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NON TECHNICAL SUMMARY

This document describes the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of the Landscape and Biodiversity Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) and supported policies of the Basingstoke and Deane Borough Local Plan 1996-2011.  It has been prepared to fulfil the requirements arising from the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and the requirements for Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) arising from the SEA Directive (EU Directive 2001/42/EC).

The SA and SEA processes involve assessing the social, economic and environmental effects of the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD and the supported policies of the Basingstoke and Deane Borough Local Plan 1996-2011, which are E1, E3, E5, E6, E7 and E8.

This combined SA and SEA provides a positive assessment of the social, economic and environmental effects of both the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD and the supported policies of the Basingstoke and Deane Borough Local Plan (1996-2011).  Together, they will help to ensure that development avoids harm to the natural environment and the character of the countryside.  They will also help to ensure that development incorporates high-quality landscapes that provide social, environmental and economic benefits.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Purpose of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA)

1.1 This document sets out the sustainability appraisal and strategic environmental assessment for policies E1, E3, E5, E6, E7 and E8 of the Basingstoke and Deane Borough Local Plan 1996-2011 and the Landscape and Biodiversity Supplementary Planning Document (SPD).  It has been prepared to fulfil the requirements arising from the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and the EU Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive 2001/42/EC.

1.2 Sustainability Appraisals are an integral part of producing planning documents.  Under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act (2004), SAs are required to be prepared in parallel with the preparation of Development Plan Documents (DPDs) and Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs).

1.3 An SA aims to promote sustainable development by ensuring that the environmental, social and economic effects of plans and policies are considered during their preparation and adoption.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

1.4
SPDs have to be subject to a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) where they satisfy the relevant criteria under the EU Directive 2001/42/EC.  In summary, this includes considering the likely significance of a plan in relation to:

· the degree to which the plan sets a framework for projects with regard to location, nature, size and operating conditions by allocating resources;

· the degree to which the plan or programme influences other plans and programmes;

· environmental problems relevant to the plan; and

· the relevance of the plan for the implementation of community legislation on the environment.

1.5 
In relation to these characteristics, it is considered that the SPD may have a significant impact and influence.

1.6 A summary of the SEA requirements and the consideration that has been given, within this SA, to the criteria is set out within Appendix 1.

1.7 Although the requirement to carry out SA and SEA are distinct, government guidance indicates that it is possible to satisfy the requirement in a single document (Sustainability Appraisal of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development Documents, November 2005).  This combined approach has been applied to the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD and the local plan policies that it supports.

1.8 The SPD has been prepared in the light of this combined Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment in order to avoid or mitigate, as far as practicable, the potential negative impacts that were identified from the assessment of the SPD itself and the supported local plan policies.  The assessment process has also been used to develop a methodology for monitoring the implementation of the SPD.

The Sustainability Appraisal Process

1.9 There are five stages in the SA process:

· Stage A: Setting the context and objectives, establishing the baseline and deciding on the scope
A1 -
Identifying other policies, plans, programmes and sustainability


objectives

A2 - Identifying baseline information

A3 - Identifying sustainability issues

A4 - Developing the SA Framework

A5 - Consulting on the scope of the SA

· Stage B: Developing and refining options and assessing effects
B1 - 
Testing the local plan policies and SPD objectives against the SA Framework

B2 - Developing the SPD options

B3 - Predicting the effects of the SPD and the supported local plan policies

B4 - Evaluating the effects of the SPD and the supported local plan policies

B5 - 
Considering the ways of mitigating adverse effects and maximising 

     
beneficial effects 

B6 -  Monitoring

· Stage C: Preparing the Sustainability Appraisal Report
C1 - Preparing the SA Report

· Stage D: Consultation on the SPD and the Sustainability Appraisal Report
D1 - 
Consultation on the draft SPD and draft SA

D2 - Appraising significant changes

D3 - Decision making and providing information

· Stage E: Monitoring the implementation of the SPD
E1 - Monitoring the significant effects of the SPD and the supported local plan policies

E2 - Responding to adverse effects

2. REVIEW OF STAGE A


2.1
Stage A was completed and reported on in the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report (January 2007).  This SA Scoping report was subject to public consultation between the 5 January and 16 February 2007.  This section summarises Stage A and additional work in response to the consultation comments.

Task A1: Context Review

2.2
A review of relevant strategies, plans, programmes and policies (SPPPs) was undertaken as part of the scoping process.  The following additional documents were identified through the consultation on the SA Scoping Report:

· Biodiversity Strategy: The Loddon Catchment (Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust and Environment Agency, 2003);

· Planning Policy Statement 12 (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, 2004);

· LDF Monitoring: A Good Practice Guide (The Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, 2005);

· Farm Diversification and Traditional Farmsteads Supplementary Planning Document (Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council, 2007); and

· Tree Policy (Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council, 2007)

2.3 The above documents highlight the need to consider the following points of relevance to this sustainability appraisal:

· development should avoid adverse impacts on the wetland habitats of the River Loddon catchment and, where possible, contribute to the restoration and/or enhancement of wetland habitats in this area;

· local planning authorities must develop monitoring systems to assess the effectiveness of local development documents;

· the wider impacts of farm diversification on the viability of rural land management should be considered when assessing net landscape and biodiversity impacts or benefits; and

· retention of trees in developments should be an integral part of considering landscape and biodiversity and there should be a compatible relationship between trees and the built component of new developments.

Task A2: Baseline Information

2.4 Baseline information was reviewed within the SA Scoping Report as a basis for identifying sustainability issues and predicting effects that need to be monitored as the SPD is implemented.  This baseline information can be viewed in Section 6 of the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report.

Task A3: Identifying Sustainability Issues

2.5
Following consultation on the SA Scoping Report, the issues have been updated and are summarised in Table 1.

	Table 1: Sustainability Issues identified from the context review and baseline information and updated following public consultation on Stage A



	Sustainability Issues
	Supporting Evidence
	How can the SPD address this?

	Conserving and enhancing biodiversity and the character and quality of the landscape, whilst providing attractive, wildlife-rich environments for people to live.
	Securing the Future: the UK Government Sustainable Development Strategy (Cm 6467, 2005)

Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000

Biodiversity: the UK Action Plan (Cm2428)

England Biodiversity Group (2002) Working with the Grain of Nature: A Biodiversity Strategy for England, Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs

PPS1 Delivering Sustainable Development (Communities and Local Government, 2005)

PPS3: Housing (Communities and Local Government, 2006)

Planning Policy Statement 7: Sustainable Development in Rural Areas (Communities and Local Government, 2004)

Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation (Communities and Local Government, 2005)

Southeast Plan: Draft Plan for Submission to Government (March, 2006)

North Wessex Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan (The Council of Partners, 2004)

Biodiversity Action Plan for Hampshire (Hampshire Biodiversity Partnership,1998)

The Hampshire Landscape: a Strategy for the Future (Hampshire County Council, 2000)

Data on condition of local Sites of Special Scientific Interest available from Natural England

HBIC (2006) Monitoring Change in Priority Habitats, Species and Designated Areas for Local Development Framework Monitoring Reports

Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council Local Plan 1996-2011 (Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council, 2006)

Landscape Design Associates & Wessex Archaeology (2001) Basingstoke and Deane Landscape Assessment.  Basingstoke: Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council 

Living Landscapes: a Landscape and Biodiversity Strategy for the Borough of Basingstoke and Deane (Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council, 2003)


	Provide guidance for applicants and decision makers on the standards required to provide a net gain in biodiversity and landscape character / quality.

Provide guidance on designing new development within the context of the local area.

Provide guidance on enhancing landscape and biodiversity within development proposals.



	Mitigating and adapting to climate change
	Climate Change: the UK Programme 2006 (Cm6764 SE/2006/43

Planning Policy Statement: Planning and Climate Change (2006)

Supplement to Planning Policy Statement 1


	Guidance could reflect the need to create new landscapes which have the capacity to tolerate a range of future climate scenarios and minimise the need for artificial watering or intensive management.

The guidance could also reflect policy imperatives to incorporate sustainable drainage features into new development to minimise storm water run-off and help recharge ground water supplies.

The need to create habitat networks in order to aid species movement and provide varied microclimates within sites could be addressed.

	Minimising environmental impacts from resource use
	Securing the Future: the UK Government Sustainable Development Strategy (Cm 6467, 2005)

Pride in Our Place: the Community Strategy for Basingstoke and Deane 2006-2016 (Basingstoke & Deane LSP, 2006)
	Guidance could be given on the use of more sustainable materials and designing landscapes to reduce maintenance requirements.

	Ensuring that the external environment within new developments and local greenspace is accessible to all
	PPS1 Delivering Sustainable Development (Communities and Local Government, 2005)

PPS3: Housing (Communities and Local Government, 2006)

DCLG Circular 01/2006 Guidance on Changes to the Development Control System, Department for Communities and Local Government

Pride in Our Place: the Community Strategy for Basingstoke and Deane 2006-2016 (Basingstoke & Deane LSP, 2006)

Delivering a Successful Future: Basingstoke and Deane: Council Plan 2008-2011)
	Guidance could be given on how access issues should be addressed in landscape design and how these aspects should be dealt with in access statements and how they will be assessed by the council.

	Minimising opportunities for crime and creating environments that feel safe
	Pride in Our Place: the Community Strategy for Basingstoke and Deane 2006-2016 (Basingstoke & Deane LSP, 2006)

Delivering a Successful Future: Basingstoke and Deane: Council Plan 2008-2011)

Hampshire Constabulary crime statistics and annual council survey
	The document could include guidance on incorporating design principles and features for increasing natural surveillance and deterring crime / antisocial behaviour.

	Engaging communities in influencing landscape and biodiversity aspects of planning decisions and involving them in the long-term care of these assets
	Securing the Future: the UK Government Sustainable Development Strategy (Cm 6467, 2005)

Pride in Our Place: the Community Strategy for Basingstoke and Deane 2006-2016 (Basingstoke & Deane LSP, 2006)

Delivering a Successful Future: Basingstoke and Deane: Council Plan 2008-2011)


	The document should give guidance on making landscape and biodiversity implications clear in planning application proposals so that local communities are aware of the implications when they are consulted.  Guidance could highlight the role of community-led Village Design Statements in the design process.  The document could provide examples and give guidance on ways that communities can be helped to learn more about their local environment and get involved in its long-term management.



	Ensuring timely determination of planning applications
	Performance indicators on development control performance (% of major, minor and other application types determined within government-prescribed timescales)
	The document could reduce delays in determining applications by helping to make sure that all the necessary landscape and biodiversity issues have been addressed and that applications are accompanied by the supporting evidence which is necessary to determine them.

	Balancing efficient use of land against protecting urban biodiversity
	Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation (Communities and Local Government, 2005)

Performance indicators for percentage of new development built on previously-used land


	The document could provide the guidance needed to ensure that ‘brownfield’ sites are adequately surveyed and assessed for their biodiversity value.  The document should give further guidance on integrating ‘brownfield’ biodiversity into new developments, where possible.


Task A4: Sustainability Appraisal Framework

2.6
Following the consultation on the SA Scoping Report, the sub objectives have been modified to make it more explicit that developments should contribute to a net gain in biodiversity and not just avoidance of net loss and that this should be include creation of new habitats and habitat features as well as the incorporation and enhancement of new features.  For further details of comments received and the council’s response, see the separate Landscape & Biodiversity SPD Public Consultation Statement of Compliance.

	Table 2: Sustainability Appraisal Framework



	Objective
	Sub-objective
	Indicator/Target
	Source of Information

	1) To ensure everyone has the opportunity to live in a decent, sustainably constructed and affordable home
	1a)To ensure that developments make a net improvement to the local landscape and borough biodiversity, wherever possible, by creation of new habitats and landscape features, and by enabling the management of existing habitats and features.

1b) To minimise wider environmental impacts from landscape construction and maintenance  


	Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council



	2) To reduce crime and the fear of crime
	2a)To ensure that new landscapes are designed to minimise the opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and create an environment that feels safe
	Actual crime levels per 1,000 population

Perceived fear of crime levels per 1,000 population
	Home Office Crime Statistics 

Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council

	3) To improve efficiency in land use through previously developed land and existing buildings, including re-use of materials from buildings, and encouraging urban renaissance
	3a) To ensure that biodiversity is fully considered before deciding to develop previously developed (‘brownfield’) land, taking full account of all relevant planning policies.

3b) To ensure that features of biodiversity interest are incorporated wherever possible.

3c) To ensure that unavoidable harm to biodiversity is mitigated as far as reasonably practicable and that losses are compensated for.
	Density of new development

Number of dwellings built on brownfield / greenfield sites

Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council

Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council

Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council



	4) To address the causes of climate change through reducing emissions of greenhouse gases and ensure that the borough is prepared for its impacts
	4a) To minimise the need for high levels of landscape maintenance (involving machinery).

4b) To avoid the need for artificial watering systems to support new landscapes.


	Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council



	5) To create and sustain vibrant communities

	5a) To ensure that new development has adequate provision of accessible greenspace, providing areas for play, recreation and contact with the natural environment.

5b) To maximise opportunities for people to learn about their local environment and get involved in its care.
	Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council



	6) To improve accessibility to all services and facilities 
	6a) To ensure that landscapes forming part of a development are fully accessible to all user groups
	Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council



	7) To conserve and enhance the borough’s biodiversity
	7a) To ensure there is no loss of land designated for nature conservation value, including SSSIs and SINCs.

7b) To achieve a net gain in the biodiversity of developed land through successful integration and enhancement of existing features and the creation of new habitats and features such as nest boxes and food and water sources for wildlife.


	Area of any designated land that is lost to development.

(current areas:

SINC: 60,515,474m2
SSSI: 8,061,073 m2 
- it should be noted that the areas can increase or decrease from year to year as a result of new designations and de-designation due to non-development causes.  Therefore, hectarage lost to development or percentage of total area under designation at start of the year that is lost to development during the following 12 months are to be used as indicators rather than total designated area at time of SA report production.

Adverse condition of any SSSI attributable to development.

Method set out at Appendix 2


	Monitoring by Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council

Natural England

Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council

	8) To protect, enhance and make accessible for enjoyment, the region’s countryside and historic environment
	8a) To avoid the erosion of landscape quality and character including those features and patterns in the landscape which are of historic value/interest


	Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council 

	9) To reduce the risk of flooding and the resulting detriment to public well-being, the economy and the environment
	9a) To incorporate sustainable drainage principles into landscape designs, wherever appropriate.
	Method set out at Appendix 2


	Basingstoke & Deane Borough Council


3. LINKAGES WITH THE SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY STRATEGY

3.1
The objectives of the SA have been compared with the themes and outcomes in the Basingstoke and Deane Sustainable Community Strategy, Pride in Our Place to assess compatibility.  These comparisons are set out in Table 3.

3.2
Key findings were:

· the SPD SA supports delivery of the SCS

· there are no significant key omissions within the SA objectives.

· the only area for enhancement identified at the scoping stage was amending sub-objective 2a to include the fear of crime.  This has been done and is reflected in the updated objectives set out in Table 2.

· no significant conflicts were identified.

· no further opportunities to deliver the SCS outcomes, within the scope of the SPD Sustainability Appraisal, were identified.

	Table 3: SA Objectives and Sustainable Community Strategy Comparison



	SA Objectives


	Community Strategy Outcomes

	Ref
	Main objective
	Ref
	Outcomes
	Theme


	2
	To reduce crime and the fear of crime
	S1
	Residents have increased confidence in feeling safe
	1

	
	
	S2
	Levels of crime are reduced
	1

	
	
	S3
	Levels of antisocial behaviour are reduced
	1

	3
	To improve efficiency in land use through previously developed land and existing buildings, including re-use of materials from buildings, and encouraging urban renaissance
	E2
	The diversity and quality of the natural environment is protected and enhanced
	5

	
	
	E5
	We are effectively using our natural resources and minimising waste and pollution
	5

	5
	To create and sustain vibrant communities
	H5
	High levels of participation in cultural and leisure activities are maintained for all age groups
	2

	
	
	L2
	Access to a wider range of opportunities for learning and creativity is increased through improved information, reduced costs and access via a wide range of locations
	3

	
	
	L5
	There is an integrated approach to community learning in partnership with providers and the business community
	3

	
	
	E1
	The variety and quality of the built environment is protected, enhanced and well designed
	5

	
	
	C2
	Communities & individuals are routinely involved in the planning of both the physical environment and services that affect their lives
	6

	
	
	C4
	Neighbourhoods have strong networks which are accessible to all residents and help them take responsibility for their communities
	6

	6
	To improve accessibility to all services and facilities 
	C6
	Diversity is celebrated and discrimination is eliminated
	6

	8
	To protect, enhance and make accessible for enjoyment, the region’s countryside and historic environment
	E6
	Access to the countryside and public open spaces is improved
	5


4. STAGE B: DEVELOPING AND REFINING OPTIONS AND ASSESSING EFFECTS

4.1 The objectives of local plan policies E1, E3, E5, E6, E7 and E8 are as follows:

· In the context of landscape and biodiversity, Policy E1 aims to ensure developments make efficient use of land, are of a high standard of design and respect the amenities of neighbouring occupiers.

· Policy E3 aims to ensure proposals that affect conservation areas preserve and enhance their special character / appearance.

· Policy E5 aims to ensure that nationally important parks and gardens are not adversely affected by development.

· Policy E6 aims to ensure that proposals are sympathetic to and do not adversely affect the quality or character of the local landscape.

· Policy E7 aims to ensure that development does not contribute to loss of biodiversity and that, where possible, it enhances biodiversity.

· Policy E8 aims to ensure that development avoids flood risk and does not adversely affect water quality.

4.2 The objectives of the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD are to:

· help prospective applicants, and other interested parties, understand the requirements of relevant planning policies so that they will know early on in the process whether a proposal is likely, in principle, to be acceptable;

· help ensure that the necessary surveys and assessments are undertaken before formulating development proposals so that applications don’t have to be refused because of issues that could have been resolved through the design process;

· raise design standards in terms of landscape and biodiversity elements;

· help ensure that applications are accompanied by all the information that is needed to asses the proposals in accordance with planning policy; and

· provide a framework for decision making, ensuring a consistently rigorous approach to the consideration of landscape and biodiversity issues when determining planning applications.

Task B1: Testing the Supported Local Plan Policy and SPD Objectives against the SA Framework 

4.3 Paragraphs 4.1 and 4.2 describe the aims of the SPD and the supported Local Plan policies (in relation to landscape and biodiversity). 

4.4 Task B1 of the SA process involves:

· testing the supported policies and SPD objectives for compatibility with the SA objectives;

· identifying possible options and refining options; and

· testing the consistency of the supported policies and SPD objectives.

4.5 The predicted effects of the supported Local Plan policies and SPD objectives on the SA objectives are outlined in Table 4 and 5, respectively.  The predicted impacts are shown as follows:

+
= compatible/complementary

· = incompatible

0 = having no significant effect

?
= uncertain effect

Key findings from the appraisal of supported local plan policies and SPD Objectives

4.6
No significant negative effects from the supported local plan policies or SPD on the SA objectives have been identified.  A commentary on the appraisal is provided in Table 6.

	Table 4: Testing Sustainability Objectives against the Supported Local Plan Policy Objectives



	Sustainability Sub-Objectives
	Supported Local Plan Policy Objectives

	
	To ensure developments make efficient use of land, are of a high standard of design and respect the amenities of neighbouring occupiers
	To ensure proposals that affect conservation areas preserve and enhance their special character/appearance
	To ensure that nationally important parks and gardens are not adversely affected by development
	To ensure that proposals are sympathetic to and do not adversely affect the quality or character of the local landscape
	To ensure that development does not contribute to loss of biodiversity and that, where possible, it enhances biodiversity
	To ensure that development avoids flood risk and does not adversely affect water quality

	1a) To ensure that developments make a net improvement to the local landscape and borough biodiversity, wherever possible, by creation of new habitats and landscape features, and by enabling the management of existing habitats and features.


	+
	+
	0
	+
	+
	+

	1b) To minimise wider environmental impacts from landscape construction and maintenance  


	+
	0
	0
	0
	+
	+

	2a) To ensure that new landscapes are designed to minimise the opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and create an environment that feels safe
	+
	?
	0
	?
	?
	0

	3a) To ensure that biodiversity is fully considered before deciding to develop previously developed (‘brownfield’) land, taking full account of all relevant planning policies.


	?
	0
	0
	+
	+
	?

	3b) To ensure that features of biodiversity interest are incorporated wherever possible.


	+
	?
	0
	?
	+
	+

	3c) To ensure that unavoidable harm to biodiversity is mitigated as far as reasonably practicable and that losses are compensated for.
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	4a) To minimise the need for high levels of landscape maintenance (involving machinery).


	?
	?
	?
	?
	+
	0

	4b) To avoid the need for artificial watering systems to support new landscapes.


	?
	?
	?
	0
	0
	0

	5a) To ensure that new development has adequate provision of accessible greenspace, providing areas for play, recreation and contact with the natural environment.


	+
	+
	0
	+
	+
	+

	5b) To maximise opportunities for people to learn about their local environment and get involved in its care.
	0
	0
	0
	+
	+
	+

	6a) To ensure that landscapes forming part of a development are fully accessible to all user groups
	+
	0
	0
	0
	?
	0

	7a) To ensure there is no loss of land designated for nature conservation value, including SSSIs, SINCs and LNRs.


	0
	0
	+
	+
	+
	+

	7b) To achieve a net gain in the biodiversity of developed land through successful integration and enhancement of existing features and the creation of new habitats and features such as nest boxes and food and water sources for wildlife.


	0
	0
	0
	0
	+
	+

	8a) To avoid the erosion of landscape quality and character including those features and patterns in the landscape which are of historic value/interest


	0
	+
	+
	+
	+
	0

	9a) To incorporate sustainable drainage principles into landscape designs, wherever appropriate.
	0
	0
	0
	0
	+
	+


	Table 5: Testing Sustainability Objectives against the SPD Objectives



	Sustainability Sub-Objectives
	SPD Objectives

	
	Help prospective applicants, and other interested parties, understand the requirements of relevant planning policies so that they will know early on in the process whether a proposal is likely, in principle, to be acceptable
	Help ensure that the necessary surveys and assessments are undertaken before formulating development proposals so that applications don’t have to be refused because of issues that could have been resolved through the design process
	Raise design standards in terms of landscape and biodiversity elements
	Help ensure that applications are accompanied by all the information that is needed to asses the proposals in accordance with planning policy
	Provide a framework for decision making, ensuring a consistently rigorous approach to the consideration of landscape and biodiversity issues when determining planning applications

	1a)To ensure that developments make a net improvement to the local landscape and borough biodiversity, wherever possible by creation of new habitats and landscape features, and by enabling the management of existing habitats and features.


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	1b) To minimise wider environmental impacts from landscape construction and maintenance  


	0
	0
	+
	0
	+

	2a)To ensure that new landscapes are designed to minimise the opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and create an environment that feels safe
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	3a) To ensure that biodiversity is fully considered before deciding to develop previously developed (‘brownfield’) land, taking full account of all relevant planning policies.


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	3b) To ensure that features of biodiversity interest are incorporated wherever possible.


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	3c) To ensure that unavoidable harm to biodiversity is mitigated as far as reasonably practicable and that losses are compensated for.
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	4a) To minimise the need for high levels of landscape maintenance (involving machinery).


	?
	0
	+
	+
	+

	4b) To avoid the need for artificial watering systems to support new landscapes.


	?
	0
	+
	+
	+

	5a) To ensure that new development has adequate provision of accessible greenspace, providing areas for play, recreation and contact with the natural environment.


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	5b) To maximise opportunities for people to learn about their local environment and get involved in its care.
	?
	+
	+
	0
	+

	6a) To ensure that landscapes forming part of a development are fully accessible to all user groups
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	7a) To ensure there is no loss of land designated for nature conservation value, including SSSIs, SINCs and LNRs.


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	7b) To achieve a net gain in the biodiversity of developed land through successful integration and enhancement of existing features and the creation of new habitats and features such as nest boxes and food and water sources for wildlife.


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	8a) To avoid the erosion of landscape quality and character including those features and patterns in the landscape which are of historic value/interest


	+
	+
	+
	+
	+

	9a) To incorporate sustainable drainage principles into landscape designs, wherever appropriate.
	+
	0
	+
	0
	+


Table 6: Commentary on the Impact of the SPD on Sustainability Objectives

	Sustainability Sub-Objective
	Impact of SPD and Supported Policies

	1a)To ensure that developments make a net improvement to the local landscape and borough biodiversity, wherever possible by creation of new habitats and landscape features, and by enabling the management of existing habitats and features.


	The local plan policies, in full or in part, aim to achieve protection of biodiversity, landscape quality and landscape character.  The SPD aims to provide further guidance on achieving these aims.  Therefore, it is considered that there is a positive relationship.

	1b) To minimise wider environmental impacts from landscape construction and maintenance  


	The local plan policies and much of the SPD focus on the local borough environment.  However, by protecting biodiversity locally and by promoting the more efficient use of land, it is considered that the local plan policies will make some contribution to wider impacts.  Also, the SPD promotes landscapes that require less maintenance and provides guidance on the use of more sustainable materials for landscape construction and the reuse of materials as well as being providing a reference to a proposed Design and Sustainability SPD.  Therefore, it is considered that there will be some positive contribution towards this objective. 



	2a) To ensure that new landscapes are designed to minimise the opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and create an environment that feels safe.
	Policy E1 requires development to create public spaces that are safe and minimise opportunities for crime.  The SPD expands on this by providing a checklist of requirements to ensure landscape design minimises opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and reduces fear of these activities.  It is concluded that there is a positive relationship.

	3a) To ensure that biodiversity is fully considered before deciding to develop previously developed (‘brownfield’) land, taking full account of all relevant planning policies.


	Policy E7 and the SPD aim to ensure that biodiversity is taken into account wherever it occurs and, therefore, will help to ensure that this forms part of decision making process along with considerations about maximising the use of brownfield land.  It is considered that the objective is supported.

	3b) To ensure that features of biodiversity interest are incorporated wherever possible.
	Policy E7 and the SPD directly support this aim.

	3c) To ensure that unavoidable harm to biodiversity is mitigated as far as reasonably practicable and that losses are compensated for.
	Policy E7 and the SPD directly support this aim.

	4a) To minimise the need for high levels of landscape maintenance (involving machinery).


	None of the supported policies explicitly address this objective, but none are considered to conflict with it.  The SPD aims ensure that layouts are planned to avoid the creation of left-over areas of open space that are difficult to maintain.  Policy E7 and the SPD, by promoting the creation and retention of wildlife habitat, indirectly help to achieve this aim because these require less intensive management than large areas of mown grass.

	4b) To avoid the need for artificial watering systems to support new landscapes.


	None of the supported policies explicitly support this objective, but none are considered to conflict with it.  The SPD promotes the use of sustainable drainage systems, which will aid water retention on site and encourage infiltration of rainwater into the soil where it can be exploited by plant roots.  The SPD also promotes adequate volumes of soil for tree pits and containers, which will reduce the need for artificial irrigation and the use of grey water recycling for irrigation is encouraged.

	5a) To ensure that new development has adequate provision of accessible greenspace, providing areas for play, recreation and contact with the natural environment.


	The supported policies and SPD promote this objective.

	5b) To maximise opportunities for people to learn about their local environment and get involved in its care.
	The SPD promotes this objective.

	6a) To ensure that landscapes forming part of a development are fully accessible to all user groups
	The SPD promotes this objective.

	7a) To ensure there is no loss of land designated for nature conservation value, including SSSIs, SINCs and LNRs.


	Policy E7 and the SPD both aim to achieve this objective.

	7b) To achieve a net gain in the biodiversity of developed land through successful integration and enhancement of existing features and the creation of new habitats and features such as nest boxes and food and water sources for wildlife.


	Policy E7 and the SPD both aim to achieve this objective.

	8a) To avoid the erosion of landscape quality and character including those features and patterns in the landscape which are of historic value/interest


	Policy E6 and the SPD both aim to achieve this objective.

	9a) To incorporate sustainable drainage principles into landscape designs, wherever appropriate.
	Policy E8 and the SPD both aim to achieve this objective.


5. Task B2: Developing the SPD Options

5.1
Stage B2 of the SA process involves considering options to achieve the objectives the SA. These options should be sufficiently distinct to highlight the different sustainability implications of each, so that meaningful comparisons can be made.  The options that have been considered are producing the SPD or not producing the SPD. This stage aims to ensure that the SPD improves upon the situation that would result from just implementing the supported local plan policies without the SPD.

5.2 Table 7 sets out the predicted effects of either producing the SPD and not producing on the SA Sub-Objectives.  The effects have been recorded as follows:

+
= positive impact

++
= enhanced positive impact

-
= negative impact

--
= exacerbated negative impact

+/-
= potential for positive and negative impact

?
= uncertain effect

Table 7: Comparison of Predicted Effects on SA Objectives of Producing or Not Producing the SPD

	Sustainability Sub-Objectives
	Without SPD
	With SPD

	1a)To ensure that developments make a net improvement to the local landscape and borough biodiversity, wherever possible, by creation of new habitats and landscape features, and by enabling the management of existing habitats and features.


	+
	++

	1b) To minimise wider environmental impacts from landscape construction and maintenance  


	0
	+

	2a)To ensure that new landscapes are designed to minimise the opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and create an environment that feels safe
	?
	+

	3a) To ensure that biodiversity is fully considered before deciding to develop previously developed (‘brownfield’) land, taking full account of all relevant planning policies.


	+
	+

	3b) To ensure that features of biodiversity interest are incorporated wherever possible.


	+
	++

	3c) To ensure that unavoidable harm to biodiversity is mitigated as far as reasonably practicable and that losses are compensated for.
	+
	++

	4a) To minimise the need for high levels of landscape maintenance (involving machinery).


	0
	+

	4b) To avoid the need for artificial watering systems to support new landscapes.


	0
	+

	5a) To ensure that new development has adequate provision of accessible greenspace, providing areas for play, recreation and contact with the natural environment.


	+
	++

	5b) To maximise opportunities for people to learn about their local environment and get involved in its care.
	0
	+

	6a) To ensure that landscapes forming part of a development are fully accessible to all user groups
	0
	+

	7a) To ensure there is no loss of land designated for nature conservation value, including SSSIs, SINCs and LNRs.


	+
	++

	7b) To achieve a net gain in the biodiversity of developed land through successful integration and enhancement of existing features and the creation of new habitats and features such as nest boxes and food and water sources for wildlife.


	+
	++

	8a) To avoid the erosion of landscape quality and character including those features and patterns in the landscape which are of historic value/interest


	+
	++

	9a) To incorporate sustainable drainage principles into landscape designs, wherever appropriate.
	+
	++


Commentary on the implications of either producing the SPD or not producing the SPD

To ensure that developments make a net improvement to the local landscape and borough biodiversity, wherever possible by creation of new habitats and landscape features, and by enabling the management of existing habitats and features (1a).

Policy E7 promotes this objective.  The SPD elaborates and will help to ensure that adequate information about the site and surrounding area is obtained so that new habitats are appropriate within the context of a given site.  It will also help to ensure that new habitats are an integral part of site design.

To minimise wider environmental impacts from landscape construction and maintenance (1b).

The SPD refers to the need to take into account the wider impacts of materials used and it is considered that this improves on the requirements of just the policies on their own.

To ensure that new landscapes are designed to minimise the opportunities for crime and antisocial behaviour and create an environment that feels safe (2a).

Policy E1 introduces the requirement to minimise opportunities for crime.  The SPD expands on this by extending the objective to antisocial behaviour and environments that feel safe.  It gives practical guidance on how this should be achieved.

To ensure that biodiversity is fully considered before deciding to develop previously developed (‘brownfield’) land, taking full account of all relevant planning policies (3a).

Policy E7 provides the basis for the consideration of biodiversity, which obviously has to be weighed against other planning policy considerations.  The SPD enhances this by giving guidance on survey requirements to ensure that the necessary information is submitted to enable this policy to be applied.  The SPD also promotes green roofs which offer practical way of maintaining or enhancing the biodiversity of brownfield sites where they are expected to accommodate high-density site development.

To ensure that features of biodiversity interest are incorporated wherever possible (3b).

Policy E7 introduces the requirement for this and the SPD provides further guidance.

To ensure that unavoidable harm to biodiversity is mitigated as far as reasonably practicable and that losses are compensated for (3c).

Policy E7 introduces the requirement for this and the SPD provides further guidance.

To minimise the need for high levels of landscape maintenance (involving machinery) (4a).

There are no explicit requirements in the supported policies.  The SPD provides guidance on this as part of achieving the good design, which is required by the supported policies. 

To avoid the need for artificial watering systems to support new landscapes (4b).

There are no explicit requirements in the supported policies.  The SPD provides guidance on this as part of achieving the good design, which is required by the supported policies. 

To ensure that new development has adequate provision of accessible greenspace, providing areas for play, recreation and contact with the natural environment (5a).

This is promoted by Policy E1, but the SPD provides guidance on how to integrate these requirements into an overall design concept 

To maximise opportunities for people to learn about their local environment and get involved in its care (5b).

By promoting the creation and enhancement of wildlife habitat, Policy E7 will help to achieve these opportunities, but the SPD expands upon this and stresses the links between community involvement in the local environment and community cohesiveness, deterring crime and antisocial behaviour etc. 

To ensure that landscapes forming part of a development are fully accessible to all user groups (6a).

This is not specifically addressed in the supported policies so the guidance provided by the SPD is very important in achieving this objective.

To ensure that there is no loss of land designated for nature conservation value, including SSSIs, SINCs and LNRs (7a).

Policy E7 introduces this as a planning policy requirement and the SPD provides the practical guidance required to achieve this objective.

To achieve a net gain in the biodiversity of developed land through successful integration and enhancement of existing features and the creation of new habitats and features such as nest boxes and food and water sources for wildlife (7b).

Policy E7 introduces this as a planning policy requirement and the SPD provides the practical guidance required to achieve this objective.  It also refers to sources of further information.

To avoid the erosion of landscape quality and character including those features and patterns in the landscape which are of historic value/interest (8a).

Policy E6 introduces this as a planning policy and the SPD provides the practical guidance required to achieve this objective

To incorporate sustainable drainage principles into landscape designs, wherever appropriate(9a).

Policy E8  introduces the planning policy requirement for this.  The SPD provides guidance into how sustainable drainage should be incorporated into other aspects of the design and guidance on adoption considerations.

Key Findings

5.3 It is predicted that the SPD will make a significant positive contribution to landscape and biodiversity objectives over and above that made by the local plan policies that it supports.
6. Tasks B3 & B4: Predicting and Evaluating the effects of the Supported Local Plan Policies and SPD

6.1 Tasks B3 and B4 of the SA process are to develop the SPD by predicting and evaluating its effects on the economic, environmental and social sustainability of the borough.  Government guidance states that the potential effects should to be quantified or a judgment made where this is not possible.

6.2
Task B3 predicts the sustainability effects of the supported local plan policy and SPD objectives.  It focuses on:

the likelihood of the effects occurring

the scale of the effects

the duration of the effects (whether temporary or permanent)

the timing of the effects (whether short term, medium, long term or ongoing)

whether the SPD and supported local plan policy objectives are generally positive or negative in terms of sustainability

6.3
Table 8, below, summarises these predictions.

Table 8: Prediction of the Sustainability Effects of the SPD and Supported Local Plan Policy Objectives

	SPD and Supported Local Plan Policy Objectives
	Can the effect be quantified?
	Predicted effects over time
	Commentary

	Supported Local Plan Objectives

	In the context of landscape and biodiversity, Policy E1 aims to ensure developments make efficient use of land, are of a high standard of design and respect the amenities of neighbouring occupiers
	Efficient use of land can be quantified through information that is recorded on the proportion of development built on brownfield land.

High standards of design  and respect for the amenities of neighbouring occupiers cannot be quantified, but development proposals can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	Economic effects are uncertain because the capital costs of higher design quality may be higher, but there is research [1] to suggest that a higher quality landscape/natural environment may increase the property values.  Also, by contributing to sustainable  development, the long-term financial costs to society are likely to be lower and, conversely, there is research to suggest that poor quality design in new development directly increases costs [2].  Building on brownfield land, too, may increase capital costs, but, should also reduce the long-term costs to society compared with unsustainable greenfield development.

As a primary aim is to improve the environmental quality of development, the environmental and social effects are expected to be positive.

	Policy E3 aims to ensure that proposals which affect conservation areas preserve and enhance their special character / appearance
	No but development proposals can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	The same considerations apply as they do for E1 

	Policy E5 aims to ensure that nationally important parks and gardens are not adversely affected by development
	Any land-take from development resulting from loss of such a site can be quantified.  Where development is integrated with a historic garden, proposals can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	Protecting nationally important parks and gardens is considered to have positive environmental and social benefits as it will help to preserve our cultural heritage and, in many cases, important habitats and remnants of traditionally managed parkland.  Gardens that are open to the public provide direct amenity benefits for society.

Development may provide an important way for these parks and gardens to generate the funding required to maintain them and add value through facilities such as visitor centres.  Therefore, restrictions on development could have a negative impact on this.  But development that adversely affects the features for which the site is deemed to be important would be inherently unsustainable so there should be no conflicts between sustainable economic activity and this policy objective.

	Policy E6 aims to ensure that proposals are sympathetic to, and do not adversely affect, the quality or character of the local landscape
	No but development proposals can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	The same considerations apply as they do for E1 

	Policy E7 aims to ensure that development does not contribute to loss of biodiversity and that, where possible, it enhances biodiversity
	Any land-take from development resulting from loss of such a site can be quantified.  Indirect adverse effects and enhancements can be assessed against qualitative criteria 
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	The same considerations apply as they do for E1 

	Policy E8 aims to ensure that development avoids flood risk and does not adversely affect water quality
	The extent of new development within floodplains can be quantified.  Other aspects can be assessed against qualitative criteria.  Aspects of water quality can be assessed quantitatively using data published by the Environment Agency.
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	There may be a reduction in land values from refusing planning permission for sites within flood risk zones that would otherwise be suitable for development.  However, there are also costs associated with flooding and traditional approaches to land drainage, which affect the whole of society.

There are obvious social and environmental benefits to avoiding flood risk and protecting water quality.  In addition, measures such as protecting floodplains and incorporating sustainable drainage into new developments can protect and introduce valuable wildlife habitats

	SPD Objectives

	Help prospective applicants, and other interested parties, understand the requirements of relevant planning policies so that they will know early on in the process whether a proposal is likely, in principle, to be acceptable
	No but it can be assessed qualitatively through the standard of proposals submitted. 
	Economic +

Environmental +

Social +
	Better understanding of policy requirements that aim to result in environmental and social benefits will obviously result in positive effects.  Better understanding should not result in any economic costs, but by helping applicants plan better, the SPD should help applicants avoid costs associated with delays or planning refusals resulting from a failure to consider landscape and biodiversity issues.

	Help ensure that the necessary surveys and assessments are undertaken before formulating development proposals so that applications don’t have to be refused because of issues that could have been resolved through the design process
	No but can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	Adequate surveys are essential to underpin good design that provides environmental and social benefits.

There will be some economic costs associated with the surveys but there are also cost implications of not carrying out the surveys resulting from project delays, refusal of planning permission and possible legal implications of harming/damaging protected species, sites and features



	Raise design standards in terms of landscape and biodiversity elements
	No but can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	Direct social and environmental benefits can be expected.  Comments for Policy E1 above apply to economic effects.

	Help ensure that applications are accompanied by all the information that is needed to assess the proposals in accordance with planning policy
	No but can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic ?

Environmental +

Social +
	Adequate information is essential to ensure that development will maximise environmental and social benefits.

There will be economic costs preparing this information but there are also cost implications if surveys are not carried out due to refusal of planning permission.

	Provide a framework for decision making, ensuring a consistently rigorous approach to the consideration of landscape and biodiversity issues when determining planning applications
	No but can be assessed against qualitative criteria
	Economic +

Environmental +

Social +
	This approach should help to ensure that the environmental and social benefits of considering landscape and biodiversity issues are achieved consistently.  It should also reduce the long-term economic costs resulting from poor design and help to provide a fair and consistent response to all applicants, some of who will be in commercial competition with one another.


6.4
The predicted effects, as set out in Table 8, suggest that the supported local plan policy and SPD objectives will make a significant positive contribution to delivering sustainable development.  Accordingly, it is considered that the policy/ SPD objectives are sufficiently sustainable and that no revision is necessary.

6.5
Task B4 is to evaluate the predications including identifying cumulative effects, conflicts in sustainability and potential limitations of the supported local plan policies and the SPD.  These evaluations and predications have been informed by professional judgement.

Cumulative effects

6.6
No significant negative cumulative effects on sustainability have been identified.

Conflicts in Sustainability

6.7
It is considered, taking into account the SA analysis, that there are no real tensions between the different aspects of sustainability and many of the objectives are cross-cutting.  For example high-quality natural green spaces should benefit biodiversity, improve quality of life and have sustainable economic benefits associated with enhanced property values and reduced whole-life costs that take into account maintenance and dealing with problems caused by poor environmental design.

Limitations

6.8
There are limitations in the SA analysis because the impact assessments are based on judgements.

7. Task B5: Mitigation

7.1
Mitigation involves putting in place measures to prevent, reduce or offset any identified adverse sustainability effects.  Mitigation measures may also include recommendations for enhancing positive effects.

7.2 The first priority should, however, be avoidance of adverse effects.  Only when all alternatives that might avoid an adverse effect have been exhausted, should mitigation be sought to reduce the harmful effect.

7.3
Task B3 and B4 demonstrate that, overall, the supported local plan policies and the SPD are likely to generate beneficial effects.  No significant adverse sustainability effects have been identified in the SA.  Therefore, no mitigation is proposed.

8. Task B6: Monitoring

8.1
The monitoring of the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD will be achieved mainly through use of a dedicated assessment system set out in Appendix 2.  Whilst existing data providing useful contextual information were identified during Stage A of the process, it is not considered that many of these would provide appropriate indicators for monitoring the effects of the supported local plan policies and the SPD.  This is because they are not sufficiently local, or because they are influenced by several variables and would not be sensitive enough to the aspects influenced by the SPD.  The exceptions are:

· unfavourable condition of SSSIs attributable to development (for which planning permission was granted by Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council); and

· loss of land designated as a SSSI or SINCs due to development (for which planning permission was granted by Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council).

8.2 Data on the above two attributes will be recorded along with the bespoke assessment system described in Appendix 2.

8.3 This monitoring will enable the council to:


· assess the extent to which the SPD guidance is reflected by planning proposals; and

· assess whether the predictions relating to sustainability are accurate or whether there are conflicts between the objectives of the SPD or supported local plan policies and sustainability objectives.

9. STAGE C: PREPARING THE SA REPORT

9.1
This SA report presents information on the predicted effects of local plan policies  E1, E3, E5, E6, E7, E8 and the SPD.  It follows National Guidance and forms a document for public consultation.

10. STAGE D: CONSULTATION ON THE SPD AND SA

Task D1: Public Participation on the SPD and SA

10.1 Consultation on the SPD and SA has followed the methodology set out in the Basingstoke and Deane Statement of Community Involvement (SCI).  The draft of the SCI was formally submitted to the Secretary of State in December 2006 and declared sound.  The SCI was formally adopted by the council in July 2007.  A copy of the submission document can be viewed on our website at:

http://www.basingstoke.gov.uk/planning/ldf/sci.htm 

10.2 Consultation on the draft SPD and draft SA formed the second period of consultation in the process of adopting the Landscape and Biodiversity SPD.  It followed consultation on the SA Scoping Report and SPD Issues and Options which took place between January and February 2007.

Task D2: Appraising Significant Effects

10.3 It is not considered that any of the changes made to the SPD following consultation give rise to significant effects on the SA objectives.

Task D3: Making Decisions and Providing Information

10.4 Following the adoption of the SPD, a consultation statement has be prepared setting out how responses have been taken into account.  This SPD consultation statement is available on the council’s website, along with this Sustainability Appraisal report.
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Appendix 1: SEA Requirements

The advice contained in the government’s guidance Sustainability Appraisal of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development Documents – Guidance for Regional Planning Bodies and Local Planning Authorities (November 2005) requires that the Sustainability Appraisal report sets out where within the report the requirements of the European Directive 2001/42/EC (SEA Directive) are to be found.

The table below are the key requirements of the SEA Directive as set out in Appendix 2 of the guidance

	SEA Directive’s Requirements
	Location in SA

	An outline of the content’s main objectives of the plan or programme, and relationship with other relevant plans or programmes
	SA Report Sections 2, 3 and 4

SA Scoping Report Section 5

	The relevant aspects of the current state of the environment and the likely evolution thereof without implementation of the plan or programme
	SA Report Section 5

SA Scoping Report Section 6

	The environmental characteristics of areas likely to be significantly affected
	SA Report Section 3

	Any existing environmental problems
	SA Scoping Report  Table 2

SA Scoping Report Section 6

	The environmental protection objectives
	SA Report Table 2

	The likely significant effects on the environment
	SA Report Section 6

	The measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and as fully as possible offset any significant adverse effects on the environment of implementing the plan or programme
	SA Report Section 7

	An outline of the reasons for selecting the alternatives, and a description of how the assessment was undertaken
	SA Report Section 6

	A description of measures envisaged concerning monitoring
	SA Report Section 8

	A non-technical summary
	SA Report Beginning of document

	Initial consultation responses
	SA Report Section 2 and Statement of Compliance


Appendix 2: Monitoring

A sample of planning applications received (including major, minor/other and householder) to be assessed in accordance with the following criteria.

Major applications

The sampled planning applications will be assessed for the following:

· Evidence of design based on an assessment of context and the opportunities and constraints of the site

· Opportunities and constraints plan/s?

· Have existing landscape and/or habitat features been incorporated into the layout?

· Does the character of new landscaping reflect the character of the receiving environment or improve upon it, if adjacent landscapes are of poor quality?

· Whether all the necessary supporting evidence, in the form of surveys, has been submitted

· Landscape surveys submitted?

· Tree survey submitted?

· Ecological survey submitted?

· Any recommended follow-up surveys submitted?

· Have impacts on landscape been assessed?

· is there evidence of avoidance, mitigation or compensation?

· Have impacts on biodiversity been assessed?

· is there evidence of avoidance, mitigation or compensation?

· Does the proposal include enhancements for biodiversity, including creation of new habitats and landscape features?

· Does the proposal incorporate green / brown roofs and / or green walls?

· Does the proposal incorporate SUDS features?

· Has provision made for future management of biodiversity resources?

· If yes, state what.

· Does the proposal meet the council’s open space standards?

· Have interpretation and other public access features been incorporated into any natural green space within the development?

· Accessibility of landscape and natural greenspace

· Have any adverse comments been made by the council’s Access Officer?

· Has provision been made for S106 contributions to achieve biodiversity enhancements / ongoing monitoring and management?

· Whether all applicable SPD checklist items have been addressed

· Constraints and Opportunities Plans [none submitted/major omissions/some omissions/no significant omissions]

· Design Objectives for Landscape and Biodiversity

· Checklist 4 (part 1): Biodiversity Impacts
· Checklist 4 (part 2): Landscape Impacts
· Checklist 4 (part 3): Tree Impacts
· Checklist 5: Reducing Crime and Anti-Social Behaviour
· Checklist 6: Key Considerations for Landscape Detailing
· Checklist 7: Soft Landscaping Proposals Checklist
· Checklist 8: Hard Landscaping Proposals Checklist
· Does the proposal relate to a brownfield site?

· Has biodiversity been considered?

· Where applicable, have buffer zones, in accordance with SPD guidelines, been incorporated around habitats, water bodies and woodland edges?

· Are there any apparent conflicts between the social, economic or environmental objectives of the Sustainability Appraisal in relation to the proposal?

Minor and Other

The sampled planning applications will be assessed for the following:

· Evidence of design based on an assessment of context and the opportunities and constraints of the site?

· Opportunities and constraints plan/s?

· Have existing landscape and/or habitat features been incorporated into the layout?

· Does the character of new landscaping reflect the character of the receiving environment or improve upon it, if adjacent landscapes are of poor quality?

· Whether all the necessary supporting evidence, in the form of surveys, has been submitted

· Landscape surveys submitted?

· Tree survey submitted?

· Ecological survey submitted?

· Any recommended follow-up surveys submitted?

· Have impacts on landscape been assessed?

· is there evidence of avoidance, mitigation or compensation?

· Have impacts on biodiversity been assessed?

· is there evidence of avoidance, mitigation or compensation?

· Does the proposal include enhancements for biodiversity, including creation of new habitats and landscape features?

· Does the proposal relate to a brownfield site?

· Has biodiversity been considered?

· Where applicable, have buffer zones, in accordance with SPD guidelines, been incorporated around habitats, water bodies and woodland edges?

· Are there any apparent conflicts between the social, economic or environmental objectives of the Sustainability Appraisal in relation to the proposal?

Householder / Commercial Projects of Similar Scale
The sampled planning applications will be assessed for the following:

· Whether all the necessary supporting evidence, in the form of surveys, has been submitted

· Tree survey submitted?

· Ecological survey submitted?

· Any recommended follow-up surveys submitted?
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