A minor negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed development 
at these three sites, due to the increased risk of development related threats and pressures 
on this European designated site. 

D.2.3.2 SSSI/IRZ:  ‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SSSI is located within Worcester City.  Site CFS0287sc is 
located within an IRZ which states that “any residential development of 100 units or more” 
should be consulted on with Natural England.  This site is proposed for the development of 
15 dwellings, and therefore, a negligible impact on this SSSI would be expected. 

D.2.3.3 LNR:  Site CFS0287sc is located adjacent to ‘Ronkswood Hill Meadows’ LNR.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially result in a minor negative impact on this LNR, due 
to an increased risk of development related threats and pressures. 

D.2.3.4 LWS:  Site CFS0287sc is located adjacent to ‘Ronkswood Hill Farm Meadows and Leopard 
Hill’ LWS.  Site CFS0587sc is located adjacent to ‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ LWS.  
The proposed development at these two sites could potentially have a minor negative impact 
on these LWSs, due to an increased risk of development related threats and pressures. 

D.2.3.5 Priority Habitats:  Site CFS0287sc coincides with deciduous woodland priority habitat.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially result in the partial loss of this habitat, 
and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the overall presence of priority habitats in 
the Plan area. 

D.2.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

D.2.4.1 Landscape Character:  Sites CFS0287sc and SWDP44/8 are located within the LCT ‘Urban’.  
An assessment of the urban landscape has not been undertaken as part of the LCA.  

D.2.4.2 Site CFS0587sc is located within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’.  A key 
characteristic of this LCT is “notable pattern of hedgerow trees, predominantly oak and 
hedgerow boundaries to fields”.  The proposed development at this site could potentially be 
discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmland’ 
LCT (in particular, due to the loss of tree cover).  Therefore, the proposed development at 
Site CFS0587sc could potentially have a minor negative impact on the landscape character.  

D.2.4.3 Views from the PRoW Network:  Site CFS0287sc is located in close proximity to PRoWs.  
The proposed development at this site could potentially alter the views experienced by users 
of these footpaths.  As a result, a minor negative impact on the local landscape would be 
expected.   

D.2.4.4 Views for Local Residents:  The development proposed at Sites CFS0287sc and SWDP44/8 
could potentially alter the views experienced by local residents.  Therefore, a minor negative 
impact on the local landscape would be expected at these two sites. 

D.2.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

D.2.5.1 AQMA:  All sites in this cluster are located wholly within ‘Worcester City (Political Boundary)’ 
AQMA.  The proposed development at these three sites would be likely to locate site end 
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users in areas of existing poor air quality and therefore, a minor negative impact on local air 
quality would be expected. 

D.2.5.2 Main Road:  Site SWDP44/8 is located adjacent to the A449 and A38, and partially within 
200m of the A44.  Site CFS0587sc is located partially within 200m from the A449(T) and 
A536.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially expose site end users 
to higher levels of transport associated air and noise pollution.  Traffic using these main roads 
would be expected to have a minor negative impact on air quality and noise at these sites.   

D.2.5.3 Railway Line:  Site SWDP44/8 coincides with a railway line.  The proposed development at 
this site could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of noise pollution and 
vibrations associated with this railway line.  A minor negative impact would therefore be 
expected.   

D.2.5.4 Air Quality:  Site CFS0287sc is proposed for the development of 15 dwellings.  Site 
CFS0587sc is proposed for non-residential end use and comprises 8.12ha.  Therefore, the 
proposed development at these two sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on 
air pollution in the local area.  The nature of proposed development at Site SWDP44/8 is 
unknown at present and as such the potential impact on air quality as a result of this 
opportunity zone is uncertain. 

D.2.5.5 Watercourse:  Site CFS0587sc is located adjacent to the Worcester and Birmingham Canal 
and the Barbourne Brook.  The proposed development at this site could potentially increase 
the risk of contamination of these watercourses, and therefore, a minor negative impact 
would be expected. 

D.2.5.6 Household Waste:  All sites in this cluster are proposed for the development of 185 dwellings 
or less, or for non-residential development.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 
three sites would be expected to have a negligible impact on household waste generation in 
comparison to current levels.   

D.2.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

D.2.6.1 Previously Developed Land:  Site SWDP44/8 comprises previously developed land.  The 
proposed development at this site would be expected to have a minor positive impact on 
natural resources as development would be classed as an efficient use of land.   

D.2.6.2 Previously Undeveloped Land:  The proposed development at Sites CFS0287sc and 
CFS0587sc would be likely to result in a minor negative impact on natural resources due to 
the loss of less than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  These negative impacts would be 
associated with an inefficient use of land and the permanent and irreversible loss of 
ecologically valuable soils. 

D.2.6.3 ALC:  Sites CFS0287sc and CFS0587sc are situated on ALC Grade 3 land, which could 
potentially represent some of South Worcestershire’s BMV land.  Therefore, a minor negative 
impact would be expected as a result of the proposed development at these two sites, due 
to the loss of this important natural resource.   
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D.2.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

D.2.7.1 Net Gain:  Site CFS0287sc is proposed for the development of 99 dwellings or less; therefore, 
a minor positive impact on housing provision would be expected at this site.  Sites 
CFS0587sc and SWDP44/8 are proposed for employment-led development.  The proposed 
development at these two sites would not result in a net change in housing provision across 
the Plan area. 

D.2.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

D.2.8.1 NHS Hospital:  The closest hospital with an A&E department is Worcestershire Royal 
Hospital, located within Worcester City.  All sites in this cluster are located within the target 
distance to this hospital.  The proposed development at these three sites would be expected 
to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to this essential health facility.   

D.2.8.2 GP Surgery:  Site CFS0287sc is located within the target distance to Lyppard Grange Medical 
Centre.  Site SWDP44/8 is located within the target distance to Farrier House Surgery, Spring 
Gardens Group Medical Centre and Albany House Surgery.  The proposed development at 
these two sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end 
users to GP surgeries.  Site CFS0587sc is located outside the target distance to GP surgeries.  
The proposed development at this site would be expected to have a minor negative impact 
on the access of site end users to GP surgeries. 

D.2.8.3 Leisure Centre:  Site CFS0287sc is located within the target distance to Nunnery Woods 
Sports Complex.  Site SWDP44/8 is located within the target distance to St Johns Sports 
Centre.  The proposed development at these two sites would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on the access of site end users to these facilities.  Site CFS0587sc is located 
partially or wholly outside the target distance to a leisure centre, and therefore, a minor 
negative impact on the health and wellbeing of site end users would be expected at this site. 

D.2.8.4 AQMA:  All sites in this cluster are located wholly within ‘Worcester City (Political Boundary)’ 
AQMA.  The proposed development at these three sites could potentially expose site end 
users to poor air quality associated with this AQMA, and therefore, have a minor negative 
impact on health.   

D.2.8.5 Main Road:  Site SWDP44/8 is located adjacent to the A449 and A38, and partially within 
200m of the A44.  Site CFS0587sc is located partially within 200m from the A449(T) and 
A536.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially expose site end users 
to higher levels of traffic associated emissions, which would be likely to have a minor 
negative impact on the health of site end users.  Site CFS0287sc is located over 200m from 
a main road.  The proposed development at this site would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on health, as site end users would be located away from traffic related air 
and noise pollution. 

D.2.8.6 Access to Public Greenspace:  All sites in this cluster are located within 600m of a public 
greenspace.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these three sites, as 
the proposed development would be likely to provide site end users with good access to 
outdoor space and a diverse range of natural habitats, which is known to have physical and 
mental health benefits.   
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D.2.8.7 Net Loss of Public Greenspace:  Sites CFS0287sc, CFS0587sc and SWDP44/8 coincide 
wholly or partially with public greenspace.  The proposed development at these three sites 
would be likely to result in the net loss of public greenspace, and therefore, have a minor 
negative impact on the provision of greenspace across the Plan area. 

D.2.8.8 PRoW/Cycle Network:  All sites in this cluster are located within 600m of the PRoW and 
cycle network.  The proposed development at these three sites would be likely to provide 
site end users with good pedestrian and cycle access and encourage physical activity, and 
therefore, have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of local residents. 

D.2.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

D.2.9.1 Grade I Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP44/8 is located approximately 50m from the Grade I 
Listed Building ‘Berkeley’s Hospital: Chapel’ and 90m from ‘Berkeley’s Hospital: Almshouses, 
gatelodges, piers and gates’.  The proposed development at this site could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

D.2.9.2 Grade II* Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP44/8 is located approximately 50m from the Grade II* 
Listed Building ‘Old Assembly Room’.  The proposed development at this site could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting of this Listed Building. 

D.2.9.3 Grade II Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP44/8 coincides with the Grade II Listed Buildings 
‘Worcester Royal Infirmary Main Building and Chapel, former outpatients, department and 
King Edward VII Memorial Annexe’ and ‘The Paul Pry Public House and Attached Rear Wall’.  
The proposed development at this site could potentially result in direct impacts on these 
Listed Buildings, and therefore, a major negative impact on the local historic environment 
would be expected.   

D.2.9.4 Conservation Area:  Site CFS0587sc is located adjacent to ‘Worcester and Birmingham 
Canal’ Conservation Area.  Site SWDP44/8 is located within ‘Historic City’ and ‘Royal 
Infermary’ Conservation Areas.  The proposed development at these two sites could 
potentially alter the character and/or setting of these Conservation Areas and as a result, 
have a minor negative impact on the local historic environment.   

D.2.9.5 Scheduled Monument:  Site SWDP44/8 is located approximately 25m from ‘City walls: 
section S of The Butts, extending 150ft (50m) between Angel Place and Bath Cottage’ SM 
and ‘City walls: section S of The Butts, extending 100ft (30m) E from Rack Alley’ SM.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially result in a minor negative impact on the 
setting of these SMs. 

D.2.9.6 Archaeological Sensitive Areas:  Site SWDP44/8 coincides with an Archaeological Sensitive 
Area.  Sites CFS0287sc and CFS0587sc are located adjacent to an Archaeological Sensitive 
Area.  The proposed development at these three sites could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on the setting of these Archaeological Sensitive Areas.  

D.2.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

D.2.10.1 Bus Stop:  Sites CFS0287sc and SWDP44/8 are located within the target distance to bus 
stops providing regular services.  The proposed development at these two sites would be 
likely to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to bus services.  Site 
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CFS0587sc is located outside the target distance to a bus stop providing regular services.  
Therefore, the proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor negative 
impact on site end users’ access to bus services. 

D.2.10.2 Railway Station:  Sites CFS0287sc and SWDP44/8 are located within the target distance to 
Worcester Shrub Hill Station and/or Worcester Foregate Street Station.  Therefore, the 
proposed development at these two sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ access to rail services.  Site CFS0587sc is located outside the target 
distance to a railway station, and therefore, the proposed development at this site would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to rail services.    

D.2.10.3 Pedestrian Access:  All sites in this cluster are well connected to the existing footpath 
network.  The proposed development at these three sites would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on site end users’ opportunities to travel by foot.   

D.2.10.4 Road Access:  All sites in this cluster are well connected to the existing road network.  The 
proposed development at these three sites would therefore be expected to provide site end 
users with good access to existing roads, resulting in a minor positive impact on accessibility. 

D.2.10.5 Local Services:  Sites CFS0287sc and SWDP44/8 are located within the target distance to 
convenience stores.  Therefore, the proposed development at these two sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to local services.  Site 
CFS0587sc is located outside the target distance to convenience stores.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially have a minor negative impact on the access of site 
end users to local services. 

D.2.10.6 Sites CFS0287sc and SWDP44/8 are located in close proximity to a bus stop, railway station 
and convenience store, and are well connected to the current road and footpath networks.  
Therefore, a major positive impact on transport and accessibility would be expected at these 
two sites.  

D.2.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

D.2.11.1 Primary Schools:  Site CFS0287sc is located within the target distance to Perry Wood 
Primary & Nursery School.  The proposed development at this site would situate new 
residents in locations with good access to primary education, and therefore, a minor positive 
impact would be expected.   

D.2.11.2 Secondary Schools:  Site CFS0287sc is located outside the target distance to a secondary 
school, and therefore, the proposed development at this site would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact on the access of new residents to secondary education. 

D.2.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

D.2.12.1 Primary Employment Location:  There are a number of key employment locations within the 
target distance of the proposed residential sites in this cluster.  The proposed development 
at Site CFS0287sc would therefore be expected to locate site end users in areas with good 
access to employment opportunities and have a minor positive impact on the local economy.   
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D.2.12.2 Employment Floorspace:  Site CFS0587sc is proposed for employment end use.  As this site 
comprises previously undeveloped land, the proposed development would be expected to 
result in a net gain in employment floorspace and provide local employment opportunities.  
Therefore, a major positive impact on the local economy would be expected as a result of 
the proposed development at this site.  

D.2.12.3 Site SWDP44/8 is identified as an opportunity zone for mixed use employment-led 
development, however, the exact nature of development at this site is unknown at present.  
At this stage, it is uncertain whether the proposed development at this site would result in a 
net change in employment floorspace.   
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D.3 Wychavon 
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Wychavon 

This cluster comprises 27 reasonable alternative sites located in Wychavon District. 

Site Reference 
Number 

PO 
Reference 
Number 

Site Address Site use Area (ha) 
Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

CFS0393 N/A SO 9058 4897, Stoulton Residential 4.28 Unknown 

CFS0061a SWDP 
NEW 77 

Hartlebury Trading Estate, 
Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 
4JB  

Employment 1.57 N/A 

CFS0061b SWDP 
NEW 78 

Hartlebury Trading Estate, 
Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 
4JB  

Employment 0.17 N/A 

CFS0061c SWDP 
NEW 79 

Hartlebury Trading Estate, 
Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 
4JB  

Employment 0.31 N/A 

CFS0061d SWDP 
NEW 80 

Hartlebury Trading Estate, 
Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 
4JB  

Employment 0.65 N/A 

CFS0061e SWDP 
NEW 81 

Hartlebury Trading Estate, 
Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 
4JB  

Employment 1.34 N/A 

CFS0061f SWDP 
NEW 82 

Hartlebury Trading Estate, 
Crown Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 
4JB  

Employment 6.24 N/A 

CFS0102 SWDP 
NEW 71 

South of Keytec East, Business 
Park, Pershore Pershore  

SHELAA - 
Employment 0.97 N/A 

CFS0142 SWDP 
NEW 66 

Parcel A - Land adjacent 
Broadway Road, Wickhamford, 
Evesham  

Employment 6.34 N/A 

CFS0143 SWDP 
NEW 67 

Parcel B - Land adjacent 
Broadway Road, Wickhamford, 
Evesham 

Employment 1.77 N/A 

CFS0194sc SWDP 
NEW 61 

Land at Church Lane, Norton, 
Worcestershire Norton-Juxta-
Kempsey  

Residential 0.71 10 

CFS0350sc SWDP 
NEW 115 Land at Orchard Farm, Pershore  Residential 26.27 450 

CFS0400sc SWDP 
NEW 85 

Eatons Farm, Church Lane, 
Tibberton, Droitwich, WR9 7NW  Employment 9.55 N/A 

CFS0401sc SWDP 
NEW 40 

Double Gates Farm, Pershore 
Road, Upton Snodsbury Residential 1.00 18 

CFS0472sc SWDP 
NEW 73 

Land at Kennel Lane / High 
Street, Broadway Mixed/ Other 1.24 N/A 

CFS0630sc SWDP 
NEW 57 

Speed-the-Plough, Plough 
Road, Tibberton Residential 1.47 26 

CFS0691sc SWDP 
NEW 20 Land off Wyre Road, Pershore Residential 4.05 72 

CFS0844sc SWDP 
NEW 26 Land at Brewers Lane, Badsey Residential 1.49 27 

CFS0855A&B N/A Land north/south of Union 
Lane, Droitwich Residential 2.74 600 

CFS0855B SWDP 
NEW 14 

Land south of Union Lane, 
Droitwich Mixed/Other 0.87 N/A 

CFS0866sc SWDP 
NEW 52 

Land adjacent to & west of the 
Galton Arms, Himbleton Residential 0.45 10 

CFS0880 SWDP 
NEW 88 

Land beside Strensham Court 
Wood, Twyning Road, WR8 
PLR Upper Strensham  

Employment 14.21 N/A 
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Wychavon 

This cluster comprises 27 reasonable alternative sites located in Wychavon District. 

Site Reference 
Number 

PO 
Reference 
Number 

Site Address Site use Area (ha) 
Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

CFS0891 SWDP 
NEW 68 

Land south of Vale Park, 
Evesham Employment 5.30 N/A 

CFS0925 SWDP 
NEW 83 

Two Shires Park, Weston Road, 
Honeybourne, Worcestershire, 
WR11 7PY 

Employment 31.27 N/A 

CFS1044b 
SWDP 
NEW 
EDGE 3 

Land at Mitton, East of Bredon 
Road, Tewkesbury Residential 42.54 500 

CFS1044bsc 
SWDP 
NEW 
EDGE 3 

Land at Mitton, East of Bredon 
Road, Tewkesbury Residential 28.36 500 

CFS1056sc SWDP 
NEW 17 Land at Hampton, Evesham Residential 2.10 50 
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Site Reference 

SA Objective 
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CFS0393 +/- - 0 - +/- - +/- - 0 - -- + 
CFS0061a 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061b 0 + 0 0 - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061c 0 + 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061d 0 + 0 0 0 + 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0061e 0 -- 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 
CFS0061f 0 -- 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 
CFS0102 0 + 0 0 - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 
CFS0142 0 - 0 - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS0143 0 -- 0 - - - 0 - 0 -- 0 ++ 

CFS0194sc 0 - - - - - + - - - -- + 
CFS0350sc - -- - - -- -- ++ - - - -- + 
CFS0400sc 0 -- - - - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 
CFS0401sc 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
CFS0472sc 0 - 0 -- - - 0 - - - 0 ++ 
CFS0630sc 0 -- - - - - + - - - - + 
CFS0691sc 0 -- 0 - - - + - - - - + 
CFS0844sc 0 -- 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

CFS0855A&B - - - - -- + ++ - - ++ - + 

CFS0855B 0 + 0 0 - + 0 - 0 ++ 0 ++ 
CFS0866sc 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - - 
CFS0880 0 + - - -- - 0 - 0 -- 0 ++ 
CFS0891 0 - - - - - 0 - 0 -- 0 ++ 
CFS0925 0 -- 0 - -- -- 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
CFS1044b - -- - - -- -- ++ - - - -- + 

CFS1044bsc - -- - - -- -- ++ - - - -- + 
CFS1056sc 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 
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D.3.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation  

D.3.1.1 Carbon Emissions:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, 
CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, 
CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855B, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925 and 
CFS1056sc are proposed for the development of 281 dwellings or less, or non-residential 
development.  The proposed development at these 22 sites would therefore be likely to 
result in a negligible contribution to Wychavon’s total carbon emissions.  Sites CFS0350sc, 
CFS0855A&B, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are proposed for the development of between 
282 and 2,810 dwellings.  The proposed development at these four sites could potentially 
increase local carbon emissions, as a proportion of Wychavon’s total, by more than 0.1%.  
Therefore, a minor negative impact on Wychavon’s carbon emissions would be expected.  
The number of dwellings proposed at Site CFS0393, is currently unknown, and as such, the 
potential increase in carbon emissions is uncertain at this stage. 

D.3.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

D.3.2.1 Fluvial Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites CFS0691sc, CFS0925, CFS1044b and 
CFS1044bsc coincide with Flood Zones 2 and 3.  The proposed development at these four 
sites could potentially locate some site end users in areas at risk of fluvial flooding; therefore, 
a major negative impact would be expected.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, 
CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, 
CFS0855B, CFS0866sc, CFS0891, CFS0880 and CFS1056sc are located wholly within Flood 
Zone 1.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these 23 sites, as the 
proposed development would be likely to locate site end users away from areas at risk of 
fluvial flooding. 

D.3.2.2 Surface Water Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0143, 
CFS0350sc, CFS0400sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc and CFS0925 coincide with areas 
determined to be a low, medium and high risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed 
development at these eight sites would be expected to have a major negative impact on 
pluvial flood risk, as development would be likely to locate site end users in areas at high risk 
of surface water flooding, as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  A 
small proportion of Sites CFS0142, CFS0194sc, CFS0393, CFS0472sc, CFS0855A&B, 
CFS0891, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc coincide with areas determined to be at low and/or 
medium risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed development at these eight sites would 
be expected to have a minor negative impact on pluvial flood risk, as development would be 
likely to locate site end users in areas at risk of surface water flooding, as well as exacerbate 
pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations. 

D.3.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

D.3.3.1 Natura 2000:  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0400sc and CFS0630sc are located within 5km from 
‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SAC.  Sites CFS0350sc, CFS0880, CFS1056sc and a proportion of 
Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located within 5km from ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC.  A minor 
negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed development at these eight 
sites, due to the increased risk of development related threats and pressures on these 
European designated sites. 
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D.3.3.2 SSSI/IRZ:  Site CFS0350sc is located adjacent to ‘Tiddesley Wood’ SSSI within an IRZ which 
states that “all planning applications – except householder applications” should be consulted 
on.  The proposed development at this site could potentially have a major negative impact 
on this SSSI. 

D.3.3.3 A number of sites in this cluster are located within close proximity to various SSSIs including 
‘Upham Meadow and Summer Leasow’ SSSI and ‘Broadway Hill’ SSSI.   

D.3.3.4 Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located within an IRZ which states that “all planning 
applications (except householder) outside or extending outside existing settlements/urban 
areas affecting greenspace, farmland, semi natural habitats or landscape features such as 
trees, hedges, streams, rural buildings/structures” should be consulted on.  Site CFS0880 is 
located within an IRZ which states that “large non residential developments outside existing 
settlements/urban areas where footprint exceeds 1ha” should be consulted on.  Site 
CFS0855A&B is located within an IRZ which states that “residential development of 100 units 
or more” should be consulted on.  Therefore, the proposed development at these four sites 
could potentially have a minor negative impact on nearby SSSIs. 

D.3.3.5 Site CFS0393 is located within an IRZ which states that “any residential development of 50 
or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on.  The 
number of dwellings proposed at this site is currently unknown, and therefore, the potential 
impact on nearby SSSIs is uncertain at this stage. 

D.3.3.6 Ancient Woodland:  Site CFS0350sc is located adjacent to ‘Tyddesley Wood’ ancient 
woodland.  The proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor negative 
impact on these ancient woodlands due to an increased risk of disturbance.   

D.3.3.7 LWS:  Site CFS0350sc is located adjacent to ‘Tyddesley Wood’ LWS.  Sites CFS1044b and 
CFS1044bsc are located adjacent to ‘Carrant Brook’ LWS.  The proposed development at 
these three sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on these LWSs, due to an 
increased risk of development related threats and pressures. 

D.3.3.8 Priority Habitats:  Sites CFS0350sc and CFS0891 coincide with deciduous woodland priority 
habitat.  Site CFS0350sc also coincides with traditional orchard priority habitat.  The 
proposed development at these two sites could potentially result in the partial loss of these 
habitats, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the overall presence of priority 
habitats in the Plan area. 

D.3.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

D.3.4.1 AONB:  Site CFS0472sc is located wholly within the Cotswolds AONB.  Development within 
a nationally designated landscape could potentially have a major negative impact on the 
natural beauty and special qualities of the AONB.  Site CFS0925 is located approximately 
1km from the Cotswolds AONB.  The proposed development at this site could potentially 
have a minor negative impact on the setting of the AONB. 

D.3.4.2 Landscape Character:  Sites CFS0855A&B and CFS0855B are located within the LCT ‘Urban’.  
An assessment of the urban landscape has not been undertaken as part of the LCA.   

D.3.4.3 Sites CFS0142, CFS0143 and CFS1056sc are located within the LCT ‘Village Farmlands with 
Orchards’.  The proposed development at Sites CFS0142 and CFS0143 would be unlikely to 
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be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT as these sites do not 
coincide with the identified key characteristics.  The proposed development at Site 
CFS1056sc could potentially be discordant with the key characteristics of the ‘Village 
Farmlands with Orchards’ LCT (in particular, due to the loss of orchards). 

D.3.4.4 Sites CFS0102, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc and a proportion of Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc 
are located within the LCT ‘Principal Village Farmlands’.  A proportion of Sites CFS1044b and 
CFS1044bsc are located within the LCT ‘Riverside Meadows’.  The proposed development at 
Site CFS0102 would be unlikely to be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics 
of ‘Principal Village Farmlands’ LCT as this site comprises a small area or farmland amongst 
existing development.  The proposed development at Sites CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, 
CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc could potentially be discordant with the key characteristics of 
‘Principal Village Farmlands’ and ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCTs (in particular, due to the loss of 
hedgerows, trees or pasture). 

D.3.4.5 Sites CFS0350sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0866sc and CFS0393 are located within the LCT ‘Wooded 
Estatelands’.  The proposed development at Site CFS0866sc would be unlikely to be 
discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT, as the site comprises a 
small area of farmland with no key characteristics.  The proposed development at Sites 
CFS0350sc, CFS0393 and CFS0401sc could potentially be discordant with the key 
characteristics of the ‘Wooded Estatelands’ LCT (in particular, due to the loss of hedgerow 
and trees). 

D.3.4.6 Site CFS0630sc is located within the LCT ‘Settled Farmlands with Pastoral Land Use’.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially be discordant with the key 
characteristics of the ‘Settled Farmlands with Pastoral Land Use’ LCT (in particular, due to 
the loss of pastoral land and hedgerows). 

D.3.4.7 Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0194sc and 
CFS0400sc are located within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’.  The proposed 
development at Sites CFS0061b and CFS0061d would be unlikely to be discordant with the 
guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT, as Site CFS0061b comprises a small enclosed 
area of grassland and Site CFS0061d comprises previously developed land.  The proposed 
development at Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061c, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0194sc and 
CFS0400sc could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, due to the loss of hedgerow boundaries to 
fields and trees). 

D.3.4.8 Sites CFS0472sc, CFS0891 and CFS0925 are located within the LCT ‘Village Claylands’.  The 
proposed development at Site CFS0472sc would be unlikely to be discordant with the 
guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT, as the majority of Site CFS0472sc comprises 
previously developed land.  The proposed development at Sites CFS0891 and CFS0925 could 
potentially be discordant with the key characteristics of the ‘Village Claylands’ LCT (in 
particular, due to the loss of hedgerow boundaries to fields). 

D.3.4.9 Site CFS0880 is located within the LCT ‘Estate Farmlands’.  The proposed development at 
this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this 
LCT (in particular, due to the loss of tree cover). 
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D.3.4.10 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061c, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, 
CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, 
CFS0844sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and CFS1056sc could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the landscape character.  

D.3.4.11 Views from the PRoW Network:  Sites CFS0061f, CFS0142, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, 
CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, 
CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and CFS1056sc are located adjacent or in close proximity to PRoWs.  
The proposed development at these 14 sites could potentially alter the views experienced by 
users of these footpaths.  As a result, a minor negative impact on the local landscape would 
be expected.   

D.3.4.12 Views for Local Residents:  The development proposed at Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS0866sc, 
CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and CFS1056sc could potentially alter the views experienced by local 
residents.  Therefore, a minor negative impact on the local landscape would be expected at 
these 12 sites. 

D.3.4.13 Urban Sprawl:  Sites CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0350sc, CFS0400sc, 
CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and 
CFS1056sc are located in the open countryside surrounding settlements in Wychavon.  The 
proposed development at these 14 sites would be likely to contribute towards urban sprawl 
into the surrounding countryside and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the local 
landscape.  

D.3.4.14 Coalescence:  Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc comprise large sites located between 
Bredon’s Hardwick and Newtown.  The proposed development at these two sites could 
potentially increase the risk of coalescence between these settlements and therefore, have 
a minor negative impact on the local landscape. 

D.3.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

D.3.5.1 Main Road:  Sites CFS0142, CFS0350sc, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, and CFS0880 are located 
adjacent to main roads including the A422, A44, A4538, A4104 or M50.  Sites CFS0143, 
CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located partially within 200m from main roads including the 
A46, M5 or M6.  The proposed development at these eight sites could potentially expose site 
end users to higher levels of transport associated air and noise pollution.  Traffic using these 
main roads would be expected to have a minor negative impact on air quality and noise at 
these sites.   

D.3.5.2 Railway Line:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061c, CFS0194sc and CFS0855A&B are located adjacent 
to a railway line, and Sites CFS0061b and CFS0855B are located within 200m of a railway 
line.  The proposed development at these six sites could potentially expose site end users to 
higher levels of noise pollution and vibrations associated with these railway lines.  A minor 
negative impact would therefore be expected.   

D.3.5.3 Air Quality:  Sites CFS0350sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are proposed for 
the development of 100 or more dwellings.  Sites CFS0880 and CFS0925 are proposed for 
non-residential end use and comprise over 10ha.  The proposed development at these six 
sites could potentially result in a significant increase in local air pollution; therefore, a major 
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negative impact would be expected.  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, 
CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc and CFS1056sc are proposed for the development of between ten 
and 99 dwellings.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0400sc, 
CFS0472sc and CFS0891 are proposed for non-residential end use and comprise between 
one and 10ha.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 15 sites could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on air pollution in the local area.  The number of dwellings proposed 
at Site CFS0393 is currently unknown, and therefore, an uncertain impact on air quality 
would be expected at this site.  Sites CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0102 and 
CFS0855B are proposed for non-residential end use and comprise less than 1ha; therefore, 
development at these five sites would be expected to have a negligible impact on local air 
pollution. 

D.3.5.4 Watercourse:  Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located adjacent to minor watercourses.  
Site CFS0855A&B is located adjacent to the Droitwich Canal.  A small proportion of Site 
CFS0855B is located within 200m of the Droitwich Canal.  The majority of Sites CFS0102 and 
CFS0691sc are located within 200m of the Piddle Brook.  A proportion of Site CFS0866sc is 
located within 200m of the Bow Brook.  The majority of Site CFS0472sc and a small 
proportion of Site CFS0400sc are located within 200m of minor watercourses.  The 
proposed development at these nine sites could potentially increase the risk of 
contamination of these watercourses, and therefore, a minor negative impact would be 
expected. 

D.3.5.5 Household Waste:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, 
CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, 
CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855B, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925 and 
CFS1056sc are proposed for the development of 264 dwellings or less, or for non-residential 
development.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 22 sites would be expected to 
have a negligible impact on household waste generation in comparison to current levels.  
Sites CFS0350sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are proposed for the 
development of 265 dwellings or more, and therefore, would be expected to increase 
household waste production by more than 0.1% in comparison to current levels.  The 
proposed development at these four sites could potentially result in a minor negative impact 
on waste generation.  The number of dwellings proposed at Site CFS0393 is currently 
unknown, and therefore, an uncertain impact on household waste production would be 
expected at this site. 

D.3.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

D.3.6.1 Previously Developed Land:  Sites CFS0061d, CFS0855A&B and CFS0855B comprise 
previously developed land.  The proposed development at these three sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on natural resources, as development would be 
classed as an efficient use of land.  

D.3.6.2 Previously Undeveloped Land:  The proposed development at Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, 
CFS0061c, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0393, 
CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc, 
CFS0880, CFS0891 and CFS1056sc would be likely to result in a minor negative impact on 
natural resources due to the loss of less than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  The 
proposed development at Sites CFS0350sc, CFS0925, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc would be 
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likely to result in a major negative impact on natural resources due to the loss of 20ha or 
more of previously undeveloped land.  These negative impacts would be associated with an 
inefficient use of land and the permanent and irreversible loss of ecologically valuable soils.   

D.3.6.3 ALC:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, 
CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, 
CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b 
and CFS1044bsc are situated on ALC Grade 1, 2 or 3 land, which are considered to be some 
of South Worcestershire’s BMV land.  Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected 
as a result of the proposed development at these 23 sites, due to the loss of this important 
natural resource.  Site CFS1056sc is situated on land which is classed as ‘urban’.  A minor 
positive impact would therefore be expected, as the proposed development at this site 
would be likely to help prevent the loss of BMV land across the Plan area. 

D.3.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

D.3.7.1 Net Gain:  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc and 
CFS1056sc are proposed for the development of 99 dwellings or less; therefore, a minor 
positive impact on housing provision would be expected at these seven sites.  Sites 
CFS0350sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are proposed for the development of 
100 or more dwellings; therefore, a major positive impact on housing provision would be 
expected at these four sites.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, 
CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0400sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0855B, CFS0880, 
CFS0891 and CFS0925 are proposed for employment-led development.  The proposed 
development at these 15 sites would not result in a net change in housing provision across 
the Plan area.  The number of dwellings proposed at Site CFS0393 is currently unknown, and 
therefore, an uncertain impact on housing provision would be expected at this stage. 

D.3.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

D.3.8.1 NHS Hospital:  The closest hospital with an A&E department is Worcestershire Royal 
Hospital, located within Worcester City.  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0400sc and CFS0630sc are 
located within the target distance to this hospital.  The proposed development at these three 
sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to 
this essential health facility.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, 
CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, 
CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS0855B, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, 
CFS0925, CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and CFS1056sc are located outside the target distance to 
this hospital.  The proposed development at these 24 sites would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact on the access of site end users to this essential health facility. 

D.3.8.2 GP Surgery:  Site CFS0855B is located within the target distance to Spa Medical Practice and 
Corbett Medical Practice.  Site CFS0472sc is located within the target distance to Barn Close 
Surgery.  Site CFS0855A&B is located within the target distance to Salters Medical Practice.  
The proposed development at these three sites would be expected to have a minor positive 
impact on the access of site end users to GP surgeries.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, 
CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, 
CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, 
CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and CFS1056sc are 
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located wholly or partially outside the target distance to GP surgeries.  The proposed 
development at these 24 sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the 
access of site end users to GP surgeries. 

D.3.8.3 Leisure Centre:  Sites CFS0855A&B and CFS0855B are located within the target distance to 
Droitwich Spa Leisure Centre.  Site CFS1056sc is located within the target distance to 
Evesham Leisure Centre.  The proposed development at these three sites would be expected 
to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to these facilities.  Sites 
CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, 
CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, 
CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b 
and CFS1044bsc are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to a leisure centre, 
and therefore, a minor negative impact on the health and wellbeing of site end users would 
be expected at these 24 sites. 

D.3.8.4 AQMA:  All sites in this cluster are located over 200m from the nearest AQMA, and therefore, 
a minor positive impact would be expected for the health and wellbeing of site end users.   

D.3.8.5 Main Road:  Sites CFS0142, CFS0350sc, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc and CFS0880 are located 
adjacent to main roads including the A422, A44, A4538, A4104 and M50.  Sites CFS0143, 
CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located partially within 200m from main roads including the 
A46(T), M5 and M6.  The proposed development at these eight sites could potentially expose 
site end users to higher levels of traffic associated emissions, which would be likely to have 
a minor negative impact on the health of site end users.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, 
CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0194sc, CFS0393, CFS0472sc, 
CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS0855B, CFS0866sc, CFS0891, 
CFS0925, and CFS1056sc are located over 200m from a main road.  The proposed 
development at these 19 sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on health, 
as site end users would be located away from traffic related air and noise pollution.  

D.3.8.6 Access to Public Greenspace:  Sites CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, 
CFS0855B, CFS0866sc and CFS1056sc are located within 600m of a public greenspace.  
Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these 15 sites, as the proposed 
development would be likely to provide site end users with good access to outdoor space 
and a diverse range of natural habitats, which is known to have physical and mental health 
benefits.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0142, 
CFS0400sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located over 
600m from a public greenspace, and therefore, the proposed development at these 12 sites 
could potentially have a minor negative impact on the access of site end users to outdoor 
space.  

D.3.8.7 PRoW/Cycle Network:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, 
CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0400sc, 
CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS0855B, 
CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925 and CFS1056sc are located within 600m of the 
PRoW and/or cycle network.  The proposed development at these 25 sites would be likely 
to provide site end users with good pedestrian and cycle access and encourage physical 
activity, and therefore, have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of local 
residents.  Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located over 600m from the PRoW and cycle 
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networks, and therefore the proposed development at these two sites could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on pedestrian and cycle access.  

D.3.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

D.3.9.1 Grade II* Listed Buildings:  Site CFS0691sc is located approximately 470m from the Grade 
II* Listed Building ‘Church of St Anne’, and Site CFS0102 is located approximately 430m from 
this Listed Building.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially have a 
minor negative impact on the setting of this Listed Building. 

D.3.9.2 Grade II Listed Buildings:  Site CFS0866sc is located adjacent to the Grade II Listed Building 
‘The Galton Arms Inn’.  Site CFS0472sc is located adjacent to ‘Outbuilding approximately 
40m south of Number 43’.  Site CFS0350sc is located adjacent to ‘Woodman’s Cottage’.  Site 
CFS0630sc is located approximately 80m from ‘Old Cottage’.  Site CFS0194sc is located 
approximately 30m from ‘The Black and White Cottages’.  Site CFS0061f is located 
approximately 120m from ‘Newhouse Farmhouse’.  Site CFS0400sc is located approximately 
380m from ‘Eaton’s Farmhouse’.  Sites CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located approximately 
250m from ‘Mitton Lodge’.   The proposed development at these nine sites could potentially 
have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

D.3.9.3 Conservation Area:  Site CFS0472sc is located wholly within ‘Broadway’ Conservation Area. 
Site CFS0866sc is located adjacent to ‘Himbleton’ Conservation Area.  Site CFS0855A&B is 
located adjacent to ‘Droitwich Spa’ and ‘Droitwich Canal’ Conservation Areas.  Site 
CFS0691sc is located approximately 360m from from ‘Wyre Piddle’ Conservation Area.  The 
proposed development at these four sites could potentially alter the character and/or setting 
of these Conservation Areas and as a result, have a minor negative impact on the local 
historic environment.   

D.3.9.4 Scheduled Monument:  Site CFS0061e is located approximately 190m from ‘Medieval 
settlement immediately surrounding St Michael’s Church’ SM.  Site CFS0855A&B is located 
approximately 20m from ‘Multi-period salt production remains in Droitwich’.  The proposed 
development at these two sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting 
of these SMs. 

D.3.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

D.3.10.1 Bus Stop:  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, 
CFS0855B and CFS0866sc are located within the target distance to bus stops providing 
regular services.  The proposed development at these eight sites would be likely to have a 
minor positive impact on site end users’ access to bus services.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, 
CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc 
and CFS1056sc are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to a bus stop 
providing regular services.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 19 sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to bus services. 

D.3.10.2 Railway Station:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, 
CFS0102, CFS0194sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0855A&B and CFS0855B are located within the target 
distance to railway stations including Droitwich Spa Station, Pershore Station, 



SA of the SWDPR: Reasonable Alternative Site Assessments  February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_D_RA_Sites_10_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils D45 

Worcestershire Parkway Station, Hartlebury Station or Evesham Station.  Therefore, the 
proposed development at these eleven sites would be expected to have a minor positive 
impact on site end users’ access to rail services.  Sites CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc, 
CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b, CFS1044bsc and CFS1056sc are located outside 
the target distance to these railway stations, and therefore, the proposed development at 
these 16 sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access 
to rail services.  

D.3.10.3 Pedestrian Access:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0194sc, CFS0393, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, 
CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, CFS0855B and CFS1056sc are well connected to the 
existing footpath network.  The proposed development at these ten sites would be expected 
to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ opportunities to travel by foot.  Sites 
CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, 
CFS0350sc, CFS0400sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, CFS1044b 
and CFS1044bsc currently have poor access to the surrounding footpath network.  The 
proposed development at these 17 sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on 
local accessibility. 

D.3.10.4 Road Access:  Sites CFS0143, CFS0880, CFS0891 and CFS1056sc are not accessible from the 
current road network.  Therefore, the proposed development at these four sites could 
potentially result in a minor negative impact on accessibility.  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, 
CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, 
CFS0855A&B, CFS0855B, CFS0866sc, CFS0925, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are well 
connected to the existing road network.  The proposed development at these 23 sites would 
therefore be expected to provide site end users with good access to existing roads, resulting 
in a minor positive impact on accessibility.  

D.3.10.5 Local Services:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0401sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0855A&B, 
CFS0855B and CFS1056sc are located within the target distance to convenience stores.  
Therefore, the proposed development at these seven sites would be expected to have a 
minor positive impact on site end users’ access to local services.  Sites CFS0061b, CFS0061c, 
CFS0061d, CFS0061e, CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, 
CFS0393, CFS0400sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0866sc, CFS0880, CFS0891, CFS0925, 
CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located outside the target distance to convenience stores.  
The proposed development at these 20 sites could potentially have a minor negative impact 
on the access of site end users to local services. 

D.3.10.6 Sites CFS0855A&B and CFS0855B are located in close proximity to a bus stop, railway 
station and convenience store, and are well connected to the current road and footpath 
networks.  Therefore, a major positive impact on transport and accessibility would be 
expected at these two sites.  Sites CFS0143 and CFS0880 are located outside the target 
distance to a bus stop, railway station and convenience store, and are poorly connected to 
the road and footpath networks.  Therefore, a major negative impact on transport and 
accessibility would be expected at these two sites. 
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D.3.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

D.3.11.1 Primary Schools:  Wychavon is served by several primary schools, including St Andrew’s C 
of E First School Evesham, Badsey First School, Upton Snodsbury C of E First School 
Evesham, Himbleton C of E First School, Tibberton C of E First School, Inkberrow First School, 
Elmley Castle C of E First School, Cropthorne with Charlton C of E First School, Flyford Flavell 
First School, Ombersley Endowed First School, Bredon Hancock’s Endowed First School, 
Defford-cum-Besford C of E First School and Broadway First School.  Sites CFS0401sc, 
CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, CFS0866sc and CFS1056sc are located within the target distance 
to one of these primary schools.  The proposed development at these five sites would situate 
new residents in locations with good access to primary education, and therefore, a minor 
positive impact would be expected.  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0691sc, 
CFS0855A&B, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located wholly or partially outside the target 
distance to a primary school.  The proposed development at these seven sites would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of new residents to primary 
education.  

D.3.11.2 Secondary Schools:  Site CFS0691sc is located within the target distance to Pershore High 
School.  Site CFS0855A&B is located within the target distance to Droitwich Spa High School.  
The proposed development at these two sites would situate new residents in locations with 
good access to secondary education, and therefore, a minor positive impact would be 
expected.  Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0844sc, 
CFS0866sc, CFS1056sc, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc are located outside the target distance 
to a secondary school, and therefore, the proposed development at these ten sites would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of new residents to secondary 
education. 

D.3.11.3 The proposed development at Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS1044b and 
CFS1044bsc would be expected to have a major negative impact on new residents’ access 
to both primary and secondary education. 

D.3.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

D.3.12.1 Primary Employment Location:  There are a number of key employment locations within the 
target distance of the proposed residential sites in this cluster.  The proposed development 
at Sites CFS0194sc, CFS0350sc, CFS0393, CFS0401sc, CFS0630sc, CFS0691sc, CFS0844sc, 
CFS0855A&B, CFS1056sc, CFS1044b and CFS1044bsc would therefore be expected to locate 
site end users in areas with good access to employment opportunities and have a minor 
positive impact on the local economy.  Site CFS0866sc is located outside of the target 
distance to a key employment location, and therefore, the proposed development at this site 
could potentially restrict the access of new residents to employment opportunities. 

D.3.12.2 Employment Floorspace:  Sites CFS0061a, CFS0061b, CFS0061c, CFS0061d, CFS0061e, 
CFS0061f, CFS0102, CFS0142, CFS0143, CFS0400sc, CFS0472sc, CFS0855B, CFS0880, 
CFS0891 and CFS0925 are proposed for employment end use.  As these sites comprise 
previously undeveloped land, the proposed development would be expected to result in a 
net gain in employment floorspace and provide local employment opportunities.  Therefore, 
a major positive impact on the local economy would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at these 15 sites.  
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Malvern Hills 

This cluster comprises 25 sites located within Malvern Hills District. 

Site 
Reference 
Number 

PO Reference Number Site Address Site use Area 
(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDP52* SWDP REALLOCATE 
51 Barracks Store, Court Road  Residential 0.81 28 

SWDP52/2 SWDP REALLOCATE 
46 

Former BMX track, 
Mayfield Road  Residential 1.95 59 

SWDP52/5 SWDP REALLOCATE 
47 

Portland House, Church 
Street, Malvern Residential 0.22 15 

SWDP52m SWDP REALLOCATE 
48 

Former Railway Sidings, 
Peachfield Road  Residential 0.66 20 

SWDP52s SWDP REALLOCATE 
49 Victoria Road Car Park  Residential 0.28 21 

SWDP52yR SWDP REALLOCATE 
50 Broadlands Drive, Malvern Residential 1.83 33 

SWDP53 SWDP REALLOCATE 
70 

Malvern Technology 
Centre (QineticQ)  

Mixed Use 
(including 4.5ha 
employment 
land) 

15.4 300 

SWDP54 SWDP REALLOCATE 
72 Blackmore Park Employment 5.06 N/A 

SWDP56 SWDP REALLOCATE 
71 

Development at north east 
Malvern  

Mixed Use 
(including 10ha 
employment 
land) 

58.64 800 

SWDP57/2 SWDP REALLOCATE 
52 

Land at the Haven, 
Oldwood Road  Residential 1.98 40 

SWDP57a SWDP REALLOCATE 
53 Land at Mistletoe Row  Residential 3.74 44 

SWDP57c SWDP REALLOCATE 
54 

Land south of the 
Oaklands  Residential 1.92 35 

SWDP58c SWDP REALLOCATE 
55 

Land off A4104, north east 
of Upton Marina  Residential 2.78 70 

SWDP59* SWDP REALLOCATE 
63 

Land adjacent to Henwick 
Mill House, Martley Road  Residential 1.54 42 

SWDP59/1 SWDP REALLOCATE 
56 Land at the Orchard  Residential 0.85 6 

SWDP59/11 SWDP REALLOCATE 
62 

Strand Cottages, Peachley 
Lane  Residential 0.62 6 

SWDP59/2R SWDP REALLOCATE 
58 

Land west of Apostle Oak 
Cottage  Residential 1.6 25 

SWDP59/3 SWDP REALLOCATE 
59 Land at Hope Lane  Residential 1.32 30 

SWDP59/6R SWDP REALLOCATE 
61 

Land between the school 
and Westmere  Residential 0.69 16 

SWDP59/13R SWDP REALLOCATE 
64 

Land adjacent to the 
former Pheasant Inn, 
Welland 

Residential 0.68 14 

SWDP59a SWDP REALLOCATE 
57 Land at Walshes Farm  Residential 1.43 15 

SWDP59zzi SWDP REALLOCATE 
60 

Land south of Greenhill 
Lane  Residential 1.67 30 

SWDP60/1 SWDP REALLOCATE 
65 

Land adjoining Severne 
Green  Residential 0.15 5 

SDWP60/3 SWDP REALLOCATE 
66 Land at Wheatfield Court  Residential 0.95 15 

SWDP60/4 SWDP REALLOCATE 
67 Land adjacent to Highbrae  Residential 0.86 17 
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SWDP52* 0 - 0 - - + + - - - ++ + 

SWDP52/2 0 -- - - - - + - 0 ++ -- + 

SWDP52/5 0 + - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP52m 0 - - -- - + + - - - ++ + 

SWDP52s 0 + 0 - - + + - - ++ - + 

SWDP52yR 0 + - - - - + - - - ++ + 

SWDP53 - - - 0 -- - ++ - 0 - - + 

SWDP54 0 - - - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

SWDP56 - - - - -- -- ++ - - - -- ++ 

SWDP57/2 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP57a 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP57c 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP58c 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59* 0 + - - - - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59/1 0 + 0 - 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/11 0 + 0 - 0 - + - - - - + 

SWDP59/2R 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP59/3 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP59/6R 0 - - - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/13R 0 + - - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP59a 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59zzi 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP60/1 0 + 0 - 0 - + - - - - + 

SWDP60/3 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/4 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 
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E.1.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

E.1.1.1 Carbon Emissions:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, 
SWDP52yR, SWDP54, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, 
SWDP59a, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59zzi, 
SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are proposed for the development of 169 dwellings 
or less, or non-residential development.  The proposed development at these 23 sites would 
therefore be likely to result in a negligible contribution to Malvern Hills’ total carbon 
emissions.  Sites SWDP53 and SWDP56 are proposed for the development of 300 and 800 
dwellings, respectively.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially 
increase local carbon emissions, as a proportion of Malvern Hills’ total, by more than 0.1%.  
Therefore, a minor negative impact on Malvern Hills’ carbon emissions would be expected.  

E.1.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

E.1.2.1 Fluvial Flooding:  A small proportion of Site SWDP58c coincides with Flood Zones 2 and 3, 
however this area is restricted to the access road for the site.  The proposed development at 
this site could potentially have a minor negative impact on fluvial flood risk.  Sites SWDP52*, 
SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, 
SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, 
SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and 
SWDP60/4 are located wholly within Flood Zone 1.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would 
be expected at these 24 sites, as the proposed development would be likely to locate site 
end users away from areas at risk of fluvial flooding. 

E.1.2.2 Surface Water Flooding:  A small proportion of Site SWDP52/2 coincides with areas 
determined to be at low, medium and high risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed 
development at this site would be expected to have a major negative impact on pluvial flood 
risk, as development would be likely to locate site end users in areas at high risk of surface 
water flooding, as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  A small 
proportion of Sites SWDP52*, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP53, SWDP54, 
SWDP56, SWDP59a and SWDP59/6R coincide with areas determined to be a low and/or 
medium risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed development at these nine sites would 
be expected to have a minor negative impact on pluvial flood risk, as development would be 
likely to locate site end users in areas at risk of surface water flooding, as well as exacerbate 
pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  

E.1.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

E.1.3.1 Natura 2000:  Site SWDP59* is located within 5km west of ‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SAC.  A 
minor negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed development at this 
site, due to the increased risk of development related threats and pressures on this European 
designated site. 

E.1.3.2 SSSI/IRZ:  A number of sites in this cluster are located within close proximity to various SSSIs 
including ‘Mutlow’s Orchard’, ‘Upton Ham’, ‘Malvern Common’ and ‘Dumbleton Dingle’ SSSIs.   

E.1.3.3 Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52yR, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/13R, SWDP56 and SWDP54 are 
located within an IRZ which states “all planning applications (except householder) outside or 
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extending outside existing settlements/urban areas affecting greenspace, farmland, semi 
natural habitats or landscape features such as trees, hedges, streams, rural 
buildings/structures” should be consulted on with Natural England.   

E.1.3.4 Site SWDP53 is located within an IRZ which states that “residential development of 50 units 
or more” should be consulted on, and Sites SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c and SWDP59zzi 
are located within an IRZ which states “any residential development of 50 or more houses 
outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on with Natural England.  
Sites SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c and SWDP59zzi are proposed for the development 
of fewer than 50 dwellings, and therefore, a negligible impact would be expected at these 
four sites. 

E.1.3.5 Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP58c and SWDP60/4 are located 
within an IRZ which states “residential development of 100 units or more” should be 
consulted on, and Site SWDP59/3 is located within an IRZ which states “any residential 
development of 100 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be 
consulted on with Natural England.  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, 
SWDP58c and SWDP60/4 are proposed for the development of fewer than 100 dwellings, 
and therefore, a negligible impact would be expected at these six sites. 

E.1.3.6 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, 
SWDP56, SWDP59/6R and SWDP59/13R would be likely to result in a minor negative impact 
on the features for which these SSSIs have been designated. 

E.1.3.7 LWS:  Site SWDP52m is located adjacent to ‘Malvern & Lower Wyche Commons’ LWS.  Site 
SWDP59* is located adjacent to ‘Laughern Brook’ LWS.  Site SWDP56 is located adjacent to 
‘Lower Howsell Sidings’ LWS.  The proposed development at these three sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on these LWSs, due to an increased risk of 
development related threats and pressures. 

E.1.3.8 Priority Habitats:  The south of Site SWDP54 coincides with deciduous woodland priority 
habitat.  The proposed development at this site would be likely to result in the partial loss of 
these habitats, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the overall presence of 
priority habitats in the Plan area. 

E.1.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

E.1.4.1 AONB:  Site SWDP52m is located within the Malvern Hills AONB.  Development within a 
nationally designated landscape would be expected to have a major negative impact on the 
natural beauty and special qualities of the AONB.  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, 
SWDP54 and SWDP59/13R are located within 650m from the Malvern Hills AONB.  The 
proposed development at these sites would be likely to be visible from, and as such, alter 
the setting of, the AONB.  Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected at these 
five sites.  

E.1.4.2 Landscape Character:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s and 
SWDP53 are located within the LCT ‘Urban’.  An assessment of the urban landscape has not 
been undertaken as part of the LCA. 
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E.1.4.3 Sites SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c and SWDP59/13R are located within the LCT ‘Settled 
Farmlands with Pastoral Land Use’.  The proposed development at Sites SWDP57/2, 
SWDP57a and SWDP57c could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of the ‘Settled Farmlands with Pastoral Land Use’ LCT (in particular, resulting 
in the loss of pastoral fields).  The proposed development at Site SWDP59/13R would be 
unlikely to be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT as the site 
comprises partially developed land and does not coincide with the key characteristics. 

E.1.4.4 Sites SWDP59/1, SWDP59a, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP60/1 and SWDP60/4 are 
located within the LCT ‘Timbered Plateau Farmlands’.  The proposed development at these 
six sites could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
‘Timbered Plateau Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, resulting in the loss of hedgerow). 

E.1.4.5 Sites SWDP59zzi, SWDP59/11, SWDP59*, SWDP60/3, SWDP56 and SWDP54 are located 
within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’.  The proposed development at these six sites 
could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the ‘Principal 
Timbered Farmlands’ LCT as the LCA states “modern development favouring groups or 
clusters of new houses would not be appropriate in this landscape”. 

E.1.4.6 Site SWDP52yR is located within the LCT ‘Principal Wooded Hills’.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of the ‘Principal Wooded Hills’ LCT (in particular, resulting in the loss of 
hedged fields). 

E.1.4.7 Site SWDP59/6R is located within the LCT ‘Enclosed Commons’.  The proposed development 
at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
‘Enclosed Commons’ LCT (in particular, resulting in the loss of hedgerow bordered fields). 

E.1.4.8 Site SWDP58c is located partially within the LCT ‘Settled Farmlands on River Terrace’, and 
partially within the LCT ‘Riverside Meadows’.  The proposed development at this site could 
potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of these LCTs (in 
particular, the loss of pasture). 

E.1.4.9 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites SWDP52yR, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, 
SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59a, 
SWDP59zzi, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the landscape character. 

E.1.4.10 Views from the PRoW Network:  Several PRoWs are located in close proximity to sites in 
this cluster.  PRoWs coincide with Sites SWDP52yR, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57c and 
SWDP59/3, and are located adjacent or in close proximity to Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, 
SWDP54, SWDP57a, SWDP58c, SWDP59/1, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4.  The 
proposed development at these 14 sites could potentially alter the views experienced by 
users of these footpaths.  As a result, a minor negative impact on the local landscape would 
be expected. 

E.1.4.11 Views for Local Residents:  The development proposed at Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, 
SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, 
SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, 
SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 could potentially alter the 
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views experienced by local residents.  Therefore, a minor negative impact on the local 
landscape would be expected at these 22 sites. 

E.1.4.12 Urban Sprawl: Sites SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, 
SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59a and SWDP59zzi are located in the open countryside 
surrounding settlements in Malvern Hills.  The proposed development at these ten sites 
would be likely to contribute towards urban sprawl into the surrounding countryside and 
therefore, have a minor negative impact on the local landscape. 

E.1.4.13 Coalescence:  Sites SWDP57/2 and SWDP57a comprise large sites located between Tenbury 
Wells and Callows Grave.  Site SWDP56 comprises a large site located between Newland and 
Lower Howsell.  The proposed development at these three sites could potentially increase 
the risk of coalescence between these settlements and therefore, have a minor negative 
impact on the local landscape. 

E.1.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

E.1.5.1 AQMA:  Site SWDP59* is located within 200m of the ‘Worcester City (Political Boundary)’ 
AQMA.  The proposed development at this site would be likely to locate site end users in 
areas of existing poor air quality and therefore, a minor negative impact on local air quality 
would be expected. 

E.1.5.2 Main Road:  Sites SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP58c, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/13R, 
SWDP59zzi and SWDP60/4 are located adjacent to main roads including the A4112, A4104, 
A443, A456 or A449.  The proposed development at these eight sites could potentially 
expose site end users to higher levels of transport associated air and noise pollution.  Traffic 
using these main roads would be expected to have a minor negative impact on air quality 
and noise at these sites.   

E.1.5.3 Railway Line:  Sites SWDP52m and SWDP56 are located adjacent to the railway line linking 
Worcester to Malvern, and Sites SWDP52* and SWDP53 are located partially within 200m of 
this railway line.  The proposed development at these four sites could potentially expose site 
end users to higher levels of noise pollution and vibrations associated with this railway line.  
A minor negative impact would therefore be expected.   

E.1.5.4 Air Quality:  Sites SWDP53 and SWDP56 are proposed for the development of 300 and 800 
dwellings, respectively.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially 
result in a significant increase in local air pollution; therefore, a major negative impact would 
be expected.  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52s, SWDP52m, SWDP52yR, 
SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, 
SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are 
proposed for the development of between ten and 99 dwellings.  Site SWDP54 is proposed 
for non-residential end use and comprises 5.4ha.  Therefore, the proposed development at 
these 20 sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on air pollution in the local 
area.  Sites SWDP59/1, SWDP59/11 and SWDP60/1 are proposed for the development of nine 
dwellings or less; therefore, development at these three sites would be expected to have a 
negligible impact on local air pollution. 

E.1.5.5 Watercourse:  Site SWDP59* is located adjacent to the Laughern Brook.  A small proportion 
of Site SWDP56 is located within 200m of the Whippets Brook.  A proportion of Sites 
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SWDP52/2 and SWDP54 are located within 200m of a minor watercourse.  The proposed 
development at these four sites could potentially increase the risk of contamination of these 
watercourses, and therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected. 

E.1.5.6 Household Waste:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52yR, 
SWDP54, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, 
SWDP59/3, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59/11, SWDP60/1, 
SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are proposed for the development of 143 dwellings or less, or 
non-residential development.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 22 sites would 
be expected to have a negligible impact on household waste generation in comparison to 
current levels.  Sites SWDP53 and SWDP56 are proposed for the development of 300 and 
800 dwellings, respectively, and therefore, would be expected to increase household waste 
production by more than 0.1% in comparison to current levels.  The proposed development 
at these two sites could potentially result in a minor negative impact on waste generation. 

E.1.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

E.1.6.1 Previously Developed Land:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m and SWDP52s 
comprise previously developed land.  The proposed development at these four sites would 
be expected to have a minor positive impact on natural resources as development would be 
classed as an efficient use of land.   

E.1.6.2 The proposed development at Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52yR, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, 
SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59a, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, 
SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3, SWDP60/4, 
SWDP53 and SWDP54 would be likely to result in a minor negative impact on natural 
resources due to the loss of less than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  The proposed 
development at Site SWDP56 would be likely to result in a major negative impact on natural 
resources due to the loss of more than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  These negative 
impacts would be associated with an inefficient use of land and the permanent and 
irreversible loss of ecologically valuable soils. 

E.1.6.3 ALC:  Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52yR, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, 
SWDP58c, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, 
SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1 and SWDP60/3 are situated wholly or partially on ALC 
Grade 2 and/or 3 land, both of which are considered to be some of South Worcestershire’s 
BMV land.  Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at these 18 sites, due to the loss of this important natural resource.  Sites 
SWDP53 and SWDP59* are situated on land which is classed as ‘urban’, and Site SWDP60/4 
is situated on ALC Grade 4 land.  A minor positive impact would therefore be expected, as 
the proposed development at these three sites would be likely to help prevent the loss of 
BMV land across the Plan area. 

E.1.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

E.1.7.1 Net Gain:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, 
SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, 
SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1 and 
SWDP60/3 are proposed for the development of 99 dwellings or less; therefore, a minor 
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positive impact on housing provision would be expected at these 21 sites.  Sites SWDP53 
and SWDP56 are proposed for the development of 100 or more dwellings; therefore, the 
proposed development at these two sites would be expected to result in a major positive 
impact on housing provision.  Site SWDP54 comprises previously undeveloped land and are 
proposed for employment-led development.  The proposed development at this site would 
not result in a net change in housing provision across the Plan area. 

E.1.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

E.1.8.1 NHS Hospital:  The closest hospital with an A&E department is Worcestershire Royal 
Hospital, located within Worcester City.  Site SWDP59* is located within the target distance 
to this hospital.  The proposed development at this site would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on the access of site end users to this essential health facility.  Sites SWDP52*, 
SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, 
SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, 
SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and 
SWDP60/4 are located outside the target distance to this hospital.  The proposed 
development at these 24 sites could potentially restrict the access of site end users to this 
essential health facility.  Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected. 

E.1.8.2 GP Surgery:  Site SWDP52/2 is located within the target distance to Whiteacres Medical 
Centre.  Sites SWDP52s and SWDP52/5 are located within the target distance to Health 
Centre at Malvern.  Site SWDP52* is located within the target distance to New Court Road 
Surgery Branch 1 and Health Centre at Malvern.  Site SWDP59/3 is located within the target 
distance to The Village Hall.  The proposed development at these five sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to GP surgeries.  
Sites SWDP52m, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, 
SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, 
SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are located 
outside the target distance to GP surgeries.  The proposed development at these 20 sites 
would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of site end users to GP 
surgeries. 

E.1.8.3 Leisure Centre:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, 
SWDP53, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a and SWDP57c are located within the target distance to one 
or more leisure centres including MSJ Sport and Fitness Centre, Malvern College Sports 
Complex, Malvern Splash Leisure Complex, Sport Dyson Perrins Leisure Centre and Tenbury 
Swimming Pool.  The proposed development at these ten sites would be expected to have a 
minor positive impact on the access of site end users to this facility.  Sites SWDP54, SWDP56, 
SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, 
SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are located 
partially or wholly outside the target distance to a leisure centre, and therefore, a minor 
negative impact on the health and wellbeing of site end users would be expected at these 15 
sites. 

E.1.8.4 AQMA:  Site SWDP59* is located within 200m of the ‘Worcester City (Political Boundary)’ 
AQMA.  The proposed development at this site could potentially expose site end users to 
poor air quality associated with this AQMA, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on 
health.  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, 
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SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59/1, 
SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, 
SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are located over 200m from the nearest AQMA, and 
therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected for the health and wellbeing of site 
end users.   

E.1.8.5 Main Road:  Sites SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP58c, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/13R, 
SWDP59zzi and SWDP60/4 are located adjacent to main roads including the A4112, A4104, 
A443, A456 or A449.  The proposed development at these eight sites could potentially 
expose site end users to higher levels of traffic associated emissions, which would be likely 
to have a minor negative impact on the health of site end users.  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, 
SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP57c, SWDP59*, 
SWDP59/1, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59a, SWDP60/1 and SWDP60/3 are 
located over 200m from a main road.  The proposed development at these 17 sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on health, as site end users would be located away 
from traffic related air and noise pollution. 

E.1.8.6 Access to Public Greenspace:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, 
SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, 
SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1 and 
SWDP60/3 are located within 600m of a public greenspace.  Therefore, a minor positive 
impact would be expected at these 19 sites, as the proposed development would be likely to 
provide site end users with good access to outdoor space and a diverse range of natural 
habitats, which is known to have physical and mental health benefits.  Sites SWDP54, 
SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59a and SWDP60/4 are located over 600m from 
a public greenspace, and therefore, the proposed development at these six sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the access of site end users to outdoor space. 

E.1.8.7 Net Loss of Public Greenspace:  Site SWDP56 coincides with a public greenspace.  The 
proposed development at this site would be likely to result in the net loss of public 
greenspace, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the provision of greenspace 
across the Plan area. 

E.1.8.8 PRoW/Cycle Network:  All sites in this cluster are located within 600m of the PRoW and/or 
cycle network.  The proposed development at these 25 sites would be likely to provide site 
end users with good pedestrian and cycle access and encourage physical activity, and 
therefore, have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of local residents. 

E.1.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

E.1.9.1 Grade I Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP56 is located approximately 100m from the Grade I 
Listed Building ‘Church of St Leonard’.  The proposed development at this site could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting on this Listed Building. 

E.1.9.2 Grade II* Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP56 is located approximately 120m from the Grade II* 
Listed Building ‘Warden's Lodge, Boardroom, Chapel, Library and attached buildings to east 
of courtyard at Beauchamp Almshouses’.  The proposed development at this site could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting of this Listed Building. 
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E.1.9.3 Grade II Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP59zzi is located adjacent to the Grade II Listed Building 
‘Windsor Cottage’, and approximately 30m from ‘Hallow School’ and ‘Carey Villa’.  Site 
SWDP56 is located adjacent to ‘Elms Farmhouse’ and approximately 40m from ‘The 
Cottage’.  Site SWDP52s is located approximately 70m from ‘Malvern Library’, Site SWDP52* 
is located approximately 40m from ‘Lapwood Cottage’, Site SWDP59/3 is located 
approximately 70m from ‘Village Hall, West Wing’, Site SWDP59/11 is located approximately 
30m from ‘Peachley House’, Site SWDP52yR is located approximately 60m from ‘Cowleigh 
Park Farmhouse’ and Site SWDP59/13R is located approximately 40m from ‘Church of St 
James’.  Site SWDP60/1 is located approximately 40m from ‘Somerville Cottage’, ‘Somerville 
Barn’ and ‘Audoll Cottage’.  The proposed development at these nine sites could potentially 
have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

E.1.9.4 Conservation Area:  Sites SWDP52s and SWDP52/5 are located wholly within ‘Great Malvern’ 
Conservation Area, and Site SWDP52* is located adjacent to this Conservation Area.  Site 
SWDP60/1 is located wholly within ‘Bayton’ Conservation Area.  A small proportion of Site 
SWDP56 coincides with ‘Newland’ Conservation Area.  Site SWDP52m is located adjacent to 
‘Malvern Wells’ Conservation Area.  The proposed development at these six sites could 
potentially alter the character and/or setting of these Conservation Areas and as a result, 
have a minor negative impact on the local historic environment.   

E.1.9.5 Registered Park and Garden:  Site SWDP59/2R is located approximately 350m from 
‘Abberley Hall’ RPG.  The proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on the setting of this RPG. 

E.1.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

E.1.10.1 Bus Stop:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP53, 
SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, 
SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and 
SWDP60/4 are located within the target distance to bus stops providing regular services.  
The proposed development at these 21 sites would be likely to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ access to bus services.  Sites SWDP52yR, SWDP54, SWDP56 and 
SWDP59/11 are located outside the target distance to a bus stop providing regular services.  
Therefore, the proposed development at these four sites could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on site end users’ access to bus services. 

E.1.10.2 Railway Station:  Sites SWDP52* SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, 
and SWDP53 are located within the target distance to Great Malvern Station and/or Malvern 
Link Station, and therefore, the proposed development at these seven sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to rail services.  Sites 
SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, 
SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, 
SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are located wholly or partially outside the target 
distance to these railway stations, and therefore, the proposed development at these 18 sites 
would be expected to have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to rail services.    

E.1.10.3 Pedestrian Access:  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, 
SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, 
SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 
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are well connected to the existing footpath network.  The proposed development at these 
20 sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ opportunities 
to travel by foot.  Sites SWDP57/2, SWDP58c, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11 and SWDP60/1 
currently have poor access to the surrounding footpath network.  The proposed 
development at these five sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on local 
accessibility. 

E.1.10.4 Road Access:  Site SWDP59/6R is not accessible from the current road network.  Therefore, 
the proposed development at this site could potentially result in a minor negative impact on 
accessibility.  Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, 
SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, 
SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, 
SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are well connected to the existing road network.  
The proposed development at these 24 sites would therefore be expected to provide site 
end users with good access to existing roads, resulting in a minor positive impact on 
accessibility. 

E.1.10.5 Local Services:  Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52s, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, 
SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, 
SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are located within the target distance to 
convenience stores.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 16 sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to local services.  Sites 
SWDP52*, SWDP52m, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP54, SWDP56, SWDP58c, SWDP59/11 and 
SWDP60/1 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to convenience stores.  
The proposed development at these nine sites could potentially have a minor negative 
impact on the access of site end users to local services. 

E.1.10.6 Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5 and SWDP52s are located in close proximity to a bus stop, 
railway station and convenience store, and are well connected to the current road and 
footpath networks.  Therefore, a major positive impact on travel and accessibility would be 
expected at these three sites.  

E.1.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

E.1.11.1 Primary Schools:  Malvern Hills District is served by several primary schools, including Wyche 
C of E Primary School, Malvern Parish C of E Primary School, Tenbury C of E Primary School, 
Abberley Parochial Primary School, Clifton-upon-Teme Primary School, Hallow C of E 
Primary School, Hanley Swan St Gabriel’s with St Mary’s C of E Primary School, Broadheath 
C of E Primary School, Bayton C of E Primary School and Callow End C of E Primary School.  
Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, 
SWDP57c, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, 
SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1 and SWDP60/3 are located within the target distance to 
one or more of these primary schools.  The proposed development at these 18 sites would 
situate new residents in locations with good access to primary education, and therefore, a 
minor positive impact would be expected.  Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP53, SWDP56, SWDP58c, 
SWDP59* and SWDP60/4 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to these 
primary schools, and therefore, the proposed development at these six sites would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of new residents to primary 
education. 
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E.1.11.2 Secondary Schools:  Malvern Hills District is served by several secondary schools including 
The Chase School, Tenbury High Ormiston Academy and Dyson Perrins C of E High School.  
Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a and 
SWDP57c are located within the target distance to one of these secondary schools.  The 
proposed development at these eight sites would situate new residents in locations with 
good access to secondary education, and therefore, a minor positive impact would be 
expected.  Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP52s, SWDP56, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, 
SWDP59/2R, SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, 
SWDP60/1, SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 are located wholly or partially outside the target 
distance to these secondary schools, and therefore, the proposed development at these 16 
sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of new residents to 
secondary education. 

E.1.11.3 The proposed development at Sites SWDP52/2, SWDP56, SWDP58c, SWDP59* and 
SWDP60/4 would be expected to have a major negative impact on new residents’ access to 
both primary and secondary education.  The proposed development at Sites SWDP52*, 
SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52yR, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a and SWDP57c would be 
expected to have a major positive impact on new residents’ access to both primary and 
secondary education. 

E.1.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

E.1.12.1 Primary Employment Location:  There are a number of key employment locations within the 
target distance of the proposed residential sites in this cluster.  The proposed development 
at Sites SWDP52*, SWDP52/2, SWDP52/5, SWDP52m, SWDP52s, SWDP52yR, SWDP53, 
SWDP56, SWDP57/2, SWDP57a, SWDP57c, SWDP58c, SWDP59*, SWDP59/1, SWDP59/2R, 
SWDP59/3, SWDP59/6R, SWDP59/11, SWDP59/13R, SWDP59a, SWDP59zzi, SWDP60/1, 
SWDP60/3 and SWDP60/4 would therefore be expected to locate site end users in areas 
with good access to employment opportunities and have a minor positive impact on the local 
economy.   

E.1.12.2 Employment Floorspace:  Site SWDP53 is proposed for mixed use development, however 
the site currently coincides with ‘Qinetiq’.  At this stage, it is uncertain whether the proposed 
development at this site would result in a net change in employment floorspace.   

E.1.12.3 Site SWDP54 is proposed for employment use, and Site SWDP56 is proposed for mixed use 
development.  As these sites largely comprise previously undeveloped land, the proposed 
development would be expected to result in a net gain in employment floorspace and 
provide local employment opportunities.  Therefore, a major positive impact on the local 
economy would be expected as a result of the proposed development at these two sites.  

E.1.12.4 Site SWDP59* currently coincides with ‘Environmental Training & Rescue’ and ‘Montel Civil 
Engineering’ and is proposed for residential end use.  The proposed residential development 
at this site could potentially result in the loss of these businesses, and consequently the 
employment opportunities it provides.  Therefore, a major negative impact would be 
expected following the proposed development at this site. 
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E.2 Worcester City 
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Worcester City 

This cluster comprises 27 sites located within Worcester City. 

Site Reference 
Number 

PO Reference 
Number Site Address Site use Area 

(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDP43/3 SWDP 
REALLOCATE 1 

Ribble Close and Gas 
Holder Site  Residential 1.20 40 

SWDP43/4 SWDP 
REALLOCATE 2 Old Northwick Farm  Residential 2.59 52 

SWDP43/7 SWDP 
REALLOCATE 3 

Sansome Walk 
Swimming Pool  Residential 0.8 33 

SWDP43/9 SWDP 
REALLOCATE 4 

Old Brewery Service 
Station, Barbourne 
Road  

Residential 0.14 12 

SWDP43/15 SWDP 
REALLOCATE 17 

Worcester Woods 
Business Park, 
Newtown Road  

Employment 11.37 N/A 

SWDP43/21 SWDP 
REALLOCATE 10 

Land adjacent to the 
Masonic Hall  Residential 0.96 30 

SWDP43/29 SWDP 43/29  Chequers 
Lane/Henwick Road  

Mixed Use - 
university-related 
development (Use 
Classes D1 and D2) 

0.99 N/A 

SWDP43aa SWDP 43/aa  Lowesmoor Wharf 
Mixed Use 
(commercial and 
residential) 

1.14 100 

SWDP43c SWDP 
REALLOCATE 5 

Malvern Gate, 
Bromwich Road  Residential 1.16 45 

SWDP43e SWDP 
REALLOCATE 13 Land at Hopton Street  Residential 1.59 25 

SWDP43f SWDP 
REALLOCATE 6 

County Council 
Offices, Sherwood 
Lane  

Residential 0.5 15 

SWDP43g SWDP 
REALLOCATE 7 

County Council 
Offices, Bilford Road  Residential 0.67 15 

SWDP43h SWDP 
REALLOCATE 8 

Laugherne Garage, 
Bransford Road  Residential 0.44 10 

SWDP43k SWDP 
REALLOCATE 15 

Land off Bromyard 
Terrace  Residential 0.15 18 

SWDP43n SWDP 
REALLOCATE 9 

Land at Earl's Court 
Farm  Residential 0.32 13 

SWDP43q SWDP 
REALLOCATE 11 Zig Zag site, St John's  Residential 0.05 12 

SWDP43s SWDP 
REALLOCATE 14 Rose Avenue  Residential 0.18 21 

SWDP43u SWDP 
REALLOCATE 12 

Royal Worcester 
Porcelain - Gap Site  Residential 0.15 10 

SWDP44/2 SWDP 44/2  
Fire Station/ 
Crowngate/ Angel 
Place/ The Butts  

Mixed Use (retail-led 
development) 2.85 N/A 

SWDP44/3 SWDP 44/3  
Trinity House/ 
Cornmarket/ 
Lowesmoor  

Mixed Use (retail-led 
development) 2.11 N/A 

SWDP44/4 SWDP 44/4  Shrub Hill Opportunity 
Zone 

Mixed Use & 
Commercial 
(Opportunity Zone - 
including student 
accommodation and 
extra care units) 

19.72 750  
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Worcester City 

This cluster comprises 27 sites located within Worcester City. 

Site Reference 
Number 

PO Reference 
Number Site Address Site use Area 

(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDP44/5 SWDP 44/5  
Blockhouse/ Carden 
Street Opportunity 
Zone  

Mixed Use 
(Opportunity Zone) 3.9 Approx. 

120 

SWDP44/6 SWDP 44/6 
Cathedral Quarter 
Sidbury Opportunity 
Zone 

Cultural facilities 
(Opportunity Zone) 1.91 N/A 

SWDP44/7 SWDP 44/7 Riverside Opportunity 
Zone 

Riverside 
enhancement 
(Opportunity Zone) 

TBC N/A 

SWDP45/1 SWDPR 52 (SWDP 
45/1) 

Worcester South 
Urban Extension 

Mixed Use (Strategic 
Site located in MHDC, 
WDC and WCC)  

247.1 2,600 

SWDP45/2 SWDPR 52 (SWDP 
45/2) 

Worcester West 
Urban Extension 

Mixed Use (Strategic 
Site located in MHDC)  138.8 2,150 

SWDP45/6 SWDPR 52 (SWDP 
45/6) 

Worcester 
Technology Park  

Mixed Use (Strategic 
Site located in WDC) 20.32 N/A 
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SWDP43/3 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP43/4 0 + - - - - + - - - -- + 

SWDP43/7 0 - - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP43/9 0 + - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP43/15 0 + - - -- - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 

SWDP43/21 0 + - - - - + - - ++ - + 

SWDP43/29 0 -- - - - - 0 - - ++ 0 ++ 

SWDP43aa 0 - - 0 -- + ++ - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP43c 0 -- - 0 - + + - - - - -- 

SWDP43e 0 - - - - - + - 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43f 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP43g 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP43h 0 -- - 0 - + + - 0 - ++ -- 

SWDP43k 0 - - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP43n 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP43q 0 - - 0 - - + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP43s 0 + - 0 - - + - 0 ++ ++ -- 

SWDP43u 0 + - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP44/2 0 -- - 0 - + 0 - -- ++ 0 +/- 

SWDP44/3 0 - - 0 - + 0 - - ++ 0 +/- 

SWDP44/4 - -- - 0 -- + ++ - -- ++ ++ + 

SWDP44/5 0 - - 0 -- + ++ - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP44/6 0 -- - - - + 0 - +/- ++ 0 +/- 

SWDP44/7 0 -- - +/- - -- 0 - +/- - 0 +/- 

SWDP45/1 -- -- - - -- -- ++ - -- - -- ++ 

SWDP45/2 - -- - - -- -- ++ - -- - -- ++ 

SWDP45/6 0 - - - -- -- 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
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E.2.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

E.2.1.1 Carbon Emissions:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43/15, 
SWDP43/21, SWDP43/29, SWDP43aa, SWDP43c, SWDP43e, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43k, SWDP43n, SWDP43q, SWDP43s, SWDP43u, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, 
SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7 and SWDP45/6 are proposed for the development of 
228 dwellings or less, or non-residential development.  The proposed development at these 
24 sites would therefore be likely to result in a negligible contribution to Worcester’s total 
carbon emissions.  Sites SWDP44/4 and SWDP45/2 are proposed for the development of 
750 and 2,150 dwellings, respectively.  The proposed development at these two sites could 
potentially increase local carbon emissions, as a proportion of Worcester’s total, by more 
than 0.1%.  Therefore, a minor negative impact on Worcester’s carbon emissions would be 
expected.  Site SWDP45/1 is proposed for the development of 2,600 dwellings.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially increase local carbon emissions, as a 
proportion of Worcester’s total, by more than 1%.  Therefore, a major negative impact on 
Worcester’s carbon emissions would be expected.   

E.2.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

E.2.2.1 Fluvial Flooding:  The entirety of Site SWDP44/7, and a small proportion of Sites SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/6 and SWDP45/1 coincide with Flood Zones 2 and 3.  The 
proposed development at these six sites could potentially locate some site end users in areas 
at risk of fluvial flooding; therefore, a major negative impact would be expected.  Sites 
SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43n, 
SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, 
SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 
are located wholly within Flood Zone 1.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would be 
expected at these 21 sites, as the proposed development would be likely to locate site end 
users away from areas at risk of fluvial flooding. 

E.2.2.2 Surface Water Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43c, SWDP43h, 
SWDP44/2, SWDP44/4, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 coincide with areas determined to be at 
low, medium and high risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed development at these 
seven sites would be expected to have a major negative impact on pluvial flood risk, as 
development would be likely to locate site end users in areas at high risk of surface water 
flooding, as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  A small proportion 
of Sites SWDP43/7, SWDP43e, SWDP43q, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/3, 
SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7 and SWDP45/6 coincide with areas determined to be a 
low and/or medium risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed development at these 
eleven sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on pluvial flood risk, as 
development would be likely to locate site end users in areas at risk of surface water flooding, 
as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  

E.2.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

E.2.3.1 Natura 2000:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43g, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, 
SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, 
SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 located wholly or partially within 5km 
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of ‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SAC.  A minor negative impact would be expected as a result of 
the proposed development at these 25 sites, due to the increased risk of development 
related threats and pressures on this European designated site. 

E.2.3.2 SSSI:  A number of sites in this cluster are located within close proximity to various SSSIs 
including ‘Northwick Marsh’, ‘River Teme’ and ‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’ SSSIs.   

E.2.3.3 Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43c and SWDP43f are located within an IRZ which states that “any 
residential development of 100 units or more” should be consulted on with Natural England.  
These three sites are proposed for the development of fewer than 100 dwellings, and 
therefore, a negligible impact would be expected. 

E.2.3.4 A proportion in the south of Site SWDP44/7 is located within an IRZ which states that “large 
non residential developments outside existing settlements/urban areas where footprint 
exceeds 1ha” should be consulted on with Natural England.  As this opportunity zone is 
situated within the urban area of Worcester City, a negligible impact on nearby SSSIs would 
be expected. 

E.2.3.5 Site SWDP45/1 is located within an IRZ which states that “any residential development of 50 
or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be consulted on with 
Natural England.  Site SWDP45/2 is located within an IRZ which states that “any residential 
development of 100 or more houses outside existing settlements/urban areas” should be 
consulted on with Natural England.  Sites SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 are proposed for the 
development of 2,600 and 2,150 dwellings, respectively, and extend outside the existing 
urban area of Worcester.   

E.2.3.6 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 would be likely to 
result in a minor negative impact on the features for which these SSSIs have been designated. 

E.2.3.7 Ancient Woodland:  Site SWDP43/3 is located approximately 100m from ‘Perry Wood’.  Site 
SWDP43/15 is located approximately 150m from ‘Nunnery Wood’.  Site SWDP45/2 
comprises a large area of previously undeveloped land and is located approximately 320m 
from ‘Oldbury Wood’.  The proposed development at these three sites could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on these ancient woodlands due to an increased risk of disturbance.   

E.2.3.8 LNR:  Site SWDP45/2 is located adjacent to ‘Laugherne Brook’ LNR.  Site SWDP43/15 is 
located adjacent to ‘Hornhill Meadows’ LNR and approximately 150m from ‘Nunnery Wood’ 
LNR.  Site SWDP43/3 is located approximately 100m from ‘Perry Wood’, Site SWDP43e is 
located approximately 100m from ‘Laugherne Brook’.  The proposed development at these 
four sites could potentially result in a minor negative impact on these LNRs, due to an 
increased risk of development related threats and pressures. 

E.2.3.9 LWS:  Sites SWDP44/4 and SWDP44/6 coincide with ‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ 
LWS.  Site SWDP44/7 coincides with ‘River Severn’ LWS and is located adjacent to ‘Chapter 
Meadows’ LWS and ‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ LWS.  The proposed development at 
these three sites would be likely to result in direct negative impacts on the ‘Worcester and 
Birmingham Canal’ LWS and the ‘River Severn’ LWS; therefore, a major negative impact 
would be expected.  Sites SWDP43h and SWDP45/2 are located adjacent to ‘Laughern 
Brook’ LWS.  Site SWDP43/21 is located adjacent to ‘Lansdowne Allotments’ LWS.  Site 
SWDP44/5 is located adjacent to ‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ LWS.  Site SWDP43/15 
is located adjacent to ‘Hornhill Meadows’ LWS.  Site SWDP45/1 is located adjacent to ‘River 
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Severn’ LWS.  The proposed development at these six sites could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on these LWSs, due to an increased risk of development related threats and 
pressures. 

E.2.3.10 Priority Habitats:  Sites SWDP43/21 and SWDP45/1 coincide with deciduous woodland 
priority habitat.  Sites SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 coincide with traditional orchard priority 
habitat.  The proposed development at these three sites would be likely to result in the partial 
loss of these habitats, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the overall presence 
of priority habitats in the Plan area. 

E.2.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

E.2.4.1 Country Park:  Site SWDP43/15 is adjacent to Worcester Woods Country Park.  The proposed 
development at this site would be likely to be visible from this Country Park.  Therefore, the 
proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor negative impact on the 
setting of this designated landscape. 

E.2.4.2 Landscape Character:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, 
SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6 and the majority 
of Site SWDP44/7 are located within the LCT ‘Urban’.  An assessment of the urban landscape 
has not been undertaken as part of the LCA.   

E.2.4.3 Sites SWDP43n, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are located within the LCT 
‘Principle Timbered Farmlands’.  A key characteristic of this LCT is “notable pattern of 
hedgerow trees, predominantly oak and hedgerow boundaries to fields”.  The proposed 
development at Sites SWDP43/15, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 could potentially be 
discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmland’ 
LCT as the LCA states “modern development favouring groups or clusters of new houses 
would not be appropriate in this landscape”.  The proposed development at Site SWDP43n 
would be unlikely to be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT as 
the site is surrounded by existing development and does not coincide with the key 
characteristics. 

E.2.4.4 Site SWDP43/4 and a small proportion of Site SWDP44/7 are located within the LCT 
‘Riverside Meadows’.  The proposed development at Site SWDP43/4 could potentially be 
discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the ‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT (in 
particular, resulting in the loss of pastoral land).  It is uncertain whether the potential 
development at Site SWDP44/7 would result in the loss of key characteristics of this LCT, as 
the nature of development at this opportunity zone is unknown at present. 

E.2.4.5 Site SWDP43g is located within the LCT ‘Settled Farmlands on River Terraces’.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of the ‘Settled Farmlands on River Terraces’ LCT (in particular, resulting in the 
loss of tree cover). 

E.2.4.6 Site SWDP45/1 is located within the LCT ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of the ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, resulting in the loss of 
arable land and hedgerow boundaries). 
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E.2.4.7 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43g, SWDP43/15, 
SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 could potentially have a minor negative impact on 
the landscape character. 

E.2.4.8 Views from the PRoW Network:  Several PRoWs are located in close proximity to sites in 
this cluster.  PRoWs coincide with Sites SWDP43e, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and 
SWDP45/6, and are located adjacent or in close proximity to Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43/9 
and SWDP43f.  The proposed development at these eight sites could potentially alter the 
views experienced by users of these footpaths.  As a result, a minor negative impact on the 
local landscape would be expected.  The nature of proposed development for riverside 
enhancement at Site SWDP44/7 is unknown at present, and as such, the potential impact on 
views experienced by users of the PRoW network is uncertain. 

E.2.4.9 Views for Local Residents:  The development proposed at Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, 
SWDP43/9, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43e, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43/29, SWDP43/15, SWDP44/6, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 could potentially alter the 
views experienced by local residents.  Therefore, a minor negative impact on the local 
landscape would be expected at these 14 sites.  The nature of proposed development for 
riverside enhancement at Site SWDP44/7 is unknown at present, and as such, the potential 
impact on views experienced by local residents is uncertain. 

E.2.4.10 Urban Sprawl:  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are located in the 
open countryside surrounding Worcester City.  The proposed development at these four 
sites would be likely to contribute towards urban sprawl into the surrounding countryside 
and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the local landscape. 

E.2.4.11 Coalescence:  Site SWDP45/1 comprises a large area of undeveloped land situated between 
Brockhill Village and the south of Worcester (Saint Peters).  Site SWDP45/2 comprises a 
large area of undeveloped land situated between Crown East and the west of Worcester 
(Dines Green).  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially increase the 
risk of coalescence between these settlements and therefore, have a minor negative impact 
on the local landscape. 

E.2.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

E.2.5.1 AQMA:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, 
SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, 
SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15 and SWDP45/1 are located wholly or partially within 
‘Worcester City (Political Boundary)’ AQMA.  Site SWDP45/2 is located adjacent to this 
AQMA, and Site SWDP45/6 is located partially within 200m of this AQMA.  The proposed 
development at these 27 sites would be likely to locate site end users in areas of existing 
poor air quality and therefore, a minor negative impact on local air quality would be 
expected. 

E.2.5.2 Main Road:  Sites SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43k, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/5, 
SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 coincide with or are located 
adjacent to main roads including the A443, A449, A44, A38, A4440 and/or M5.  Sites 
SWDP43/7, SWDP43f, SWDP43n, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43/29 and SWDP43/15 are 
located wholly or partially within 200m of one or more of these main roads.  The proposed 
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development at these 18 sites could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of 
transport associated air and noise pollution.  Traffic using these main roads would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on air quality and noise at these sites.   

E.2.5.3 Railway Line:  Sites SWDP43/29, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/7 and SWDP45/1 are located 
adjacent to a railway line, and Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43h, SWDP43/21, SWDP43e, 
SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP44/2 and SWDP44/3 are located wholly or partially within 
200m of a railway line.  The proposed development at these 12 sites could potentially expose 
site end users to higher levels of noise pollution and vibrations associated with this railway 
line.  A minor negative impact would therefore be expected.   

E.2.5.4 Air Quality:  Sites SWDP43aa, SWDP44/5, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 are proposed for the 
development of 100 or more dwellings.  Sites SWDP44/4 and SWDP45/6 are proposed for 
non-residential end use and comprise 19.72ha and 20.32ha, respectively.  The proposed 
development at these six sites could potentially result in a significant increase in local air 
pollution; therefore, a major negative impact would be expected.  Sites SWDP43/3, 
SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, 
SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s and SWDP43k are proposed for 
the development of between ten and 99 dwellings.  Sites SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, 
SWDP44/6 and SWDP43/15 are proposed for non-residential end use and comprise between 
one and 10ha.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 19 sites could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on air pollution in the local area.  Site SWDP43/29 is proposed for 
mixed use development and comprises 0.99ha; therefore, development at this site would be 
expected to have a negligible impact on local air pollution. 

E.2.5.5 The nature of proposed development at Site SWDP44/7 is unknown at present, and as such, 
the potential impact on air quality as a result of development within this opportunity zone is 
uncertain. 

E.2.5.6 Watercourse:  Sites SWDP43h and SWDP45/2 are located adjacent to the Laughern Brook, 
and a small proportion of Site SWDP43e is located within 200m of this watercourse.  Site 
SWDP44/6 coincides with the River Severn.  Sites SWDP44/4 and SWDP44/6 coincide with 
the Worcester and Birmingham Canal, Sites SWDP43/21 and SWDP44/5 are located adjacent 
to this watercourse, and Sites SWDP43u, SWDP43aa, SWDP44/4 are located wholly or 
partially within 200m of this watercourse.  Site SWDP43g is located within 200m of the 
Barbourne Brook.  A proportion of Site SWDP44/2 is located within 200m of the River 
Severn.  Site SWDP45/1 is located adjacent to the River Severn and coincides with the 
Hatfield Brook.  Site SWDP45/6 is located adjacent to a minor watercourse.  The proposed 
development at these 14 sites could potentially increase the risk of contamination of these 
watercourses, and therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected. 

E.2.5.7 Household Waste:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, 
SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, 
SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/5, 
SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15 and SWDP45/6 are proposed for the development of 
185 dwellings or less, or non-residential development.  Therefore, the proposed development 
at these 24 sites would be expected to have a negligible impact on household waste 
generation in comparison to current levels.  Site SWDP44/4 is proposed for the development 
of 750 dwellings, and therefore, would be expected to increase household waste production 
by more than 0.1% in comparison to current levels.  The proposed development at this site 
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could potentially result in a minor negative impact on waste generation.  Sites SWDP45/1 
and SWDP45/2 are proposed for the development of 2,600 and 2,150 dwellings, 
respectively.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially result in a major 
negative impact on waste generation. 

E.2.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

E.2.6.1 Previously Developed Land:  Sites SWDP43/7, SWDP43c, SWDP43h, SWDP43u, SWDP43aa, 
SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5 and SWDP44/6 comprise previously 
developed land.  The proposed development at these ten sites would be expected to have a 
minor positive impact on natural resources as development would be classed as an efficient 
use of land.   

E.2.6.2 The proposed development at Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/9, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43g, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43/29 and SWDP43/15 would be likely to result in a minor negative impact on natural 
resources due to the loss of less than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  The proposed 
development at Sites SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 would be likely to result in a 
major negative impact on natural resources due to the loss of more than 20ha of previously 
undeveloped land.  These negative impacts would be associated with an inefficient use of 
land and the permanent and irreversible loss of ecologically valuable soils. 

E.2.6.3 The nature of proposed development at Site SWDP44/7 is unknown at present, and as such, 
it is uncertain whether there would be a significant loss of soil resource. 

E.2.6.4 ALC:  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43g, SWDP43n, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and 
SWDP45/6 and a small proportion of Site SWDP44/7 are situated on ALC Grade 2 and/or 3 
land, both of which are considered to be some of South Worcestershire’s BMV land.  
Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at these eight sites, due to the loss of this important natural resource.  Sites 
SWDP43/3, SWDP43/9, SWDP43f, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k 
and SWDP43/29 are situated on land which is classed as ‘urban’.  A minor positive impact 
would therefore be expected, as the proposed development at these nine sites would be 
likely to help prevent the loss of BMV land across the Plan area. 

E.2.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

E.2.7.1 Net Gain:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s 
and SWDP43k are proposed for the development of 99 dwellings or less; therefore, a minor 
positive impact on housing provision would be expected at these 15 sites.  Sites SWDP43aa, 
SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 are proposed for the development of 
100 or more dwellings; therefore, the proposed development at these five sites would be 
expected to result in a major positive impact on housing provision.  Sites SWDP43/15, 
SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7 and SWDP45/6 are proposed 
for non-residential or employment-led development.  The proposed development at these 
seven sites would not result in a net change in housing provision across the Plan area. 
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E.2.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

E.2.8.1 NHS Hospital:  The closest hospital with an A&E department is Worcestershire Royal 
Hospital, located within Worcester City.  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, 
SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, 
SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, 
SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/6 are located 
within the target distance to this hospital.  The proposed development at these 24 sites 
would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to this 
essential health facility.  Sites SWDP43h, SWDP43n and SWDP45/2 are located wholly or 
partially outside the target distance to this hospital.  The proposed development at these 
three sites could potentially restrict the access of site end users to this essential health 
facility.  Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected. 

E.2.8.2 GP Surgery:  Worcester is served by several GP surgeries including St Martin’s Gate Surgery, 
Farrier House Surgery, Albany House Surgery, Barbourne Health Centre, St Johns House 
Surgery, Severn Vale Medical Practice, Spring Gardens Group Medical Practice and Lyppard 
Grange Medical Centre.  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, 
SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, 
SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6 and SWDP44/7 
are located within the target distance to one or more of these GP surgeries.  The proposed 
development at these 20 sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact on the 
access of site end users to GP surgeries.  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43/15, 
SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are located outside the target distance to GP 
surgeries.  The proposed development at these seven sites would be expected to have a 
minor negative impact on the access of site end users to GP surgeries. 

E.2.8.3 Leisure Centre:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43q, 
SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43k, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/5, 
SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7 and SWDP43/15 are located within the target distance to a leisure 
centre including Nunnery Woods Sports Complex, St Johns Sports Centre or Perdiswell 
Leisure Centre.  The proposed development at these 16 sites would be expected to have a 
minor positive impact on the access of site end users to this facility.  Sites SWDP43/4, 
SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43s, SWDP43aa, SWDP44/4, 
SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are located partially or wholly outside the target 
distance to a leisure centre, and therefore, a minor negative impact on the health and 
wellbeing of site end users would be expected at these eleven sites. 

E.2.8.4 AQMA:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, 
SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, 
SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15 and SWDP45/1 are located wholly or partially within 
‘Worcester City (Political Boundary)’ AQMA.  Site SWDP45/2 is located adjacent to this 
AQMA, and Site SWDP45/6 is located partially within 200m of this AQMA.  The proposed 
development at these 27 sites could potentially expose site end users to poor air quality 
associated with this AQMA, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on health.   

E.2.8.5 Main Road:  Sites SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43k, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/5, 
SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 coincide with or are located 
adjacent to main roads including the A443, A449, A44, A38, A4440 and/or M5.  Sites 
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SWDP43/7, SWDP43f, SWDP43n, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43/29 and SWDP43/15 are 
located wholly or partially within 200m of one or more of these main roads.  The proposed 
development at these 18 sites could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of 
traffic associated emissions, which would be likely to have a minor negative impact on the 
health of site end users.  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43/21, 
SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43aa and SWDP44/4 are located over 200m from a main road.  
The proposed development at these nine sites would be expected to have a minor positive 
impact on health, as site end users would be located away from traffic related air and noise 
pollution. 

E.2.8.6 Access to Public Greenspace:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, 
SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, 
SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, 
SWDP44/5, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 
are located within 600m of a public greenspace.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would 
be expected at these 26 sites, as the proposed development would be likely to provide site 
end users with good access to outdoor space and a diverse range of natural habitats, which 
is known to have physical and mental health benefits.  Site SWDP45/1 is located over 600m 
from a public greenspace, and therefore, the proposed development at this site could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on the access of site end users to outdoor space. 

E.2.8.7 Net Loss of Public Greenspace:  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/6, 
SWDP44/7, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 coincide wholly or partially with public greenspace.  
The proposed development at these 14 sites would be likely to result in the net loss of public 
greenspace, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the provision of greenspace 
across the Plan area.   

E.2.8.8 PRoW/Cycle Network:  All sites in this cluster are located within 600m of the PRoW and/or 
cycle network.  The proposed development at these 27 sites would be likely to provide site 
end users with good pedestrian and cycle access and encourage physical activity, and 
therefore, have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of local residents. 

E.2.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

E.2.9.1 Grade I Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP44/2 is located adjacent to the Grade I Listed Building 
‘Guildhall’.  The proposed development at this site could potentially result in direct impacts 
on this Listed Building, and therefore, a major negative impact on the local historic 
environment would be expected.  Site SWDP44/6 is located approximately 40m from ‘The 
Commandery’.  Site SWDP44/7 is located approximately 40m from ‘The Old Palace’ and 
100m from ‘Cathedral Church of Christ and St Mary’, ‘Cathedral of St Mary: Cloister Range, 
Chapter House and Undercroft with Refectory’ and ‘Kings School Hall’.  It is uncertain 
whether the proposed development at these two sites for cultural facilities and riverside 
enhancement would impact the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

E.2.9.2 Grade II* Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP44/4 coincides with the Grade II* Listed Building 
‘Shrub Hill Station: Waiting Room to East Platform’.  The proposed development at this site 
could potentially result in direct impacts on this Listed Building, and therefore, a major 
negative impact on the local historic environment would be expected.  Site SWDP43u is 
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located adjacent to ‘Royal Worcestershire Porcelain Works: Pan Grinding Shop and attached 
buildings’.  Site SWDP44/2 is located adjacent to ‘Church of St Helen’ and ‘Huntingdon Hall’.  
Site SWDP44/3 is located adjacent to ‘Church of St Martin’ and ‘King Charles House’.  The 
proposed development at these three sites could potentially have a minor negative impact 
on the setting of these Listed Buildings.  

E.2.9.3 Site SWDP44/7 coincides with ‘St Andrew’s Church Tower’ and is located adjacent to several 
other Grade II* Listed Buildings along the River Severn including ‘Monastic Ruins’ and 
‘Boundary Walls to east side of River Severn extending south from the Water Gate’.  Site 
SWDP44/6 is located adjacent to ‘Royal Worcestershire Porcelain Works: Pan Grinding Shop 
and attached buildings’.  It is uncertain whether the proposed development at these two 
sites for cultural facilities and riverside enhancement would impact the setting of these Listed 
Buildings. 

E.2.9.4 Grade II Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP44/2 coincides with the Grade II Listed Buildings 
‘Northwall House’ and ‘City Wall, stretching approx. 27m East of Rack Alley’.  Site SWDP44/4 
coincides with ‘Worcester Engine Works’, ‘Shrub Hill Railway Station: Main Building with 
attached wall and lamps’ and ‘K8 Telephone Kiosk at Worcester Shrub Hill Railway Station’.  
Site SWDP45/1 coincides with ‘Clerkenleap Farmhouse’, ‘Middle Broomhall Farmhouse’, 
‘Upper Broomhall Farmhouse’, ‘The Cottage’, ‘The Keep and Flanking Wings, Norton 
Barracks’ and ‘Newlands Farmhouse’.  Site SWDP45/2 coincides with ‘Lower Temple 
Laugherne’.  The proposed development at these four sites could potentially result in direct 
impacts on these Listed Buildings, and therefore, a major negative impact on the local 
historic environment would be expected. 

E.2.9.5 Site SWDP43k is located adjacent to ‘24, St Johns (formerly Angel Inn)’ and ‘20, St Johns’.  
Site SWDP43/29 is located adjacent to ‘The Manor House’ and four Listed Buildings along 
Henwick Road.  Site SWDP44/3 is located adjacent to ‘Slug and Lettuce Public House’, ‘Royal 
Exchange’ and ‘10, Cornmarket’.  Site SWDP43/9 is located approximately 30m from ‘Old 
Baskerville’.  Site SWDP43c is located approximately 40m from ‘Lyttleton House’.  Site 
SWDP43/21 is located approximately 70m from ‘Nos 1 and 2 and attached wall’ and in close 
proximity to several other Listed Buildings along Lansdowne Crescent.  Site SWDP43q is 
located approximately 15m from ‘69, St Johns’.  Site SWDP43u is located approximately 15m 
from ‘Royal Worcestershire Porcelain Showroom, now restaurant’.  Site SWDP44/5 is located 
approximately 15m from two sections of ‘City Wall’.  The proposed development at these 
nine sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed 
Buildings. 

E.2.9.6 Site SWDP44/6 coincides with ‘Royal Worcester Porcelain Showroom, now Restaurant’.  Site 
SWDP44/7 coincides with ‘Worcester Bridge’, ‘Workshops on Diglis Island, River Severn’ and 
‘Lock Cottages’, and is situated adjacent to many other Grade II Listed Buildings along the 
River Severn.  It is uncertain whether the proposed development at these two sites for 
cultural facilities and riverside enhancement would impact the setting of these Listed 
Buildings. 

E.2.9.7 Conservation Area:  Sites SWDP43u, SWDP44/2 and the majority of Site SWDP44/3 are 
located within ‘Historic City’ Conservation Area.  The majority of Site SWDP43/4 and a small 
proportion of Site SWDP45/1 are located within ‘Riverside’ Conservation Area, and Site 
SWDP43/29 is located adjacent to this Conservation Area.  The majority of Sites SWDP43q 
and SWDP43k are located within ‘St John’s’ Conservation Area.  Site SWDP43/21 is located 
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partially within ‘Lansdowne Crescent & Rainbow H’ Conservation Area.  Site SWDP43aa is 
located within ‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ Conservation Area, and Site SWDP44/5 is 
located adjacent to this Conservation Area.  Site SWDP44/4 is located partially within the 
‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ Conservation area and is located adjacent to ‘Lowesmoor’ 
Conservation Area.  Site SWDP43/9 is located adjacent to ‘St George’s Square’ Conservation 
Area.  The proposed development at these 13 sites could potentially alter the character 
and/or setting of these Conservation Areas and as a result, have a minor negative impact on 
the local historic environment.   

E.2.9.8 The majority of Site SWDP44/6, and a small proportion of Site SWDP44/7 are located within 
‘Historic City’ Conservation Area.  A small proportion of Site SWDP44/6 is located within 
‘Worcester and Birmingham Canal’ Conservation Area.  The majority of Site SWDP44/7 is 
located within ‘Riverside’ Conservation Area.  It is uncertain whether the proposed 
development at these two sites for cultural facilities and riverside enhancement would 
impact the character of these Conservation Areas. 

E.2.9.9 Scheduled Monument:  Site SWDP44/2 coincides with 'Worcester city centre' SM and 'City 
walls: section S of The Butts, extending 100ft (30m) E from Rack Alley’ SM.  Site SWDP45/2 
coincides with ‘Moated site at Earl’s Court’ SM.  The proposed development at these two 
sites could potentially result in direct impacts on these SMs, and therefore, a major negative 
impact on the local historic environment would be expected.  Site SWDP45/1 is located 
approximately 400m from ‘Motte castle, moated site, and medieval agricultural remains at 
Crookbarrow Farm’ SM.  The proposed development at this site could potentially result in a 
minor negative impact on the setting of this SM.  Site SWDP44/7 is located adjacent to 
‘Worcester city centre’ SM, and Site SWDP44/6 is located approximately 40m from this SM.  
It is uncertain whether the proposed development at these two sites for cultural facilities and 
riverside enhancement would impact the setting of this SM. 

E.2.9.10 Registered Park and Gardens:  Site SWDP44/7 is located in close proximity to ‘Gheluvelt 
Park’ RPG.  As the exact nature of development at this site is unknown at present, it is 
uncertain whether the proposed development would impact the setting or character of this 
RPG. 

E.2.9.11 Archaeological Sensitive Areas:  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43n, 
SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, 
SWDP44/5 and a small proportion of Sites SWDP44/4 and SWDP45/1 coincide with an 
Archaeological Sensitive Area.  Sites SWDP43/21 and SWDP45/2 are located adjacent to an 
Archaeological Sensitive Area.  The proposed development at these 16 sites could potentially 
have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Archaeological Sensitive Areas.  Sites 
SWDP44/6 and SWDP44/7 coincide with Archaeological Sensitive Areas; however, it is 
uncertain whether the proposed development at these two sites for cultural facilities and 
riverside enhancement would impact these features. 

E.2.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

E.2.10.1 Bus Stop:  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5 and SWDP44/6 
are located within the target distance to bus stops providing regular services.  The proposed 
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development at these 21 sites would be likely to have a minor positive impact on site end 
users’ access to bus services.  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/15, SWDP44/7, SWDP45/1, 
SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to a 
bus stop providing regular services.  Therefore, the proposed development at these six sites 
could potentially have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to bus services. 

E.2.10.2 Railway Station:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, 
SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, 
SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6 and SWDP44/7 are located within the 
target distance to Worcester Foregate Street Station and/or Worcester Shrub Hill Station, 
and therefore, the proposed development at these 17 sites would be expected to have a 
minor positive impact on site end users’ access to rail services.  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43c, 
SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and 
SWDP45/6 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to these railway 
stations, and therefore, the proposed development at these ten sites would be expected to 
have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to rail services. 

E.2.10.3 Pedestrian Access:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, 
SWDP43f, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, 
SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, 
SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6, SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 are well 
connected to the existing footpath network.  The proposed development at these 26 sites 
would be expected to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ opportunities to travel 
by foot.  Site SWDP45/6 currently has poor access to the surrounding footpath network.  
The proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor negative impact on 
local accessibility. 

E.2.10.4 Road Access:  Site SWDP43/3 is not accessible from the current road network.  Therefore, 
the proposed development at this site could potentially result in a minor negative impact on 
accessibility.  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6, 
SWDP44/7, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1, SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are well connected to the 
existing road network.  The proposed development at these 26 sites would therefore be 
expected to provide site end users with good access to existing roads, resulting in a minor 
positive impact on accessibility. 

E.2.10.5 Local Services:  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP44/6 and 
SWDP44/7 are located within the target distance to convenience stores.  Therefore, the 
proposed development at these 22 sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ access to local services.  Sites SWDP43g, SWDP43/15, SWDP45/1, 
SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to 
convenience stores.  The proposed development at these five sites could potentially have a 
minor negative impact on the access of site end users to local services. 

E.2.10.6 Sites SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, 
SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP43/29, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5 and 
SWDP44/6 are located in close proximity to a bus stop, railway station and convenience 
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store, and are well connected to the current road and footpath networks.  Therefore, a major 
positive impact on travel and accessibility would be expected at these 15 sites.  

E.2.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

E.2.11.1 Primary Schools:  Worcester City is served by several primary schools, including Stanley 
Road Primary School, Perry Wood Primary & Nursery School, Northwick Manor Primary 
School, St George’s Catholic Primary School, Perdiswell Primary School, Rushwick C of E 
Primary School, Dines Green Primary School, Our Lady Queen of Peace Catholic Primary 
School, Hollymount School.  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, 
SWDP43n, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, SWDP44/4 
and SWDP44/5 are located within the target distance to one or more of these primary 
schools.  The proposed development at these 14 sites would situate new residents in 
locations with good access to primary education, and therefore, a minor positive impact 
would be expected.  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43/21, SWDP45/1 and 
SWDP45/2 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to these primary 
schools, and therefore, the proposed development at these six sites would be expected to 
have a minor negative impact on the access of new residents to primary education. 

E.2.11.2 Secondary Schools:  Worcester City is served by several secondary schools including 
Nunnery Wood High School, Blessed Edward Oldcorne Catholic College, Bishop Perowne C 
of E College, Christopher Whitehead Language College and Tudor Grange Academy 
Worcester.  Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, SWDP43aa, 
SWDP44/4 and SWDP44/5 are located within the target distance to one or more of these 
secondary schools.  The proposed development at these 16 sites would situate new residents 
in locations with good access to secondary education, and therefore, a minor positive impact 
would be expected.  Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP43n, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 are located 
outside the target distance to these secondary schools, and therefore, the proposed 
development at these four sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on the 
access of new residents to secondary education. 

E.2.11.3 The proposed development at Sites SWDP43/4, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 would be 
expected to have a major negative impact on new residents’ access to both primary and 
secondary education.  The proposed development at Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/7, 
SWDP43/9, SWDP43g, SWDP43h, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43aa, SWDP44/4 and SWDP44/5 would be expected to have a major positive impact 
on new residents’ access to both primary and secondary education. 

E.2.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

E.2.12.1 Primary Employment Location:  There are a number of key employment locations within the 
target distance of the proposed residential sites in this cluster.  The proposed development 
at Sites SWDP43/3, SWDP43/4, SWDP43/7, SWDP43/9, SWDP43c, SWDP43f, SWDP43g, 
SWDP43h, SWDP43n, SWDP43/21, SWDP43q, SWDP43u, SWDP43e, SWDP43s, SWDP43k, 
SWDP43aa, SWDP44/4, SWDP44/5, SWDP45/1 and SWDP45/2 would therefore be 
expected to locate site end users in areas with good access to employment opportunities 
and have a minor positive impact on the local economy.   
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E.2.12.2 Employment Floorspace:  Sites SWDP43aa, SWDP44/2, SWDP44/3, SWDP44/4 and 
SWDP44/5 are proposed for mixed use development; however, these sites currently 
coincide with a number of businesses, retail units and university buildings.  Sites SWDP44/6 
and SWDP44/7 are identified as opportunity zones for mixed use non-residential 
development, however the exact nature of development at these sites is unknown at present.  
At this stage, it is uncertain whether the proposed development at these seven sites would 
result in a net change in employment floorspace.   

E.2.12.3 Site SWDP43/15 is proposed for employment use, and Sites SWDP43/29, SWDP45/1, 
SWDP45/2 and SWDP45/6 proposed for mixed use development.  As these sites largely 
comprise previously undeveloped land, the proposed development would be expected to 
result in a net gain in employment floorspace and provide local employment opportunities.  
Therefore, a major positive impact on the local economy would be expected as a result of 
the proposed development at these five sites.  

E.2.12.4 Site SWDP43c currently coincides with ‘Age UK Herefordshire & Worcestershire’, Site 
SWDP43h coincides with ‘RCS Car Sales’ and ‘MRG Bransford Road Garage’, and Site 
SWDP43s coincides with ‘News Express’ and ‘Rose Avenue Fryer’.  These three sites are 
proposed for residential end use, and as such, the development at these sites could 
potentially result in the loss of these businesses, and consequently the employment 
opportunities it provides.  Therefore, a major negative impact would be expected following 
the proposed development at these sites. 
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E.3 Wychavon 
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Wychavon 

This cluster comprises 27 sites located within Wychavon District. 

Site 
Reference 
Number 

PO Reference Number Site Address Site use Area 
(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDP46/1 SWDP REALLOCATE 19 Garage, High Street  
Residential/ Mixed 
Use (to include 
retail) 

0.47 20 

SWDP46/4 SWDP REALLOCATE 20 Garage Court, Abbots 
Road Residential 0.25 13 

SWDP46/5 SWDP REALLOCATE 21 Land adjacent 
Conningsby Drive  Residential 0.93 19 

SWDP48/2 SWDP REALLOCATE 22 Boxing Club, 
Kidderminster Road  Residential 0.11 10 

SWDP48/3 SWDP REALLOCATE 23 Oakham Place  Residential 0.16 6 

SWDP48/4 SWDP REALLOCATE 24 Acre Lane  Residential 0.38 20 

SWDP48/5 SWDP REALLOCATE 25 Willow Court, 
Westwood Road  Residential 0.17 10 

SWDP48/6 SWDP REALLOCATE 26 Canal Basin 
(Netherwich) 

Residential/ Mixed 
Use (to include 
retail and leisure) 

1.10 80 

SWDP49/3 SWDP REALLOCATE 44 Stonebridge Cross 
Business Park  Employment 10.00 N/A 

SWDP50/2 SWDP REALLOCATE 27 Employment site, top 
of Kings Road  Residential 3.80 100 

SWDP50/4 SWDP REALLOCATE 28 Land off Davies Road 
(former leisure centre)  Residential 1.21 36 

SWDP50/5 SWDP REALLOCATE 29 Land at Offenham 
Road East  Residential 1.88 15 

SWDP50/6R SWDP REALLOCATE 30 Land behind Lichfield 
Avenue  Residential 1.04 14 

SWDP50/7 SWDP REALLOCATE 31 Land off Abbey Road  Residential 19.78 200 

SWDP51/3 SWDP REALLOCATE 45 Vale Industrial Park  Employment 34.00 N/A 

SWDP59/19 SWDP REALLOCATE 32 Land adjacent Station 
Road Residential/ Other 10.99 100 

SWDP59/24 SWDP REALLOCATE 33 Laurels Avenue  Residential 0.95 19 

SWDP59/25R SWDP REALLOCATE 34 The Racks  Residential 1.24 30 

SWDP59/26 SWDP REALLOCATE 35 Land north of 
Woodhall Lane  Residential 2.03 25 

SWDP60/9 SWDP REALLOCATE 36 Station Road  Residential 1.13 6 

SWDP60/10R SWDP REALLOCATE 37 Elmley Road, Ashton 
Under Hill Residential 0.69 14 

SWDP60/15 SWDP REALLOCATE 38 
Land off Roman 
Meadow, Pershore 
Road  

Residential 0.94 25 

SWDP60/20 SWDP REALLOCATE 39 Site adjacent Nine 
Acres  Residential 0.54 8 

SWDP60/24R SWDP REALLOCATE 40 Land off Main Street, 
Sedgeberrow Residential 0.79 20 

SWDP60/28 SWDP REALLOCATE 41 Garage site off A422 
and land to the rear  Residential 1.12 16 

SWDP61/3 SWDP REALLOCATE 42 Land at Conderton 
Close  Residential 0.58 6 
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Wychavon 

This cluster comprises 27 sites located within Wychavon District. 

Site 
Reference 
Number 

PO Reference Number Site Address Site use Area 
(ha) 

Housing 
number (if 
applicable) 

SWDP61/10 SWDP REALLOCATE 43 Land at Park Farm, 
Jobs Lane  Residential 0.34 9 
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SWDP46/1 0 + - 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP46/4 0 + - 0 - + + - 0 - - + 

SWDP46/5 0 - - - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP48/2 0 - - - - - + - - ++ - + 

SWDP48/3 0 - - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP48/4 0 + 0 0 - + + - 0 ++ ++ -- 

SWDP48/5 0 + 0 0 - + + - - ++ ++ + 

SWDP48/6 0 -- - - - - + - -- ++ - + 

SWDP49/3 0 -- - - -- - 0 - - -- 0 ++ 

SWDP50/2 0 -- 0 - -- - ++ - 0 - ++ -- 

SWDP50/4 0 - 0 0 - + + - 0 ++ ++ -- 

SWDP50/5 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP50/6R 0 + 0 0 - + + - 0 - ++ + 

SWDP50/7 0 -- - - -- - ++ - -- - - + 

SWDP51/3 0 -- - - -- - 0 - -- -- 0 ++ 

SWDP59/19 0 -- - - -- - ++ - - - -- + 

SWDP59/24 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP59/25R 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP59/26 0 + - - - - + - 0 - -- + 

SWDP60/9 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 

SWDP60/10R 0 + - -- - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/15 0 + -- - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/20 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 

SWDP60/24R 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/28 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 

SWDP61/3 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 

SWDP61/10 0 - - -- 0 + + - - - -- + 
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E.3.1 SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

E.3.1.1 Carbon Emissions:  All sites in this cluster are proposed for the development of 281 dwellings 
or less, or non-residential development. The proposed development at these 27 sites would 
therefore be likely to result in a negligible contribution to Wychavon’s total carbon emissions.  

E.3.2 SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

E.3.2.1 Fluvial Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites SWDP48/6, SWDP50/7 and SWDP59/19 
coincide with Flood Zones 2 and 3.  The proposed development at these three sites could 
potentially locate some site end users in areas at risk of fluvial flooding; therefore, a major 
negative impact would be expected.  A small proportion of Site SWDP50/2 coincides with 
Flood Zone 2.  The proposed development at this site could potentially locate some site end 
users in areas at risk of fluvial flooding; therefore, a minor negative impact would be 
expected.  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, 
SWDP48/5, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, 
SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, 
SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located wholly within 
Flood Zone 1.  Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these 23 sites, as the 
proposed development would be likely to locate site end users away from areas at risk of 
fluvial flooding. 

E.3.2.2 Surface Water Flooding:  A small proportion of Sites SWDP48/6, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, 
SWDP50/7, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 coincide with areas determined to be at low, medium 
and high risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed development at these six sites would 
be expected to have a major negative impact on pluvial flood risk, as development would be 
likely to locate site end users in areas at high risk of surface water flooding, as well as 
exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  A small proportion of Sites 
SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP50/4, SWDP59/19 and SWDP61/10 coincide with 
areas determined to be a low and/or medium risk of surface water flooding.  The proposed 
development at these six sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on pluvial 
flood risk, as development would be likely to locate site end users in areas at risk of surface 
water flooding, as well as exacerbate pluvial flood risk in surrounding locations.  

E.3.3 SA Objective 3 - Biodiversity & Geodiversity 

E.3.3.1 Natura 2000:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, 
SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10 and a small proportion of 
Site SWDP51/3 are located within 5km of ‘Bredon Hill’ SAC.  A minor negative impact would 
be expected as a result of the proposed development at these eleven sites, due to the 
increased risk of development related threats and pressures on this European designated 
site. 

E.3.3.2 SSSI/IRZ:  Site SWDP60/15 is located adjacent to ‘Eckington Railway Cutting’ SSSI, within 
an IRZ which states that “all planning applications - except householder applications” should 
be consulted on with Natural England.  The proposed development at this site could 
potentially have a major negative impact on this SSSI. 
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E.3.3.3 A number of sites in this cluster are located within close proximity to various SSSIs including 
‘Tiddesley Wood’ and ‘Westwood Great Pool’ SSSIs.  Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP48/3, 
SWDP48/4 and SWDP48/5 are located within an IRZ which states “residential development 
of 100 units or more” should be consulted on with Natural England.  These four sites are 
proposed for the development of fewer than 100 dwellings, and therefore, a negligible 
impact on these SSSIs would be expected. 

E.3.3.4 Ancient Woodland:  Site SWDP49/3 is located approximately 80m from ‘Farmbank 
Plantation’ ancient woodland.  The proposed development at this site could potentially have 
a minor negative impact on this ancient woodland due to an increased risk of disturbance.   

E.3.3.5 LNR:  Site SWDP46/1 is located approximately 50m from ‘Avon Meadows’ LNR.  The 
proposed development at this site could potentially result in a minor negative impact on this 
LNR, due to an increased risk of development related threats and pressures. 

E.3.3.6 LWS:  Site SWDP59/19 coincides with ‘Broadway Gravel Pit’ LWS.  The proposed 
development at this site would be likely to result in direct negative impacts on this LWS, and 
therefore, a major negative impact would be expected.  Sites SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3 and 
SWDP48/6 are located adjacent to ‘Droitwich Canal’ LWS.  Site SWDP50/7 is located 
adjacent to ‘River Avon’ LWS.  The proposed development at these four sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on these LWSs, due to an increased risk of 
development related threats and pressures. 

E.3.3.7 Priority Habitats:  Sites SWDP50/5 and SWDP59/19 coincide with deciduous woodland 
priority habitat, and Sites SWDP59/26 and SWDP61/10 coincide with traditional orchard 
priority habitat.  The proposed development at these four sites would be likely to result in 
the partial loss of these habitats, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the overall 
presence of priority habitats in the Plan area. 

E.3.4 SA Objective 4 – Landscape & Townscape 

E.3.4.1 AONB:  Sites SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/20, SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are located within the 
Cotswolds AONB, and Site SWDP60/9 is located adjacent to the AONB.  Development within 
or adjacent to this nationally designated landscape would be expected to have a major 
negative impact on the natural beauty and special qualities of the AONB.  Site SWDP59/19 
is located approximately 40m from this AONB.  The proposed development at this site would 
be likely to be visible from, and as such, alter the setting of, the AONB.  Therefore, a minor 
negative impact would be expected.  

E.3.4.2 Landscape Character:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, 
SWDP48/5, SWDP58/6 and SWDP50/4 are located within the LCT ‘Urban’.  An assessment 
of the urban landscape has not been undertaken as part of the LCA. 

E.3.4.3 Site SWDP46/5 is located within the LCT ‘Wooded Estatelands’.  The proposed development 
at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
‘Wooded Estatelands’ LCT (in particular, the loss of woodland and trees). 

E.3.4.4 Sites SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R and a proportion of Site SWDP51/3 are located 
within the LCT ‘Village Farmlands with Orchards’.  The proposed development at Site 
SWDP50/5 could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
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‘Village Farmlands with Orchards’ LCT (in particular, the loss of a field bounded by 
hedgerows).  The proposed development at Sites SWDP50/2, SWDP50/6R and SWDP51/3 
would be unlikely to be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT as 
these three sites do not coincide with any of the key characteristics. 

E.3.4.5 Sites SWDP60/28 and a proportion of Site SWDP51/3 are located within the LCT ‘Village 
Claylands’.  The proposed development at Site SWDP60/28 could potentially be discordant 
with the guidelines and key characteristics of the ‘Village Claylands’ LCT (in particular, the 
loss of trees).  The proposed development at Site SWDP51/3 would be unlikely to be 
discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of this LCT as the site does not 
coincide with any of the key characteristics. 

E.3.4.6 Site SWDP50/7 is located within the LCT ‘Riverside Meadows’.  The proposed development 
at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key characteristics of the 
‘Riverside Meadows’ LCT (in particular, the loss of pastoral land). 

E.3.4.7 Sites SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, 
SWDP60/24R, SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are located within the LCT ‘Principal Village 
Farmlands’.  The proposed development at SWDP59/19, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, 
SWDP60/24R and SWDP61/3 could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of the ‘Principal Village Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, the loss of trees or 
hedgerows).  The proposed development at Sites SWDP59/24, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, 
and SWDP61/10 would be unlikely to be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of this LCT as these four sites do not coincide with any of the key 
characteristics. 

E.3.4.8 Sites SWDP59/25R and SWDP59/26 are located within the LCT ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’.  
The proposed development at these two sites could potentially be discordant with the 
guidelines and key characteristics of the ‘Principal Settled Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, the 
loss of hedgerow bordered fields). 

E.3.4.9 Site SWDP49/3 is located within the LCT ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’.  The proposed 
development at this site could potentially be discordant with the guidelines and key 
characteristics of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LCT (in particular, the loss of hedgerow 
bordered fields). 

E.3.4.10 Therefore, the proposed development at Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/7, 
SWDP59/19, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/24R, 
SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and SWDP49/3 could potentially have a minor negative impact on 
the landscape character.  

E.3.4.11 Views from the PRoW Network:  Several PRoWs are located in close proximity to sites in 
this cluster.  PRoWs coincide with Sites SWDP59/25R and SWDP49/3 are located adjacent 
or in close proximity to Sites SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, 
SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and SWDP51/3.  The 
proposed development at these 12 sites could potentially alter the views experienced by 
users of these footpaths.  As a result, a minor negative impact on the local landscape would 
be expected. 

E.3.4.12 Views for Local Residents:  The development proposed at Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, 
SWDP48/3, SWDP48/6, SWDP49/3, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, 
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SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, 
SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and SWDP51/3 could potentially alter 
the views experienced by local residents.  Therefore, a minor negative impact on the local 
landscape would be expected at these 20 sites. 

E.3.4.13 Urban Sprawl: Sites SWDP50/7, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/28, 
SWDP61/3, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located in the open countryside surrounding 
settlements in Wychavon.  The proposed development at these eight sites would be likely to 
contribute towards urban sprawl into the surrounding countryside and therefore, have a 
minor negative impact on the local landscape. 

E.3.5 SA Objective 5 – Pollution & Waste 

E.3.5.1 Main Road:  Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/28 and 
SWDP51/3 are located adjacent to main roads including the A4104, A4184, A4133, A433, 
A46(T), A38, A422 and/or the A449.  Sites SWDP48/5 and SWDP50/5 are located wholly or 
partially within 200m of one or more of these main roads.  The proposed development at 
these eight sites could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of transport 
associated air and noise pollution.  Traffic using these main roads would be expected to have 
a minor negative impact on air quality and noise at these sites.   

E.3.5.2 Railway Line:  Sites SWDP48/4, SWDP50/2 and SWDP60/15 are located adjacent to a 
railway line, and Sites SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3 and SWDP48/6 are located wholly or partially 
within 200m of a railway line.  The proposed development at these six sites could potentially 
expose site end users to higher levels of noise pollution and vibrations associated with this 
railway line.  A minor negative impact would therefore be expected.   

E.3.5.3 Air Quality:  Sites SWDP50/2, SWDP50/7 and SWDP59/19 are proposed for the 
development of 100 or more dwellings.  Sites SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are proposed for 
non-residential end use and comprise 10ha and 34ha, respectively.  The proposed 
development at these five sites could potentially result in a significant increase in local air 
pollution; therefore, a major negative impact would be expected.  Sites SWDP46/1, 
SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/4, 
SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/10R, 
SWDP60/15, SWDP60/24R and SWDP60/28 are proposed for the development of between 
ten and 99 dwellings.  Therefore, the proposed development at these 17 sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on air pollution in the local area.  Site SWDP48/3, 
SWDP60/9, SWDP60/20, SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are proposed for the development of 
fewer than ten dwellings; therefore, development at these five sites would be expected to 
have a negligible impact on local air pollution. 

E.3.5.4 Watercourse:  Sites SWDP48/2 and SWDP48/6 are located adjacent to the Droitwich Canal, 
and a proportion of Sites SWDP48/3 and SWDP48/4 are located within 200m of this 
watercourse.  Site SWDP50/7 is located adjacent to the River Avon, and the majority of Site 
SWDP50/2 is located within 200m of this watercourse.  Site SWDP48/5 is located within 
200m of the Embridge Brook and the River Salwarpe.  The majority of Site SWDP59/19 is 
located within 200m of a minor watercourse.  The proposed development at these eight sites 
could potentially increase the risk of contamination of these watercourses, and therefore, a 
minor negative impact would be expected. 
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E.3.5.5 Groundwater SPZ:  Sites SWDP59/25R and SWDP59/26 coincide with the catchment (Zone 
III) of a groundwater SPZ.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially 
increase the risk of groundwater contamination within this SPZ, and therefore, result in a 
minor negative impact on local groundwater resources.  

E.3.5.6 Household Waste:  All sites in this cluster are proposed for the development of 264 dwellings 
or less, or non-residential development. Therefore, the proposed development at these 27 
sites would be expected to have a negligible impact on household waste generation in 
comparison to current Wychavon levels.  

E.3.6 SA Objective 6 – Natural Resources 

E.3.6.1 Previously Developed Land:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, 
SWDP50/4, SWDP50/6R and SWDP61/10 comprise previously developed land.  The 
proposed development at these seven sites would be expected to have a minor positive 
impact on natural resources as development would be classed as an efficient use of land.   

E.3.6.2 The proposed development at Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/6, 
SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, 
SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, 
SWDP61/3, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 would be likely to result in a minor negative impact 
on natural resources due to the loss of less than 20ha of previously undeveloped land.  These 
negative impacts would be associated with an inefficient use of land and the permanent and 
irreversible loss of ecologically valuable soils. 

E.3.6.3 ALC:  Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, 
SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, 
SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are situated on ALC 
Grade 1, 2 and/or 3 land, which are considered to be some of South Worcestershire’s BMV 
land.  Therefore, a minor negative impact would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at these 17 sites, due to the loss of this important natural resource.  Sites 
SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3 and SWDP48/6 are situated on land which is classed as ‘urban’.  A 
minor positive impact would therefore be expected, as the proposed development at these 
three sites would be likely to help prevent the loss of BMV land across the Plan area. 

E.3.7 SA Objective 7 - Housing 

E.3.7.1 Net Gain:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, 
SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, 
SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, 
SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are proposed for the development of 99 dwellings 
or less; therefore, a minor positive impact on housing provision would be expected at these 
22 sites.  Sites SWDP50/2, SWDP50/7 and SWDP59/19 are proposed for the development 
of 100 or more dwellings; therefore, the proposed development at these three sites would 
be expected to result in a major positive impact on housing provision.  Sites SWDP49/3 and 
SWDP51/3 are proposed for employment-led development.  The proposed development at 
these two sites would not result in a net change in housing provision across the Plan area. 
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E.3.8 SA Objective 8 – Health & Wellbeing 

E.3.8.1 NHS Hospital:  The closest hospital with an A&E department is Worcestershire Royal 
Hospital, located within Worcester City.  All sites in this cluster are located outside the target 
distance to this hospital.  The proposed development at these 27 sites could potentially 
restrict the access of site end users to this essential health facility.  Therefore, a minor 
negative impact would be expected. 

E.3.8.2 GP Surgery:  Sites SWDP46/1 and SWDP46/4 are located within the target distance to 
Pershore Medical Practice.  Sites SWDP48/2, SWDP48/4 and SWDP48/6 are located within 
the target distance to Salters Medical Practice.  Sites SWDP59/25R and SWDP59/26 are 
located within the target distance to Ombersley Medical Practice.  Site SWDP50/2 is located 
within the target distance to Demontfort Medical Centre.  Site SWDP50/4 is located within 
the target distance to Riverside Surgery.  Site SWDP50/7 is located within the target 
distance to Abbey Medical Practice.  The proposed development at these ten sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to GP surgeries.  
Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/5, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/19, 
SWDP59/24, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, 
SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located outside the 
target distance to GP surgeries.  The proposed development at these 17 sites would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on the access of site end users to GP surgeries. 

E.3.8.3 Leisure Centre:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, 
SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/4 and SWDP50/7 are located within the 
target distance to leisure centres including Pershore Leisure Centre, Droitwich Spa Leisure 
Centre or Evesham Leisure Centre.  The proposed development at these ten sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on the access of site end users to this facility.  Sites 
SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, 
SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, 
SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located partially or 
wholly outside the target distance to a leisure centre, and therefore, a minor negative impact 
on the health and wellbeing of site end users would be expected at these 17 sites. 

E.3.8.4 AQMA:  All sites in this cluster are located over 200m from the nearest AQMA, and therefore, 
a minor positive impact would be expected for the health and wellbeing of site end users.   

E.3.8.5 Main Road:  Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/28 and 
SWDP51/3 are located adjacent to main roads including the A4104, A4184, A4133, A433, 
A46(T), A38, A422 and/or the A449.  Sites SWDP48/5 and SWDP50/5 are located wholly or 
partially within 200m of one or more of these main roads.  The proposed development at 
these eight sites could potentially expose site end users to higher levels of traffic associated 
emissions, which would be likely to have a minor negative impact on the health of site end 
users.  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/6, 
SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, 
SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10 and SWDP49/3 are 
located over 200m from a main road.  The proposed development at these 19 sites would be 
expected to have a minor positive impact on health, as site end users would be located away 
from traffic related air and noise pollution. 
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E.3.8.6 Access to Public Greenspace:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, 
SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, 
SWDP50/6R, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, 
SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, 
SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10 and SWDP49/3 are located within 600m of a public greenspace.  
Therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected at these 26 sites, as the proposed 
development would be likely to provide site end users with good access to outdoor space 
and a diverse range of natural habitats, which is known to have physical and mental health 
benefits.  Site SWDP51/3 is located over 600m from a public greenspace, and therefore, the 
proposed development at this site could potentially have a minor negative impact on the 
access of site end users to outdoor space. 

E.3.8.7 Net Loss of Public Greenspace:  Sites SWDP50/7 and SWDP59/19 coincide with public 
greenspace.  The proposed development at these two sites would be likely to result in the 
net loss of public greenspace, and therefore, have a minor negative impact on the provision 
of greenspace across the Plan area. 

E.3.8.8 PRoW/Cycle Network:  All sites in this cluster are located within 600m of the PRoW and/or 
cycle network.  The proposed development at these 27 sites would be likely to provide site 
end users with good pedestrian and cycle access and encourage physical activity, and 
therefore, have a minor positive impact on the health and wellbeing of local residents. 

E.3.9 SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

E.3.9.1 Grade II* Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP50/7 is located approximately 280m from the Grade 
II* Listed Building ‘Church of St Andrew’.  Site SWDP60/28 is located approximately 180m 
from ‘Church of St Kenelm’.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially 
have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

E.3.9.2 Grade II Listed Buildings:  Site SWDP50/7 is located adjacent to the Grade II Listed Building 
‘Abbot Chyryton’s Wall’, and approximately 90m from ‘Avon House’, and several others 
along Merstow Green.  Site SWDP61/10 is located adjacent to ‘Park Farm Cottages’.  Site 
SWDP46/1 is located approximately 15m from ‘18, High Street’ and in close proximity to many 
other Listed Buildings along this road.  Site SWDP48/5 is located approximately 30m from 
‘Boycott Farmhouse’.  Site SWDP48/6 is located approximately 60m from ‘36 and 38, Friar 
Street’.  Site SWDP60/9 is located approximately 25m from ‘Shelter Shed about 30 yards 
north of Middle Farmhouse’, 50m from ‘Middle Farmhouse’ and 40m from ‘Cross Cottage’.  
Site SWDP60/20 is located approximately 80m from ‘48 and 49’ and 100m from several 
other Listed Buildings within Overbury.  Site SWDP60/28 is located approximately 120m 
from ‘Upton House’.  Site SWDP61/3 is located approximately 25m from ‘65, 66 and 67’ and 
50m from ‘Darkes House’.  The proposed development at these nine sites could potentially 
have a minor negative impact on the setting of these Listed Buildings. 

E.3.9.3 Conservation Area:  Site SWDP46/1 is located wholly within ‘Pershore’ Conservation Area.  
Site SWDP48/6 is located wholly within ‘Droitwich Spa’ Conservation Area and adjacent to 
‘Droitwich Canal’ Conservation Area.  The majority of Site SWDP61/3 is located within 
‘Conderton’ Conservation Area, and a proportion of Site SWDP61/10 is located within 
‘Kemerton’ Conservation Area.  Sites SWDP48/2 and SWDP48/3 are located adjacent to 
‘Droitwich Canal’ Conservation Area.  Site SWDP60/9 is located adjacent to ‘Ashton Under 
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Hill’ Conservation Area.  Site SWDP60/20 is located adjacent to ‘Overbury’ Conservation 
Area.  Site SWDP50/7 is located approximately 40m from ‘Evesham’ Conservation Area, Site 
SWDP59/19 is located approximately 50m from ‘Broadway’ Conservation Area, and Site 
SWDP60/28 is located approximately 100m from ‘Upton Snodsbury’ Conservation Area.  The 
proposed development at these eleven sites could potentially alter the character and/or 
setting of these Conservation Areas and as a result, have a minor negative impact on the 
local historic environment.   

E.3.9.4 Scheduled Monument:  Site SWDP48/6 coincides with ‘Multi-period salt production remains 
in Droitwich’ SM.  Site SWDP50/7 coincides with ‘Abbot Chyryton Wall, Boat Lane’ SM.  The 
proposed development at these two sites could potentially result in direct impacts on these 
SMs, and therefore, a major negative impact on the local historic environment would be 
expected.  Site SWDP51/3 is located adjacent to ‘Romano-British settlement remains 300m 
and 750m north east of Narrow Meadow Farm’ SM.  Site SWDP48/2 is located approximately 
10m from ‘Multi-period salt production remains in Droitwich’ SM.  Sites SWDP60/20 and 
SWDP61/3 are located approximately 250m from ‘Double ditched enclosure north of 
Oakleys’ SM.  The proposed development at these four sites could potentially result in a 
minor negative impact on the setting of these SMs. 

E.3.9.5 Registered Park and Garden:  Site SWDP60/20 is located approximately 180m from 
‘Overbury Court’ RPG.  Site SWDP49/3 is located approximately 300m from ‘Westwood 
Park’ RPG.  The proposed development at these two sites could potentially have a minor 
negative impact on the setting of these RPGs. 

E.3.10 SA Objective 10 – Transport & Accessibility 

E.3.10.1 Bus Stop:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, 
SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/19, 
SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, 
SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are located within the 
target distance to bus stops providing regular services.  The proposed development at these 
24 sites would be likely to have a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to bus 
services.  Sites SWDP50/7, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located outside the target 
distance to a bus stop providing regular services.  Therefore, the proposed development at 
these three sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to 
bus services. 

E.3.10.2 Railway Station:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, 
SWDP48/6, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R and SWDP50/7 are located 
within the target distance to Droitwich Spa Station, Evesham Station or Pershore Station, 
and therefore, the proposed development at these eleven sites would be expected to have 
a minor positive impact on site end users’ access to rail services.  Sites SWDP46/4, 
SWDP46/5, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, 
SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3, 
SWDP61/10, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located outside the target distance to these 
railway stations, and therefore, the proposed development at these 16 sites would be 
expected to have a minor negative impact on site end users’ access to rail services.    
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E.3.10.3 Pedestrian Access:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, 
SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/6R, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, 
SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, 
SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are well connected to the existing footpath network.  The 
proposed development at these 20 sites would be expected to have a minor positive impact 
on site end users’ opportunities to travel by foot.  Sites SWDP46/5, SWDP50/5, SWDP59/24, 
SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 currently have poor access to the 
surrounding footpath network.  The proposed development at these seven sites could 
potentially have a minor negative impact on local accessibility. 

E.3.10.4 Road Access:  Site SWDP59/24, SWDP60/15, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are not accessible 
from the current road network.  Therefore, the proposed development at these four sites 
could potentially result in a minor negative impact on accessibility.  Sites SWDP46/1, 
SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, 
SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/25R, 
SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, 
SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 are well connected to the existing road network.  The proposed 
development at these 23 sites would therefore be expected to provide site end users with 
good access to existing roads, resulting in a minor positive impact on accessibility. 

E.3.10.5 Local Services:  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, 
SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/7, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, 
SWDP60/15 and SWDP60/28 are located within the target distance to convenience stores.  
Therefore, the proposed development at these 14 sites would be expected to have a minor 
positive impact on site end users’ access to local services.  Sites SWDP50/2, SWDP50/5, 
SWDP50/6R, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/20, 
SWDP60/24R, SWDP61/3, SWDP61/10, SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located wholly or 
partially outside the target distance to convenience stores.  The proposed development at 
these 13 sites could potentially have a minor negative impact on the access of site end users 
to local services. 

E.3.10.6 Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6 and 
SWDP50/4 are located in close proximity to a bus stop, railway station and convenience 
store, and are well connected to the current road and footpath networks.  Therefore, a major 
positive impact on travel and accessibility would be expected at these seven sites.  Sites 
SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are located outside the target distance to a bus stop, railway 
station and convenience store, and are poorly connected to the road and footpath networks.  
Therefore, a major negative impact on travel and accessibility would be expected at these 
two sites. 

E.3.11 SA Objective 11 - Education 

E.3.11.1 Primary Schools:  Wychavon District is served by several primary schools, including Abbey 
Park First & Nursery School, Holy Redeemer Catholic Primary School, St Joseph’s Catholic 
Primary School Droitwich, Bengeworth C of E Academy, St Richard’s C of E First School, 
Ombersley Endowed First School, Ashton-under-Hill First School, Eckington First School, 
Overbury C of E First School and Upton Snodsbury First School.  Sites SWDP46/1, 
SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, 
SWDP50/5, SWD50/6R, SWDP59/25R, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, 
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SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28 and SWDP61/3 are located within the target 
distance to one of these primary schools.  The proposed development at these 18 sites would 
situate new residents in locations with good access to primary education, and therefore, a 
minor positive impact would be expected.  Sites SWDP48/2, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/7, 
SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/26 and SWDP61/10 are located wholly or partially 
outside the target distance to these primary schools, and therefore, the proposed 
development at these seven sites would be expected to have a minor negative impact on 
the access of new residents to primary education. 

E.3.11.2 Secondary Schools:  Wychavon District is served by several secondary schools including 
Pershore High School, Droitwich Spa High School, The De Montfort School and Prince Henry’s 
High School.  Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, 
SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R and SWDP50/7 are located within the 
target distance to one of these secondary schools.  The proposed development at these 
eleven sites would situate new residents in locations with good access to secondary 
education, and therefore, a minor positive impact would be expected.  Sites SWDP46/4, 
SWDP46/5, SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, 
SWDP60/10R, SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and 
SWDP61/10 are located wholly or partially outside the target distance to these secondary 
schools, and therefore, the proposed development at these 14 sites would be expected to 
have a minor negative impact on the access of new residents to secondary education. 

E.3.11.3 The proposed development at Sites SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/26 and SWDP61/10 
would be expected to have a major negative impact on new residents’ access to both primary 
and secondary education.  The proposed development at Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP48/3, 
SWDP48/4, SWDP48/5, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5 and SWDP50/6R would be 
expected to have a major positive impact on new residents’ access to both primary and 
secondary education. 

E.3.12 SA Objective 12 – Economy 

E.3.12.1 Primary Employment Location:  There are a number of key employment locations within the 
target distance of the proposed residential sites in this cluster.  The proposed development 
at Sites SWDP46/1, SWDP46/4, SWDP46/5, SWDP48/2, SWDP48/3, SWDP48/4, 
SWDP48/5, SWDP48/6, SWDP50/2, SWDP50/4, SWDP50/5, SWDP50/6R, SWDP50/7, 
SWDP59/19, SWDP59/24, SWDP59/25R, SWDP59/26, SWDP60/9, SWDP60/10R, 
SWDP60/15, SWDP60/20, SWDP60/24R, SWDP60/28, SWDP61/3 and SWDP61/10 would 
therefore be expected to locate site end users in areas with good access to employment 
opportunities and have a minor positive impact on the local economy.   

E.3.12.2 Employment Floorspace:  Sites SWDP46/1 and SWDP48/6 are proposed for mixed use 
development including retail and/or leisure.  However, Site SWDP46/1 currently coincides 
with ‘Pershore Car Sales’ and ‘Pershore Service Centre’ and Site SWDP48/6 coincides with 
‘Malvern Tyres Droitwich’.  At this stage, it is uncertain whether the proposed development 
at these two sites would result in a net change in employment floorspace.   

E.3.12.3 Sites SWDP49/3 and SWDP51/3 are proposed for employment use.  As these sites comprise 
previously undeveloped land, the proposed development would be expected to result in a 
net gain in employment floorspace and provide local employment opportunities.  Therefore, 
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a major positive impact on the local economy would be expected as a result of the proposed 
development at these two sites.  

E.3.12.4 Site SWDP48/4 coincides with ‘Girlguiding UK’.  Site SWDP50/2 coincides with ‘Cloverfield 
Campervans’, ‘Watch Electric’ and ‘Green Gables Business Centre’.  Site SWDP50/4 coincides 
with ‘Evesham Self Drive’ and ‘Othello Roofing Services’.  These three sites are proposed for 
residential end use, and as such the development at these sites could potentially result in the 
loss of these businesses, and consequently the employment opportunities it provides.  
Therefore, a major negative impact would be expected following the proposed development 
at these sites. 
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F.1 Mitigation 
F.1.1 Introduction 

F.1.1.1 Aspects of the seven strategic policies and 41 DM policies (see Appendix C) would be 
anticipated to help ensure that potential adverse impacts on sustainability identified as a 
result of the development proposed within the Plan, are avoided.  

F.1.1.2 Table F.1.1 below lists the potential adverse impacts that could potentially arise following 
development at the 41 additional reasonable alternative sites and 79 reallocated sites.  The 
table then goes on to list which, if any, of the draft policies would be likely to help avoid 
these adverse impacts.   

Table F.1.1: Identified adverse impacts and potential mitigating influence of the draft SWDPR policies 

Mitigating Draft Policy 

1. Climate Change Mitigation 

Impacts: 

Increased carbon emissions 

Policy SWDPR 31 seeks to reduce carbon emissions across the Plan area through encouraging large development 

proposals to incorporate renewable or low carbon energy, and decentralised energy and heat networks.  This 

draft policy also supports the development of new renewable or low carbon energy schemes. 

Policy SWDPR 3 states that “all new domestic, employment and commercial development will be required to 

provide Electric Vehicle (EV) charging infrastructure”.  This would be expected to encourage the use of electric 

vehicles and as such, result in a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions. 

Although these draft policies would be likely to reduce the carbon emissions associated with development to 

some extent, the policies would not be expected to fully mitigate the increased carbon emissions expected as a 

result of the large scale of development proposed across the Plan area. 

2. Climate Change Adaptation 

Impacts: 

Risk of fluvial or surface water flooding. 

Policy SWDPR 32 seeks to minimise fluvial and pluvial flood risk, through the requirement for site-specific Flood 

Risk Assessments, application of the Sequential Test, and Surface Water Management Masterplan and Strategy 

for new settlements.  This draft policy requires development proposals to provide “a demonstrable benefit to the 

wider sustainability of the area” in order for development to be permitted within Flood Zone 3, and development 

within Flood Zones 2 or 3 to pass the Exception Test.  Furthermore, this draft policy considers the cumulative 

impacts of flooding and the provision of drainage for the lifetime for the development, including seeking to 

provide wider improvements through contribution to the green and blue infrastructure corridors focusing on 

natural flood management methods. 

Policy SWDPR 33 aims to ensure that all development proposals will manage surface water through the 

implementation of Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS), and to ensure that run-off quantity and quality is 

sustainable and provides both amenity and biodiversity benefits. 
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate all potential adverse impacts associated with development in 

areas at risk of fluvial or pluvial flooding. 

3. Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

Impacts: 

Threats or pressures to international or European designated sites (SAC). 

Policy SWDPR 26 states that “development which is likely to compromise the integrity of a Special Area of 

Conservation (SAC) or other international designations or the favourable conservation status of internationally or 

nationally protected species or habitats will not be permitted”.  Furthermore, this draft policy requires all 

development to secure management and monitoring of biodiversity features on and off-site, and to consider 

opportunities for enhancing connectivity of the wider ecological networks associated with designated 

biodiversity sites.  This draft policy would be expected to mitigate potential adverse impacts on ‘Bredon Hill’, 

‘Lyppard Grange Ponds’, and ‘Dixton Wood’ SACs. 

Threats or pressures to nationally designated sites (SSSI). 

Policy SWDPR 26 states that “development likely to have an adverse effect on nationally important sites, 

including a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) … will not be permitted” unless the wider ecological benefits 

of the development and compensation strategies outweigh adverse impacts.  This draft policy would be 

expected to mitigate potential adverse impacts identified on SSSIs and National Nature Reserves throughout the 

Plan area. 

Threats or pressures to locally/non-designated biodiversity or geodiversity sites, priority habitats and species. 

Policy SWDPR 26 states that “development which would compromise the favourable condition … of a Grassland 

Inventory Site (GIS), a Local Wildlife Site (LWS), a Local Geological Site (LGS), an important individual tree or 

woodland and species or habitats of principal importance … will only be permitted if the need for and the public 

benefits of the proposed development outweigh the loss”.  This draft policy would be expected to mitigate 

potential adverse impacts on ancient woodlands, LWSs, LGSs and priority habitats. 

Effects on green infrastructure and ecological networks. 

Policy SWDPR 26 seeks to ensure that all developments deliver measurable net gains in biodiversity, and support 

the “conservation, enhancement and restoration of biodiversity and geodiversity across the Plan area”.  This draft 

policy also states that opportunities for enhancement and development of ecological networks should be sought 

to improve connectivity through habitat restoration and creation. 

Furthermore, Policy SWDPR 4 aims to ensure that development proposals (including housing, employment and 

retail) contribute towards the provision, maintenance, improvement and connectivity of green infrastructure.   

These two draft policies would be likely to help enhance the connectivity between habitats and improve the 

resilience of ecological networks to current and future pressures, notably urban development and climate 

change.   

4. Landscape and Townscape 

Impacts: 

Effects on the setting of the Cotswolds or Malvern Hills AONBs.   

Policy SWDPR 27 seeks to conserve and enhance the special qualities of the landscape through preventing major 

developments within the AONBS, or any development which could potentially compromise the tranquillity, 

special qualities or natural beauty of the local area.  This draft policy also seeks to ensure that any minor 
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

developments permitted within the AONBs support the relevant AONB Management Plan, and those located in 

areas which could impact the setting of either AONB, must submit an LVIA.   

This draft policy would be likely to mitigate adverse impacts on the setting and special qualitied associated with 

development located within, or in close proximity to, these AONBs. 

Effects on the setting of a Country Park. 

It is not expected that draft policies within the SWDPR would mitigate potential adverse impacts from 

development proposals located in close proximity to a Country Park. 

Threaten or result in the loss of rural and locally distinctive landscape character. 

Policy SWDPR 29 aims to ensure that the design of development proposals take the latest Landscape Character 

Assessment into account, integrate with the existing landscape character, and seek to conserve and enhance the 

local landscape characteristics. 

Policy SWDPR 25 seeks to ensure that the scale of development proposed is appropriate to the setting of the 

surrounding landscape and townscape character. 

Policy SWDPR 4 requires housing, employment and retail proposals to incorporate green infrastructure, with 

regard to the site characteristics and local circumstances.   

These draft policies would be likely to mitigate potential adverse impacts on the landscape character through 

conserving, and where possible enhancing, local landscape characteristics. 

Change in views from Public Rights of Way/for local residents. 

Policy SWDPR 25 states that development proposals “should ensure that the prominent views, vistas and 

skylines of Worcester city, the towns, and other settlements are maintained and safeguarded”.  

Policy SWDPR 29 states that the completion of an LVIA will be required where major development proposals 

would have a negative impact on views and visual amenity. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate any adverse impacts associated with new development in 

terms of altering views experienced by local residents or users of the PRoW network. 

Increase risk of coalescence and/or urban sprawl. 

Policy SWDPR 25 states that that “development at the urban edges should respect the rural setting, [and the] 

distinct identity and character of rural settlements should be safeguarded”.   

Policy SWDPR 20 states that only dwellings of the same size and location as existing dwellings would be 

permitted in the open countryside. 

Policy SWDPR 12 encourages development on brownfield land, with a target of 20% of development at these 

previously developed sites.  

Policy SWDPR 2 seeks to “maintain the openness of the Green Belt and Significant Gaps”. 

These draft policies would be expected to minimise some adverse impacts on the countryside, however, would 

not be expected to fully mitigate the risk of coalescence and urbanisation of the countryside due to the large 

amount of development within the SWDPR allocated outside of settlement boundaries on previously 

undeveloped land. 
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

5. Pollution and Waste 

Impacts: 

Increase in, and exposure to, air pollution (from main road, railway line or AQMA).  

Policy SWDPR 7 supports development proposals which incorporate “carefully and innovatively designed 

buildings to minimise public exposure to air and noise pollution sources”. 

Policy SWDPR 36 requires development proposals to submit an Air Quality Assessment, where proposals could 

potentially result in activities that reduce air quality, and for development proposals located within or adjacent to 

an AQMA.   

Policy SWDPR 35 states that “development proposals must be designed to avoid any unacceptably adverse 

impact on residents from the agents of nuisance, which are considered to be noise, light, odour and effluvia”. 

These draft policies would be expected to minimise adverse impacts associated with the exposure of site end 

users to poor air quality within or adjacent to AQMAs, and impacts associated with reduced air and noise quality 

alongside main roads or railway lines.  However, these draft policies would not be expected to fully mitigate the 

adverse impacts on air pollution associated with the large scale of proposed development across the Plan area. 

Risk of contamination of groundwater Source Protection Zones and watercourses. 

Policy SWDPR 33 seeks to “improve water quality and groundwater recharge”, and to ensure that development 

proposals manage the quality of run-off.  This could potentially help to minimise potential adverse impacts on 

watercourse and groundwater quality through protecting the quality of run-off.   

Policy SWDPR 34 states that “proposals that would result in an unacceptable risk to the quality and / or quantity 

of a water body or water bodies will not be permitted”.   

Policy SWDPR 32 states that development proposals must ensure that “natural watercourse profiles are not 

adversely affected and opportunities [are] explored to enhance river corridors”. 

These three draft policies would be expected to mitigate potential adverse impacts on watercourse quality as 

result of development. 

Increase in household waste. 

Policy SWDPR 25 aims to ensure development proposals incorporate waste collection facilities and that access to 

waste collection vehicles is adequate.  This draft policy could potentially encourage recycling and appropriate 

waste disposal within new developments; however, this policy would not be expected to mitigate the increase in 

household waste which is predicted to occur due to the increased number of dwellings in the Plan area.  This 

draft policy is unlikely to facilitate reductions in household waste production in line with objectives set out under 

the 2018 Resources and Waste Strategy1 (at least 65% of household waste to be recycled by 2035). 

 

 

 

 

 
1 HM Government (2018) Our Waste, Our Resources: A Strategy for England.  Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/765914/resources-waste-strategy-dec-
2018.pdf [Date Accessed: 29/10/20] 
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

6. Natural Resources 

Impacts: 

Loss of greenfield sites, land with an ecological or landscape value and loss of best and most versatile (BMV) 

soils. 

Policy SWDPR 12 aims to direct development proposals towards previously developed land and makes only 

exceptional use of the Plan area’s BMV land.  This draft policy also states that housing density will be considered 

for each proposal to ensure the most efficient use of land, with development proposals with high levels of 

accessibility having higher housing densities.   

However, the majority of the reasonable alternative sites assessed in this report are located on Grades 1, 2 or 3 

ALC land, which is likely to comprise some of the Plan area’s best and most versatile land.  Development 

proposals at the majority of the reasonable alternative sites would therefore contradict the requirements of this 

policy.  Therefore, this draft policy would not be expected to mitigate adverse impacts on soil resources.  

7. Housing 

No adverse impacts anticipated. 

8. Health 

Impacts: 

Limited access to healthcare/leisure facilities and services 

Policy SWDPR 42 seeks to protect existing community facilities and supports the provision of new facilities, 

including leisure, healthcare and ambulance services.  This draft policy could potentially help to prevent the loss 

of existing facilities, however, would not be expected to fully mitigate the restricted access to healthcare 

services, especially in terms of providing connections for rural areas of South Worcestershire to NHS hospitals. 

Exposure to air/noise pollution (from AQMA/main road) 

Policy SWDPR 7 supports development proposals which incorporate “carefully and innovatively designed 

buildings to minimise public exposure to air and noise pollution sources”. 

Policy SWDPR 36 requires development proposals to submit an Air Quality Assessment, where proposals could 

potentially result in activities that reduce air quality, and for development proposals located within or adjacent to 

an AQMA.   

Policy SWDPR 35 states that “development proposals must be designed to avoid any unacceptably adverse 

impact on residents from the agents of nuisance, which are considered to be noise, light, odour and effluvia”. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate potential adverse impacts associated with the exposure of 

site end users to poor air quality within or adjacent to AQMAs, and impacts associated with reduced air and noise 

quality alongside main roads or railway lines.   

Limited access to, and the net loss of, public greenspace 

Policy SWDPR 44 seeks to ensure that all residential developments proposed for ten or more dwellings includes 

green space provision, and states that “enhancing accessibility to open spaces, e.g. through improvements to the 

Rights of Way network is … strongly encouraged”. 

Policy SWDPR 43 seeks to protect existing green spaces from development, unless there is a demonstrated 

community need for the development, and an alternative equivalent replacement green space is provided.   
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

Policy SWDPR 4 requires development proposals to contribute towards the provision and improvement of the 

green infrastructure network. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate the limited access to green spaces and ensure that 

development proposals do not result in the net loss of public greenspace across the Plan area. 

Limited access to PRoW or cycle network 

Policy SWDPR 7 aims to provide a “permeable environment that promotes active travel, such as walking and 

cycling, linking to local centres, schools and community facilities, to help reduce car dependency”.  

Policy SWDPR 25 states that development proposals should “maximise opportunities for active travel corridors, 

i.e. pedestrian and cycle routes to the surrounding area and local services”. 

Policy SWDPR 3 requires major development proposals to provide Travel Plans in order to encourage the uptake 

of active travel.  

Policy SWDPR 10 states that development proposals for retail and leisure should ensure that “access by all travel 

modes and particularly bus, cycle and walking is convenient and safe”. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate adverse impacts associated with restricted access to the 

PRoW and cycle networks and help to encourage the uptake of these sustainable transport options in order to 

access community facilities and centres. 

9. Cultural Heritage 

Impacts: 

Alteration of character or setting of a heritage asset 

Policy SWDPR 28 would be expected to help mitigate potential adverse impacts on the local historic 

environment, including areas of archaeological potential, by ensuring that development proposals conserve and 

enhance heritage assets and their setting.  The policy also sets out requirements of development proposals if the 

proposal could potentially affect the significance of nearby heritage assets, which includes the presentation of 

available evidence and desk-based assessments.   

Policy SWDPR 23 states that re-use or change of use of rural buildings will be supported providing “there will be 

no adverse effect on the historical environment”. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate potentially adverse impacts on the local historic environment 

which may occur following development proposals, including impacts on Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas, 

Scheduled Monuments, Registered Parks and Gardens and Archaeological Sensitive Areas. 

10. Transport 

Impacts: 

Limited access to public transport 

Policy SWDPR 3 states that development proposals must demonstrate that “the proposed layout and design will 

minimise demand for travel by car [and] offer genuinely sustainable travel choices”.  This draft policy also sets out 

the requirement for all major development proposals to prepare a Travel Plan which will set out measures to 

reduce reliance on personal car use and encourage travel by walking, cycling or public transport.  

Policy SWDPR 10 states that development proposals for retail and leisure should ensure that “access by all travel 

modes and particularly bus, cycle and walking is convenient and safe”. 
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

These draft policies would be expected to improve the access to sustainable transport options in some areas, 

however, would not be expected to fully mitigate the restricted access to bus and rail services, particularly in 

more rural areas. 

Limited access to local services and facilities 

Policy SWDPR 42 seeks to protect existing facilities and supports the provision of new facilities, including 

healthcare, community centres, schools, libraries etc.  

Policy SWDPR 25 states that development proposals should “maximise opportunities for active travel corridors, 

i.e. pedestrian and cycle routes to the surrounding area and local services”. 

Policy SWDPR 22 seeks to ensure that there is good access to public transport and local facilities for residents, 

carers and visitors. 

These draft policies would be expected to improve the access to local services and facilities in some areas, 

however, would not be expected to fully mitigate the restricted access to local facilities, particularly in more rural 

areas. 

Limited access to the pedestrian or cycle network 

Policy SWDPR 7 aims to provide a “permeable environment that promotes active travel, such as walking and 

cycling, linking to local centres, schools and community facilities, to help reduce car dependency”.  

Policy SWDPR 25 states that development proposals should “maximise opportunities for active travel corridors, 

i.e. pedestrian and cycle routes to the surrounding area and local services”. 

Policy SWDPR 3 requires major development proposals to provide Travel Plans in order to encourage the uptake 

of active travel.  

Policy SWDPR 10 states that development proposals for retail and leisure should ensure that “access by all travel 

modes and particularly bus, cycle and walking is convenient and safe”. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate adverse impacts associated with restricted access to the 

PRoW and cycle networks and help to encourage the uptake of these sustainable transport options in order to 

access community facilities and centres. 

Limited access to the road network 

Policy SWDPR 25 states that “vehicular traffic from the development should be able to access the highway safely 

and the road network should have the capacity to accommodate the type and volume of traffic from the 

development”.  This draft policy would be expected to mitigate potential adverse impacts associated with poor 

connections of site proposals to the local road network. 

11. Education 

Impacts: 

Limited access to primary and secondary education facilities 

Policy SWDPR 25 aims to provide a “permeable environment that promotes active travel, such as walking and 

cycling, linking to … schools and community facilities, to help reduce car dependency”.  This draft policy could 

potentially help to improve access to existing schools.  

Policy SWDPR 42 states that residential development proposals for ten dwellings or more are required to make a 

financial contribution to off-site provision or enhancement of community facilities, which could potentially 

include schools or colleges.  The draft policy does not provide detail on the requirements for new schools to be 
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Mitigating Draft Policy 

provided and therefore, this policy would not be expected to fully mitigate adverse impacts in regard to access 

to education. 

12. Economy 

Impacts: 

Net loss of employment floorspace 

Policies SWDPR 1 and SWDPR 2 aim to ensure that the SWDPR allocates employment land in desirable locations 

to meet the identified need. 

Policy SWDPR 11 aims to promote rural regeneration in South Worcestershire and this policy safeguards existing 

employment sites in these areas.  The draft policy also aims to permit proposals to diversify farm business, and 

for live/work units, providing that the development proposals meet the requirements set out in the policy. 

Policy SWDPR 30 could potentially help to provide opportunities for working at home through the delivery of 

broadband and fibre optic networks. 

These draft policies would be expected to mitigate the potential adverse impacts associated with the loss of 

existing employment land across the Plan area. 

Limited access to employment opportunities 

By allocating employment floorspace across the Plan area, Policies SWDPR 1 and SWDPR 2 would help to 

provide increased employment opportunities.  

Policy SWDPR 3 states that development proposals must demonstrate that “the proposed layout and design will 

minimise demand for travel by car [and] offer genuinely sustainable travel choices”.  This draft policy also sets out 

the requirement for all major development proposals to prepare a Travel Plan.   

These draft policies could potentially help to improve access to employment opportunities across the Plan area. 
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G.1 Selected Sites 
 Table G.1.1 lists the preferred sites set out in the SWDPR Preferred Options Paper.  The reasons for selecting each of the sites, as set out in the table 

below, have been determined by the three authorities.   

Table G.1.1: Reasons for selecting sites 

Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Selection 

Malvern Hills 

CFS0009 Land off A4103 Leigh Sinton 
Site suitable for development - large site that will be limited for what residential development it can deliver; it will 
however be coming forward with a large area of a community sports facility; good connectivity and well situated 
near to services, possible access issues; southern portion of site would be congruent with surrounding development 

CFS0042sc Hope Lane, Clifton upon Teme The site will not have any significant impacts. The site is also already partly allocated and would represent a natural 
extension to the village. 

CFS0045 Glen Rise, 32 Hallow Lane, Lower 
Broadheath 

Edge of Village - located beyond (but is adjacent to) the development boundary. Site considered suitable for 
housing. 

CFS0082 
Land off B4208 between Hill View 
Area and Willow End Business Park 
Malvern  

Suitable employment site 

CFS0084 
Land off B4208 between disused 
railway track and Willow End 
Business Park Hanley Castle  

Suitable employment site. 

CFS0117  
Park Farm, Blackmore Park Road, 
Malvern, WR14 3LF (378982,243813) 
Hanley Swan 

Suitable employment site. 

CFS0120 Land south of Playing Field at 
Martley 

Natural extension to village 

CFS0167 Land at Milestone, Tunnel Hill, Upton 
upon Severn 

Site has some issues, including the potential requirement for highway improvements and the site falling within the 
setting of The Bell House, The Eades and Mews Lodge, Laundry Cottage and Palance Farm (all Grade II Listed 
Buildings), however such impacts can be mitigated; this includes focusing any development to the west of the site 
away from the cluster of Listed Buildings to the south-east of the site. 

CFS0191 Land off Claphill Lane, Rushwick 
(Plot 2) 

May be required for Rushwick New Settlement 

CFS0233 Worcester West 
Broadheath/Worcester  

Re-allocation of SWDP 45/2 Housing and Employment figures are totals for the whole reallocation site. 

CFS0336 Lawn Farm (phase 3), Drake Street, 
Welland 

Extension to existing allocation 
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Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Selection 

CFS0343sc 
Land lying to south of Tinkers 
Coppice Farm, Main Road, Hallow 
(northern parcel) Plot 1 

Smaller cut of CFS0343 

CFS0362sc 
Land east and west of Terrills Lane 
and south of Tenbury Wells Business 
Park 

This smaller cut would be located on the west side of Terrills Lane, partly adjoining existing residential development 
along with SWDP57C. Whereas further information has been requested prior to allocation to determine the 
developable area, it is considered that this part of the site would be have far less landscape impacts than the other 
part of the site. 

CFS0407sc Land south of Madresfield Road, 
Malvern 

Smaller cut of CFS0407. 

CFS0482 Land at Cales Farm, Malvern (2) 
Site appears to be deliverable. Potentially a large development that would extend the development boundary 
westwards but would reduce the buffer between development and the AONB. Site would need to consider impact 
on nearby SSSI. 

CFS0487 Land at Bluebell Farm, Earls Croome, 
WR8 9DJ  

Suitable employment site. 

CFS0511 Land south of Old Malvern Road, 
Collett's Green 

Good site overall with no major constraints. Carried forward as an allocation in the SWDPR. 

CFS0518 Land at 186 Madresfield Road, 
Malvern 

No major constraints - considered to be a suitable site for housing. 

CFS0519 Land at Manor Farm, Powick Good site overall with no major constraints. Carried forward as an allocation in the SWDPR. 

CFS0601sc Land East of Clows Top Rd, 
Abberley 

Western part of the larger site could be used as a smaller site. This part is located away from the TPO, Conservation 
Area and Listed Buildings and as such the impact on them could be better mitigated. 

CFS0652 Land adjacent to Blackmore Park 
Great Malvern  

Suitable employment site. 

CFS0696 Land to the north of Digaway SO 
86734 40989 Ryall 

Suitable employment site. 

CFS0905sc Land on the South Side of Guarlford 
Road, Malvern, WR14 3QP 

Smaller cut more suitable than 0905 

CFS0911sc Land off Stourport Road, Great 
Witley 

Smaller cut adjacent to existing residential development, access from Stourport Rd - is not adjacent to GII* park and 
garden 

CFS1019 Land to the west of Worcester Road, 
Open Barn Farm, Kempsey 

Suitable employment site. 

CFS1097a Land at Mayfield Road, Malvern Suitable employment site. 
CFS1097b Land at Mayfield Road, Malvern Suitable employment site. 
SWDPNEW114 Land at Barnard's Green, Malvern  The site is considered to be suitable for commercial development. 

SWDP52* Barracks Store, Court Road  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP52/2 Former BMX track, Mayfield Road  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 



SA of the SWDPR: Selection and Rejection          February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_G_8_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils G3 

Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Selection 

SWDP52/5 Portland House, Church Street, 
Malvern 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP52m Former Railway Sidings, Peachfield 
Road  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP52s Victoria Road Car Park  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP52yR Broadlands Drive, Malvern Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP53 Malvern Technology Centre 
(QineticQ)  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP54 Blackmore Park Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP56 Development at north east Malvern  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP57/2 Land at the Haven, Oldwood Road  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP57a Land at Mistletoe Row  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP57c Land south of the Oaklands  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP58c Land off A4104, north east of Upton 
Marina  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59* Land adjacent to Henwick Mill 
House, Martley Road  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/1 Land at the Orchard  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/11 Strand Cottages, Peachley Lane  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/2R Land west of Apostle Oak Cottage  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/3 Land at Hope Lane  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/6R Land between the school and 
Westmere  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/13R Land adjacent to the former 
Pheasant Inn, Welland 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59a Land at Walshes Farm  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 
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SWDP59zzi Land south of Greenhill Lane  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/1 Land adjoining Severne Green  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SDWP60/3 Land at Wheatfield Court  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/4 Land adjacent to Highbrae  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

Worcester City 

CFS0036 Checketts Lane lndustrial Estate, 
Checketts Lane, Worcester 

Site with potential for re-development. Brownfield location - no specific GI requirements. Indicative capacity 
approximately 39 dwellings at 40dph. Potential requirements for remediation from contamination due to industrial 
uses on site.  

CFS0043 Land at Darwin Avenue, Worcester 

Partial re-allocation, partial new allocation.  Total site area 1.82ha: 0.97ha new allocation area, 0.85ha is re-allocation 
of the unimplemented part of SWDP 43/1. Will require mitigation measures to retain the effectiveness of GI and 
landscape character in the area. Indicative capacity approximately 43 dwellings 40% GI at 40 dph (SWDPR 4).  
(Approx. 0.85ha of the site is part of SWDP 43/1 but it is not part of planning application P15Q0300).  SWDP 38 
Green Space 

CFS0287sc Land formerly associated with 
Tolladine Golf Course, Worcester 

Smaller cut of CFS0287 (Site is correct is PO document but has the wrong ref). See CFS0287. 

CFS0356 
Shrub Hill Retail Park, Tallow Hill, 
Worcester (parcel west of Worcester 
& Birmingham Canal) 

To be considered for residential use (commercial element potential). City Centre location suitable for re-
development. Has potential to be combined with the Shrub Hill Opportunity Zone (SWDP 44/4).  Brownfield 
location - no specific GI requirements. Indicative capacity approximately 60 dwellings (flats) at 75dph. 

CFS0477 Land off Oak View Way, Bromyard 
Road, Worcester 

No major constraints.  Site was previously part of SWDP 43/18 but is suitable to re-allocated for housing.  Indicative 
capacity approximately 105 dwellings. 

CFS0587 Land at Blackpole Rd, Worcester 
Suitable employment site.  Green Belt review identifies harm as 'limited to moderate' with potential for visual and 
physical enclosure. The site is located within a key strategic employment location for Worcester City.  Site area is 
approx. 13.56ha. Allowing for flood mitigation and Green Infrastructure, approximately 7.5ha developable area. 

CFS0703 Land at Worcester Woods, 
Worcester  

This is a reallocation of SWDP 43/15.  8.3ha remaining from original 11ha allocation (Perry Manor care home and 
hospital car parking delivered).   

CFS0809 Malvern Gate, Business Park, 
Worcester 

This is a re-allocation of SWDP 43/c.  Capacity Approx. 45 Dwellings (as per the adopted allocation)  

CFS0933 Land at Navigation Road, Diglis, 
Worcester 

Limitations due to flood zones but has potential for a mixed use redevelopment scheme.Site Area 14.25ha 
(including CFS1076). Indicative residential capacity: approximately 495 dwellings (flats) at 75dph. To be considered 
as predominantly residential with elements of commercial use. Flood Risk issues but previously developed 
operational industrial land with flats built in flood zone 2 in vicinity. Flood zone 3 covers western boundary of the 
site and southern portion of green space (SWDP 38).  Potential requirements for remediation from contamination 
due to industrial uses on site. Loss of employment land/uses. Leases of current occupants - consider availability.  
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CFS0954 Land to the rear of 14-20 Barbourne 
Road, Worcester 

Site Suitable for Development.  Indicative capacity approximately 5 dwellings at 40dph 
Adjacent to SWDP 43y.  Any vehicular access would have to be off A38 through industrial units.  
Site is in a Conservation Area.  

CFS1076 Diglis - Land at Trow Way, Diglis, 
Worcester  

Mixed use allocation - See CFS0933. 

CFS1078 Land at the rear (west) Liverpool 
Road, Worcester 

Indicative capacity approximately 6 dwellings at 40dph. Density may need to be higher. SWDP 38 - Greenspace 
(but is previously developed land). Access to site through private drive off Liverpool Road.  Connects to Perry 
Wood Nature Reserve at the rear. Landscape buffer required.  

CFS1086 
Land at John Comyn Drive (part of 
former Park and Ride site) 
Worcester 

Brownfield site (former park and ride) suitable for redevelopment.  Potential for Extra Care Provision (C2/C3). 
Brownfield location - no specific GI requirements 

SWDP43/3 Ribble Close and Gas Holder Site  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43/4 Old Northwick Farm  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43/7 Sansome Walk Swimming Pool  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43/9 Old Brewery Service Station, 
Barbourne Road  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43/15 Worcester Woods Business Park, 
Newtown Road  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43/21 Land adjacent to the Masonic Hall  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43/29 Chequers Lane/Henwick Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43aa Lowesmoor Wharf Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43c Malvern Gate, Bromwich Road  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43e Land at Hopton Street Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43f County Council Offices, Sherwood 
Lane 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43g County Council Offices, Bilford Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43h Laugherne Garage, Bransford Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43k Land off Bromyard Terrace Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 
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SWDP43n Land at Earl's Court Farm Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43q Zig Zag site, St John's Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43s Rose Avenue Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP43u Royal Worcester Porcelain - Gap Site  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/2 Fire Station/ Crowngate/ Angel 
Place/ The Butts  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/3 Trinity House/ Cornmarket/ 
Lowesmoor  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/4 Shrub Hill Opportunity Zone Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/5 Blockhouse/ Carden Street 
Opportunity Zone  

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/6 Cathedral Quarter Sidbury 
Opportunity Zone 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/7 Riverside Opportunity Zone Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP44/8 St Clement’s Gate Opportunity Zone ‘Opportunity Zone' for Worcester City as advocated in the Worcester City Masterplan.  

SWDP45/1 Worcester South Urban Extension Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP45/2 Worcester West Urban Extension Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP45/6 Worcester Technology Park  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

Wychavon 

CFS0005 Land at Harvington Smaller cut of CFS0287 (Site is correct is PO document but has the wrong ref). See CFS0287. 

CFS0019 Land off Church Road, Crowle 
To be considered for residential use (commercial element potential). City Centre location suitable for re-
development. Has potential to be combined with the Shrub Hill Opportunity Zone (SWDP 44/4).  Brownfield 
location - no specific GI requirements. Indicative capacity approximately 60 dwellings (flats) at 75dph. 

CFS0027 Land to the south of Walcot Lane, 
Drakes Broughton 

No major constraints. Site was previously part of SWDP 43/18 but is suitable to re-allocated for housing. Indicative 
capacity approximately 105 dwellings. 

CFS0028 Top Croft, Cleeve Road, Middle 
Littleton 

Suitable employment site. Green Belt review identifies harm as 'limited to moderate' with potential for visual and 
physical enclosure. The site is located within a key strategic employment location for Worcester City.  Site area is 
approx. 13.56ha. Allowing for flood mitigation and Green Infrastructure, approximately 7.5ha developable area. 
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CFS0055 Land at Junction of Cleeve Road and 
School Lane, Middle Littleton 

This is a reallocation of SWDP 43/15.  8.3ha remaining from original 11ha allocation (Perry Manor care home and 
hospital car parking delivered).  

CFS0061a Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown 
Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

This is a re-allocation of SWDP 43/c.  Capacity Approx. 45 Dwellings (as per the adopted allocation)  

CFS0061b Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown 
Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

Limitations due to flood zones but has potential for a mixed use redevelopment scheme.  Site Area 14.25ha 
(including CFS1076). Indicative residential capacity: approximately 495 dwellings (flats) at 75dph.  To be 
considered as predominantly residential with elements of commercial use. Flood Risk issues but previously 
developed operational industrial land with flats built in flood zone 2 in vicinity. Flood zone 3 covers western 
boundary of the site and southern portion of green space (SWDP 38).  Potential requirements for remediation from 
contamination due to industrial uses on site. Loss of employment land/uses. Leases of current occupants - consider 
availability.  

CFS0061c Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown 
Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

Site Suitable for Development.  Indicative capacity approximately 5 dwellings at 40dph.  Adjacent to SWDP 43y.  
Any vehicular access would have to be off A38 through industrial units. Site is in a Conservation Area.  

CFS0061d Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown 
Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

Mixed use allocation - See CFS0933. 

CFS0061e Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown 
Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

Indicative capacity approximately 6 dwellings at 40dph. Density may need to be higher.  SWDP 38 - Greenspace 
(but is previously developed land).  Access to site through private drive off Liverpool Road.  Connects to Perry 
Wood Nature Reserve at the rear. Landscape buffer required.  

CFS0061f Hartlebury Trading Estate, Crown 
Lane, Hartlebury, DY10 4JB  

Brownfield site (former park and ride) suitable for redevelopment.  Potential for Extra Care Provision (C2/C3). 
Brownfield location - no specific GI requirements 

CFS0066  Land off Winchcome Road, 
Sedgeberrow (Plot B) 

‘Opportunity Zone' for Worcester City as advocated in the Worcester City Masterplan.  

CFS0099 Land off Evesham Road, North of 
the Twyford Roundabout 

The site is allocated in the Neighbourhood Plan. 

CFS0101 Land off Wyre Road North, Pershore  Good site with no major constraints. Would form natural extension to Crowle and as such is carried forward for 
allocation in the SWDPR.  

CFS0102 South of Keytec East, Business Park, 
Pershore Pershore  

Good small site within walking distance of several services in Drakes Broughton. No major constraints. Carried 
forward as an allocation in the SWDPR.  

CFS0103 Keytec East Business Park, Pershore Site suitable for development insofar that landscape issue can be mitigated - development adjacent to the north 
and south of site; would create a small infill site creating a boundary to development 

CFS0107 Hill Top Farm, Newland Lane, 
Droitwich Spa 

Site suitable for development - small site that would add to the 10% requirement for development on sites below 
1ha 

CFS0108 land to the rear of Withyfields, 
Withybed Lane, Inkberrow 

Suitable employment site on existing estate 

CFS0142 Parcel A - Land adjacent Broadway 
Road, Wickhamford, Evesham  

Suitable employment site on existing estate 

CFS0143 Parcel B - Land adjacent Broadway 
Road, Wickhamford, Evesham 

Suitable employment site on existing estate 

CFS0193 Land off A422, Upton Snodsbury May be required for Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement 
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CFS0194sc 
Land at Church Lane, Norton, 
Worcestershire Norton-Juxta-
Kempsey  

May be required for Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement 

CFS0223 Land off Sandys Road, Ombersley Suitable employment site. 

CFS0252 Land off Northwick Road, Bevere, 
Worcester 

Adjacent to and opposite existing development, Site is within Significant Gap but does not form a strategic function 
as small parcel of land sited adjacent to new residential development.  

CFS0266 Land to the Rear of Cutts Pool, 
Upton Snodsbury 

Suitable employment site adjacent to existing estate. 

CFS0308 Land at Common Road, Evesham Site surrounded by residential development  

CFS0347 Land rear of Bretforton Road, 
Badsey 

Suitable employment site adj existing estate 

CFS0350sc Land at Orchard Farm, Pershore  May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0355 
Land immediately adjoining 
southern side of Boat Lane, 
Offenham 

May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0360 Land off Field Barn Lane, Cropthorne  For consideration as part of Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement  
CFS0367 Pershore Road, Evesham Evesham  For consideration as part of Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement  
CFS0370 Tagwell Road, Droitwich Spa Site suitable for development - Part of existing allocation 

CFS0371 Land off Inn Lane, Roselands, 
Hartlebury 

Smaller cut of CFS0194a. Site is a narrow strip which backs onto the railway - could only accommodate frontage 
type development but this would be in keeping with other development along Church Lane. Site should not extend 
beyond pair of listed cottages to protect their setting and size of smaller cut proposed is more reflective of this part 
of the village. 

CFS0380 Land north-east of Main Street, 
Cleeve Prior 

Sustainable location (Worcester Edge development) 

CFS0393 SO 9058 4897, Stoulton For consideration as part of Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement. 

CFS0400sc Eatons Farm, Church Lane, 
Tibberton, Droitwich, WR9 7NW  

Well related to services / facilities 

CFS0401sc Double Gates Farm, Pershore Road, 
Upton Snodsbury 

May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0417a Pershore College, Pershore, WR10 
3JP Pershore  

Site suitable for development - would naturally extend the modern development to the west where access is 
already in place and would be congruent with other modern development to the east.  

CFS0417b Pershore College, Pershore, WR10 
3JP Pershore  

  Smaller cut of CFS0350 selected because buffer could be provided to SSSI and LWS to minimise potential 
intrusion and harm to these protected areas. Although the southern part of the site is much lower than the northern 
part there are some higher areas which should be treated sensitively to minimise any potential harm to long 
distance views of/to Pershore. Similarly the development should be designed to respect the setting of the listed 
building. 

CFS0420 Land off Southall Drive, Hartlebury Natural extension to village 

CFS0439 Land adj. Farm Close Cottage, 
Ombersley Road, Bevere 

Adjacent to existing allocation  
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Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Selection 

CFS0461 Long Hyde Road, South Littleton Well related to services / facilities 

CFS0472sc Land at Kennel Lane / High Street, 
Broadway 

No identified physical or environmental constraints although noise mitigation will be required as site is adjacent to 
the M5. 

CFS0485 Land West of Honeybourne Road 
(rear of Victoria Terrace) 

No Major Constraints - Small site surrounded on 3 sides by residential development. 

CFS0486 Land at Chequers Lane, Wychbold May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0498 

Former Pipe Supports site, Salwarpe 
Road. Droitwich Spa, 
Worcestershire, WR9 9BH Droitwich 
Spa  

No Major Constraints - considered to be suitable as a small housing site.  

CFS0501 Land at Hampton Lovett (West of 
A442) 

For consideration as part of Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement  

CFS0502 Land at Hampton Lovett (East of 
A442) 

May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0510 SP 09269 44174, Bretforton May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  
CFS0529 Court End Farm, Tibberton  Next to Worcester Six and alongside A44 so considered a suitable employment site 

CFS0559 

Below and skirting around Drakes 
Broughton Business Park, Worcester 
Road, Drakes Broughton, Worcs. 
WR10 2AG Drakes Broughton  

Possibly suitable for development - site as a whole too large for allocation; small cut to frontage of western site 
would be suitable; continuation of ribbon development would reinforce development type along road and opposite 

CFS0560 Land Adjacent to Defford Motors, 
Upton Road, Defford WR8 9BA  

Suitable employment site in college grounds 

CFS0568a Land at the Daves, Middle Lane, 
Cropthorne  

Suitable employment site in college grounds 

CFS0584 Meadowcroft, Bishampton Road, 
Flyford Flavell 

Development of the L-shaped site would not materially affect the character of the settlement, it is adjacent to 
existing residential development and the school, is not within but abuts the Conservation Area.   

CFS0605 Land West of Upton Snodsbury 
Road, Pinvin 

Logical Location for Development/Continuation of Ribbon Development 

CFS0630sc Speed-the-Plough, Plough Road, 
Tibberton 

Alongside the A442 and close to existing employment land so considered suitable 

CFS0632 Land south of Three Cocks Lane, 
Offenham 

Alongside the A442 and close to existing employment land so considered suitable 

CFS0641 Land at Pershore off Holloway, 
Pershore 

Site not suitable for development (on its own) but is suitable in conjunction with CFS0485 - access would have to 
be off national speed limit road; development would also considerably alter existing building line 

CFS0680 Land off Sawmills Walk/Briar Close, 
Evesham 

No major constraints - considered to be a suitable site for housing.  

CFS0689 Land west of Dilmore Lane, Fernhill 
Heath 

The site would extend the existing employment site and as such conforms to existing policy. 
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Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Selection 

CFS0690 Land off Laurels Road, Offenham Part brownfield site and no physical or environmental constraints. The site is accessible and viable for a small scale 
development. 

CFS0691sc Land off Wyre Road, Pershore Landscape Officer has raised objection as not in keeping with existing settlement pattern.  However consider 
frontage development to continues Ribbon Development. 

CFS0709 No 72 High Street, Evesham 

This piece of land is situated opposite and existing allocation which has been built out. Furthermore, the site does 
not extend too far into open fields and as such the entirety of the site would still be seen within the context of the 
village and is similar in size to the allocated site opposite. The site is also adjacent to existing residential 
development and would form a natural extension to the urban form of the village. As such, development of the site 
as suggested would not have a significant impact on the character of Pinvin. There have also been no major 
objections received from any major consultee. 

CFS0716 Land off Low Road, Church Lench May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  
CFS0720 Land at School Road, Wychbold May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0733 Land at Mayflower Road, Droitwich 
Spa 

May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0742 Land at Drakes Broughton Drakes 
Broughton  

May be required for Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement 

CFS0743 Land south of Mill Lane Nursery, 
Drakes Broughton Drakes Broughton  

Smaller cut of CFS0630a. The most suitable access needs to be agreed by WCC. Impact on sewerage will need to 
be mitigated against.  Hydraulic modelling would be required.  Any allocation here should avoid the features of 
ecological interest and will require mitigation and buffering from harm. Accordingly, the developable area may be 
reduced. 

CFS0769 Blacksmiths Lane, Lower Moor The site is considered to be in a suitable location for housing.  

CFS0775 

Snodsbury Farmhouse, Bow Wood 
Lane, Upton Snodsbury, 
Worcestershire, WR7 4NQ Upton 
Snodsbury  

Congruent to existing settlement pattern. There are no objections from consultees. Development of this site would 
be viewed from Bredon Hill against the existing housing along Holloway.  

CFS0807 Land adjacent to Conningsby Drive, 
Pershore 

Good connectivity to the village, no major constraints. Site considered suitable for housing. 

CFS0808 Land adjacent to Abbeyvale, 
Hollyway, Pershore 

 Smaller cut of CFS0691 is a smaller well-contained site with significantly less impact on erosion of gap between 
Pershore and Wyre Piddle. 

CFS0817 Land in Inkberrow May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  
CFS0844sc Land at Brewers Lane, Badsey May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS0855A&B Land north/south of Union Lane, 
Droitwich Spa 

The site is considered suitable as a mixed use site.  

CFS0866sc Land adjacent to & west of the 
Galton Arms, Himbleton 

The site is surrounded by built form. Considered to be a suitable site for housing. Access details to be confirmed.  

CFS0880 
Land beside Strensham Court Wood, 
Twyning Road, WR8 PLR Upper 
Strensham  

The site is considered to be a suitable small site for housing.  

CFS0891 Land south of Vale Park, Evesham Suitable for employment allocation only 
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CFS0925 
Two Shires Park, Weston Road, 
Honeybourne, Worcestershire, WR11 
7PY 

Natural extension of settlement. Although site is odd-shaped, rises from west to east and site lies beyond landscape 
buffer to allocated site it sits well with the adjoining recently developed site and would be seen as extension of this 
with a green buffer/landscape corridor between the two, but possible surface water drainage issue - overland flood 
flow route from east to west across the site and high impact on sewerage network. 

CFS0948 Land off Upton Road, Defford WR8 
9BA 

Site suitable for development - well connected to village, sports club / bar and recreational ground nearby; would 
naturally extend built form; modern backland development adjacent; where site begins road quality slightly 
diminishes, would need improving 

CFS0991 Riverside Shopping Centre, Evesham May be required for Throckmorton New Settlement  

CFS1020 Land at Gwillams Farm (Northern 
Field) Bevere, Worcester 

Suitable employment site. 

CFS1044 Land at Mitton, East of Bredon Road, 
Tewkesbury 

DTC / adjacent to.  Previously known as Additional Site B (ASB). 
For consideration as part of Mitton Strategic Location. 

CFS1044bsc Land at Mitton, East of Bredon Road, 
Tewkesbury 

Residential allocation (previously known as Additional Site A (ASA)). Residential site – smaller cut of 1044b. 
For consideration as part of Mitton Strategic Location.  

CFS1056sc Land at Hampton, Evesham For consideration as part of Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement  

CFS1064 Land off Leamington Road, 
Broadway 

For consideration as part of Worcestershire Parkway New Settlement  

SWDP46/1 Garage, High Street  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP46/4 Garage Court, Abbots Road  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP46/5 Land adjacent Conningsby Drive  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP48/2 Boxing Club, Kidderminster Road  Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP48/3 Oakham Place Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP48/4 Acre Lane Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP48/5 Willow Court, Westwood Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP48/6 Canal Basin (Netherwich) Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP49/3 Stonebridge Cross Business Park Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP50/2 Employment site, top of Kings Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP50/4 Land off Davies Road (former leisure 
centre) 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 
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SWDP50/5 Land at Offenham Road East Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP50/6R Land behind Lichfield Avenue Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP50/7 Land off Abbey Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP51/3 Vale Industrial Park Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/19 Land adjacent Station Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/24 Laurels Avenue Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/25R The Racks Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP59/26 Land north of Woodhall Lane Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/9 Station Road Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/10R Elmley Road, Ashton Under Hill Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/15 Land off Roman Meadow, Pershore 
Road 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/20 Site adjacent Nine Acres Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/24R Land off Main Street, Sedgeberrow Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP60/28 Garage site off A422 and land to the 
rear 

Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP61/3 Land at Conderton Close Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 

SWDP61/10 Land at Park Farm, Jobs Lane Reallocation – Existing adopted site allocation in the SWDP (2016) which remains appropriate for development, and 
therefore an allocation as part of the SWDP Review. 
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G.2 Rejected Sites 
 Table G.2.1 list all reasonable alternative sites that have been considered as part of the SA process but were not preferred sites.  The table sets out the 

reasons why these sites were not taken forward, as decided by the three authorities.  

Table G.2.1: Reasons for rejecting reasonable alternative sites 

Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Rejection 

Malvern Hills 

CFS0006 Land to the south of dwelling at 
155 Wells Road, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB and would impact on the historic environment. Also, 
potential contaminated land. 

CFS0011 The Arceage, View Farm, 11 
Malvern Road, Powick 

Good site overall however some concerns over access of A449 and development in this location, as such CFS0511 and 
CFS0519 preferred.  

CFS0012 Land off Upper Welland Road 
and Assarts Lane, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB. Impact on historic environment. Also forms important 
part of the rural setting of the CA. 

CFS0042 Hope Lane, Clifton upon Teme The site in its entirety would be too large as Clifton has experienced a lot of growth. As such as smaller cut of the land is 
proposed. 

CFS0052 Land to the south west of 
Elmhurst Farm, Leigh Sinton 

Other sites preferred - site completely covered by Significant Gap policy; would naturally extend existing development 

CFS0069 
Land situated directly to the 
west of The Chantry High 
School, Martley 

Site not considered appropriate because scale would materially affect the character of the settlement and. Impact on 
historic environment. Western half of site on Grade 2 agricultural land. Also, would conflict with adopted Neighbourhood 
Plan. PRoW runs through centre of site. 

CFS0071 Jacksons Bank, The Fold Access and visibility likely to be difficult to achieve. Need to consider scale in relation to percentage uplift.  

CFS0083 

Land at Junction of B4209 and 
B4208 (Blackmore Park Road) 
opposite 3 Counties 
Showground Malvern  

Site has some issues including conflicts with NDP (particularly Policy MnGr8), site is adjacent to AONB and site is 
adjacent to site of regional or local wildlife importance (Langdale and Blackmore Woods). Site CFS0082 preferred. 

CFS0085a Land adjacent to Oldbury Farm, 
Lower Broadheath  

(Duplicate to CFS0235) Smaller Cut. Site is not considered to be a strategic preferred option for the SWDP review.  

CFS0085b Land adjacent to Oldbury Farm, 
Lower Broadheath  

(Duplicate to CFS0235) Smaller Cut. Site is not considered to be a strategic preferred option for the SWDP review.  

CFS0085c Land adjacent to Oldbury Farm, 
Lower Broadheath  

The site is considered to be in an unsuitable and isolated location. 

CFS0086 
Land between Church Lane and 
Broadwas Primary School, 
Broadwas 

Site not considered appropriate because it would have an adverse impact on the historic environment. Also, the site 
conflicts with the Broadwas & Cotheridge Neighbourhood Plan. The site is on Local Green Space where development will 
be ruled out other than in very exceptional circumstances. Site would also conflict with Neighbourhood Plan Key views 
policy. 
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Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Rejection 

CFS0090 Land at Upton Rd, Callow End The site is undulating and rises steeply to the rear limiting development opportunity.  

CFS0094 Land at Holywell Park, Well 
Road, Malvern Wells 

Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB. Also proximity to SSSI, impact on Conservation Area, 
Listed Buildings and TPO's. 

CFS0105 

Land to the north edge of Leigh 
Sinton next to Upper House 
Farm, Sherridge Road, Leigh 
Sinton 

Other sites preferred - Site suitable for development - new development to follow existing built form and naturally 
extend; possible access issues; mitigating measures to be undertaken re. listed farm house 

CFS0119 Bell Lane, Lower Broadheath  Scale. Site is too large, would extend the village by approx. 1/3, encroach on the Significant Gap and significantly reduce 
gap between village and Worcester West, high impact on sewerage network. 

CFS0124b Land west of Old Road South, 
Kempsey 

Site not considered appropriate because isolated location and high agricultural land value (Grade 1). Also, potential 
impact on the historic environment. Noted that whole site in sand & gravel safeguarding area. 

CFS0135 Land at Greenhill Lane, Hallow 
(Plot 1) 

Allocated in SWDP.  Planning application approved November 2018. 

CFS0136 Land at Greenhill Lane, Hallow 
(Plot 2) 

Site not considered appropriate because of proximity to gas pipeline. CFS0343sc preferred. 

CFS0153 Land to the West of North Site 
at Hospital Road, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because access is not suitable via Hospital Road. However, agents promoting a larger 
site and CFS0153 could potentially come within this wider allocation. Also, potential impact on site of regional or local 
wildlife importance and flooding issues downstream. 

CFS0168 Land at Tunnel Hill, Upton Upon 
Severn 

Site has some issues, including potential impact on the setting of The Mount and The Square House (both Grade II Listed 
Buildings), however it is likely that these can be mitigated. However, CFS0167 preferred.  

CFS0177 Land at School Lane, Holt 
Heath 

There may be issues with access off a busy mini roundabout adjacent to A4133 and School Lane. There is a telegraph 
pole running through the site and it is bounded by a hedge and tree boundary. The site is adjacent to the development 
boundary of Holt Heath. Consider access. 

CFS0182 Land off Frenchlands Lane, 
Lower Broadheath   

Out of character. Wrong side of the road which forms a definitive boundary to the village; potential impact on listed 
Church and potential loss of orchard. 

CFS0183 Land off Church Lane, Hallow Site not considered appropriate because of scale and potential impact on historic environment. Also, part of site high 
agricultural land value. And unnatural extension of development boundary. 

CFS0186 Land off Hospital Lane, Powick 
(Plot 1) 

Site has no major constraints however it would constitute additional encroachment into the open countryside in a 
sensitive area of the settlement and as such CFS0511 and CFS0519 are preferred.  

CFS0187 Land off Hospital Lane, Powick 
(Plot 2) 

Development of the site would have significant less than substantial harm on the setting of Barrington Grange. The site 
boundary is also less than 100mfrom Carey's Brook LWS and the development of it would support encroachment into 
the open countryside in a sensitive area of the settlement. 

CFS0189 Land at Beaconhill Drive, Off 
Hallow Road, Worcester  

Site is very steep. Area at bottom of slope is within flood zones 2 and 3. Site is beyond but adjacent to the development 
boundary.  

CFS0191 Land off Claphill Lane, 
Rushwick (Plot 2) 

This site is located beyond the development boundary of Rushwick.  Therefore for the purposes of considering the 
suitability of the site meeting its housing needs it is considered to be too far removed and would usually rule the site out 
with respect to a SWDPR housing allocation. However for some sites near Rushwick it would be premature to rule them 
out until the provisional allocation boundaries for the strategic growth locations have been determined. For sites that do 
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Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Rejection 

ultimately fall within the strategic allocation boundaries the proposed land use(s) will not be confirmed until the 
associated master planning work has been concluded. 

CFS0213 Bronsil Drive, Malvern Site not considered appropriate because of incursion in to Significant Gap. Sewerage hydraulic flooding issues 
downstream.  

CFS0236 

Worcester West Broadheath 
(part of larger site CFS0085), 
Land adjacent to Temple 
Laugherne Factory 

(Duplicate to CFS0235) Smaller Cut. Site is not considered to be a strategic preferred option for the SWDP review.  

CFS0239 Land at Bransford, Brockamin 
Lane, Bransford 

The site is too large in scale in the context of the area and the percentage uplift requirements.  

CFS0240 B4204, Martley Site not considered appropriate because of impact on historic environment. Also, conflict with adopted Neighbourhood 
Plan (Key View) and impact on TPO. 

CFS0242 Land at Hanley Swan, Welland 
Road 

The site is too large in scale is mostly in conflict with the Neighbourhood Plan. A small portion of the site (Land between 
Hillview Close and St. Gabriel's Church) could be delivered through the neighbourhood plan allocation. 

CFS0273 Land at Sandyfields, 
Kingswood, Martley 

Site not considered appropriate for employment use because it has high agricultural land value. Also, potential impact 
on historic environment, conflicts with adopted Neighbourhood Plan (Key View)., potential access issue (to be 
confirmed), potential impact on Local Geological Site, potential susceptibility to surface water flooding and PRoW runs 
west to east through site.  

CFS0300 Land off Brook Close, Kempsey Small site. Impact on SSS to be assessed. Contaminated land (Unknown filled ground (pond, river, stream, dock etc) in 
south-west corner of site.  

CFS0323 Land off Marlbank Road, 
Welland 

Site is in the AONB and there is a small element of flood risk but the site has good connectivity to the built form of 
Welland. Southern portion of the site has already been developed for residential.  

CFS0325 
Land at College Court, 
Tenbury Wells 
WR15 8RQ Tenbury Wells  

Ruled out because potential harm to SSSI and habitats and wildlife within River Teme. Development of the site would 
also have a detrimental impact on Conservation Area. 

CFS0326 Link Nurseries, Hamilton Close, 
Powick 

Good site overall with no major constraints, however residential development of this site would result in the loss of the 
existing use, and as such CFS0511 and CFS0519 are preferred.  

CFS0328 Land at Howsell Road, Malvern 
Site not considered appropriate because would result in loss of valued open space and impact on historic environment.  
Also conflicts with adopted Neighbourhood Plan Policy MT2 (Malvern Link Rail Station Opportunity Area), potential land 
contamination and surface water flooding in southern parcel of site. 

CFS0332 Land adjoining Martley Court, 
Worcester Road, Martley 

Site not considered appropriate because scale and location of site (within the Conservation Area) would have an 
adverse impact on the historic environment. Also, conflicts with adopted Neighbourhood Plan, north-west of site on 
Grade 2 agricultural land, susceptibility to surface water flooding and PRoW runs from west to east across north of site. 

CFS0343 
Land lying to south of Tinkers 
Coppice Farm, Main Road, 
Hallow (northern parcel) Plot 1 

Smaller cut needs to be assessed.  Scale / High agricultural land value.  Smaller cut minimises this.  A smaller cut 0343sc 
is allocated in PO doc 

CFS0344 Land lying to north and west of 
3 & 4 Pound Piece Cottages, 

Site not considered appropriate because scale of site inappropriate for this location. Also, potential impact on historic 
environment, site high agricultural land value, site of Regional or Local Wildlife Importance, Significant Gap and 
proximity to sewerage site. If site developed in its entirety it could materially change the character of the settlement. 
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Main Road, Hallow (southern 
parcel) Plot 2 

Unnatural extension to development boundary. PRoW runs along western and eastern boundary and through south-
west corner. 

CFS0353 Land off Mill Lane, Malvern Site not considered appropriate because would result in loss of valued open space. And land contamination - site 
investigation likely. Also, conflict with Neighbourhood Plan (Open Space) and TPO's on boundary. 

CFS0357 
Land off Areley Common, 
Astley Cross, 
Stourport-on-Severn 

This is a potential DTC site although not required by the other district presently - therefore in terms of our strategy it is 
considered to be 'isolated'. Flat topography. The site could form part of an extension to Stourport on Severn, if such a 
solution was required, and negotiated as such through the duty to co-operate. In terms of the SWDP settlement 
hierarchy, the site is located beyond a south Worcestershire development boundary and is situated in the open 
countryside. It is bounded by hedges and trees with a footpath and several trees including a woodland area onsite.  

CFS0362 
Land east and west of Terrills 
Lane and south of Tenbury 
Wells Business Park 

The site in it's entirety is too large. The eastern part of the site is on a very steep slope that slopes down to a recycling 
centre and would have significant landscape impacts should it be developed. The landscape in this location is not 
suitable for development, due to the steepness of the slope and furthermore the neighbouring land use is a recycling 
centre, which it would not be preferable to allocate housing next to. The eastern part of the site also abuts a LWS and 
appropriate buffering to protect this interest would be required.  The western part of the site (on the west side of Terrills 
Lane) is flatter and would be suitable for some housing development. This part of the site would not have nearly as 
significant landscape impacts as the site is located less prominently. 

CFS0390 Land at Hallow Site not considered appropriate because site high agricultural land value. SW Cadent Gas Distribution runs through 
centre of site. Also, unnatural extension to development boundary. 

CFS0405 The Kitchen Garden, Melton 
Lodge, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because of impact on historic environment. Also, potential impact on AONB and Local 
Geological Site. 

CFS0407 Land south of Madresfield 
Road, Malvern 

Smaller cut needs to be assessed.  Historic Environment/Land Contamination.  Smaller cut minimises this.  A smaller cut 
0407sc is allocated in the PO doc 

CFS0412 Beauchamp Business Park, 
Goodson Road, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because loss of valued open space (designated Green Space) and impact on historic 
environment. Also, conflict with adopted Neighbourhood Plan (policies on Neighbourhood Open Space and Exceptional 
Key Views). Also, site covered in TPOs. 

CFS0413 Land to the north of 
Beauchamp Lane, Callow End 

Potential impact on listed building and capacity of junction at Beauchamp Road/B4424. SC of site (CFS0413) also not 
allocated due to access. 

CFS0416 
Newlands Cricket Ground and 
Public House, Old Worcester 
Road, Malvern 

Current use - public house, car park, cricket pavilion and pitch. Generally flat site with pond adjacent. Not considered a 
suitable site due to location - no services accessible. Within Conservation Area. 

CFS0425 Land at Steps Farm, The 
Village, Clifton-on-Teme 

The whole site should be ruled out due to scale, but the south section of the site would be acceptable subject to land 
contamination investigation, however CFS0042 is preferred.  

CFS0425sc Land at Steps Farm, The 
Village, Clifton-on-Teme 

The whole site should be ruled out due to scale, but the south section of the site would be acceptable subject to land 
contamination investigation, however CFS0042 is preferred.  

CFS0432 Land at Shoulton Lane, Hallow Site not considered appropriate because site high agricultural land value. Also, potential impact on historic environment 
and SW Cadent Gas Distribution runs through centre of site.  

CFS0433 Land at Hope Pole Green, Leigh 
Sinton 

Other sites preferred - Site suitable for development - site would naturally extend built form of village and is served 
from relatively new estate 
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CFS0441 
Land to the south of Hayslan 
Road and north of the rail line, 
Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it would result in loss of valued open space. Also conflicts with adopted 
Neighbourhood Plan Policy MG1 - Local Green Space). TPOs on site. 

CFS0456 
Great Buckmans Farm, Malvern 
(Land north of Grit Lane, 
Malvern) Great Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because of scale and high impact potential on sewerage and water supplies.  Also, 
whole site would cause a significant incursion in to Significant Gap between Malvern and Leigh Sinton, proximity to gas 
pipeline and potential impact on historic environment. 

CFS0474 
Unused grounds of Abbey 
College, 251 Wells Road, 
Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB. Scale of site inappropriate in this location. Impact on 
historic environment. Also, potential incompatibility with surrounding land uses (Abbey College). 

CFS0476 
Entire campus and grounds of 
the Abbey College, 251 Wells 
Road, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB.  The scale and location of the site would materially affect 
the character of Malvern Wells. Impact on the historic environment and potential impact on TPO's on site. Potential 
incompatibility with surrounding land uses (Abbey College).  Whilst it is considered that scale of development would be 
inappropriate in this location development of north-east corner may not materially affect character of the settlement. 

CFS0479 Land at Powick 
Disproportionately large site which would reduce significantly the gap between Powick and Collett's Green. 
Development of this site would also have a detrimental impact on the Conservation Area and would also require 
mitigation to ensure the impact on the setting of Spider Cottage was not harmful.  

CFS0490 Land off, Rectory Lane, 
Shrawley 

May impact SSSI or important habitat.  Site investigation required in regard to land contamination. Would also have a 
high impact on sewage infrastructure and would give sewage capacity issues 
Would impact on setting of Listed Building. 

CFS0492 Broadfield, The Village, Clifton 
upon Teme 

This would have an impact on the setting of a GII Listed building and Conservation Area. It would also represent 
backland development and as such development here would extend the village in an unnatural way that would be out of 
character with the village and adjoining Conservation Area. 

CFS0493 Land between B4196 and 
private open space, Holt Heath 

Site is not suitable for allocation. The site has previously been dismissed on appeal as assessed against the current 
adopted SWDP policies.  

CFS0495 Blueshot Works, Pound Lane, 
Clifton-on-Teme 

The site could be allocated although there are concerns as to how it would be accessed due to the shape of the site 
being long and narrow. As such, CFS0042 is preferred. 

CFS0496 782 - 4.263 West of Worcester 
Gate Hallow  

Site is located in flood zones 2 and 3.  Not suitable for development due to steep gradient and limited flat land available 
for development. 

CFS0500 Land lying to the east of Lower 
Howsell Road, Leigh Sinton 

Site not suitable for development - development would unnaturally extend this area of the village whereby there is no 
precedent for development; site excessive in it's current submission; the frontage to the north could possibly be brought 
forward as a smaller cut as continued ribbon development. 

CFS0504 Land off Martley Road, Lower 
Broadheath  

In Significant Gap. The site is entirely within the Significant Gap and if developed would reduce the gap at this edge of 
the village to Worcester West from approx. 1km to 910m. This reduction combined with the existing pockets of 
development along the Martley Road would have a detrimental impact on the Significant Gap. 

CFS0507 Land off Upton Road, Powick Site falls entirely within the Conservation Area and is in the setting of St Peter's Church (Grade I Listed Building) and 4 
other Grade II Listed Buildings.  

CFS0514 Land south of Old Malvern 
Road, Collett's Green 

Site has no major constraints, however individually it is physically separated from both settlements, and development of 
the site would promote the coalescence of Powick and Collett's Green. 
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CFS0515 Land west of Upton Road, 
Powick 

Good site with no major constraints, however development of this site would increase encroachment into the open 
countryside in an area of the settlement sensitive on the landscape. There are also clear and open views across the site 
which would be lost, as such CFS0511 and CFS0519 are preferred.  

CFS0546 Land at Horse Hill, Callow End  Removed from village services and facilities and would extend development significantly into the open countryside.  

CFS0547 Land north of B4204, Martley 

Site not considered appropriate because scale and location of site in the open countryside would significantly materially 
affect the character of the settlement. Potential inadequate sewerage / water supply. Also, potential impact on historic 
environment (Listed Building), potential impact on site of regional or local wildlife importance, parts of the site 
susceptible to surface water flooding and PRoW runs through centre of site. 

CFS0599 Land off Rectory Lane, 
Shrawley 

Would have major impact on setting of LBs. Would also have a high impact on sewage infrastructure and would give 
sewage capacity issues 

CFS0600 Land opposite Yew Tree 
Cottage, Mamble 

Unknown filled ground covers majority of site so a risk assessment and site investigation would be required. This would 
potentially rule it immediately out, but it is unknown. It would also appear that this site would have an adverse impact 
on the landscape character as it is on top of a hill. Would also have a high impact on the sewage network. The site would 
also have a detrimental impact on the setting of two Grade II Listed Buildings. 

CFS0601 Land East of Clows Top Rd, 
Abberley 

The site would impact on the setting of Abberley Conservation Area, would have an impact on the setting of a GII Listed 
Building and there is records of protected species around the site, albeit not on the site. There is also a tree covered by a 
TPO adjacent to the northern boundary of the site. It may be appropriate to take a smaller cut of the site forward, see 
CFS0601sc 

CFS0603 Land to the Rear of Clows Top 
Road, Abberley 

There is not an appropriate smaller parcel of land to use due to the fact that development would both represent 
backland development and be located too far from the village core and towards the Conservation Area and sensitive 
Listed Buildings. Allocation of the site would also drastically alter the character of the village, which is predominantly 
characterised by ribbon development along The Common and Clows Top Road. The site would impact on the setting of 
Abberley Conservation Area, would have an impact on the setting of a GII Listed Building and there is records of 
protected species around the site, albeit not on the site.  

CFS0640 Leigh Sinton Road Other sites preferred - site would naturally extend to that built area of village; excessive in its current state; site is 
completely covered by Significant Gap policy 

CFS0659 Land south east of B4208, 
Welland  

Adjacent to the southern extent of the development boundary but the site is poorly related to the village. Development 
pattern would relate poorly to immediate surroundings. Immediately neighbours the AONB and Castlemorton Common.  

CFS0682 Land to the west of 
Pickersleigh Grove, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it would result in loss of valued open space. Also conflicts with adopted 
Neighbourhood Plan Policy MG2 - Neighbourhood Open Space. TPOs on site boundary. 

CFS0686 Peachley Manor Farm, Hallow 
Lane, Lower Broadheath 

Impact on Village Character/Grade 11 Listed Farm and Orchard 

CFS0688 

Land located between 
Worcester Gate and South 
Lodge, Hallow Road, Worcester 
WR2 6PH Worcester  

Site is beyond the development boundary and within open countryside (but is surrounded by urban form). Could 
connect up with CFS0496 but site has been discounted due to flood risk and topography.  

CFS0704 Land Adjoining Picken End, 
Picken End, Hanley Swan 

The site location is incongruous with the settlement pattern of the village/location of the development boundary. The 
site is in conflict with the Neighbourhood Plan. 
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CFS0738 Land opposite The Orchard, 
Moseley Road, Hallow 

Site not considered appropriate because scale of site inappropriate in this location. Site high agricultural land value. 
Also, potential high impact on sewerage infrastructure and potential impact on hedgerows. 

CFS0747 Land off Bransford Road / 
Hams Way Worcester  

This site is located beyond the development boundary of Rushwick. Therefore for the purposes of considering the 
suitability of the site meeting its housing needs it is considered to be too far removed and ruled out with respect to a 
SWDPR.  

CFS0761 Coverside Farm, Hanley Swan The site is in conflict with the Neighbourhood Plan. Also AONB sensitivity and scale at edge of village location.  

CFS0767 
Land to the north of Wood 
Farm Road incorporating 
Hornyold Wood, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB, scale and location of site would materially affect the 
character of Malvern Wells and impact on historic environment. Also, impact on ancient woodland and some parts of site 
susceptible to surface water flooding. 

CFS0771 Land at rear of 1 The Laurels, 
Gloucester Road, Welland 

Adjacent to the southern extent of the development boundary but the site is poorly related to the village. Development 
pattern would relate poorly to immediate surroundings. Within the AONB and immediately neighbours Castlemorton 
Common.  

CFS0780 Peachley Court Farm, Peachley 
Lane, Lower Broadheath 

Site is quite large and would extend the village beyond Peachley Lane where existing dwellings are on large, well 
landscaped plots, possible conflict with neighbouring garage use. Gas pipeline crosses the site. 

CFS0801 Bentley Farm, Holt Heath Scale - The site is not appropriate relative to the size of the village. Large scale encroachment into the open countryside.  

CFS0805 Land at Windsor Drive 

This is a potential DTC site although not required by the other district presently - therefore in terms of our strategy it is 
considered to be 'isolated'. The site could form part of an extension to Stourport on Severn, if such a solution was 
required, and negotiated as such through the duty to co-operate. In terms of the SWDP settlement hierarchy, the site is 
located beyond a south Worcestershire development boundary and is situated in the open countryside. Access from 
Windsor Drive. It is bounded hedge and trees and the site is adjacent to a housing estate.  

CFS0819 Peachley Court Farm, Peachley 
Lane, Lower Broadheath 

Access. Gas pipeline crosses the site. Development of the site would be out of character with the immediate area to the 
south of the site, which is characterised by houses on large plots and, notwithstanding planning permission for the 9 
new dwellings on land to the south west, would create an odd extension in to the countryside to the north of the village 
with no obvious access 

CFS0820 Land South of Clows Top Road 
Potentially should be ruled out on ecological grounds. Also will impact setting of LB and adjacent CA. Also a high risk to 
sewage network and the ground is steep and undulating. The site would also form backland development and would 
materially affect the character of the settlement as far too large 

CFS0821 Land North of Clows Top Road Nearby LB and adjacent to Conservation Area. Also potential archaeological impacts. The site would also result in urban 
sprawl and would materially alter the character of the settlement due to its size. 

CFS0823 Land off Church Walk, Mamble 
impact on GI and GII Listed Buildings and Conservation Area. Would also have a high impact on the sewage network. 
The Site would also be completely out of character with the main village and would result in the village almost doubling 
in size, extending into the open countryside away from the village core. 

CFS0835 Grit Lane, Great Malvern Site not considered appropriate because whole site in Significant Gap and would narrow gap between Malvern and 
Leigh Sinton. Also, impact on historic environment. Hydraulic flooding issues downstream. 

CFS0848 Partridge Lane, Lower 
Broadheath  

Access. Small site surrounded by residential development on 3 sides, however improvements to the vis splay at the 
junction of Partridge Lane and Bell Lane are required and this cannot be achieved within highway land and would 
require 3rd party land. 
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CFS0870 Land off Worcester Road, Great 
Witley 

Historic Environment. Small site at edge of village but is adjacent to GII* park and garden and a development of 5 or 
more homes in this location is likely to be out of character with this part of the village where properties in larger 
landscaped plots. 

CFS0876 Land adj 15a Collett's Green, 
Powick 

Good site with no major constraints, however development would result in the loss of the established field boundary 
pattern both within and fronting the site, which would lead to the detriment of the rural character of the road. As such, 
CFS0511 and CFS0519 are preferred.  

CFS0911 Land off Stourport Road and 
the B4197, Great Witley (Site 1) 

Site too large, would effectively double size of the village, and within GII* parkland garden, potential ecology interests 
too. 

CFS0915 
Land on the north side of Salt 
Box Lane, Oldwood, Tenbury 
Wells 

Not carried forward as far from services and would be partly prominent on landscape. Furthermore, ecological comment 
suggest part of the site should not be allocated, which would result in the site being split and housing development 
being sporadically allocated around it. This would result in the edge of the urban form of Tenbury at this location 
becoming sporadic. Other sites preferred.  

CFS0951 Land adjacent to Park Acre, 
Church Lane, Hallow 

Site not considered appropriate because of impact on historic environment. Potential ecological issues would require 
further examination. Potential access issues (to be confirmed) 

CFS0953 Land behind Boundary Cottage, 
Gloucester Road, Welland 

Adjacent to the southern extent of the development boundary but the site is poorly related to the village. Development 
pattern would relate poorly to immediate surroundings. Within the AONB and immediately neighbours Castlemorton 
Common.  

CFS0982 Land off A449, Malvern Road, 
Powick 

Development of this site would result in the loss of Powick Hams Accessible Natural Greenspace 

CFS0983 Land off A449, Malvern Road, 
Powick 

Development of this site would result in the loss of Powick Hams Accessible Natural Greenspace. In addition, the site 
plays a key role in the separation of Powick and Collett's Green to the south of the A449.  

CFS1003 Land south of Worcester Road 
(A449) 

Site not considered appropriate because loss of valued open space (designated Green Space) and impact on historic 
environment. Also, conflict with adopted Neighbourhood Plan (Neighbourhood Open Space and Exceptional Key Views 
policies), site covered in TPOs, potential impact on site of regional or local wildlife importance, potential susceptibility to 
surface water flooding and known hydraulic flooding issues immediately downstream. 

CFS1023 Land off Napleton Lane, 
Kempsey 

Site not considered appropriate because of scale and high agricultural land value (most of site Grade 2 agricultural land).  
Also, potential impact on Napleton Meadow SSSI (135m from site) would require further examination, potential conflict 
with adopted Neighbourhood Plan (particularly Policy K10A), poor relationship with existing settlement, some parts of 
site susceptible to surface water flooding and potential access issues (to be confirmed). Noted that whole site in sand & 
gravel safeguarding area. 

CFS1028 48-58 Wyche Road, Malvern Site not considered appropriate because of impact on the historic environment. Also, potential impact on AONB, Local 
Geological Site (Scheduled Ancient Monument) and TPOs. 

CFS1030 49 Beauchamp Road, Malvern Site not considered appropriate because it would lead to the loss of valued open space (designated Green Space). Also, 
conflict with adopted Neighbourhood Plan (Neighbourhood Open Space policy). 

CFS1034 Land at Great Buckman's Farm, 
off Grit Lane, Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because of scale and high impact potential on sewerage and water supplies.  Also, 
whole site would cause a significant incursion in to Significant Gap between Malvern and Leigh Sinton, proximity to gas 
pipeline and potential impact on historic environment 

CFS1046 Rose Farm, Guarlford Road, 
Malvern 

Site not considered appropriate because access issues (access via Guarlford Road would require Malvern Trust 
approval). Impact on historic environment (Listed Buildings).  Loss of valued open space.  Also, potential conflict with 
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Neighbourhood Plan (Key Views policy) and proximity to site of Regional or Local Wildlife Importance (running along 
south boundary of site).  

CFS1054 North of Hanley Road, Malvern Site not considered appropriate because it is within the AONB. Also impact on Conservation Area and Listed Buildings. 

CFS1059 Church Farm House, Drake 
Street, Welland 

The land is more incongruous in connectivity terms in comparison to CFS0336 and provides a buffer between the Lawn 
Farm development and the road frontage properties.  
Surface water issues would require mitigation. Would also need to consider longer term availability timescale (11-15 
years). 

CFS1070 Land at Old Malvern, Road, 
Powick 

Good site overall with no major constraints, however concern over the ability to achieve the development of a minimum 
of 5 dwellings on this site. As such, CFS0511 and CFS0519 are preferred.  

CFS1084 Land adjoining Malvern Road, 
Leigh Sinton 

Other sites preferred - site covered by significant gap policy 

CFS1085 Land at The Lovells, Garrett 
Bank, Welland, WR13 6NF 

Site is not appropriate in terms of either location or scale relative to the size of the village and the current built form.  

CFS1093 Land south of Madresfield 
Road, Malvern WR14 2NS 

Site not considered appropriate because of the impact on historic environment (Scheduled Ancient Monument and 
Listed Building). High impact potential on sewerage infrastructure and potential land contamination. Also, potential 
conflict with Neighbourhood Plan exceptional key view policy. Most issues relate to the north of the site. Potential scope 
for development on smaller parcel of land. 

Worcester City 

CFS0093 8 Trotshill Lane East, Worcester 

Valued Open Space / Impact on conservation area, green network, and historic environment. 
SWDP 38 - green space. Pond and mature trees on site. Housing development to the south of the site (outside the 
conservation area). Access to consider - Trotshill Lane East. More frequent vehicular movements may not be suitable via 
this route. Consider scale of development relative to the rural nature of the area.  

CFS0198 Land off Oak View Way, 
Bromyard Road, Worcester 

Site not available - planning permission. P18C0175 - Planning Permission granted 1/2/2019. Now under construction 
(April 2019). 175 dwellings, public open space and associated infrastructure. 

CFS0261 Land off Evendine Close, 
Battenhall 

Development would result in a loss of valued open space (SWDP 38). Alternative sites on previously developed land 
available.  

CFS0287 
Land formerly associated with 
Tolladine Golf Course, 
Worcester 

The site has historic environment and scale constraints. The site as submitted is not appropriate for allocation. The scale 
of parts of the site (particularly land adjacent to White Hill) is not appropriate to the location and would impact the 
integrity of the site. A smaller parcel of land (e.g. at Fairway potentially serving as an extension to SWDP 43m) is 
considered to be more suitable (see CFS0287sc). A smaller cut CFS0287sc is allocated in the Preferred Options 
document.  

CFS0457 Land at Middle Battenhall Farm, 
Worcester  

The site has historic environment constraints and would result in a loss of valued open space.  Impact on setting of 
Middle Battenhall scheduled monument. Access proposed via 20 Whittington Road - Steep gradient. Informal pedestrian 
access through Red Hill Lane.  SWDP 38 - green space.  

CFS0587sc Land at Blackpole Rd, 
Worcester 

Smaller cut consideration to reflect developable area. See CFS0587. 

CFS0631 Former Government (DEFRA) 
site, Whittington Road 

Not Available: Planning Permission.  71 Extra Care Apartments and 64 dwellings under construction (P18G0322). Part of 
SWDP 43/16 (Employment Portion) 
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CFS0945 
Land to east of Coach House, 
Trotshill Farmhouse, Trotshill 
Lane East, Worcester 

Devevelopment of the site would impact on the conservation area and green network and would result in a loss of 
valued open space (SWDP 38). The site includes garden land and is in an isolated location.  No vehicular access from 
A4440 Trotshill Way. Access issues to consider.  

CFS1027 Battenhall Farm, North of 
Crookbarrow Way, Worcester 

The site has historic environment constraints and would result on a loss of valued open space (SWDP 38). Very 
significant concerns over impact on setting of Middle Battenhall scheduled monument, associated remains including 
park boundary and water management earthworks, and loss of open space linking Middle Battenhall to adjacent 
scheduled and listed sites at Crookbarrow and Broomhall.  Access not known.  

CFS1063 

Land off Burford Close, 
Rodborough Close and 
Chedworth Close, Cotswold 
Way, Worcester  

Development would result in a loss of valued open space (SWDP 38) and would disrupt a GI route and cycletrack. 
Football goals on part of the site.  Open Space Assessment - 'A' rated quality Amenity Green Space that is accessible to 
much of Warndon Ward with an under provision of Amenity Green Space when assessed against the S. Worcs. Standard 
for AGS.  The site is a very important green buffer zone for north Warndon housing area. It provides separation and 
noise/other pollution filtering from the busy Wainwright road and industrial zone. As an urban character area of green 
space it is even more important in that respect.  The site acts as a buffer to the B4639 and the start of the industrial 
buildings to the north. Access could be via main road (B4639) or side roads of existing development to the south of the 
site. 

Wychavon 

CFS0010 
95 Main Street,99 Main Street, 
Springfield Nurseries, Main 
Street, Sedgeberrow 

Other sites preferred - Site possibly suitable for development - at edge of existing ribbon development with further 
development to the east; possible access issue 

CFS0015 Land to the south of Crest Hill, 
Harvington 

Traditional Orchard / Neighbourhood Plan allocation is the preferred site 

CFS0022 Roman Meadow, Eckington, 
WR10 3AJ  

There are no environmental, physical or policy constraints why this site is unsuitable for housing development. The site is 
allocated in the adopted SWDP under SWDP60/15.  It forms part of the residential allocation in the adopted Eckington 
NP.  

CFS0024 Church Road, Crowle Development of site would have significant impact on Conservation Area and Listed Buildings and would effectively 
merge Crowle and Crowle Green. In addition, there are surface water flooding issues across the site.  

CFS0030 Land to the rear of 42 
Bretforton Road, Badsey 

Other sites preferred - Site suitable for development; site still in operation as a business with various buildings on site in 
connection with business; development would see the loss of an employment site. 

CFS0031 Land north of Glenmore, 35 
Leamington Road, Broadway 

AONB/ other sites preferred 

CFS0035 Land south of Clayfield Road, 
Bretforton 

Site not suitable for development unless access issue can be overcome - well contained site that would extend built 
form of village; access could be an issue, improvements to road necessary 

CFS0038a Land adjacent to The Conifers, 
Crest Hill, Harvington 

Traditional Orchard / Neighbourhood Plan allocation is the preferred site 

CFS0038c Land adjacent to The Conifers, 
Crest Hill, Harvington 

Ruled out for location. North boundary - row of established connifers with footpath running alongside.  
Part of the site heavily bushed and shrubbed. Vehicle access - only if CFS0038A/B is allocated. 

CFS0049 Land off Station Road, Fernhill 
Heath   

The site is removed from village services and facilities and would extend development significantly into the open 
countryside.  
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CFS0054 Land to the north west of 
Cheltenham Road, Broadway 

Isolated / Landscape Concerns 

CFS0057 Land adjacent to Goldcliffe, 
Church Lane, Whittington  

Out of character and possible impact on Ancient Hedgerow 

CFS0058 Land off Church Lane, 
Whittington 

The site is considered to be in an unsuitable location and of an inappropriate scale in comparison to the size of the 
village.  

CFS0067  Land off Winchcome Road, 
Sedgeberrow (Plot A) 

Other sites preferred - Site not suitable for development - development would extend village far beyond the nucleated 
heart despite being adjacent (extension) to previous allocation 

CFS0079 Pete Botts Skips, Land at 
Cleeve Road, Middle Littleton 

Duplicate site of CFS0929 - removed 

CFS0080 32 Badsey Fields Lane, Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - House and residential garden; garden would be considered as brownfield land as lies 
outside of development boundary.  House forms part of ribbon development along Badsey Fields Lane - development 
would not be completely inline with character of area however adjacent is a modern development site and development 
of this site would make up part of 10% requirement of small sites - Incongruent with existing settlement pattern  

CFS0087 Off Red Lane, School Road, 
Evesham 

Public footpath runs adjacent to the site to the rear of the existing houses. An unmade track leads to the site and onto a 
travellers site. Very dense woodland/shrubland, so there's a concern with the potential loss of habitat and biodiversity. 
The site slopes to the track (west to east) with the site itself feeling isolated despite being on the edge of Evesham with 
houses backing onto the site. There is also a well established pathway (check if PROW) runs to the rear of the site.  

CFS0096 Site off Brickyard Lane, Drakes 
Broughton 

Good site overall with no major constraints, however development of this site would result in encroachment into the 
open countryside in an area of the village where existing housing development is more sparse and as such CFS0027 is 
preferred.  

CFS0097 Land off Worcester Road, 
Drakes Broughton 

Site not of an appropriate size given its location in the village meaning it is likely to negatively impact the settlement 
pattern, and also has potential surface water flooding issues. No Smaller Cut considered appropriate for potential 
allocation in the SWDPR.  

CFS0110 Land off Walcot Lane, Drakes 
Broughton 

Site not of an appropriate size given its location in the village meaning it is likely to negatively impact the settlement 
pattern.  

CFS0116 All Things Wild, Station Road, 
Honeybourne 

The size of the site is too large to be allocated and would have a detrimental impact on the settlement pattern at the 
proposed scale.  

CFS0118 Land at Lower Portway Farm, 
Sedgeberrow 

Other sites preferred - Site possibly suitable for development - site would create piecemeal infill type development 
whereby residential dwellings would back onto each other unless sensitively designed to account for this; access could 
be an issue     

CFS0122 Hampton, Evesham Accessed off existing track / public footpath between existing houses - not ideal and quite narrow for cars. Currently in 
use as equestrian / stables / grazing. Possible small site if access issues can be addressed. 

CFS0123 Land off Walkers Lane, 
Whittington 

The site is considered to be inappropriate based on its scale in comparison to the size of the village.  

CFS0125 Millhaven, Broad Lane, 
Bishampton 

Out of character. Site looks too small to provide 5 or more dwellings in character with area and harm to setting of 
nearby listed buildings; issue with surface Water flooding (along access drive) - overland flood flows from NW to SE and 
major flood flow route on eastern boundary.   



SA of the SWDPR: Selection and Rejection          February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_G_8_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils G24 

Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Rejection 

CFS0126 Land south of Badsey Fields 
Lane, Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - Development would see a possible negative affect to the character of the area; Other 
backland development nearby does not directly back onto the proposed site and therefore any further backland 
development would look at odds with and compromise the existing building line.  

CFS0130 
Land on the south side and 
lying to the north of Inches 
Lane, Evesham 

Greenfield scrubland.  Access via poor quality single track.  Poor junction at main road.  Bound by sporadic hedge and 
railway.  Pylons on edges.  Neighbouring residential properties in close proximity.  Further investigation required - 
access would need improving 

CFS0138 Land off Old Turnpike Road, 
Crowle 

Scale - site disproportionately large in comparison to Crowle Green and would have significant impact on the landscape.  

CFS0144 Land to the rear of 34 
Bretforton Road, Badsey 

Other sites preferred - site suitable for development - Development would require significant works to access and 
possible reconfiguration of roads / inclusion of traffic lights - agent has supplied information how this can be achieved; 
existing business on site with associated buildings, also barns and residential property; would see loss of employment 
site 

CFS0148a Land parcels adjacent to 
Wadborough Road, Norton 

Vast site in comparison to the size of Littleworth, which would effectively merge Norton and Littleworth and have a 
significant impact on the landscape including its Listed Buildings. No Smaller Cut considered appropriate for allocation.  

CFS0149 Land off Winchcombe Road, 
Sedgeberrow 

Other sites preferred - Site not suitable for development - development could have a detrimental effect on the setting of 
a heritage asset 

CFS0150 Land to the West Side of 
Church Lane, Whittington  

Scale. Large site would increase size of the village by more than 50% and would result in significant loss of Significant 
Gap. Possible detrimental impact on ancient hedgerow.   

CFS0162 Land off Back Lane, Beckford Impact on AONB / Heritage 

CFS0165 Land at Manor Farm, Pinvin 
(Part 1) 

The site would extend the village in an unnatural way into the open countryside and is also extremely large. The entire 
village lay out would be drastically altered. The site would also encompass an existing site of which the residents 
amenity would be greatly impacted upon. Furthermore, the site is located partly in a significant gap, although it is 
proposed to have this removed as part of the review. 

CFS0194a 
Land at Church Lane, Norton, 
Worcestershire Norton-Juxta-
Kempsey  

A smaller cut 0194asc is allocated in PO doc.  Smaller cut needs to be assessed.  Out of character.  Smaller cut addresses 
this 

CFS0195 Land at Flax Piece, Upton 
Snodsbury 

Site not suitable for development - site would unnaturally extend village; traditional orchard on site whereby 
development is prohibited on that area; site has good access and connectivity to services 

CFS0199 Fresh Fields, Stonebow Road, 
Drakes Broughton 

Overall a good site with no major constraints (subject to there being no surface water flooding issues), however 
development of this site would encroach into the open countryside in this part of the village where there is not currently 
significant development. As such, CFS0027 is preferred. 

CFS0208 Land to the South of Owletts 
End, Pinvin 

The site would represent backland development and would have an impact on the character of this part of the village, 
particularly on the layout of the existing farm building and church. It would also have an impact on Listed Building 
Orchard Lea, located next to the proposed access. 

CFS0218 Highfield, Church Lane, 
Tibberton 

Impact on the rural character and does not respect the traditional pattern of development. Would impact on the setting 
of the church. CFS529 and CFS0630asc considered the preferred sites. Access would need to be from Church Lane (to 
the south). There is an issue with access off Church Lane (to the north) as most of the site is elevated above the lane and 
a pylon running through the middle of the site. It is also surrounded by a hedge and tree boundary.  
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CFS0219 Land at Sandy Corner, Leys 
Road, Harvington 

Site has a landscape objection as considered encroaching in the open countryside and not respecting the nucleated 
pattern of development. Concern over drainage. The Neighbourhood Plan has allocated the preferred option site for 
Harvington and no further sites are proposed at this stage. 

CFS0220 Land at Harvington Presence and scope of orchards needs confirmation. Loss of Valued Open Space / Inadequate Sewerage 

CFS0221 Land off Bretforton Road, 
Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - Development would further encroach into the open countryside despite being 
adjacent to modern developed site and is possibly isolated from main village 

CFS0222 Land off Cross Keys, Ombersley No significant physical or environmental issues although access and highway matters may be of concern. Other sites 
preferred.  

CFS0224 Land to the rear of Church 
Villas, Ombersley 

No significant physical or environmental issues although access and highway matters may be of concern. Other sites 
preferred.  

CFS0225 Land to South of Apple Tree 
Walk, Ombersley 

Site is adjacent to existing lies within the Conservation Area with highway access potentially an issue. Other sites 
preferred. 

CFS0226 Land West of A449, Ombersley No significant physical or environmental constraints. Other sites preferred.  

CFS0227 Land North of Racks Lane, 
Ombersley 

No physical or environmental constraints and possible site to be allocated in NP in preference to PO site SWDP NEW 37. 

CFS0228 Land to the rear of Long 
Headlands, Ombersley 

The allocation of the site would extend the settlement pattern of the village significantly into the open countryside.  

CFS0231 Site to the West of Apple Tree 
Walk, Ombersley 

The site is not well related to the settlement pattern and the allocation of this site would have a detrimental impact on 
the Conservation Area and listed building.  

CFS0245 Village Street, Harvington The Neighbourhood Plan supports this site as an important local green space for allotments. Concern over surface water. 

CFS0247 Littlebrook Nurseries, Station 
Road, Bretforton 

Other sites preferred - site suitable for development - on opposite side of road to ribbon development; would extend 
built up area of village; site currently has nursery associated buildings on site; possible effect on Heritage asset - would 
require mitigation in event of development 

CFS0250 Land at Corner Mead, Newland 
Lane, Droitwich Spa 

Allocation of the site would have a detrimental impact on SSSI and ancient woodland.  

CFS0251 Land off Pulley Lane, Droitwich 
Spa 

No physical or environmental constraints. Other sites preferable.  

CFS0253 Land off Main Street, 
Bishampton 

Development would harm the setting of the adjoining listed buildings and could potentially harm adjoining nature 
reserve.  Potential Contamination Land on site - Record of an oil leak 

CFS0254 Land off Broad Lane, 
Bishampton 

Located to the rear of a cluster of listed buildings which form the core of historic core of the settlement. High risk of 
surface water flooding from highway and adjacent watercourse - flood attenuation tanks located underground within 
upper part of the site.  

CFS0255 Land North of Blacksmiths 
Lane, Cropthorne 

This site would be out of keeping with the settlement pattern - Landscape objection. Other preferable sites. 

CFS0269 Triangle site at Aldington 
Lodge, Evesham 

Concerns about health - proximity of road.  Has had previous PP - now expired.  Keep ruled in but not to take forward as 
an allocation 

CFS0274 Land at Tapenhall Farm, Lower 
Town, Fernhill Heath  

The site is better located to facilities and services although any allocation would extend development into the open 
countryside. No significant landscape or environmental impacts identified although potential impact on listed buildings 
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to the north and west edges of the site. ST have identified a possible need to upgrade sewerage treatment and the site 
is within 400m of a gas pipeline.   

CFS0291 
Land to the south of Little Owl 
Farm, Bakers Lane, Ashton 
under Hill 

Ruled out for impact on the AONB / Conservation/landscape  

CFS0298 Land adjacent to land to the 
rear of Harpley Road, Defford    

No significant environmental constraints although topography and achieving access are issues.  

CFS0299 Land south of Chestnut Close, 
Lower Moor 

Removed from the development boundary. 

CFS0301 Land off Harpley Road, Defford 
WR8 9BL 

No significant environmental constraints although topography, landscape impact and achieving access are issues.  

CFS0303 Land to the rear of Allsebrook 
Gardens, Badsey 

Out due to access issues - Possibility of flooding issues; if these could be mitigated may be able to bring smaller cut 
forward as a small site (below 1ha - site currently 1.06ha); site would naturally extend an existing small collection of 
houses 

CFS0306 Land to rear of Old Post Office 
Allens Hill, Pinvin  

This site lies on the very edge of Pinvin on the Pershore side of Abbey View Road. Whereas the context of Pinvin would 
not be altered as a result of the development, the site would represent backland development and as such would be an 
unnatural extension to the village. Whereas the site is not preferred to be carried forward, it is not ruled out completely. 

CFS0309 
Land off Greenhill (A4184) and 
Worcester Road (B4624), 
Evesham 

Rule out - not a suitable site for allocation - Battlefield / heritage / Conservation Area / Orchards / Access / agri land 
and market suitability.  Submitted for mixed use -consider for housing and employment. 

CFS0321 Land between Springfield Lane 
and Averill Close, Broadway 

Agents suggest access will be via Averill Close but no such access exists presently.  Highways issue with access via 
Averill Close as junction from Leamington Road is already serving a high number of properties.  Site is within AONB and 
is very rural in character.  Currently used as public open space although public footpath does not formally cross site but 
runs adjacent to it.  Check flooding as stream on site 

CFS0340 Kingsmoor Farm, Hoden Lane, 
Cleeve Prior - Plot 1 

Not suitable due to being in an isolated location and the site being too large in relation to the village of Cleeve Prior. 
Public footpath on site.  

CFS0341 Land off Froglands Lane, 
Cleeve Prior - Plot 2 

The site is not suitable in terms of scale and location with poor access to the site. Public footpaths and pylons located on 
site.  

CFS0345 Littleworth Farm, Worcester 
Road, Inkberrow 

Large, prominent site at entrance to village and partly on elevated land - visually unacceptable, out of character with 
village and inappropriate in terms of landscape character.  

CFS0346 Land adjoining southern side of 
Appletree Lane, Inkberrow 

Large site but would be seen as an extension to the existing village on the same side of the road so unlikely to materially 
affect the character of the village but would extend village south further from local facilities discouraging people to 
walk/cycle to them. 

CFS0350 Land at Orchard Farm, 
Pershore  

Potential harm to SSSI, LWS, orchard, landscape and listed building; too large. Land high above Pershore, prominent 
both from Pershore and longer distance views of Pershore. 

CFS0352 Land off Henderson Drive, 
Pershore 

Duplicate (forms part of CFS0350sc)  

CFS0363 Land south of Brewers Road, 
Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - Development would unnaturally fill gap between opposite ribbon development 
schemes that back on to each other; poor access between to existing properties 
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CFS0372 Land adjacent to Harvard 
Avenue, Honeybourne  

There are no significant reasons why the site could not be allocated in terms of site constraints. However the site is a 
residential allocation in the Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan. 

CFS0373 Land east of Upper St, Defford  Ruled out for scale, topography and visual landscape impact.  

CFS0379 Land on the north side of 
Church Lane, Tibberton 

Historic Environment. Impact on the rural character and does not respect the traditional pattern of development. Would 
impact on the setting of the church.CFS529 and CFS0630sc considered the preferred sites.  

CFS0381 Land South of Shinehill Lane, 
South Littleton 

Potential site for development, opposite existing properties, however 0461 preferable and closer to village facilities. 

CFS0383 Land at Salt Way, Hanbury Site not considered suitable due to surface water flooding issues, potential impact on significant trees and impact on 
settlement pattern due to backland nature of the site.  

CFS0401 Double Gates Farm, Pershore 
Road, Upton Snodsbury 

A smaller cut 0401sc is allocated in the PO doc.  Removed from process due to scale - smaller cut more suitable. 

CFS0403 Land at Mayfield, Church Lench  
Topography: Slight rise to the East.  Established trees in the centre and at boundaries of the site.  
Access: 2 main roads (60mph + 30mph), and public footpath through the site.  Former level 1 - SWS abuts site. Small 
brook on East of site (Whitsun Brook). Would have to remove Mayfield house.  

CFS0404 Land off Church Road, Crowle Good site overall with no major constraints, however it is slightly detached from development on this side of Church 
Road. CFS0019 is more centrally located, and as such is preferred. 

CFS0406 Land to the east of Church 
Close, Broadway 

Rule out - Size (Too Small) and AONB.  Also concerns re Conservation Area and TPO's.  Also market suitability for 
employment. 

CFS0427 Former Nursery on, Defford 
Road, Pershore  

Flood risk - this site should have been filtered out at SHELAA Level 1 stage because of flood risk 

CFS0428 Land at Crown Lane, Wychbold 

Not suitable for employment or residential. M5 to the west. Flood zone 2 and 3 to north west outside of site boundary. 
New residential development to the east SWDP59/27 (could be connected?)  
Commercial/Industrial buildings to the south east. The site abuts M5, so it is very noisy. Surface water issues flagged in 
south west part of site. 

CFS0447 Land accessed of Low Road, 
Church Lench 

The site is considered to be unsuitable on grounds of market suitability and historic environment constraints.  

CFS0449 Land accessed off Atch Lench 
Road, Church/Atch Lench 

The site is considered to be in an isolated location and is considered unsuitable on grounds of market suitability. 

CFS0450 Land off Broad Lane, 
Bishampton 

Aspect/Flooding. The site is to the rear of the village hall and rises relatively steeply, any development would therefore 
be potentially prominent. Surface water issues - overland flood flows from SW to NE.  

CFS0451 Land off Froxmere Road, 
Crowle 

Good site overall with no major constraints, however access to services is more difficult from this site and as such, 
CFS0019 is preferred.  

CFS0452 Land off Old Turnpike Road, 
Crowle 

Scale - site too large in comparison to Crowle Green and would constitute backland development where linear 
development is a feature.  

CFS0453 
Land West of Pear Tree 
Cottage, Harrow Lane, 
Himbleton 

Overall good site with limited impacts likely, however potential for loss of significant trees and edge of settlement 
location; CFS0866 more centrally located with easier access to services in Himbleton so preferred.  

CFS0455 The Yard, Main Street, 
Bishampton 

Extension into Open Countryside - Bishampton exhibits a linear settlement pattern extending along Main Street, but with 
some 'backland' development. There may be scope for some development on this site but not the western part of the 
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site which would extend uncomfortably into open countryside away from the main pattern of settlement of the village - 
but uncertain how smaller cut could be successfully achieved, and access appears to be via a private drive and is 
therefore likely to be sub-standard 

CFS0463 Land south of Sands Lane, 
Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - Poor connectivity to village and generally congested road leading to site; no 
precedent for development type (backland) 

CFS0469 Land at Pulley Lane and 
Newland Road, Droitwich Spa 

Allocated in previous SWDP. The site forms the Yew Tree Hill allocation in the SWDP (SWDP 49/2) which is currently 
being built out.  

CFS0470 Land at Perrie Drive, 
Honeybourne  

Has an extant planning permission for residential development and is within the development boundary. 

CFS0472 Land at Kennel Lane / High 
Street, Broadway 

Smaller cut needs to be assessed due to access concerns.  A smaller cut 0472sc has been allocated in the PO - Mixed use 
- employment and parking 

CFS0483a Land at Hadzor, Droitwich Spa 
Hadzor (Site 1) 

No physical or environmental constraints relating to the site. The location is to the east of M5 and separated from the 
town which raises issues of achieving connectivity and extending Droitwich Spa beyond the motorway.  

CFS0483b Land at Hadzor, Droitwich Spa 
Hadzor (Site 2) 

No physical or environmental constraints relating to the site. The location is to the east of M5 and separated from the 
town which raises issues of achieving connectivity and extending Droitwich Spa beyond the motorway.  

CFS0494 
Field at Rose Cottage, 
Netherwood Lane, Crowle 
Green 

Site has surface water flooding issues with overland flow entering top of site and flowing south. In addition, 
development unlikely to respect local character and have an impact on trees within and on the periphery of the site.  

CFS0506 Land adjacent to The Mount 
Spring Bank Defford  

There are no significant environmental constraints relating to the site. However any new access from Main Street to 
serve the development could be problematic and the elevated nature of the site also limits the development potential. 
This also means the site is visible by distant views from Bredon Hill. 

CFS0509 
Land adjacent to Hyde Lodge, 
Long Hyde Road, South 
Littleton 

It is considered that there are alternative, and more preferable sites in the village. 

CFS0512 Land off Long Hyde Road, 
South Littleton 

Other sites preferable and closer to facilities. Potential site for development. Continuation of ribbon development and 
replicate development on the other side of the road. Landscape supportive of this. However cs461 closer to local 
services and facilities and logical infill development. Mature hedgerow to front and post and wire to eastern boundary.  
Open boundaries to the rear - continuous field.  Poor access off main road as sits near the brow of a hill.  Pedestrian 
footway on opposite side of the road.  Opposite existing ribbon development but feels very rural.  Site backs on to 
Bennetts Hill and slopes down.  

CFS0516 Land off Station Road, South 
Littleton 

Landscape Officer has raised objection as a highly visible site. There are also concerns over access. 

CFS0517 
Land off Station Road, to the 
south ofSWDP60/26, South 
Littleton 

Landscape concerns as the development of this site would not respect the traditional settlement pattern. Very close to 
LWS.   Other sites preferable. 

CFS0527 SO 87592 52724, Whittington Small site within development boundary, adjacent to Conservation Area and although 0.2ha, site has an odd shape and 
there is insufficient space to sensitively accommodate 5 or more dwellings. 



SA of the SWDPR: Selection and Rejection          February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_G_8_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils G29 

Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Rejection 

CFS0528 Land off Stratford Road, 
Harvington 

Suitability of access / impact on Conservation area /Listed buildings and viewpoints as indicated in the Neighbourhood 
Plan.  Flooding to the south of the site, other preferable sites. The Neighbourhood Plan has allocated the preferred 
option site for Harvington and no further sites are proposed at this stage.  

CFS0530 The Barn, Holloway, Pershore Small site on opposite side of road to existing housing - development would appear incongruous. 

CFS0540 Land off Main St, Pinvin  
Development on this parcel of land would represent backland development out of keeping with the surrounding urban 
form. The development would extend into open fields that would depart from the ribbon-esque development that is the 
predominant feature along Main Street. As such, the site is not preferred for allocation. 

CFS0543 Land at Northwick Road, 
Northwick, Worcester  

Site is not considered suitable for employment land use. Please refer to CFS0252 for residential site assessment.  

CFS0549 Land off Church Lane, Lower 
Moor  

The site is removed from the development boundary and an allocation would extend the settlement into the open 
countryside. 

CFS0550 Land off, A44 Evesham Road, 
Lower Moor  

The site is subject to flood risk. An allocation would also extend development into the open countryside and beyond the 
existing settlement pattern.   

CFS0556a 
Land forming part of 
Allesborough Farm, Worcester 
Road, Pershore 

Visually unacceptable/Access. Large site in prominent hilltop location, beyond belt of trees, visually unacceptable, would 
extend Pershore over the ridge, access may be problematic  

CFS0556b 
Land forming part of 
Allesborough Farm, Worcester 
Road, Pershore 

Visually unacceptable/Access. Site in prominent hilltop location, visually unacceptable, potential impact on listed 
buildings, surface water issue, access may be problematic  

CFS0562 Land Lying North of 
Horsebridge Avenue, Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - backland development that would diminish the separation between Badsey and 
Aldington of which is very visible and would coalesce the two settlements - only small field would remain in between; 
Poor connectivity to main village and access would involve the demolition of houses off  

CFS0563 Land at Hill Farm, Broadway 
Access is proposed off existing track on Leamington Road - not currently suitable for residential.  An alternative access 
is suggested by agents off Sandscroft Avenue.  Site gently rises to the east.  Provides an important buffer to the village 
from the bypass.  Site abuts other SHEELA sites 0031 and 0683 

CFS0565 Land off Boat Lane, Offenham Westlands Nurseries still appear to be in operation.  Other preferable sites.  Access and Landscape concerns.  Larger Cut 
of 0843 

CFS0568b Land at the Daves, Middle Lane, 
Cropthorne  

Inadequate Sewerage.  Landscape Officer has raised objection as not in keeping with existing settlement pattern, see 
comments above.  Pylons onsite. Impact on sewerage.  Access maybe an issue but could be overcome if developed with 
CFS0568A.?  Visibility - close to bend. Footpath running through the site. 

CFS0604 Land South of Brewers Lane, 
Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - site lies at the end of ribbon development where backland development would be 
incongruent with existing; site is also a traditional orchard and ridge and furrow ground 

CFS0612 Land off Middle Lane and Field 
Barn Lane, Cropthorne  

Scale / Inadequate Sewerage. Large scale site.  Impact on sewerage and surface water. Check medieval activity and 
impact on sewerage / drainage. Other sites preferable. 

CFS0620 
Land to the South of The 
Flyford Arms, west of Flyford 
Flavell 

Previous application refused on south of site due to TPOS's and historic environment / character.  Rule out - Historic 
Environment.  -Extremely steep site although applicants state that not all of the site needs to be used necessarily.  Public 
footpath through site.  Both accesses on 60mph.  Edge of village centre with south of site isolated.  Had previous SHLAA 
refused.  Tree on site has TPO. 
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CFS0625 Land at Chawson Lane, 
Droitwich Spa 

Detrimental impact on Salwarpe Conservation Area and listed buildings, access potentially an issue via Chawson estate. 
Possible reserve allocation of a reduced site if Union Lane capacity unrealistic. 

CFS0630a Speed-the-Plough, Plough 
Road, Tibberton 

N - smaller cut needs to be assessed.  Scale/Inadequate Sewerage - smaller area suitable (630asc).  A smaller cut 
0630sc is allocated in the PO doc 

CFS0634 Land south of Stockwood Lane, 
Inkberrow, WR7 4JG 

SHELAA submitted for residential but not a PO site. Stockwood Lane is a narrow designated quiet lane with raised banks 
in parts - development would require removal of a stretch of the hedgerow - potential highway issues. Concerns from 
heritage and possible issues with sewerage network and flooding 

CFS0635 Land South of Stockwood Lane, 
Stonehouse Farm, Inkberrow 

Scale. Large site on rising ground on rural edge of village and interspersed with public footpaths - impact on character 
of village, landscape, listed farm, footpaths and high impact on sewerage network 

CFS0636 Land South of Stockwood Lane, 
Stonehouse Farm, Inkberrow 

Scale. Site is quite large, elevated and lies to the north of Stockwood Lane which currently forms a firm development 
boundary to the village at this point notwithstanding the row of houses within the development boundary to the east. 
Development of the site would harm the setting of the adjoining listed Stonehouse Farm. 

CFS0642a Land off the Offenham Bypass, 
Evesham 

Rule out - Location / Landscape / health concerns / high agricultural land grading / Access issues from Highways 
England and market suitability.  Site submitted for mixed use - consider for both housing and employment. 

CFS0648 Evesham Road, Lower Moor  Site allocated in SWDP and now built out.  
CFS0649 Salters Lane, Lower Moor  No obvious means of achievable access. 

CFS0653 Land adjacent to Station Road, 
Bretforton 

Development of the site would result in a loss of valued open space. 

CFS0654 Land rear of Beech Avenue, 
Drakes Broughton 

No major constraints but query over achieving access and whether the development of 5 dwellings is possible. In any 
case, CFS0027 preferred. 

CFS0658 Land off Upton Road, Defford 
(OS 921432) 

The site is considered to be unsuitable on the grounds of nature designation and access constraints.  

CFS0661 Allesborough Farm, 
Allesborough Hill, Pershore 

Part of site has planning permission for 27 dwellings (allowed on appeal) but it is not considered appropriate to allocate 
the site because the appeal was determined in accordance with the specific application submitted and another layout or 
an increase in number of dwellings is unlikely to be acceptable in this sensitive location.  

CFS0663 
Field north of the Vicarage, 
Pershore Road, Upton 
Snodsbury 

Site not suitable for development - site is covered by significant gap and tree's on site have preservation orders 
attached to them 

CFS0672 Land at Evesham Road 
(B40805), Cleeve Prior 

Rule out - not a suitable site for development - would not meet Development Strategy.  Concerns regarding impact on 
adjacent LWS and character / scale. 

CFS0673 Land off Church Road and Mill 
Road, Hampton, Evesham 

Not suitable for development - either housing or employment.   Significant Gap and Flood Risk.  Includes 0676 - (smaller 
cut of land). 

CFS0675 Land at Peewit Road, Hampton, 
Evesham 

Not a suitable site for development - either housing or employment.   Significant Gap and Landscape concerns.  Also 
surface water concerns. 

CFS0678 Land at Cheltenham Road, 
Sedgeberrow 

Duplicate site removed from process - Site is now known as CFS0531a 

CFS0679 Land at Red Lane, Hampton, 
Evesham 

Horse paddock/vacant land with a caravan site located at the bottom of the hill outside the southern boundary.  Bound 
by hedge and fencing.  Trees and power lines on site.  
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CFS0681 Land off Sawmills Walk, Coxlea 
Close and Blind Lane, Evesham 

Proposed for housing. Site slopes down towards rugby ground. Site lies adjacent to existing business park. 
Previously level 1 - strip of land to west within FZ 2 and FZ 3. Good employment site if flood risk can be mitigated. 
Submitted with CFS 680 to create larger site. 

CFS0683 Land off Sandscroft Avenue, 
Broadway 

Access is proposed to be gained through an existing garage block owned by Rooftop off Sandscroft Avenue. Site sits at 
the bottom of a hill and is bound by mature trees and hedges. There is a wooded copse in the western section of the 
site. Public footpath runs through southern edge of site and adjoins a public bridleway to the east. Site separates village 
from bypass presently 

CFS0684 Worcestershire Hunt Kennels, 
Station Road, Fernhill Heath 

Site removed from services and facilities and scale inappropriate for an allocation. Extant permission on part of site 
following Appeal. Other sites preferred.  

CFS0687 Charlton Hollow, Red Lane, 
Hampton, Evesham 

Consider for housing and specialist extra care village. Site sits behind existing housing development and would require 
the demolition of two bungalows to gain access through.  Public footpath runs directly through site.  Most of the land is 
orchard / copse / open space.  Site slopes to the south.  Biodiversity value and loss of character.  Impact on urban fringe 
and amenity of existing houses.  Capacity issue as Pershore Road junction is serving a lot of development presently.  Not 
suitable for development due to access capacity, poor location, character and biodiversity and loss of open space and 
orchard. 

CFS0691 Land off Wyre Road, Pershore Site extends too close to Wyre Piddle, reducing gap to approx. 230m.  
CFS0693 Cheltenham Road, Bredon The allocation of the site is ruled out on the basis of the policy constraints in the Bredon Neighbourhood Plan. 

CFS0715 Land to the south west of St 
Ecgwins Church, Honeybourne  

Detrimental impact on historic assets and disconnected location in the open countryside.  

CFS0721 Land at St Richards Close, 
Wychbold 

Development would result in the loss of valued open space. 

CFS0722 Land off Churchill Road, 
Sedgeberrow 

Site not suitable for development - site comprises arable field with development backing onto it; poor access and would 
see an unnatural add on to the built form of the village 

CFS0723 Land at Chapel Road, Pebworth  Alternative site allocated in Pebworth neighbourhood plan. 

CFS0728 Former Royal British Legion 
Site, Millridge Way, Hartlebury 

Size/Access. The brownfield site is within the development boundary and its redevelopment could improve the 
character of the area as currently occupied by run down building. However, site is relatively small (likely to be less than 
5 dwellings) and has potential access issues and is therefore not considered appropriate to carry forward as an 
allocation. It could come forward as a small windfall site because it is within the settlement boundary. 

CFS0730 Land at Horsebridge Avenue, 
Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - access served from main road off bend; would unnaturally extend existing mid 20th 
century housing estate, development would be opposite modern estate though 

CFS0731 Land off Blacksmiths Lane, 
Little Beckford 

The site is in an isolated location and is considered unsuitable.  

CFS0736 Land at Steynors Avenue, 
Droitwich Spa 

Loss of valued public open space and play area.  

CFS0740 Land on the east side of Hilltop 
Lane, Ombersley  

No physical or environmental constraints although an allocation on this site would bring village edge adjacent to A449. 
Other sites preferred. 

CFS0755 Badsey Road, Evesham The site has potential access issues and would be out of character with the location. Other sites are preferred. 
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CFS0758 
Land between Corner House 
and Chaston Lodge, Stonepit 
Lane, Inkberrow 

Access. Effectively an infill site between row of frontage housing but land is on a bank so access likely to be problematic, 
plus loss of views of tower, which is a significant landscape feature, contributing to the sense of place. 

CFS0770 Land near the Boot Inn, Flyford 
Flavell 

The site is considered to be unsuitable due to historic environment constraints.  

CFS0795 Land off Weston Road, 
Honeybourne  

Detrimental impact on setting of Conservation Area. Site allocated in adopted Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan.  

CFS0796 Land at Harvington The availability of the site is unknown. 
CFS0798 Land at Badsey Duplicate (sc)/ Availability Unknown - site removed from process.  The site is now known as CFS0144 

CFS0806 Land at 42 Three Springs Road, 
Pershore 

Access. Surrounded by residential development but no safe access can be provided for the extra development. 

CFS0815 Barns & Stables, rear 1 to 6 
North End, Pinvin  

Development on this parcel of land would represent backland development out of keeping with the surrounding urban 
form. The development would extend into open fields that would depart from the ribbon-esque development that is the 
predominant feature along Main Street. The site is not preferred for allocation in Pinvin. 

CFS0818 The Willows, Station Road, 
Pershore 

Planning permission previously granted for two dwellings - site unlikley to be able to accommodate at least five 
dwellings. Flood mitigation issues to also consider.  

CFS0822 Land at Bayton Potentially should be ruled out on ecological grounds. Also will impact setting of LB. Also a high risk to sewage network 
and the ground is steep and undulating. 

CFS0827 
Land building 'all listed' at 'The 
Malt House' and Milburgh 
House' Main Street, Offenham 

Houses, workshop and residential gardens / yard. 
Public footpath runs behind site.  Site likely to be in Conservation Area and contains Listed Buildings and Listed Wall.  
Signage business still running from 'The Malt House'.  Character buildings - black and white thatched cottages and 
traditional red brick and stone barn conversion - loss of local distinctiveness and impact on character of conservation 
area.  Not a good site for redevelopment. 

CFS0828 Field Barn Lane, Cropthorne Landscape / Inadequate Sewerage. Landscape Officer has raised objection as not in keeping with existing settlement 
pattern and the visual impact, see comments above. High impact on sewerage as a result of the development. 

CFS0837 Land off Worcester Road, 
Drakes Broughton 

Scale of site inappropriate in this location; development of entire site would lead to encroachment into the open 
countryside and associated impacts on the landscape. Also surface water flooding issues on the eastern boundary of the 
site, where access would need to achieved off Stonebow Road.  

CFS0844 Land at Brewers Lane, Badsey Site reduced in scale 
A smaller cut 0844sc is allocated in the PO doc 

CFS0850 Land at Alcester Road, Kington, 
Flyford Flavell 

Rule out - Scale / Historic Environment.  Could possibly support a smaller site. 

CFS0855A Land north of Union Lane, 
Droitwich Spa 

Suitable for mixed use. CFS0855A and CFS0855B comprise the 2.9ha in the Preferred Options. Both need to be assessed 
as a single site.  

CFS0855B Land south of Union Lane, 
Droitwich Spa 

Mixed allocation. Both sites CFS0855A and CFS 0855B comprise PO site. No assessment only undertaken for CFS0855A. 

CFS0856 Arrow Lane, North Littleton 
Site (as a whole) not suitable for development - development on whole site would begin to erode the separation 
between North and Middle Littleton; small cut at northern part of site inline with the existing ribbon development would 
naturally extend built form but difficult to achieve 
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CFS0858 Corner Farm, Bretforton Road, 
Honeybourne 

Detrimental impact on Conservation Area and setting of listed building. Site allocated in emerging Honeybourne 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

CFS0866 Land adjacent to & west of the 
Galton Arms, Himbleton 

Good site, centrally located. Not deemed appropriate to allocate entire site as this would disrupt the linear nature of 
Himbleton, but development of frontage is supported with allocation in the SWDPR - CFS0866sc.  

CFS0867 30847ONW Hartlebury 
Scale/Historic Environment. Development of the site would materially affect the character of the settlement due to its 
size, difficult access, steep banks, mature planting to road frontage and it abuts the Conservation Area boundary 
impacting upon its current open setting. 

CFS0872 Field at the end of New Road, 
Pebworth  

There are no significant physical or environmental constraints as to why the site is unsuitable for development. It is 
considered there may be some impact on the conservation area and listed buildings within the vicinity. Although some 
limited development of the site could respect the settlement pattern and form any significant allocation would extend 
development into the open countryside. The adopted Pebworth NP includes a residential allocation and therefore it is 
not proposed to make an allocation in the settlement for the Review.   

CFS0879 Main Road, Pinvin  
Development on this parcel of land would represent backland development out of keeping with the surrounding urban 
form. The development would extend into open fields that would depart from the ribbon-esque development that is the 
predominant feature along Main Street. The site is not preferred for allocation in Pinvin. 

CFS0885 Land off Cherry Orchard Road, 
Lower Moor  

The site is unsuitable due to flood risk. 

CFS0888 Land to the West of 
Birmingham Road, Badsey 

Other Sites Preferred - Possibly suitable as a small site - slightly isolated from village but would naturally extend built 
form; development directly adjacent, bus stop and public house close by 

CFS0889 Land adj to South of Upton 
Snodsbury 

Site not suitable for development - isolated from main settlement  

CFS0890 Land adj to South of Upton 
Snodsbury 

Site not suitable for development - site too large for development; poor connectivity to village and isolated from main 
services; would unnaturally extend village 

CFS0896 Prince Henry's High School, 
Victoria Avenue, Evesham 

Loss of Valued Open Space/Loss of Valued Community Infrastructure 

CFS0902b Little Meadows Farm and 
Middlesex Farm, Pebworth 

Flood risk from surface water flooding. An allocation on this site would be inappropriate to the scale of the village. The 
Pebworth Neighbourhood Plan allocates a site.  

CFS0909  Land South of Harvington 
Lodge, Harvington 

The site has been put forward as a mixed use site for residential, school, Shop, Amenity, Small Workshop / Loft Facilities 
i.e. car repair for local needs. Other Sites Preferred (NP). Potential site for development in conjunction with part of 
CFS0220. Subject to satisfactory boundary planting to open countryside. However concern over surface water / 
sewerage - would need adequate mitigation.  

CFS0914 The Oxstalls, Off A46 Evesham 
Bypass, Evesham 

The site is considered to be in an isolated location and is considered unsuitable due to nature designation constraints.  

CFS0918 Land Opposite, Goldcliffe, 
Church Lane, Whittington  

Incongruent with existing settlement pattern/Loss of Significant Gap 

CFS0923 Ridgeway, Station Road, 
Broadway 

Other sites are preferred and considered more suitable in this location. The site would be out of character with the area. 
Includes 365a and 365b (smaller cuts). 

CFS0926 Bleinham Nursery, Station 
Road, South Littleton 

The site is considered unsuitable due to nature designation, landscape and flood risk constraints.  
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CFS0929 Land at Lydstep, Cleeve Road, 
Middle Littleton 

Other sites preferred - residential development in this location would not be congruent with existing development, site 
sits on opposite side of road to residential development; possible employment site 

CFS0938 Land off the A4440, 
Whittington 

Development would result in the loss of valued open space 

CFS0952 Rear 63/81 Bretforton Road, 
Badsey 

Site not suitable for development - poor access to site; backland development that would unnaturally extend the built 
form (ribbon development) along road 

CFS0956 Land north of A422, Upton 
Snodsbury 

Site not suitable for development - ribbon development stops where site starts; small scattering of further development 
to the west though shape of site would provide odd piecemeal incongruent with surroundings 

CFS0958 Land off Farm Lane, South 
Littleton 

The site is considered unsuitable due to nature designation, landscape and access constraints.  

CFS0959 Land off Shinehill Lane, South 
Littleton 

Potential for frontage development to replicate ribbon development on the opposite side, Landscape Officer also 
supportive of this. However approx. third of the site to the south is in high to medium flood zones. Hydraulic modelling 
will be necessary to determine mitigation required. CS461 closer to local services and facilities.  

CFS0968 Land at Pulley Lane & Newland 
Road, Droitwich Spa 

Development would have a detrimental impact TPOs and nearby SSSI. 

CFS0969 Land at Keepers Cottage, 
Newland Road, Droitwich Spa 

No physical or environmental constraints. Possible highway implications for junction of Pulley Lane with A38. Other sites 
preferred. 

CFS0979 Land to the south of Averill 
Close, Broadway 

The site is considered to be unsuitable due to access issues.  

CFS0980 Land north of Gordon Close, 
Back Lane, Broadway 

The site is located in, and would have an impact upon, the AONB. 

CFS0985a Land at Cooksholme Farm, 
Wadborough Road, Littleworth 

Vast site in comparison to the size of Littleworth, which would more than double the size of the village. Major flood flow 
route from west to east through middle of the site and potential impact on adjacent Listed Buildings. 

CFS0990 Land adjacent to Vale Park 
Business Park, Longdon Hill 

Not suitable for residential - isolated.  Includes 0142 and 143 that are being taken forward as employment sites. 

CFS0993 Site off Main Street and Mill 
Lane, Cleeve Prior 

The site is considered to be suitable site for development, subject to highways comments. However, the site is not a 
proposed allocation.  

CFS0998 Land off Church Lane, 
Whittington 

Incongruent with existing settlement pattern - This area provides visual and physical separation between the historic 
core of the village of Whittington and more recent residential development to the north-east. It is important in terms of 
the landscape character of the village to maintain this separation, maintaining a rural landscape setting for the main 
historic core of the village, partly within the Conservation Area and is close several listed buildings. 

CFS0999 
Land to the south of 
Whittington CofE Primary 
School, Whittington 

Incongruent with existing settlement pattern - Site is mainly to rear of existing built development and would be out of 
character with predominantly frontage development in the village. Butts up to M5 and there are a couple of PROW that 
cross the site. Access onto Church Lane can be achieved but it will probably require the signalisation of Whittington 
Roundabout to control vehicle movements. Part of site on immediate boundary of Conservation Area. Medium impact on 
sewerage network. Potential Contamination Land on site - 2x Pond (infilled). Risk Assessment and likely Site 
Investigation required. Notes - noise assessment required - some areas of the site may be unsuitable for residential 
development; standard air quality Mitigation Measures applicable to sites of ≥10 residential dwellings. 
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CFS1000 Land off Brewers Lane, 
Whittington 

Site in significant gap. Site is within the Significant Gap, its development would lead to the coalescence of Whittington 
and existing allocated site therefore contrary to the purposes of the significant Gap. 

CFS1022 Land south of Froxmere Road, 
Crowle 

Site disproportionately large in comparison to village and development would have a detrimental impact on the 
Conservation Area.  

CFS1026 Land off Elmley Road, Ashton 
under Hill 

The site is considered unsuitable due to impact on the AONB and scale in relation to the size of the village.  

CFS1031 South House, Main Street, 
South Littleton 

Nature Designation/Loss of Valued Open Space.  Previously level 1 site as within Conservation Area and an area of Public 
Open Space as defined in the SWDP. Site slopes to the east.  Bound wholly by cotswold stone wall (possibly listed?).  
Some trees within site.  Currently used for grazing alpacas.  Extremely poor access - single lane road / track that is main 
drop off point for the adjacent first school.  Within historic part of the village. 

CFS1032 Land to the rear of Main Street, 
South Littleton 

Advised by WWT that the site is a grassland inventory and should not be allocated. Concern over access to the site as 
just off an s bend. Site adjacent conservation area and is a greenfield site off the main road through the village. Mature 
hedges bounding site with trees to the boundary and within the site itself 

CFS1044b Land at Mitton, East of Bredon 
Road, Tewkesbury 

Please refer to CFS1044. 

CFS1048 Land at Station Road, 
Broadway 

The site is considered to be unsuitable due to its size and its impact on the character of the area.  

CFS1050 Thornleigh Farm, Stonebow 
Road, Drakes Broughton 

Scale of site inappropriate in this location; development of entire site would lead to encroachment into the open 
countryside and associated impacts on the landscape. Also surface water flooding issues at the top part of the site and 
on the boundary with Stonebow Road. 

CFS1052 Land situated to the West of 
Cheltenham Road, Evesham 

The site is in an isolated location and is considered unsuitable.  

CFS1053 Land rear Hawthorne Close, 
Drakes Broughton 

Access to the site may not be achievable due to adjacent railway bridge and the associated issues with visibility splays. 
Site also has surface water flooding history along entire length of south western boundary. 

CFS1055 Land adjacent to the Vernon 
Arms, Salt Way, Hanbury 

Site is built out.    

CFS1056 Land at Hampton, Evesham No - smaller cut needs to be assessed - this reflects PP granted.  Suitable Site for Development.  Duplicate of ruled out 
site CFS0348.  Smaller cut 1056sc is allocated in PO doc 

CFS1057 The Neuk, 3 Bretforton Road, 
Badsey 

Site unsuitable for development - would create piecemeal extension and be at odds with existing although similar 
backland small estate adjacent; access would require demolition of property 

CFS1061 Whiteway, 67A Main Street, 
Sedgeberrow 

Site not suitable for development - too large and no obvious smaller cut to develop as would be unnatural to existing 
built form  

CFS1069 Allotment Gardens, 
Longheadland, Ombersley 

Removed from the village services and facilities and in the open countryside. Other sites preferred.  

CFS1071 Ivy House, Chapel Lane, 
Ombersley 

The site is too small to allocate and would create backland development.    

CFS1072 Orchard House, Manor Road, 
Lower Moor 

Availability unclear and site subject to flood risk.  



SA of the SWDPR: Selection and Rejection          February 2021 

LC-668_Appendix_G_8_100221LB.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils G36 

Site Ref. Site Address Reasons for Rejection 

CFS1080 No.1 and No.7 St James Close, 
Littleworth 

Site performs well but would require the demolition of at least 1 dwelling to achieve access to rear, and as such it is 
unlikely that the development at least 5 dwellings (net) could be achieved. Site Ruled Out of the SHELAA due to Size. 

CFS1083 Land off Elmley Road, Ashton-
under-Hill 

The site is considered unsuitable due to impact on the AONB. 

CFS1087 Land at Farm Lane, South 
Littleton 

Ruled out for valued open space (grass inventory)/Access/Flood risk. Part of the site to the west is designated public 
open space which is a grassland inventory site and should be removed from any allocation. This portion of the site is also 
within medium flood risk.  Concern over access. 

CFS1088 South West Bromsgrove (part 
within Wychavon District) 

Site is in the Green Belt and is in an isolated location.  

CFS1089 Land off Anchor Lane, 
Harvington 

Impact on Conservation Area/ Neighbourhood Plan allocation is the preferred site 

CFS1090 Tewkesbury road, Eckington There are no environmental, physical or policy constraints why this site is unsuitable for housing development.   

CFS1091 Land north of 63 Bretforton 
Road, Badsey 

Site removed from process - duplicate (CFS0952) 

CFS1092a  Land south of Newland Lane, 
Droitwich (Site A) 

The site is located in the Green Belt (Level 1 SHELAA). 

CFS1092b  Land south of Newland Lane, 
Droitwich (Site B) 

The site is located in the Green Belt (Level 1 SHELAA). 

CFS1095 Land at Bretforton Hall Site not suitable for development - site is protected open space and would adversely affect the Bretforton Conservation 
Area and setting of listed building 

CFS1098 Land at the Kestrels, Badsey 
Road, Evesham 

The site is considered to be unsuitable due to nature designation constraints.  

CFS1100 Atkinson Street, Childswickham The site is considered unsuitable due to flood risk and village categorisation.  
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Comments received 08/01/21 from Corin Beames 
1 E3 ‘This report is being published following previous rounds of consultation 

which appraised spatial options and site allocations to inform the process of 
identifying, describing and evaluating reasonable alternatives. This 
Regulation 18 (III) SA Report is an accompaniment to the work carried out in 
the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report. It includes appraisal information about 
strategic locations for development, policy assessments and site allocations.’ 

Done Text amended, and further edited as 
per comment 57. 

2 E4 74 sites  No action 
required. 

The correct total of reallocated sites is 
again 79, now that the additional 5 
sites (SWDP52/5, SWDP52yR, 
SWDP59/13R, SWDP60/10R and 
SWDP60/24R) have been added to 
Appendix E. 

3 E6 ‘A total of 48 draft policies have been identified by the SWCs. This includes 
seven strategic policies…’ 

Done Text amended. 

4 E6 ‘This includes ensuring the delivery of an appropriate housing mix, protecting 
the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs…’ 

Done Text amended. 

5 E7 ‘This SA report also appraises an additional 41 reasonable alternative sites and 
74 reallocation sites which are presently allocated in the adopted SWDP and 
are proposed for reallocation in the SWDPR. ‘ 

Done Text amended. 
However, total of 79 reallocations is 
correct as per comment 2. 

6 E7 ‘…increased carbon emissions’ Done Text amended. 
7 1.1.1 ‘The purpose of SA/SEA is to help guide and influence the SWDPR decision 

making process for the South Worcestershire Councils (SWCs)’. 
Done Text amended. 

8 1.1.2 ‘This SA/SEA document follows on from the SA Scoping Report (2018)1, the 
SA Issues and Options Report (2018)2 and the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report 
(2019)3. It is an accompaniment to the work carried out in the Regulation 18 
(II) SA Report.’ 

Done Text amended. 

9 1.6.1 ‘Table 1.1 below presents a timeline of stages of the SWDPR and SA process 
so far. To date, This represent Stages A and B of Figure 1.2.’ 

Done Text amended. 

10 Table 1.1 For the bottom left box:  
Title: Further Preferred Options Consultation  
‘This consultation provides further information relating to the Sustainability 
Appraisal process for the SWDPR and accompanies the work carried out for 
the Regulation 18 (II) stage SA Report.’  
Preferred Options consultation was November to December 2019. 

Done Text amended. 
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11 Table 1.1 Bottom right box: 74 sites No action 
required. 

See comment 2. 

12 1.9.1 ‘…alongside the Preferred Options consultation paper.’ Done Text amended. 
13 1.10.1 ‘This Regulation 18 (III) SA Report is an accompaniment to the work carried 

out in the Regulation 18 (II) SA Report. It sets out an assessment of nine 
strategic locations, the 48 draft SWDPR policies, 41 additional reasonable 
alternative sites and 74 reallocated sites. The SA report also sets out the 
reasons for selecting and rejecting reasonable alternative sites.’ 

No action 
required. 

This is already stated in para 1.1.2 as 
per comment 8 above. 
 
Total of 79 reallocations is correct as 
per comment 2. 

14 1.10.2 ‘Appendix E presents the assessment of the 74 reallocated sites.’ Done Text amended. 
However, total of 79 reallocations is 
correct as per comment 2. 

15 Box 2.1 – 1. Climate 
Change Mitigation 

‘Worcester City Council declared a climate emergency in July 2019 and have 
committed to take action in helping the city become carbon neutral by 2030. 
The Draft Environmental Sustainability Strategy for Worcester indicates that 
collaborative work across all sectors will need to be undertaken to tackle 
emissions and ensure that the Council can deliver on its pledges. This includes 
the de-carbonisation of transport (e.g. widespread adoption of electric 
vehicles), energy efficient homes and businesses, protection of Worcester’s 
natural environment and the enhancement of its biodiversity; and renewable 
energy schemes.’ 
 
This section also needs to factor in Malvern Hills and Wychavon’s equivalent 
strategies: 
Wychavon District Council have developed an ‘Intelligently Green Plan’ 
(2020 – 2030) that reflects the Worcestershire Energy Strategy targets 
comprising the need to halve district wide carbon emissions, double the size 
of Wychavon’s low carbon economy by 2030; treble the amount of 
renewable generation, and capture at least 500 tonnes of carbon per year 
by 2025 through restoring, enhancing and creating a range of habitats 
across the district. 
Malvern Hills District Council, in their response to the climate emergency 
have produced a ‘Destination Zero’ plan to create a greener and more 
sustainable district with the aim of achieving carbon neutrality by 203o. The 
plan will encourage low carbon development and design measures to 

Done Text added. 
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improve resilience and adaptation to climate change; and seek 
improvements to the energy efficiency of homes across the district. 

16 Box 2.1 ‘As carbon emissions have been calculated per person per dwelling, sites 
proposed for employment or non-residential end use have not been included 
in this assessment.’  
Does this objective therefore need to clarify that however the results of this 
objective turn out, there may be further negative effects for climate change 
as a result of employment growth which has not been factored in? 
Conversely, where renewable energy generation is incorporated on 
employment land, the negative effects could be offset somewhat. 

Done Agreed, clarification has been added to 
Box 2.1. 

17 Box 2.5 Objective 
5 – Pollution and 
Waste. 

Under the waste section, just to check that 255,502 tonnes for Malvern Hills 
is correct? It is much higher than WDC and WCC. 

Done Text amended.  Correct figure is 
25,502. 

18 3.1.1 ‘Part of the SWCs’ preferred spatial development strategy for the distribution 
of growth within South Worcestershire is to focus strategic growth at new 
free standing and existing expanded settlements across the three districts’. 

Done Text amended, and further edited as 
per comment 61. 

19 3.2.2 (Call for Sites) CfS. Amend bracketing and duplication of term/ordering. Done Text amended. 
20 3.2.3 ‘Potential strategic locations have been described in terms of a redline 

boundary…’ 
Done Text amended. 

21 3.2.4 ‘It is considered that the R18(III)/R19 SA work updates and supersedes the SA 
outputs prepared at the R18(II) stage for strategic location sites.’ 

Done Text amended. 

22 3.3.5 This will be 1 to 9 once Stensham is added in. Done Ranking has been updated with the 
addition of Strensham. 

23 3.2.6 ‘Sites have been identified as potentially contributing to a strategic location 
by meeting some or all of the following criteria:’ 

Done Text amended. 

24 3.3.10, 3.3.30, 
3.3.50, 3.4.3 

Formatting error? Paragraph starts above the table. Done Formatting has been corrected. 

25 3.3.23 Should it say ‘have indicative capacities of’ instead of ‘proposed for 
development’? 

Done Text amended. 

26 3.3.31, 3.3.32 and 
3.3.35 

Same comment as per 3.3.23 (may also be found elsewhere in the report). Done Text amended (main report and 
Appendix B) in relation to housing 
capacities. 

27 3.5.2 I have attempted not to confuse this commentary with the new strategy, or 
make the current adopted strategy appear ill judged. 
 

Done Text amended, and further edited as 
per comment 62. 
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‘By their very nature, urban extensions tend to be further away from the main 
centres where the majority of services lie. These urban extensions would 
typically be further away from the nearest railway station. Increased 
distances over and above those established in the adopted SWDP (2016) via 
the urban extensions will also make walking and cycling more challenging 
and a less realistic alternative to car-based journeys.’ 

28 3.5.4 ‘The allocation of further large scale urban extensions in addition to those set 
out in the adopted SWDP (2016) would have an unacceptable impact on 
existing infrastructure, for example, the A46(T) at Evesham; would result in 
the coalescence of settlements, e.g. Worcester…’ 

Done Text amended. 

29 3.5.6 ‘The five  strategic locations of Hanley Castle, Hinton-on-the-Green, Kempsey, 
Lower Broadheath and Strensham all have poor access to train stations. 
Hanley castle is located 6.8km south east of Great Malvern Station, Hinton-
on-the-Green is located approximately 4.4km south of Evesham Station, 
Kempsey is located approximately 3.2km south west of Worcestershire 
Parkway Station, Lower Broadheath is located approximately 2.7km north 
west of Worcester Foregate Station and Strensham is located XXkm north of 
Ashchurch for Tewkesbury station (Tewkesbury Borough).’  (Or Pershore if 
keeping it is S Worcs?) 

Done Text amended.  Tewkesbury is the 
closest station and has been stated in 
Appendix B. 

30 3.5.7 Kempsey village Done Text amended. 
31 3.5.8 and Strensham. Done Text amended. 
32 3.6.1 to 3.6.4 – 

Worcestershire 
Parkway 

‘Development at Worcestershire Parkway offers a rare opportunity to direct 
residential and economic growth around a new, national train station.’   
Is this correct/appropriate? 
 
Much of the strategic infrastructure necessary to allow development to 
progress can be relatively easily implemented. This could allow development 
to commence early in the plan period. In order to achieve this, work will need 
to be undertaken to demonstrate a clear route map to delivery. The delivery 
of Worcestershire Parkway will be driven by a comprehensive masterplan and 
all of the infrastructure requirements will be set out in a SWDPR strategic 
allocation policy. . The construction period for Worcestershire Parkway will 
exceed 15 years to 2041. 

Done Text amended, and further edited as 
per comment 65. 

33 3.6.5 to 3.6.8 - 
Throckmorton 

Throckmorton should be titled ‘Throckmorton Airfield’ 
 

Done Text amended.  
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‘Throckmorton Airfield has been identified as a suitable broad location for 
growth. The core of the site is brownfield land, coinciding with the derelict 
Throckmorton Airfield runway and associated buildings. The quantum of 
deliverable growth by 2041 is considered to be 2,000 dwellings and 20ha of 
employment land and the associated infrastructure to include two primary 
schools, a secondary school, plus a Local Centre with retail, health and leisure 
uses. Throckmorton Airfield is a proposed freestanding new  settlement 
based on Garden Communities’ principles. The land is neither Green Belt nor 
in an AONB. A detailed masterplan will be prepared for the site and the 
infrastructure requirements for the 2,000 dwellings will be set out in a 
SWDPR strategic allocation policy. The new settlement will require a new, 
direct road from the centre to the A44 before any development commences. 
The site is 3km from Pershore Railway Station, which is located to the north 
of Pershore.  Safe pedestrian and cycle links connecting  the new settlement 
to Pershore railway station will be required before any development 
commences. In addition, the entire community will be powered using 
Renewable Energy technology.’ 

34 3.6.9 – 3.6.11 – 
Rushwick 

‘Rushwick is located to the west of Worcester. Rushwick has good access to 
services at Worcester and has good links to the strategic highway network. 
There are considered to be relatively few significant planning constraints at 
Rushwick and the village is neither Green Belt nor in an AONB.  
There is considered to be a strong business case to open a new railway 
station at Rushwick as a railway line from Worcester Foregate Station to 
Malvern Link station passes through the current settlement.  The 
development of a rail station here would both help to address potential future 
traffic congestion issues in the wider area and offer a genuine opportunity for 
new residents to access employment, retail and leisure destinations by 
train.  However, it is acknowledged an expanded settlement may  not 
function effectively without the railway station being secured in advance.   
35The proposed development at Rushwick comprises 1,000 dwellings, 10ha 
of employment land, a new primary school and a local centre (to include retail 
and community uses).  A detailed masterplan will be prepared for the site and 
infrastructure requirements will be set out in a SWDPR strategic allocation 
policy.’ 

Done Text amended, and further edited as 
per comment 66. 
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35 3.6.12 – Mitton The proposed strategic allocation for 1,000 dwellings at Mitton is on land 
lying in Wychavon District but which abuts Tewkesbury and is in effect an 
urban extension of that town. At the Cheltenham/Gloucester/Tewkesbury 
Joint Core Strategy Examination in Public it was agreed that Wychavon 
would assist Tewkesbury to meet its’ outstanding housing requirement to 
the tune of 500 dwellings. Subsequently in 2019 the developers submitted a 
planning application for 500 dwellings, a new primary school, allotments 
and public open space. The SWDPR proposes to include the aforementioned 
development plus a further 500 dwellings (and associated community 
infrastructure) on additional land to the east. All of the infrastructure 
requirements will be set out in a SWDPR strategic allocation policy and 
there is no evidence to suggest the development is not viable. All of the 
proposed development is well connected to Tewkesbury and local service 
provision at Mitton and some at Tewkesbury itself is within an 800m/10 min 
ped-shed distance. None of the land is located in the Green Belt nor the 
Cotswolds AONB. 

Done Text added (now para 3.6.11 – 3.6.13). 

36 4.3.2 See my comments for section 2.1. Slight contradiction that employment land 
is not measured under the climate change mitigation objective, but it is 
considered a negative effective here in terms of an increase in carbon 
emissions for SWDPR1? (also aware that 316ha is incorrect and should be 
295ha but 316ha is what was published in the Preferred Options report). 

Done Sentence amended to clarify the 
adverse impacts identified in this 
context is as a result of the residential 
proportion of development rather than 
employment land. 

37 4.3.4 Clarification needed. The employment site locations are known and were 
named in the Preferred Options consultation document. However, many 
were missed from the Reg 18(ii) SA and this is being rectified in the Reg 18 III 
SA. 

Done Text amended and policy assessment 
updated (Appendix C). 

38 4.3.5 And the Malvern Hills AONB. Done Text amended. 
39 Site assessments These sites need to be removed from the main report: SWDP 43/29A, 

SWDP 52/1, SWDP 52d, SWDP 55, SWDP 61/* and SWDP 59/26A (they have 
been removed from Appendix E). 
 
Therefore, Regulation 18(III) Appendix E will assess a total of 74 reallocated 
sites. These 6 sites will be presented in the Regulation 19 SA.  

Done Sites have been removed from main 
report. 
 
Appendix E contains 79 sites including 
the 5 new additions, as per comment 2. 

40 5.1.2 74 sites No action 
required 

See comment 2. 

41 Table 5.1 Worcester site – SWDP43e Land at Hopton Street (‘t’ missing off street) Done Text amended. 
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Lots of rogue capital ‘R’s throughout the table. 
42 5.4.1 ‘Following the consideration of the updated post-mitigation appraisal of all of 

the reasonable alternative sites, the Councils have reaffirmed their preferred 
sites for allocation within the SWDPR. Appendix G sets out the council’s 
reasons for the selection and rejection of the reasonable alternatives and 
provides justification for their inclusion in the Preferred Options consultation 
document.’ 

Done Text amended. 

43 Appendix A No comments No action 
required 

N/A 

44 Appendix B Are we not removing the individual land parcels associated with each 
strategic location?  

Done Removed tables indicating land parcels 
within each strategic location. 

45 B4 ‘Note to client: is there only one land parcel that makes up Lower 
Broadheath?’ Yes, but see comment above. 

Done Removed table as per comment 44. 

46 B7 Noted that Strensham site assessment is to follow. Further site information 
requested by Lepus from the SWCs. 

Done Strensham has been assessed and 
added to Appendix B.  Updated draft 
issued 11/01/21. 

47 Appendix C – 
Policy SWDPR 3 

Comments noted under part H in terms of the differing of figures. This will 
be rectified at the Regulation 19 stage. I believe the correct figures should be 
13,957 dwellings and 295ha employment land (for Reg 18). 

Done Added footnote to Policy SWDPR 1 
(C.1.1) clarifying 295ha as the correct 
figure. 

48 Appendix D Noted that maps are to follow.  Done Maps have been added. 
49 Appendix E These sites need to be removed from the main report: SWDP 43/29A, SWDP 

52/1, SWDP 52d, SWDP 55, SWDP 61/* and SWDP 59/26A (they have been 
removed from Appendix E). 
Therefore, Regulation 18(III) Appendix E will assess a total of 74 reallocated 
sites. These 6 sites will be presented in the Regulation 19 SA.  

Done Table has been updated to remove 
these 6 sites and add in additional 5 
reallocations (as per comment 52), 
giving a total of 79 reallocated sites 
overall. 

50 Appendix F – 
Table F.1.1 

‘Table F.Error! No text of specified style in document..1: Identified adverse 
impacts and potential mitigating influence of the draft SWDPR policies’ 

Done Formatting corrected. 

51 Appendix G No comments. No action 
required 

N/A 

52 To follow from 
Lepus in January 

• The remaining 5 reallocated sites (SWDP 52/5, SWDP 52y, SWDP 59/13, 
SWDP 60/24 and SWDP 60/10) will be assessed as part of the 
Regulation 19 SA. These sites are to be assessed at the Reg 18 III stage 
but can also then be updated (if required) at Reg 19 as some may have 
been built out/started on site.  

• Strensham Strategic Location Site assessment. 

Done Remaining reallocated sites have been 
assessed and added to Appendix E. 
Strensham Strategic Location has been 
assessed and added to Appendix B. 
Updated drafts of these two 
appendices issued 11/01/21. 
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Comments received 13/01/21 from Cllr Adrian Darby – Wychavon DC (via Corin Beames) 
53 Page 17 Para E6 Insert ‘and Malvern Hills’ after Cotswold. The subsequent report treats both 

AONBs equally. 
Done Text added as per comment 4. 

54 Page 60 Para 
3.3.16 

It does not state that the Carrant Brook is a local wildlife site as well as being 
a watercourse. This might result in Mitton’s score being reduced to 1. 

Done Reference to LWS added to sentence, 
however, no change to ranking as a 
result of this.  Several of the strategic 
locations coincide with/ are adjacent 
to LWSs and so this alone was not 
relied upon in the ranking. 
 
Full assessments of each strategic 
location in Appendix B provide more 
detail re. designated biodiversity sites.  

55 Page 61 Para 3.3.18 This comment fails to take account of views from the summit of Bredon Hill 
and its lower SW slope, all in the Cotswolds AONB. The footpaths on this 
corner of the hill are exceptionally well used, and the tower of Tewkesbury 
Abbey is a key feature in this view. While the abbey would not be hidden by 
development at Mitton its prominence would draw the viewers eye to the 
new development. 

No action 
required 

See Appendix B for full assessment of 
Mitton strategic location.   
 
Compared to the other strategic 
locations, Mitton is considered to 
perform slightly better under Objective 
4 – but still an overall adverse impact 
has been determined. 
 
As stated in Box 2.4, LVIAs would 
provide greater detail in relation to 
views of and from sites.  No such detail 
has been available during the 
preparation of the SA. 

56 Page 62. Para 
3.3.27 

I am not happy giving so much weight to Grade 3a agricultural land rather 
than Mineral Safe Guarding Area. It is argued that Throckmorton scores 
better than Mitton because it is all Grade 3a land or better while it has no 
MSA. However inspection of the West Midlands Region 1:250 000 Series 
Agricultural Land Classification Map, which does not differentiate between 
Grade 3a and Grade 3b, shows that Throckmorton contains no Grade 2 or 
Grade 1 land., whereas the north eastern section of Mitton is shown to be 
grade 2. 

No action 
required 

See Appendix B for full assessment of 
strategic locations.  
 
As shown in Table 3.7, all strategic 
locations scored the same under SA 
Objective 6.  The ranking is therefore 
subjective, with minimal differences 
between each location.  
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The interactive map attached to the Worcestershire Emerging Minerals Local 
Plan shows that Mitton has an area of Mineral Safeguarding Area, while 
Throckmorton has none. 
 
Therefore, if one uses the criteria of Grade 2 (very good) agricultural land 
and protection of MSA Mitton is shown to be less sustainable than 
Throckmorton on both counts. 

 
As stated in Box 2.6, the SA assumes 
all Grade 3 ALC to be BMV land in the 
absence of site-specific surveys to 
distinguish between 3a and 3b. 
The ranking was based on both the 
area of potential BMV land lost, and 
area of MSA potentially sterilised. 
Minerals and agricultural land are both 
important issues and the SA does not 
state either to be more important than 
the other. 

Comments received 14/01/21 from Fred Davies (via Corin Beames) 
57 E3 ‘This report is being published following previous rounds of consultation 

which appraised spatial development  options and site allocations to inform 
the process of identifying, describing and evaluating reasonable alternatives.’ 

Done Text amended. 

58 Box 2.1 – Climate 
Change Mitigation 

[Re. Comment 15 from Corin Beames] 
Malvern Hills District Council, in their response to the climate emergency have 
produced a ‘Destination Zero’ plan to create a greener and more sustainable 
district with the aim of achieving carbon neutrality by 2030. The plan will 
encourage low carbon development and design measures to improve 
resilience and adaptation to climate change; and seek improvements to the 
energy efficiency of homes across the district. 

Done Text amended. 

59 Box 2.1 ‘As carbon emissions have been calculated per person per dwelling, sites 
proposed for employment or non-residential end use have not been included 
in this assessment.’  
As mentioned at JAP either it’s per person or per dwelling 

Done Text amended, see comment 71. 

60 Box 2.1 [Re. Comment 16 from Corin Beames:  
‘Does this objective therefore need to clarify that however the results of this 
objective turn out, there may be further negative effects for climate change 
as a result of employment growth which has not been factored in?’] 
 
But some of the employment will result in reduced commuting distances. 

Done Text added to this effect. 

61 3.1.1 ‘Part of the SWCs’ preferred spatial development strategy for the distribution 
of growth within South Worcestershire is to focus (8,000 of the additional 

Done Text amended. 
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14,000 total dwellings proposed supply) strategic growth at two  free 
standing and  and two existing expanded settlements across the three 
districts’. 

62 3.5.2 ‘By their very nature, urban extensions are invariably further away from the 
main centres where the majority of services lie. These urban extensions would 
typically be further away from the nearest railway station. Increased 
distances over and above those established in the adopted SWDP (2016) via 
the urban extensions will also make walking and cycling connections more 
challenging and a less realistic alternative to car-based journeys.’ 

Done Text amended. 

63 3.5.6 ‘The five  strategic locations of Hanley Castle, Hinton-on-the-Green, Kempsey, 
Lower Broadheath and Strensham all have poor access to train stations. 
Hanley castle is located 6.8km south east of Great Malvern Station, Hinton-
on-the-Green is located approximately 4.4km south of Evesham Station, 
Kempsey is located approximately 3.2km south west of Worcestershire 
Parkway Station, Lower Broadheath is located approximately 2.7km north 
west of Worcester Foregate Station and Strensham is located 17.6km north-
west of Ashchurchstation (Tewkesbury Borough).’ 

Done  Strensham has since been added to 
this para as per comment 29. 
(Note: Strensham is approx. 6km north 
of Ashchurch Station as the crow flies) 

64 3.5.6 [Re. Comment 29 from Corin Beames: 
‘Or Pershore if keeping it is S Worcs?’] 
Corin I consider it appropriate tha twe should take the distance to the 
nearest railway station 

No action 
required. 

Nearest stations have been used in all 
SA assessments. 

65 3.6.1 to 3.6.4 – 
Worcestershire 
Parkway 

Worcestershire Parkway offers a rare opportunity to deliver Garen 
Communities’ principles compliant development   with thea new (February 
2020) rail interchange station at it’s heart. 
The quantum of development considered deliverable by 2041 at 
Worcestershire Parkway is 5,000 dwellings, 50ha of employment land and 
associated infrastructure which would include a secondary school, four 
primary schools, a town centre (to include retail and other commercial space, 
leisure centre, medical service provision) and a minimum of 40% Green 
Infrastructure. This development will be built out  over a period of 
approximately 15 years. Worcestershire Parkway Station opened on the 23rd 
February 2020. The station is the essential element of the infrastructure 
necessary to reduce and shorten the length of car trips. The area is within 
3km of the urban edge of Worcester, such that it is reasonable to argue  that 
it will  meet some of the city’s unmet employment and housing needs. 

Done Text amended. 
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There is more than enough land in Flood Zone 1 within the SWDPR Preferred 
Options indicative allocation boundary strategic location to deliver the 
proposed development without direct some development to Flood Zones 2 
or 3. The land is neither Green Belt nor in an AONB. There are a few important 
localised environmental designations, however, these can be protected 
through the plan policies and ongoing  master planning work. 
Much of the strategic infrastructure necessary to allow development to 
progress can be relatively easily implemented. This could allow development 
to commence early in the plan period. In order to achieve this, work will need 
to be undertaken to demonstrate a clear route map to delivery. The delivery 
of Worcestershire Parkway will be driven by a comprehensive masterplan and 
all of the infrastructure requirements will be set out in a SWDPR strategic 
allocation policy. . 

66 3.6.9 to 3.6.11 – 
Rushwick 

Rushwick is located to the west of Worcester. Rushwick has good access to 
services at Worcester and has good links to the strategic highway network. 
There are considered to be relatively few significant planning constraints at 
Rushwick and the landis neither Green Belt nor in an AONB.  

Done Text amended. 

Comments received 14/01/21 from Cllr Ken Pollock – Worcestershire CC (via Corin Beames) 
67 Box 2.1 Section 2.10, dealing with carbon dioxide emissions (always refereed to as 

“carbon” but we’ll let that go) 
1% increase in emissions has a major negative effect 
0.1% increase in emissions has a minor negative effect. 
That is not what is written. The 0.1% is followed by “or more”! 1% is “more”, 
and that has a major effect! 
They then refer to “0.1% or more” as a “threshold”. Meaningless! Maybe that 
means 1% or 100% is the threshold – both qualify under “0.1% or more” 
They could say “about 0.1%” or “0.1% or less”, both accurate enough and 
sensible. 

Done Text amended. 

68 Box 2.2 Fluvial flooding: 1% - 3.3+% Again numerically illiterate. Let it be “1% - 3.3%”  
although the 3.3% would take some justification – it may be there! But 
adding “+” again makes it meaningless. 

Done Agreed, should read ‘1% or greater’. 
Text amended. 

69 Box 2.2 Pluvial flooding, 3 categories. 1) 3.3% +; 2) 1.0 – 3.3%; 3) 0.1 – 1.0%  
Category 3 is the problem. What about 0.05%? Why not “up to 1.0%”? Or 
have a category for “less than 0.1%” and say that is negligible. 

Done Clarification added. 
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70 Box 2.5 P42 Waste: Lucy Hodgson mentioned this 
 Population Waste, tonnes tonnes/head 
Wychavon 127,000 49,986  0.393 
Worcester 102,000 34,205  0.335 
Malvern Hills  78,000 255,502 3.275 
The above figures were offered without comment, but one is clearly wrong, 
as demonstrated by calculating the tonnes/head.  
It is difficult to see how anyone could offer that in a consultant’s report 
without querying it and finding the mistake! 

Done Typo in waste figure for Malvern Hills 
has been corrected as per comment 17. 

71 Box 2.5 They then refer to waste as “per person, per household”. Totally 
meaningless. One or the other but not both at the same time. 

Done The phrase ‘per person per household’ 
was used in attempt to clarify that 
calculations were made using average 
number of people per dwelling. 
Acknowledged that this is confusing 
and have therefore rephrased to ‘per 
person based on the average number 
of people per dwelling’. This also 
applies to Box 2.1. 
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