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Introduction

This screening report is an assessment of whether or not the contents of the Ashby
de la Zouch Neighbourhood Plan Review (Pre-submission version) March 2024
(hereafter known as ‘ALZNP’) requires a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
in accordance with the European Directive 2001/42/ EC and associated
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004.

This report will also screen to determine whether the ALZNP requires a Habitats
Regulations Assessment (HRA) in accordance with Article 6(3) and (4) of the EU
Habitats Directive and with Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats and
Species Regulations 2010 (as amended). A HRA is required when it is deemed that
likely adverse significant effects may occur on protected European Sites (Natura
2000 sites) as a result of the implementation of a plan/project. The river Mease SAC
lies beyond the ALZNP area but Ashby de la Zouch itself lies within the river Mease
catchment.

A number of other European designated sites lie within 40KM of Ashby de la Zouch.
As set out in section4, only the Cannock Chase is considered to have the potential to
be affected by development in Ashby de la Zouch. Appendix 1 shows the Plan
Boundary in relation to both the River Mease and the Cannock Chase SACs.

The purpose of the ALZNP is to provide a set of statutory planning policies to guide
development within Ashby de la Zouch over the life of the plan. The Plan was initially
made on 29 November 2018. The current plan is a review of the 2018 ALZNP, but it
still looks ahead to 2031 as per the current plan. The ALZNP also provides support
for improved facilities to serve the community and seeks to protect and enhance
important elements of the local environment.

The legislative background set out in the following section outlines the regulations
that require the need for this screening exercise. Section 3 provides a screening
assessment of both the likely significant environmental effects of the ALZNP and the
need for SEA. Section 4 provides a screening assessment of both the likely
significant effects of the implementation of the ALZNP and the need for a Habitats
Regulation Assessment.

This report will be split into two parts. The first will cover the screening for the SEA
(see section 3) and the second will cover the screening process for the HRA (see
section 4). A summary of findings and conclusions for both screening processes can
be found in the conclusions chapter at section 5.

Legislative Background
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

The basis for Strategic Environmental Assessments and Sustainability Appraisal
legislation is European Directive 2001/42/EC and was transposed into English law
by the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004, or
SEA Regulations. Detailed Guidance of these regulations can be found in the
Government publication ‘A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental
Assessment Directive’ (ODPM 2005).

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 required Local Authorities to
produce Sustainability Appraisals (SA) for all local development documents to meet
the requirement of the EU Directive on SEA. It is considered best practice to
incorporate requirements of the SEA Directive into an SA as discussed within the
NPPF at paragraph 165. However, the 2008 Planning Act amended the requirement
to undertake a Sustainability Appraisal for only development plan documents
(DPD’s), but did not remove the requirement to produce a Strategic Environmental
Assessment. As a Neighbourhood Plan is not a development plan document it
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therefore does not legally require a Sustainability Appraisal. Where appropriate,
however, an SEA still needs to be undertaken in line with the SEA regulations. The
purpose of this report is to determine if SEA is required for the Ashby de la Zouch
Neighbourhood Plan.

The District Council is required to consult three statutory consultation bodies
designated within the regulations, these are; English Heritage, Natural England and
Environment Agency on whether a SEA is required, Details of the consultation
bodies responses can be found at Appendix 2.

Habitat Regulation Assessment (HRA)

It is required by article 6 (3) of the EU Habitats Directive and by regulation 61 of the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) that an
appropriate assessment is carried out with regard to the Conservation Objectives of
the European Sites and with reference to other plans and projects to identify if any
significant effect is likely for any European Site.

To fulfil the legal requirements to identify if likely significant effects will occur with the
implementation of the ALZNP upon European Sites (Natura 2000 sites) a screening
assessment has been undertaken and is set out in section 4 of this report.

The legislation requires where there is a “risk” of a significant effect on a European
Site, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects then there will
be requirement for the plan to progress from HRA screening to an Appropriate
Assessment. This is known as the precautionary principle.

Description of the Plan or Programme

The ALZNP has been prepared by the Ashby de la Zouch Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group on behalf of the Qualifying Body (Ashby de la Zouch Town Council).
The Plan includes a number of policies which relate to the market town of Ashby de
la Zouch,

The policies relate to the Neighbourhood Area and include policies to protect the
environment and character of Ashby de la Zouch. No specific development is
proposed, but various policies support development subject to specified criteria being
satisfied. Other policies seek to provide support for new and improved community
facilities and the provision of new and improved infrastructure.

SEA Screening

Criteria for Assessing the Effects of the Ashby de la Zouch Neighbourhood
Plan

Criteria for determining the likely significant effects referred to in Article 3(5) of
Directive 2001/42/EC are set out below:
1. 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,

- 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).



2. Characteristics of the effects and of the area likely to be affected,

having regard, in particular, to

- the probability, duration, frequency and reversibility of the effects,

- the cumulative nature of the effects,

- the transboundary nature of the effects,

- the risks to human health or the environment (e.g. due to accidents),

- the magnitude and spatial extent of the effects (geographical area and
size of the population likely to be affected),

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

- special natural characteristics or cultural heritage,

- exceeded environmental quality standards or limit values,

- intensive land-use,

- the effects on areas or landscapes which have a recognised
national, Community or international protection status.

Source: Annex Il of SEA Directive
2001/42/EC

Assessment

3.2 Neighbourhood Plans must be in general conformity with the strategic policies of the
Local Plan. The development plan for North West Leicestershire District comprises
the following documents:

¢ the adopted North West Leicestershire Local Plan (Adopted November 2017)
prepared by North West Leicestershire District Council. The plan was the
subject of both a Sustainability Appraisal and a Habitats Regulations
Assessment.

¢ the adopted Leicestershire Minerals Core Strategy and Development Control
Policies (adopted October 2009) prepared by Leicestershire County Council;

e the adopted Leicestershire and Leicester Waste Core Strategy and
Development Control Policies (adopted October 2009) prepared by
Leicestershire County Council and Leicester City Council

3.3 Guidance regarding SEA’s written by the Department of the Environment produces
a diagram to the process for screening a planning document to ascertain whether a
full SEA is required, see figurel.



Figure 1. Application of the SEA Directive to plans and programmes (PPs)

This diagram is intended as a guide to the criteria for application of the Directive to plans and
programmes (PPs). It has no legal status.
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The process in figure 1 has been undertaken and the findings can be viewed in Table
1 below which shows the assessment of whether the ALZNP will require a full SEA.

The questions in table 1 are drawn from the diagram above which sets out how the

SEA Directive should be applied.

Table 1: Establishing the Need for SEA

Stage

Yes/No

Reason

1. Is the PP (plan or programme)
subject to preparation and/or
adoption by a national, regional or
local authority OR prepared by an
authority for adoption through a
legislative procedure by Parliament
or Government? (Art. 2(a))

Yes

This Neighbourhood Plan is
prepared by Ashby Town
Council (as the Qualifying Body)
under the provisions of the
Town and Country Planning Act
1990 as amended by the
Localism Act 2011. Once the
plan is ‘made’ subject to
examination and having
received 50%+ or more ‘yes’
votes through a referendum it
will be adopted by North West
Leicestershire District Council
and become part of the
Statutory Development Plan for
the area.

2. Is the PP required by legislative,
regulatory or administrative
provisions? (Art. 2(a))

No

Communities have a right to
produce a Neighbourhood Plan;
however communities are not
required by legislative,
regulatory or administrative
purposes to produce a
Neighbourhood Plan. However,
once ‘made’ the Ashby de la
Zouch Neighbourhood Plan
would form part of the statutory
development plan and will be
used when making decisions on
planning applications within the
Neighbourhood Area.
Therefore, it is considered
necessary to answer the
following questions to determine
further if an SEA is required.

3. Is the PP prepared for agriculture,
forestry, fisheries, energy, industry,
transport, waste management, water
management, telecommunications,
tourism, town and country planning
or land use, AND does it set a
framework for future development
consent of projects in Annexes | and
Il to the EIA Directive? (Art 3.2(a))

Yes

The Ashby de la Zouch
Neighbourhood Plan is
prepared for town and country
planning and land use. The plan
sets out a framework for future
development in the Ashby de la
Zouch Neighbourhood Area.
Once ‘made’ the Ashby de la
Zouch Neighbourhood Plan
would form part of the statutory
development plan and will be
used when making decisions on




planning applications which
may include development which
may fall under Annex | and Il of
the EIA directive.

4. Will the PP, in view of its likely
effect on sites, require an
assessment for future development
under Article 6 or 7 of the Habitats
Directive?(Art. 3.2 (b))

Yes

The Neighbourhood Plan could
potentially have an impact on
internationally designated
wildlife sites covered by the
Habitats Regulations. See
screening assessment for HRA
in following section 4 of this
report.

5. Does the PP Determine the use of
small areas at local level, OR is it a
minor madification of a PP subject to
Art. 3.2? (Art.3.3)

Yes

There are a number of policies
which could potentially
determine the use of small
areas of land at a local level:

e Policy G1 (Limits to
Development)

e Policy H2 (Windfall sites)

e Policy H5 (Self Build)

e Policy E2 (Business
Development)

¢ Policy E3(Homeworking)

e Policy E4 (Tourism)

e Policy E5 (Broadband
Infrastructure)

e Policy TC1 (Town centre
Uses)

e Policy TC4 (Residential
development)

¢ Policy T4 (Walking and
cycling)

e Policy CF2 (New or
improved community
facilities)

e Policy CF4 (Schools)

e Policy CF5 (Health and
wellbeing)

e Policy CF6 (Infrastructure)

6. Does the PP set the framework for
future development consent of
projects (not just projects in annexes
to the EIA Directive)? (Art 3.4)

Yes

The Ashby de la Zouch
Neighbourhood Plan once
‘made’, forms part of the
statutory development plan and
will be used to determine
planning applications within the
designated Ashby de la Zouch
Neighbourhood Area.
Therefore, the Neighbourhood
Plan will set the framework for
future developments.

7. Is the PP’s sole purpose to serve
the national defence or civil
emergency, OR is it a financial or
budget PP, OR is it co-financed by

No

The Ashby de la Zouch
Neighbourhood Plan does not
deal with any of these
categories of plan.
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structural funds or EAGGF
programmes 2000 to 2006/77? (Art

3.8,3.9)
8. Is it likely to have a significant Uncertain | The Ashby de la Zouch
effect on the environment? (Art. 3.5) Neighbourhood Plan could

potentially have a significant
effect on the environment, not
just within the Neighbourhood
Area but also within the District.
The Ashby de la Zouch
Neighbourhood Plan could also
impact upon a number of
Natura 2000 sites, including the
River Mease SAC (see HRA

section).

A number of the criteria above suggest that SEA of the ALZNP may be required.
Criterion 4, 5, 6 and 8 of the assessment in Figure 1 and Table 1 considered that the
Neighbourhood Plan may have a significant effect on the environment, particularly
relating to Natura 2000 sites.

The criteria for undertaking such an assessment are drawn from Article 3(5) of the
SEA Directive as set out at paragraph 3.1 of this report. The following assessment
considers the likelihood of the ALZNP (as published at the date of this report) to have
significant effects on the environment,

Table 2: Assessment if likelihood of significant effects on the environment

Criteria for determining | Likely to have | Summary of Significant effects
the likely significance | significant

of effects (Annex Il | environmental

SEA Directive) effects?

The characteristics of the plans, having regard to;

The degree to which the Once ‘made; the ALZNP will set out
plan or programme sets the framework which will be used to
a framework for projects determine proposals for
and other activities, development within the
either with regard to the neighbourhood area along with
location, nature, size and national policies and those contained
operating conditions or in other parts of the development
by allocating resources. plan.

There are a number of policies which
could potentially determine the use
of small areas of land at a local level:

e Policy G1 (Limits to
Development);

Policy H1 (Money Hill);
Policy H2 (Windfall sites);
Policy H5 (Self Build);
Policy E2 (Business
Development);

o Policy E3 (Homeworking);




No

No

No

e Policy E4 (Tourism);

e Policy E5 (Broadband
Infrastructure);

e Policy TC1 (Town centre Uses);

e Policy TC4 (Residential
development);

e Policy T4 (Walking and cycling);

e Policy CF2 (New or improved
community facilities);

e Policy CF4 (Schools);

e Policy CF5 (Health and
wellbeing);

e Policy CF6 (Infrastructure)

In respect of policies G1 identifies
Limits to Development. These are
largely based on those in the
adopted Local Plan, save for the
inclusion of land to the west of
Tournament Way, land north-west of
Rushey Close and land south of
Nottingham Road (all of these
changes are also proposed in the
new Local Plan which is at
Regulation 18 stage). The policy
potentially allows for some
development in the countryside but
that such development “will be
carefully controlled in line with local
and national strategic policies”. This
approach is consistent with the
adopted Local Plan which has been
subject to both SEA and Habitats
Regulations Assessment.

Policy H1 supports development at
Money Hill subject to satisfying the
requirements in the Neighbourhood
plan, particularly in respect of design
(Policy G2). However, the site is
allocated for development in the
adopted Local Plan which has been
subject to both SEA and Habitats
Regulations Assessment.

In respect of Policy H3, this supports
the development of windfall sites
within the limits to development
subject to meeting other policies in
the Neighbourhood Plan and any
national or district wide policies. This
general approach is consistent with
the adopted Local Plan which has
been subject to both SEA and




No

No

No

No

Habitats Regulations Assessment.

Policy H5 provides support for
proposals for self or custom build
housing, providing they are within
the limits to development and in
conformity with other policies in the
Neighbourhood Plan. The adopted
Local Plan does not contain any
policies in respect of self and custom
build, but the general approach is
consistent with the adopted Local
Plan as it restricts such
developments to within the limits to
development.

In respect of policy E2 this could
allow for expansion of existing
properties/uses or the development
of new ones. However, the policy
makes it clear that such uses should
be located within the Limits to
Development unless it is in relation
to “small scale leisure of tourism”
development only which “Are of a
size and scale not adversely
affecting the character, infrastructure
and environment of the town and the
neighbourhood plan area, including
the countryside and national
forest...”. The general approach is
consistent with the adopted Local
Plan as it restricts such
developments to within the limits to
development.

Policy E3 supports the use of
dwellings for offices or light industry
and new free-standing buildings to
enable working from home provided
they are “small scale” and subject to
highways, amenity, emissions and
design considerations.

Policy E4 supports the provision of
facilities to enhance and manage
tourism provided the said
development “does not have a
detrimental effect on the distinctive
rural character of the Plan Area” and
“does not adversely affect the
surrounding infrastructure,
particularly local road networks,
water supply and sewerage” and
where feasible “involves the re-use




No

No

No

No

No

No

No

of existing buildings or is part of a
farm diversification”.

Policy E5 supports the provision of
broadband capability subject to any
above ground installations being
“sympathetically located and
designed to integrate into the
landscape”.

Policy TC1 supports proposals for
new retail uses, leisure, commercial,
office, tourism, cultural and
community uses across the town
centre subject to being of an
appropriate scale and enhancing the
towns built and historic assets.

Policy TC4 supports the use of
upper floors in the town centre for
residential purposes, subject to
being outside flood zones 3 or 3a
and to parking, design and amenity
considerations.

Policy T4 expects new development
to include the provision of new or
enhanced footpaths and cycleways.

Policy CF2 supports proposals to
improve the quality and/or range of
community facilities, subject to
satisfying a number of criteria
including highway safety, respecting
local character and not resulting in
an unacceptable disturbance to
residential properties.

Policy CF4 supports proposals for
the expansion of existing schools
subject to criteria, including having
appropriate vehicular access and not
resulting in an unacceptable loss of
amenity residents of adjacent uses.
New schools will be supported
subject to similar considerations as
expanded schools.

Policy CF5 supports proposals for
new of expanded GP premises
subject to criteria including suitable
access to the highway network and
no unacceptable disturbance to
residential amenity.




Policy CF6 requires the provision of
new infrastructure as part of new
developments.

The degree to which the
plan or  programme
influences other plans or
programmes including
those in a hierarchy.

No

The ALZNP is the lowest tier in the
planning hierarchy and must
conform to plans in the upper tiers,
rather than influence them.

The ALZNP must conform to the
adopted North West Leicestershire
Local Plan, the National Planning
Policy and European Directives.
As such the ALZNP would be
unlikely to influence other Plans or
Programmes within the Development
Plan.

The relevance of the
plan or programme for

the integration of
environmental
considerations in

particular with a view to
promoting  sustainable
development.

No

The ALZNP includes policies which
provide protection to the character of
the area |(including the identification
of Local Green Space, important
open spaces and Areas of
Separation) and which will influence
potential development across the
plan period. There is therefore the
potential for an effect on the
environment resulting from the
proposals in the plan.

Policy ENV4 seeks to protect sites
which are of  environmental
significance, including those valued
for their ecological importance. In
addition, policy ENV5 requires that
development proposals will be
“expected to safeguard
habitats and species across the
Neighbourhood Area... and to
deliver biodiversity net gain”,

There are no specific policies in
respect of the river Mease Special
Area of Conservation. However, the
adopted Local Plan does include
policies in respect of the river Mease
SAC to which any development
proposals within the ALZNP area
would have to conform.

Environmental problems
relevant to the plan.

No

Section 5 of ALZNP provides an
overview of Ashby de la Zouch. This
largely concentrates upon matters of
a demographic or housing nature,
although it does include reference to
heritage matters.

A particular environmental issue of




relevance in the ALZNP area is the
river Mease SAC and the level of
phosphates in the river, some of
which is as a result of new
development. This is not referenced
in the ALZNP. However, the adopted
Local Plan includes policies in
respect of the river Mease SAC to
which all development proposals
within the catchment, including
within Ashby de la Zouch, would
have to comply.

The relevance of the
plan or programme for
the implementation of
Community legislation on
the environment (e.g.
plans and programmes

No

The ALZNP is a land-use plan and
sets the framework for future
development consents within the
ALZNP area through a range of
policies.

Once ‘made’ these policies will be

linked to waste used to determine planning
management or water applications in the ALZNP area.
protection).

Characteristics of the e
regard, in particular to;

ffects and of the

area likely to be affected, having

The probability, duration,

frequency and
reversibility of the
effects.

No

The principal effects resulting from
development supported by the
ALZNP are likely to be in terms of
biodiversity = and the historic
environment. Some of these effects
have the potential to be irreversible
and could be long term. However,
various policies seek to protect
biodiversity features and habitats,
including trees and hedges whilst
others recognise the need to
conserve and enhance heritage
features.

No specific reference is made to the
river Mease SAC. However, the
adopted Local Plan includes policies
in respect of the river Mease SAC to
which all development proposals
within the catchment, including
within Ashby de la Zouch, would
have to comply. This will ensure that
new development does not have an
adverse impact upon the SAC.

There is also the potential for new
development to have an impact on
air quality, as a result of traffic
generation, and local landscapes.
However, there are relevant policies
in the adopted Local Plan to which
any development proposals would
have to comply and so ensure this




matter is adequately addressed.

The cumulative nature of
the effects.

No

The ALZNP does not propose any
specific development. The policies
included within the ALZNP are
unlikely to result in likely significant
effects given the nature of policies
proposed and their conformity with
existing policy provisions included in
the adopted Local Plan.

The trans boundary
nature of the effects.

No

It is likely that most effects will be
limited to the ALZNP area. However,
some impacts could cross over into
other areas, not just within North
West Leicestershire but further
afield, particularly those associated
with the river Mease. Such effects
would be limited to the river Mease
corridor. Given the scope and
localised nature of the plan, together
with the need to conform with the
Local Plan policy in respect of the
river Mease SAC, it is considered
that any trans boundary affects will
be limited.

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

No

There is limited risk to human health
or the environment as a result of the
ALZNP. Policy

The magnitude spatial
extent of the effects
(geographical area and
size of the population
likely to be affected).

No

It is likely that most effects will be
localised and limited to the ALZNP
area. However, some impacts could
cross over into other areas, not just
within North West Leicestershire but
further afield, particularly those
associated with the river Mease.
Such effects would be limited to the
river Mease corridor. Given the
scope and localised nature of the
plan, together with the need to
conform with the Local Plan policy in
respect of the river Mease SAC, it is
considered that any trans boundary
affects will be limited.

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

special natural
characteristics or cultural
heritage

exceeded environmental
quality standards

- intensive land use

No

The historic character of Ashby de la
Zouch is fundamental to the cultural
character of Ashby de la Zouch.
Damage to the historic character of
the area could have a significant
impact but polices within the ALZNP
seek to provide greater protection to
the character of the area and the
heritage assets, including the
Conservation Area.
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In respect of natural characteristics,
there is a potential impact upon the
river Mease SAC as a result of new
development supported by the
ALZNP. However, the adopted Local
Plan includes policies in respect of
the river Mease SAC to which all
development proposals within the
catchment, including within Ashby de
la Zouch, would have to comply.

Potential positive impacts upon the
natural characteristics of the Plan
Area may arise from a number of
policies including ENV 1 (Protection
of local green spaces), ENV 2
(Important open spaces for sport,
recreation and amenity) ENV 4
(Sites and features of natural
environment significance) and ENV
5 (Biodiversity and habitat
connectivity).

There are not any Air Quality
Management Areas within the Plan

Area.
The effects on areas or No Ashby de la Zouch lies within the
landscapes which have a river Mease catchment. The river
recognised national, Mease is designated as a Special
community or Area  of  Conservation. New
international protection development has the potential
status. individually and cumulatively to

adversely affect the integrity of the

SAC.

The Cannock Chase SAC and
AONB lies more than 15km from the
ALZNP boundary.

Screening Outcome

Having regard to the assessment above it is considered that the ALZNP is not likely
to have a significant environmental effect and accordingly will not require a Strategic
Environmental Assessment. The ALZNP does not allocate specific sites for
development and where development might be supported by the policies in the plan
it is likely to be small scale. Furthermore, the ALZNP has to be in conformity with the
adopted local plan which has been through SEA and so the ALZNP will have no (or
little) influence on other plans or programmes.
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4.4

4.5
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HRA Screening

The Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) refers to the assessment required for
any plan or project to assess the potential impacts against the conservation objectives
of Natura 2000 wildlife sites. The assessment must determine whether the plans
would adversely affect, or are likely to affect, the integrity of a site(s) in terms of its
nature conservation objectives. Where negative effects are identified other options
should be examined to avoid any potential damaging effects.

Under Criteria 4 of Figure 1 and Table 1 it was concluded that the Neighbourhood
Plan may have an impact upon internationally designated sites and as such a further
assessment is required.

The HRA process is generally divided into three stages. The initial stage of the HRA
process is called the screening stage and determines if here are any likely
significant effects or risk of significant effects possible as a result of the
implementation of the plan. If there are significant effects the plan will need to
undertake an Appropriate Assessment. The screening process should provide a
description of the plan and an identification of the Natura 2000 sites which may be
affected by the plan and assess the significance of any possible effects on the
identified sites.

This section of the report provides a “screening” assessment for the ALZNP. It looks
at the potential impacts of the plan’s proposals on European Sites within 15km of the
Neighbourhood Plan area; these sites are illustrated at Appendix 1. The following
screening assessment will determine if the ALZNP will have any likely significant
effects to determine whether the subsequent stages will be required. Much of the
background information used is that taken from the Habitats Regulations Assessment
undertaken for the adopted Local Plan.

Relevant Natura 2000 sites

The only Natura 2000 site within 15km of the ALZNP area is the river Mease
Special Area of Conservation. This lies about 4km from Ashby de la Zouch, but the
plan area is within the river Mease catchment and so all new development will
drain to the Mease.

Cannock Chase SAC has also been identified as potentially being sensitive to effects
associated with increased recreational pressure. The site is currently subject to an
agreed strategic approach implemented through a ‘SAC Partnership’ involving a
coordinated approach across six local planning authorities. The Evidence base shows
that development within 15km of the SAC boundary may have a significant impact on
the site.

The development provided for within the ALZNP all lies out-with the 15km zone of
influence.

Other Europeans sites are within a 40km radius of Ashby de la Zouch, these sites are
listed below for purpose of clarification.
o West Midland Mosses SAC (28km from nearest NWLDC boundary)

¢ Midlands Meres and Mosses Ramsar (28km from nearest NWLDC boundary)
o Pasturefields Salt Marsh SAC (31km from nearest NWLDC boundary)
e Ensor’s Pool SAC (18km from nearest NWLDC boundary)



4.9

4.10

411

¢ Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar (37km from NWLDC boundary)

In the absence of any hydraulic links in terms of water supply and the disposal of
wastewater between the delivery of the policies contained within the ALZNP and
these sites, all five sites are eliminated from the need for further assessment. In all
cases, in light of the distance from the Ashby de la Zouch, there are no conceivable
impact mechanisms through which the Local Plan might present any credible risk of
any adverse effects upon the integrity of these sites.

Before considering the potential impact of the ALZNP on the river Mease SAC and
the Cannock Chase SAC it is necessary to establish the key features of the SAC’s
and what the potential issues are.

River Mease SAC

The river Mease SAC incorporates the Gilwiskaw Brook downstream of Packington
village and the river Mease from its confluence with the Gilwiskaw Brook to its
confluence with the River Trent downstream of Croxhall (see Appendix xx). It is
designated for its internationally important habitats and species, which are
collectively referred to as its ‘qualifying features’. The Giliwiskaw Brook flows through
the centre of Ashby de la Zouch and so feeds directly into the river Mease.

Qualifying Features of the River Mease SAC

H3260. Water courses of plain to montane levels with the Ranunculion fluitantis and
Callitricho-Batrachion vegetation; Rivers with floating vegetation often dominated by
water-crowfoot

S1092. Austropotamobius pallipes; White-clawed (or Atlantic stream) crayfish
S1149. Cobitis taenia; Spined loach
S1163. Cottus gobio; Bullhead

S1355. Lutra lutra; Otter

Conservation Objectives for the River Mease SAC

Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate,
and ensure that the site contributes to achieving the Favourable Conservation
Status of its Qualifying Features, by maintaining or restoring;

» The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats and habitats of
qualifying species

» The structure and function (including typical species) of qualifying natural
habitats

» The structure and function of the habitats of qualifying species

» The supporting processes on which qualifying natural habitats and the
habitats of qualifying species rely

» The populations of qualifying species, and, The distribution of qualifying
species within the site
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The Conservation objectives for the River Mease SAC state that they 'should be read
in conjunction with the accompanying ‘Supplementary Advice’ document, which
provides more detailed advice and information to enable the application and
achievement of the objectives set out above’. Unfortunately, at the time of writing this
report, the supplementary advice for the River Mease is yet to be published and
cannot therefore be referred to in this HRA. There is however a document available
setting out the ‘Proposed Targets for SAC Conservation Objectives’ which has been
referenced.

Further background information which is relevant to this assessment can be found in
the Site Improvement Plan?. Site Improvement Plans (SIPs) have been developed for
each European site in England as part of the Improvement Programme for England’s
Natura 2000 sites (IPENS). The River Mease SIP provides a high-level overview of
the issues (both current and predicted) affecting the condition of the qualifying
features of the SAC, and outlines the priority measures required to improve the
condition of these features.

The River Mease SIP therefore provides valuable information regarding pressures
which are known to be currently affecting (or predicted to affect) the qualifying
features for which the SAC has been designated. Any potential effects from this
ALZNP which might contribute to or exacerbate these existing pressures will need to
be carefully considered. The six main pressures identified in the SIP are as follows:
a) Water Pollution

b) Drainage

¢) Inappropriate weirs, dams and other structures

d) Invasive species

e) Siltation

f) Water abstraction

Having regard to the key features and issues associated with the river Mease and
SAC the effects which are considered to represent a credible risk to the SAC are:

European Site Potential impact mechanism
River Mease Discharge of wastewater associated with new development
SAC

Emissions to air, water or soil

Disturbance effects from proximity of development

The following tables set out an assessment of the potential impact of the ALZNP on
each of these impact mechanisms so as to provide a conclusion as to whether the
ALZNP needs to be subject to further Appropriate Assessment.

1 Refer http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6637921171931136
2 Refer http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6640857448972288



http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6637921171931136
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6640857448972288

River Mease

Table 3 — assessment of potential effects of ALZNP on river Mease SAC

Potential Are there policies and/or proposals which | Is there a
impact could impact on these potential for
mechanism significant
effect?
Discharge of There are a number of policies which directly | Any new

wastewater
associated with
new
development

support new development and such new
development could lead to an increase in the
discharge of wastewater, which if not
managed appropriately could have an
adverse impact upon the water quality of the
river Mease.

development
would be subject
to provisions of
policy Ec2 of the
adopted Local
Plan which would
ensure that there
was no adverse
impact upon the
integrity of the
SAC.

Emissions to
air, water or soil

The ALZNP does not propose any specific
sites for new development. There are a
number of policies which directly support new
development and such new development
could lead to an increase in emissions to air,
water or soil.

Any new
development
would be subject
to provisions of
policy Ec2 of the
adopted Local
Plan which would
ensure that there
was no adverse
impact upon the
integrity of the
SAC.

Disturbance
effects from
proximity of
development

There are no specific sites for new
development identified in the ALZNP.

Any new
development
would be subject
to provisions of
policy Ec2 of the
adopted Local
Plan which would
ensure that there
was no adverse
impact upon the
integrity of the
SAC.
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Screening Outcome

Table 3 identifies that there is unlikely to be a significant effect arising from the
ALZNP on the river Mease SAC.

Conclusions and recommendations of the Screening Assessments

This report contains the detail of the assessment of the need for the Ashby de la
Zouch Neighbourhood Plan (ALZNP) to be subject to Strategic Environmental
Assessment as required by the SEA Directive and Appropriate Assessment as
required by the Habitats Directive.

The assessment of both of these requirements has been undertaken on the pre-
submission version of the ALZNP Neighbourhood Plan Review (March 2024). As
such if the content of the Neighbourhood Plan is significantly changed there may be
the need for a further screening exercise to be undertaken on any modified version of
the Neighbourhood Plan.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

In relation to the requirement for the ALZNP to be subject to Strategic Environmental
Assessment, the assessment detailed in Section 3 of this report concludes that in its
current form is unlikely to have significant environmental effects and therefore a SEA
will not be required.

Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA)

In relation to the requirement for the ALZNP to be subject to Habitat Regulations
Assessment, the assessment detailed at Section 4 of this report concludes that there
are unlikely to be any significant effects upon the river Mease SAC or any other
Natura 2000 sites and so as such a full HRA is not required.



APPENDIX 1 — MAP SHOWING LOCATION OF SPECIAL AREAS OF CONSERVATION

[see separate map]



APPENDIX 2 —= STATUTORY CONSULTATION RESPONSES

[see separate document]



phall~ Mlddleton Leigh A522| “SSp—) ion 527 =5
U reen -—\éﬁb@ﬁmingm g one %ﬁ& Tms'\_ﬁp ﬂ > 270 Spondon /% 5 550"0 —W\2
tha Mm = s (- T N Borrowaen 5 Slglonn
i Broughton Dalbury: e ( =
Garshall g = ¢
reen = ﬁ BInanion Kivaston 04 Breastoii S
i3 ﬂmshall ] yi: = 'i Suﬂon on N AB005 i
ﬁ\; 7 5%/ A= ‘ the Hill s NN ciste NONG] i
Draycott T f
Milwich ﬁ 2 Blount‘st\l* S 2 FDUSBH & © Elvaston y ) EAT.ON
Gratwich AL\ oy SE o o4 Z Lo T
" ratwicl ES) aacd S5 g ey, i
b urston En dswel = Q;J W_\ SorObACy L Halton ‘- ] Vi 7& Chellaston b Shardlow~/"| - %8 Thrai |
¢ P Marston HI[tOI‘I; I o6
Er
Sandnn ( w\ (}nndl g:_k: P & Steson \=—J =TTt ar-Iront T
Klngstune Draycolt in Egginton = Wyflor = Weston- 55 3o splallld
Gayton The Blythe the Clay Tutbur Rolleston X f:ﬂ 32 enclyeht 5 enaton on Soar [
y on DDV& AR Willihgton Barrow Swark estone= g e O ?ﬁ s’ ingston
Sa“ Hanbury ﬂ | upon Trent gumﬁn m‘,o\ Castlf i?»éljemington on Soar
643 ? : /J A \
\ - = 146 +:S\ ’n Streltnnf r eby by Bridge Oﬂlig 0ﬂ°A as:‘liy:ug;nds ]Iil West:Leake
\ 6w Foremar M lb %DD v M1 AL I Kewoltn
»plon ¢ = : ninglow |Iton elbourne “ @ Dongigtm Sutton
+ 437 =074 ,Q Boningtd
. 5523 e o, 08 d ‘ 1) L Isley 5 3
! —\Weo Bit rvym @JBQ Sy Zt o il m‘"a" 7{?74 " Vilson Walton arLfnn(;rwce 2
! \Rpae woir = BURTON T Y A453|  pigewdith \hatton 3 ¢ Nor
& Fad B50;7 ! Staunitair b N\
Txall Great Admasion H PO & _> Bree n oF
= a Havwnﬂd o5 i § D Rangemore . g i jaiold Best i T{ﬁ,- 5
0o = 8
WEEPIHQUJ i ”"' Little S . /; Stapenhill S HartsHome, JE;” ‘] & 5 /‘5
L~ Haywood &5 Pels =,
Cross laywood \ & é/ Tatenhill Branston E'I/ewhaﬂ : NK) Calkeg ,ﬁ} S Beltort, 02 A AG
h-on- Colwich Hadlevb & P Stanton ol
! . N > ' 1o Wol thmglon ﬂ”
-T"A 5 . il i) wﬂ"nslall s N — 2Rk ADEINGOTE ) ot fall = 7 ¢ e =5
34/ rocton Va / /e) i % Yoxall ‘mr ]ﬁi Woodville/f”g.'gby / nt Newbol @F’\? SHEPSHED Acre
. ﬁ} K’\ ik ] BY- 05 gath
9 f ‘Church Gresley Gastie o L 3 q gatinipe
Bednall ohi Woounu% TEN G ) :
7 ¢ Etchifghill ' [Pipe Barton-under- Q’v an-Trent g Gresley & D * P Fonos A512 /e
z:;-e . - TRidware Needwood L & Caldwel ) E\?&-zouc leortoft [\ 20reen v&hﬂgston @ Nanpantam
h (] YA s o Blackiofjhy A\ - 8 K ol
< N Ridware " < A \\)/\ N:"“ 1 i, H U‘&ﬁ}y Black b ¥
A34 sh rereton = Handsacre B?I\:\)e Orgreave ‘ Rosllslun men %0 "l-tk nningt9n RW \\1’:}
<0, A460 (/hwer mtage, it = (:ulon Overseal hﬂ NN ’O\D
157 NBrin A %onndon : J Rileyhill Alrewas in the D thﬁ Alenckington o S \E{)
] 3 A — is! = NS >
- ) = "0 el iy E"“s A i E’ CGALVILLE 7 \“ =
/J}Y sl 4}_75( astle l(.iungdnn i~ 5,—311[;;3.,5[?3‘3 2 / Lullmgton 7:0akthol = Raveflstone . FOPEETS T
25 i 7? ) [ 282 s e =EI i _H_,Snu@} E\E I,Ea,ie‘_// Netherseal Stretton-ag N ‘ rmantori q Tors ANy
npngiS Hednesford\_/f&zca“"UCk Wood @ it Hilliart'sy % m efrle 1§ Heath? A LT Bard L
ANNO é?'f/m fﬂ Farewell ﬁ‘ Cross 42 ‘ S ’% & Tiofise &
;;l’e—rtan o S :mﬁmgury Genllesh AW, q Chorley Y EI1\|}rd ‘ ﬁ' s = &
S Chllcute L Seryices
A S Heath Ha)'l‘—‘ T\,:Y % E‘ P Strethay s/ pad > \ Ibstock <Siémlunf/
" 1 A5190 ChaSe: Terraceﬁl\\u/} E:\I L & under
?%eadgeﬂndgljlrown Nglun BUHNTW 00D %75 N é i % . pardor! !
Toll“Norton SChasetown <7, - T "W Appleb n
E‘_ > 7 ECaneS E Hmpwm 4 ( [Hamimenwich Wl%f}'/g‘t?n A513 Bu 2 Bagworth RPSEI‘(JH ]
N AW Trost e \Io 7461 o, »* P || Hadembre a 13 _Norton=dixta- Sl pia ®
e iyrie LEIOC all & Wy[m]l| Barracks ) Tarycrdss — Th t @ Grol
Hay. (YIIEY, 7 -"-l‘f[ Toll & — = Bar G Na|lsl-nr| _p; ornton :
460 Randywagl @ 3 . R @ oy P, ﬂ@ i the Beans_q { \& Rathy
Sy A Little il 57 Fig Nptey i Congerstone 9“‘”‘*5‘“““ Bitchobton Newlown/As:
Hilloﬁark ASE \FJYHW\ A &mes@ & Weéf Elupwas 0 ettlebrook X Tyorass unthank” (8
e 2 c f eetor i - ] ote 7N 0 Bilstone }} & st (P
£V ES {ayhaiiger Shire Vil 54 : rton, s, Carlton 1
; ‘. 'y Pelsall % [Stonnall Shenston ) . ATifgton p 7o) 4 WAL =
A C AP Walsall ak [>ienstone | 2 P ‘\fﬁfﬁ %\” Market uagg\kl&!
sl N L o 5
hiiiore g BLOXW“: ™ A452 L'Iu o Hints g Bonefil > v
Park ‘ Q Shelﬁeld : T | 2\ @D (
f i\lh \ Little Hay alols zeley . iNiInecoie % : NWLDC Boundary J\
Z ’ O Rushall AL:DRIDGE ~Asten P W;&Hm‘d ol Drayton PE G“tm 'S‘:'\ b Tamwom 1 : AR,
a ates s| rea
U EDNESFIELD! E i b” /p\? " Hall Bassettm A/ () ServicesaDordon d y
MEFE " e River Mease Catchment Boundary
& \ © |4 Dosthill Grendun Grendon [/, Rateliffe
N . T o dOlll(r green LRo:)lghley Middleton | A409 1 51| © Comimmon 3 Sl Guley : Cannock Chase SAC
vy i, 0aks d \
IGEENHALI] s 5 K 1 0d z ATHERSTONE
(O ] 7 o7 ol Streetl ! Ad44G Baddesley ot
STON3 \;‘;.ﬂ Vif! = P g7 “‘f‘"“‘ 3} End Ensor /5 Aot )
Zmsh 227 P Toll Hall c ey < % W|ﬂ'|er|ey from O 1:1250 with of the Controller of HMSO  H
ML y a Q L[ é _ Baxlerley:;) Bentl .ﬁ-‘} Fenny Dmyg Crown Copyright. L i i Crown Copyright and may lead to
DARLASTO e SUITDH = F Kingshiiry ’,,::. prosecution or civil proceedings Licence No: 100019329 )
< \ RS=SUTION e JAES s N ’
404 Park JTI0 6 Toll v L s Man cettér T - ——— =/




R Historic England
Sas 5

IAN.NELSON@NWLeicestershire.gov.uk Direct Dial: NG

Our Ref: PLO0583477

15 May 2024
Dear Mr Nelson,
ASHBY DE LA ZOUCH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN - SEA SCREENING REQUEST

Thank you for your consultation of 10th April 2024 and the request for a Screening
Opinion in respect of the Ashby de La Zouch Neighbourhood Plan.

For the purposes of consultations on SEA Screening Opinions, Historic England
confines its advice to the question, “Is it likely to have a significant effect on the
environment?” in respect of our area of concern, cultural heritage. Our comments are
based on the information supplied with the screening request.

On the basis of the information supplied and in the context of the criteria set out in
Schedule 1 of the Environmental Assessment Regulations [Annex |l of ‘SEA’
Directive], Historic England is of the view that the preparation of a Strategic
Environmental Assessment is not likely to be required.

The views of the other statutory consultation bodies should be taken into account
before the overall decision on the need for a SEA is made. If a decision is made to
undertake a SEA, please note that Historic England has published guidance on
Sustainability Appraisal / Strategic Environmental Assessment and the Historic
Environment that is relevant to both local and neighbourhood planning and available
at:

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/sustainability-appraisal-and-
strategic-environmental-assessment-advice-note-8/

Should it be concluded that, overall, a SEA will be required for the Plan, Historic
England would be pleased to discuss the scope of the assessment in relation to the
historic environment in due course.

I hope that this information is of use to you at this time. Should you have any queries,
please do not hesitate to contact me.

L.

« Moy, THE FOUNDRY 82 GRANVILLE STREET BIRMINGHAM B1 2LH

L TA) > *
Ms Telephone 0121 625 6888 Stonewall

Ysan® HistoricEngland.org.uk DIVERSITY CHAMPION

05y,

Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.
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Yours Sincerely

Rose Thompson
Rose Thompson
Historic Places Adviser
E-mail: I

t Stonewall
DIVERSITY GCHAMPION

THE FOUNDRY 82 GRANVILLE STREET BIRMINGHAM B1 2LH

AB,
5\ a Telephone 0121 625 6888
/sapv® HistoricEngland.org.uk
Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.



Date: 14 May 2024
Our ref: 472456
Your ref: Ashby de la Zouch Neighbourhood Plan

Mr lan Nelson

North West Leicestershire District Council Hornbeam House
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way

BY EMAIL ONLY Crewe

ian.nelson@nwleicestershire.gov.uk Cheshire
CW1 6GJ

T 0300 060 3900

Dear Mr Nelson
Ashby de la Zouch Neighbourhood Plan Review - SEA & HRA Screening Consultation
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated and received by Natural England on 10 April 2024.

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural
environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future generations,
thereby contributing to sustainable development.

Screening Request: Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and Habitats Regulations
Assessment (HRA)

It is Natural England’s advice, on the basis of the material supplied with the consultation, that:
e significant effects on statutorily designated nature conservation sites or landscapes are
unlikely; and,
¢ significant effects on Habitats sites?, either alone or in combination, are unlikely.

The proposed neighbourhood plan is unlikely to significantly affect any Site of Special Scientific Interest
(SSSI), Marine Conservation Zone (MCZ), Special Areas of Conservation (SAC), Special Protection
areas (SPA), Ramsar wetland or sites in the process of becoming SACs or SPAs (‘candidate SACs’,
‘possible SACs’, ‘potential SPAs’) or a Ramsar wetland. The plan area is unlikely to have a significant
effect on a National Park, Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty or Heritage Coast, and is unlikely to
impact upon the purposes for which these areas are designated or defined.

Guidance on the assessment of Neighbourhood Plans, in line with the Environmental Assessment of
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 is contained within the Planning Practice Guidance. This
identifies three triggers that may require the production of an SEA:

* aneighbourhood plan allocates sites for development

* the neighbourhood area contains sensitive natural or heritage assets that may be affected by the
proposals in the plan

+ the neighbourhood plan may have significant environmental effects that have not already been
considered and dealt with through a sustainability appraisal of the Local Plan.

Natural England does not hold information on the location of significant populations of protected

! Habitats sites are those referred to in the National Planning Policy Framework (Annex 2 - glossary) as “any site which would be included
within the definition at regulation 8 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 for the purpose of those regulations,
including candidate Special Areas of Conservation, Sites of Community Importance, Special Areas of Conservation, Special Protection Areas
and any relevant Marine Sites”.



mailto:ian.nelson@nwleicestershire.gov.uk
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/strategic-environmental-assessment-and-sustainability-appraisal
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/annex-2-glossary

species, so is unable to advise whether this plan is likely to affect protected species to such an extent
as to require an SEA. Further information is included in Natural England’s standing advice on protected
species.

Furthermore, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all environmental
assets. The plan may have environmental impacts on priority species and/or habitats, local wildlife
sites, soils and best and most versatile agricultural land, or on local landscape character that may be
sufficient to warrant an SEA. Information on ancient woodland, ancient and veteran trees is set out in
Natural England/Forestry Commission standing advice.

We therefore recommend that advice is sought from your ecological, landscape and soils advisers,
local record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local soils, best and most versatile
agricultural land, landscape, geodiversity and biodiversity receptors that may be affected by the plan
before determining whether a SEA is necessary.

Natural England reserves the right to provide further advice on the environmental assessment of the
plan. This includes any third party appeal against any screening decision you may make. If a SEA is
required, Natural England must be consulted at the scoping and environmental report stages.

Please send any new consultations, or further information on this consultation to
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk

Yours sincerely

Sally Wintle
Consultations Team


https://www.gov.uk/guidance/protected-species-how-to-review-planning-applications
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/ancient-woodland-and-veteran-trees-protection-surveys-licences
mailto:consultations@naturalengland.org.uk

Dear lan,

Thank you for giving the Environment Agency (EA) the opportunity to comment on the Screening
request for the Ashby de la Zouch Neighbourhood Plan.

Following a review of the information submitted the EA does not disagree with the conclusion
that an SEA is not required.

Regards
Nick

Nick Wakefield
Planning Specialist, Sustainable Places Team

Environment Agency | Trentside Offices, Scarrington Road, West Bridgford, Nottingham NG2
5BR

@& Direct 020302 53354

Creating a better place
for people and wildlife

Y
Please note as part of my commitment to reducing my climate impact | may not send a “Thank you”
email.” Carbon saving of not sending thank you emails
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https://www.gov.uk/environment-agency
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