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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 options and site allocations to inform the process of identifying, describing and 
evaluating reasonable alternatives.  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. 

E5 Nine strategic locations have been identified by the SWCs which could potentially 
accommodate approximately 1000 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 eight 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 AONB, 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 and additional 41 reasonable alternative sites and 79 
reallocated sites which are presently allocated in the adopted SWDP and have potential to 
be allocated 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 
emission 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 making process for 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. 

 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.  

 
Figure 1.1: Malvern Hills, Worcester and Wychavon District boundaries Integrated approach to SA and SEA 

 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] 
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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.   

 
Figure 1.2: Sustainability appraisal process 

 
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] 
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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.  These 
presents Stages A and B set out in Figure 1.2.  The Councils have gathered information in 
relation to site availability through numerous ‘Call for Sites’ processes.  

Table 1.1: The SWDPR and Sustainability process so far 

Date SWDPR Stage Sustainability Appraisal 

August 2018  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 sets 
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.   

September - 
December 
2019 

Preferred Options Consultation 
This presents the Council’s 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. 

January 2021 Note to client: is anything being published 
from the SWCs alongside this consultation? 

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] 
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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. 

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

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 

Health and Well-being 3 

 
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] 
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Strategy or Policy Number of Options 

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 Preferred Options consultation paper. 

 The Preferred Options Consultation was held between 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 draft SWDPR policies. 
• Appendix D presents the assessment of the 41 additional reasonable alternative 

sites. 
• Appendix E presets 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 asses 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 ensure that all of the environmental criteria of the SEA Directive are 
represented.  Consequently, the SA Objectives reflect all subject areas to ensure 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). 

Table 2.1: Annex II of the SEA Directive 

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).   

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;  

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

• 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. 

Table 2.2: Impact sensitivity 

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. 

 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).    
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Table 2.3: Impact magnitude 

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”. 
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Table 2.4: Guide to scoring significant effects 

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.   
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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 arrived at. 

 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 us 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. 

 

Table 2.5: Average people per dwelling in Malvern Hills, Worcester and Wychavon in 2019 

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: 17/06/20] 

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: 17/06/20] 
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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, and renewable energy schemes. 

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 travel23 24. 

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.   

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 was25: 

• Malvern Hills – 495,200 tonnes 

• Worcester – 358,700 tonnes 

• Wychavon – 1,020,800 tonnes 

 
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: 17/06/20] 

22 Ibid 

23 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: 07/04/20] 

24 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: 
25/06/20] 

25 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: 17/06/20] 
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Box 2.1: SA Objective 1. Climate Change Mitigation - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

The carbon footprint per person per year for each district was26: 

• 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 0.1% or more 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 guidance27. 

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. 

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 provision or use of renewable energy would be 

likely to have a more positive impact on climate change mitigation. 

 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 data28, such that: 

• Flood Zone 3: 1% - 3.3+% chance of flooding each year; 

• Flood Zone 2: 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.  

 
26 Ibid 

27 DTA Publications (2017) The Habitats Regulations Assessment Journal: Air Pollution.  

28 Environment Agency (2013) Flood Map for Planning Risk.  Available at: http://apps.environment-agency.gov.uk/wiyby/cy/151263.aspx [Date 
Accessed: 17/06/20] 
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Box 2.2: SA Objective 2. Climate Change Adaptation - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

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 

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.  

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. 

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

• 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). 

The area within which development has the potential to have a direct/ indirect adverse 

impact on the integrity of a European site (SAC, SPA and Ramsar sites) is referred to as the 

buffer zone.  For the purposes of this report, a 5km buffer zone has been used to consider 

pressures and threats on European sites as a result of the development proposed.  

Research suggests that this is the ‘zone’ in which public access/ disturbance threats and 

pressures are likely to be exacerbated at European sites as a result of development. 

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 habitats29 protected under the 2006 

NERC Act30.  The assessment is largely based on a consideration of the proximity of a site 

to these ecological receptors.  

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 database31.  It 

is acknowledged this may not reflect current local site conditions in all instances.   

 
29 Source Natural England Priority Habitat Inventory April 2012 

30 Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. Available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents [Date Accessed; 
17/06/20] 

31 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] 
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Box 2.3: SA Objective 3. Biodiversity and Geodiversity - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

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 impacts32.  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.   

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.   

 
32 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 

Where development proposals coincide with priority habitats, are adjacent to an ancient 

woodland, LNR or LWS, 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 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 Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan 

2019 – 202433 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 – 202334 are to “conserve and enhance the natural beauty of the Cotswolds 

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

Cotswolds AONB”. 

 
33 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: 17/06/20] 

34 Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan 2018 – 2023.  Available at: 
https://www.cotswoldsaonb.org.uk/planning/cotswolds-aonb-management-plan/ [Date Accessed: 17/06/20] 
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Box 2.4: SA Objective 4. Landscape and Townscape - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

Development proposals which are coincident with or are located adjacent to one of these 

AONB’s 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 AONB’s 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 Guidance35.  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.  

 
35 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] 
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Box 2.4: SA Objective 4. Landscape and Townscape - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

Potential views from residential properties are identified through reference to aerial 

mapping and the use of Google Maps36.  

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 

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”37.  This statement is supported by Highways England and 

Natural England based on evidence presented in a number of research papers38 39.  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 

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

37 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] 

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

39 Ricardo-AEA, 2016.  The ecological effects of air pollution from road transport: an updated review.  Natural England Commissioned Report No. 
199. 
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Box 2.5: SA Objective 5. Pollution and Waste - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

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 

pollution40.  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.  

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 emissions41.  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.   

 
40 Institute of Air Quality Management (2017) Land-Use Planning & Development Control: Planning for Air Quality.  Paragraph 5.8. 

41 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] 
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Box 2.5: SA Objective 5. Pollution and Waste - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

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 water42.  

An approximate 10m buffer zone from a watercourse should be used in which no works, 

clearance, storage or run-off should be permitted43.  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. 

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 average44. 

Between 2018 and 2019, the total waste collected by each local authority was45: 

• Malvern Hills – 255,502 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 per household, development 

proposed for employment or non-residential end use have not been included in this 

assessment. 

 
42 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] 

43 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] 

44 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] 

45 Ibid 
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 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 NPPF46, 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 

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 

guidance47. 

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) land48.  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.  

 
46 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] 

47 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: 23/03/20] 

48 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: 
23/03/20] 
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Box 2.6: SA Objective 6. Natural Resources: - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

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 201049. 

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)50.   

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 

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 SWC’s 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)51 and Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment 

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

50 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: 21/07/20] 

51 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] 
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Box 2.7: SA Objective 7. Housing - Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

(SHELAA)52.  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 stability53. 

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. 

 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.54, 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 

 
52 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] 

53 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 

54 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 

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 road55.  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.56. 

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 

consideration in this assessment.  There is one NHS hospital with an A&E department 

 
55 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] 

56 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 

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

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 

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 encroachment57.  

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. 

 
57 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 distances58, 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 Maps59,60.  

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.   

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

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

60 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 

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 

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 distances61, 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.  

 
61 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 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.  

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 distances62, 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 bene identified by SWC’s. 

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 Maps63.  

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 

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

63 Google Maps (no date) Available at: https://www.google.co.uk/maps  [Date Accessed: 14/12/20] 
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Box 2.12: SA Objective 12. Economy and Employment- Assessment Methodologies and Assumptions 

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. 
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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 at free standing and expanding 
settlements across the three districts. 

 In 2018, at the Issues and Options consultation stage64, 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.  

 
64 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: 06/04/20] 
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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’ submissions were of the aforementioned 
scale and there were also a few locations where there were many (Call for Sites) 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 
allocations have been described in terms of a redline 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 SA outputs prepared 
at the R18(2) stage for strategic 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 Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment (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 because: 

• 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.  

 Nine potential strategic locations have been identified by the Councils: 

• Land south of ‘Worcester South’ (Kempsey); 
• Land west of ‘Worcester West’ (Lower Broadheath); 
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• 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 nine strategic locations within South Worcestershire.
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Figure 3.1: The nine reasonable alternative strategic locations within South Worcestershire [note to client: map needs updating to include Strensham] 



SA of the SWDPR: Regulation 18 (III)                                                                                                                            December 2020 

LC-668_SWDPR_SA_Reg18(III)_5_181220CW.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils                     45 

 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 – 2.12.  These assessments have been based on information provided by the 
SWCs, as well as expert judgement. 

Table 3.1: Impact matrix of all strategic location assessments 

 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.   

 Tables 3.2 – 3.13 present the likely overall SA impacts (as per Table 3.1), alongside the 
identified rank, with 8 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. 
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SA Objective 1 – Climate Change Mitigation 

Table 3.2: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 1 

 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.  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. 
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SA Objective 2 – Climate Change Adaptation 

Table 3.3: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 2 

 All eight 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.  Mitton 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 

Table 3.4: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 3 
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 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. 

 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) and is located in close proximity 
to Bredon Hill SAC.  The proposed development of 5,000 dwellings 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 

Table 3.5: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 4 

 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.  
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 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. 

 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. 

 It is considered that the proposed development at Hanley Castle 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 

Table 3.6: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 5 

 All eight 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 proposed number of 
dwellings 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 is proposed for the 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).   
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 Mitton and Rushwick are both proposed for the development of 1,000 dwellings; 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 proposed development of 2,000 dwellings would be 
expected to generate a significant amount of waste and pollution, followed by 
Worcestershire Parkway which is proposed for 5,000 dwellings. 

 The proposed development at Hinton on the Green 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  

Table 3.7: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 6 

 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 eight strategic locations would therefore be expected to result in a significant adverse 
impact on natural 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 six locations 
but cover larger areas of MSA than Mitton.  

 Throckmorton, Kempsey and Lower Broadheath are the next in the ranking.  Although 
Throckmorton covers the most BMV land out of the three, this location does not coincide 
with an MSA and therefore has been ranked higher than Kempsey and Lower Broadheath. 

 Hinton on the Green covers the largest area of BMV of the eight 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. 
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SA Objective 7 – Housing  

Table 3.8: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 7 

 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 are both proposed for the development of 
5,000 dwellings.  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.  Throckmorton would 
perform next best, proposing 2,000 dwellings during the Plan period.   

 Rushwick and Mitton are both proposed for the development 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 are both proposed for the development of 
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.  Hanley Castle is proposed for the 
development of 900 dwellings, and therefore, would make the smallest contribution towards 
residential growth.   

SA Objective 8 – Health and Wellbeing 

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 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 and Hanley Castle.  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 5,000 proposed new homes. 

SA Objective 9 – Cultural Heritage 

Table 3.10: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 9 

 

 Whilst all eight 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.  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. 

 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.   
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 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 

Table 3.11: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 10 

 

 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 Hanley Castle, Hinton on the Green, Kempsey and Lower Broadheath 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.   
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 Hanley Castle 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 to reach the closest 
facilities, including the train station in Evesham.  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  

Table 3.12: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 11 

 

 All eight 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 
is situated further away from existing schools and new residents would be reliant upon the 
development of new primary and secondary schools on site.   

 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 seven strategic locations. 
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SA Objective 12 – Economy and Employment  

Table 3.13: Strategic location ranking – SA Objective 12 

 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.  

 The development of 20ha of employment land is proposed at both Throckmorton and 
Kempsey.  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.  Lower Broadheath would provide 14ha of new employment land, 
and as such, would result in increased provision compared to Rushwick at 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. 
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Table 3.14: Overall ranking of each strategic location 

 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 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 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 tend to be further away from the 
main centres where the majority of services lie.  These new settlements would typically be 
further away from the nearest railway station.  Increased distances will also make walking 
and cycling 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.  

 The allocation of additional large scale new settlements 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. 

 

Strategic Location 

H
an

le
y 

Ca
st

le
 

H
in

to
n 

on
 th

e 
G

re
en

 

Ke
m

ps
ey

 

Lo
w

er
 B

ro
ad

he
at

h  

M
itt

on
 

Ru
sh

w
ic

k  

Th
ro

ck
m

or
to

n 

W
or

ce
st

er
sh

ire
 

Pa
rk

w
ay

 

Summed Rank 43 34 58 52 60 59 60 66 



SA of the SWDPR: Regulation 18 (III)                                                                                                                            December 2020 

LC-668_SWDPR_SA_Reg18(III)_5_181220CW.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils                     57 

 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 four strategic locations of Hanley Castle, Hinton-on-the-Green, Kempsey and Lower 
Broadheath 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 and Lower Broadheath is located approximately 2.7km north west of 
Worcester Foregate Station.  

 In addition, the proposed development at Hinton-on the-Green has the potential to impact 
the Cotswolds AOB which partially coincides with the strategic location.  The proposed 
development at Kempsey would be likely to increase the risk of coalescence between 
Worcester city and Kempsey town.  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, Hinton-on-the-Green, Kempsey and 
Lower Broadheath have not been selected for allocation within the SWDPR. 

 Preferred options 

Worcestershire Parkway 

 Development at Worcestershire Parkway offers a rare opportunity to direct residential and 
economic growth around a new, national train station.  

 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 phased over at least 10 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 envisage that it can meet 
some of the city’s unmet employment and housing needs.  

 There is more than enough land in Flood Zone 1 within the 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 subsequent 
master planning.  

 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.  It is anticipated that the delivery of Worcestershire Parkway will be 
driven by a comprehensive masterplan and further supplementary planning guidance to 
inform infrastructure provision, design quality etc.  
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Throckmorton 

 Throckmorton Airfield has been identified as a suitable broad location for growth.  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 and leisure uses.  The detailed masterplan 
and the fine-tuned infrastructure requirements are to be set out in a separate Development 
Plan Document which will subject to a separate public examination.  A new settlement will 
require a new, direct road from the centre to the A44 before any development commences.  
In addition, safe pedestrian and cycle links covering the 3km from the new settlement to 
Pershore railway station will be required.   

 The core of the site is brownfield land, coinciding with the derelict Throckmorton runway 
and associated buildings.   

 The site is close to Pershore Railway Station, which is located to the north of Pershore, and 
it is considered likely that pedestrian and cycle routes to the railway station from the 
strategic location would be incorporated into the design. 

 Note to client: anything further to add here? 

Rushwick 

 Rushwick is located to the west of Worcester.  There is 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 current 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 will not function effectively 
without the railway station being secured in advance.  

 The development considered at Rushwick comprises 1,000 dwellings, 10ha of employment 
land, a new primary school and a local centre to include retail and community uses.  High 
level infrastructure requirements will be set out in the SWDPR but the detail, including a 
masterplan, will be the subject of a separate Development Plan Document process. 

 Note to client: anything further to add here? 

Mitton 

 Councils to provide text. 
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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. 

Table 4.1: The 48 draft SWDPR 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 
SWDPR 44: Provision of Green Space and Outdoor Community Uses in New Development 
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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. 

Table 4.2: Impact matrix of the 48 draft SWDPR policies 

Po
lic

y 
Re

fe
re

nc
e  

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 -- +/- +/- +/- -- -- ++ - +/- - +/- ++ 

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 

SWDPR 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 0 
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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 

 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 316ha 
of employment floorspace within the Plan period.  The identified adverse impacts are 
associated with an increase in carbon emissions and increase in waste generation and a 
significant loss of soil resources.  The policy also identifies a range of uncertain impacts, as 
the scale and located of the proposed development is not yet known. 
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 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, as the location of the employment sites are 
currently unknown, 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 AONB, 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.  

Table 4.3: Recommendations for improvements to the draft SWDPR policies 

SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

1. Climate 
Change 
Mitigation 

Energy 
efficiency 

• Consider setting higher standards than required by the Building 
Regulations65 for residential-led developments such as the former Code 
for Sustainable Homes (CFSH) Level 466. 

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

Building Regulations67 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’68. 
• Consider retrofitting buildings to make them more energy efficient. 
• Evidence the carbon capture and storage properties of the Plan area. 

 
65 MHCLG (2016) Building Regulations: Approved Document.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/approved-documents 
[Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 

66 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: 16/01/20] 

67 MHCLG (2016) Building Regulations: Approved Document.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/approved-documents 
[Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 

68 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: 16/01/20] 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

• 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 
Strategy69 is 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’70 and ‘Land use: Reducing emissions and preparing for 
climate change’71. 

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 systems72. 

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’73. 

 
69 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: 
15/01/20] 

70 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: 15/01/20] 

71 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: 15/01/20] 

72 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: 16/01/20] 

73 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: 15/01/20] 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

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

4. 
Landscape 
and 
Townscape 

Nationally and 
locally 
designated 
landscapes 

• Recognise the setting of nationally important AONBs: the Cotswolds 
AONB and Malvern Hills AONB.  

• 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 
Plan74 and the outputs of the Progress Reports75. 

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’76. 

Water pollution • Policies should recognise the most recent Water Cycle Study77 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. 

 
74 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: 15/01/20] 

75 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: 15/01/20] 

76 CPRE (2005) Mapping Tranquillity.  Available at: https://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/mapping-tranquility/ [Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 

77 JBA Consulting (2019) South Worcestershire Councils Water Cycle Study – Phase 1 Scoping Study.  Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/WCS-South-Worcestershire-Final-Report-v1.0.pdf [Date Accessed: 
16/01/20] 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

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’78 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 Framework79, 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 Plan80 and the outputs of the Progress Reports81. 

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 Plan82.  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 Recreation83. 

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 
Report84. 

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

 
78 MHCLG (2019) Guidance.  Design: process and tools.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/design [Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 

79 Nortoft (2010) South Worcestershire Joint Core Strategy Sports Facilities Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.swdevelopmentplan.org/?page_id=2288 [Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 

80 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: 15/01/20] 

81 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: 15/01/20] 

82 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: 16/01/20] 

83 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: 
16/01/20] 

84 Worcestershire County Council (2012) Worcestershire Historic Landscape Characterisation.  Available at: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/4584/hlc_report.pdf [Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 
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SA 
Objective 

SA sub-
category 

SA Recommendations 

10. 
Transport 
and 
Accessibility 

Access to 
sustainable 
transport 
options 

• Policy and design codes should ensure development proposals consider 
the recommendations of the National Cycling Strategy85. 

• 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 National Cycling Strategy.  Available at: http://www.nationalcyclingstrategy.org.uk/ [Date Accessed: 16/01/20] 
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5 Site Assessments 
 Preface 

 Appendices D and E provide an appraisal of the additional reasonable alternatives and the 
reallocated sites considered by the SWCs.  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 an additional 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.   

Table 5.1: Site references and addresses 

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  

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  



SA of the SWDPR: Regulation 18 (III)                                                                                                                            December 2020 

LC-668_SWDPR_SA_Reg18(III)_5_181220CW.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils                     68 

Site Reference Number Site Address 

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  

SWDP52/1 Walsh's Yard, Poolbrook Common Road 

SWDP52/2 Former BMX track, Mayfield Road  

SWDP52d Land at Mill Lane, Poolbrook 

SWDP52m Former Railway Sidings, Peachfield Road  

SWDP52s Victoria Road Car Park  

SWDP53 Malvern Technology Centre (QineticQ)  

SWDP54 Blackmore Park 

SWDP55 Three Counties Showground 

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  

SWDP59/3 Land at Hope Lane  

SWDP59/6R Land between the school and Westmere  

SWDP59a Land at Walshes Farm  
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Site Reference Number Site Address 

SWDP59zzi Land south of Greenhill Lane  

SWDP60/1 Land adjoining Severne Green  

SDWP60/3 Land at Wheatfield Court  

SWDP60/4 Land adjacent to Highbrae  

SWDP61/* Land off Pearl Lane 

Worcester 

SWDP43/3 Ribble Close and Gas Holder Site  

SWDP43/4R 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 

SWDP43/29A Land at Chequers Lane/ Henwick Road 

SWDP43aa Lowesmoor Wharf 

SWDP43c Malvern Gate, Bromwich Road  

SWDP43eR Land at Hopton Stree 

SWDP43f County Council Offices, Sherwood Lane 

SWDP43g County Council Offices, Bilford Road 

SWDP43h Laugherne Garage, Bransford Road 

SWDP43kR Land off Bromyard Terrace 

SWDP43n Land at Earl's Court Farm 

SWDP43qR Zig Zag site, St John's 

SWDP43sR 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) 

SWDP49/3 Stonebridge Cross Business Park 

SWDP50/2 Employment site, top of Kings Road 
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Site Reference Number Site Address 

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 

SWDP59/26A Land north of Woodhall Lane, Ombersley 

SWDP60/9 Station Road 

SWDP60/15 Land off Roman Meadow, Pershore Road 

SWDP60/20 Site adjacent Nine Acres 

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 

 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. 

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

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 

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 ++ 
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Site Reference 
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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 - -- + 

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 - - + + - - - ++ + 
SWDP52/1 0 + - - - + + - 0 - - + 
SWDP52/2 0 -- - - - - + - 0 ++ -- + 
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Site Reference 
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SWDP52d 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP52m 0 - - -- - + + - - - ++ + 
SWDP52s 0 + 0 - - + + - - ++ - + 
SWDP53 - - - 0 -- - ++ - 0 - - + 
SWDP54 0 - - - - - 0 - 0 - 0 ++ 
SWDP55 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 - - + 
SWDP59a 0 - 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP59zzi 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/1 0 + 0 - 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/3 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP60/4 0 + 0 - - - + - 0 - -- + 
SWDP61/* 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 ++ 
SWDP43/29A 0 -- - - - + 0 - - ++ 0 +/- 
SWDP43aa 0 - - 0 -- + ++ - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43c 0 -- - 0 - + + - - - - -- 
SWDP43eR 0 - - - - - + - 0 ++ ++ + 
SWDP43f 0 + - - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP43g 0 -- - - - - + - 0 - ++ + 
SWDP43h 0 -- - 0 - + + - 0 - ++ -- 
SWDP43kR 0 - - - - - + - - ++ ++ + 



SA of the SWDPR: Regulation 18 (III)                                                                                                                            December 2020 

LC-668_SWDPR_SA_Reg18(III)_5_181220CW.docx 

© Lepus Consulting for South Worcestershire Councils                     73 

Site Reference 
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SWDP43n 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP43qR 0 - - 0 - - + - - ++ ++ + 
SWDP43sR 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 ++ ++ -- 
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 - -- + 
SWDP59/26A 0 + - - - - + - 0 - -- + 
SWDP60/9 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/15 0 + -- - - - + - 0 - - + 
SWDP60/20 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 
SWDP60/28 0 + 0 - - - + - - - - + 
SWDP61/3 0 + - -- 0 - + - - - - + 
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Site Reference 
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SWDP61/10 0 - - -- 0 + + - - - -- + 

 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. 

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

Site Reference 
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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 ++ 
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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  

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 - -- + 

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 ++ -- + 

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

SWDP52s 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 - -- + 
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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 - - + 

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

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 - ++ + 

SWDP43/4R 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 - - + 

SWDP43eR 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 - ++ + 

SWDP43kR 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43n 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP43qR 0 + 0 0 0 - + + 0 ++ ++ + 

SWDP43sR 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 
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Site Reference 
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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 ++ ++ + 

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 - - + 

SWDP60/15 0 + 0 0 0 - + - 0 - - + 

SWDP60/20 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 of the reasonable alternative sites, the 
Councils have identified some preferred sites for allocations within the SWDPR.  Appendix 
G sets out the reasons for selecting the sites set out in the Preferred Options Document and 
rejecting other reasonable alternatives considered. 
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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 
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