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Abbreviations:

CEC Cheshire East Council

CELPS: Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy

CBLP CongletorBorough Local Plan

MNDP. Moston Neighbourhood Development Plan
KNA Moston Neighbourhood Area

NP: Neighbourhod Plan

KSC: Key Service Centre

1.0Introduction

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is a way of ensuring the environmental implications of decisions
are taken into account before any such decisions are made. The need for environmental assessment of
plans and programmes is set out in the EU Directive 2001/42/EC i known as the SEA Directive. Under this
Directive, Neighbourhood Plans may require SEAT but this will depend on the content of each
Neighbourhood Plan. The SEA Directive makes SEA a mandatory requirement for:

Plans which are prepared for town and country planning or land use and which set the framework for
future development consent of projects listed in the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Directive;
or Plans which have been determined to require an assessment under the Habitats Directive.

A screening of a draft plan must be undertaken by the responsible authority prior to adoption or submission

to the |l egislative procedure. | MostorhRarssh @oansilehowevere O r e s p o n s
Cheshire East Council, upon request, has agreed to provide a screening opinion on the Moston

Neighbourhood Plan (MNDP) to determine if SEA is required. If itis concluded that an SEA is required,

Moston Parish Council are responsible for its production and it must form part of the material that is

consulted on once the formal consultation stage is reached.

The main determining factor as to whether SEA is required on a Neighbourhood Plan is ifitis likely to have a
significant effect on the environment. Those Neighbourhood Plans containing land allocations for
dewvelopment, which are not included in the local authority 6 san, pré likely to require SEA. Neighbourhood
Plans which do not contain such allocations (or simply reflect allocations already identified as part of a local
authority plan) are less likely to require SEA.

If SEA is required, Moston Parish Council may wish to consider woluntarily expanding the scope so that it
covers wider economic and social issues. This is the approach taken by Cheshire East Council, whereby
SEA is included within the broader Sustainability Appraisal of plans. The advantage of undertaking a
Sustainability Appraisal is that it can demonstrate the impact of the Neighbourhood Plan on social, economic
and environmental factors and therefore demonstrate to an examiner that the Plan that has been prepared is
the most sustainable given all alternatives.

1.1 Requirementfor Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

Where a neighbourhood plan could have significant environmental effects it may require a SEA.

Whether a neighbourhood plan requires SEA and (if so), the level of detail needed, will depend on what is
proposed in the draft neighbourhood plan. SEA may be required for example when:

1. A neighbourhood plan allocates sites for development

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

3. The neighbourhood plan may hawe significant environmental effects that have not already been
considered and dealt with via a sustainability appraisal of the Local Plan

1.2Requirement for HRA

In the context of neighbourhood planning, a Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) is required where a



Neighbourhood Plan is deemed likely to give rise to significant effects on protected European Sites (Natura

2000 sites), as a result of the planbs i mplementation.
required. Where HRA is undertaken, itis good practice to identify sites with within 10-15km of the

plan/project boundary and include them in a HRA.

1.3Legislative Background

The basis for Strategic Environmental Assessments and Sustainability Appraisal is the European Directive
2001/42/EC which has subsequently been transposed into English law by the Environmental Assessment of
Plans and Programmes Reqgulations 2004, or SEA Regulations. The government has produced guidance in
relation to these regulations, entitled 0 Apractical guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment
Directive 6

Schedule 2 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Requlations 2012 makes provision in relation to the
Habitats Directive. The Directive requires that any plan or project likely to have a significant effect on a
European site must be subject to an Appropriate Assessment. To achieve this, paragraph 1 prescribes a
basic condition that the making of a neighbourhood plan is not likely to have a significant effect on a
European Site. Paragraphs 2 to 5 of the Schedule amend the Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2010 so as to apply its provisions to neighbourhood dewvelopment orders and neighbourhood
plans. In particular, paragraph 4 inserts new regulation 78A which provides that a neighbourhood
development order may not grant planning permission for development which is likely to have a significant
effect on a European site.

Schedule 3 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Requlations 2012 makes provision in relation to the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Directive. The Directive requires that EIA development must be
subject to a development consent process. To enable this, Schedule 3 prescribes a basic condition that
applies where dewvelopment which is the subject of a proposal for a neighbourhood development order is of a
type caught by the EIA Directive, and applies to the relevant provisions of the Town and Country Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Requlations 2011(3) (fthe EIA Regulationsd with appropriate
modifications (regulation 33 and paragraphs 1 to 4 and 6 of Schedule 3). Paragraphs 5 and 7 to 13 of
Schedule 3 correct errors in the EIA regulations.

This report seeks to determine if the MNDP is likely to have a significant effect on the environment.

1.4The Cheshire Eadtocal Plan Strategy (CELPS)

The basic conditions require Neighbourhood Plans to be in general conformity with the strategic policies

contained in the development plan for the area of the authority. The Congleton Borough Local Plan was

adopted in 2005. Some of the policies within the Local
used in determining planning applications. As policies become out of date through lack of conformity with the

NPPF or where more up to date evidence is available, they can be given less weight for decision making

purposes, particularly on strategic issues.

The Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy (CELPS) was adopted on 27" July 2017 and sets the strategic
approach to development across the sub-region.

The CELPS was subject to a full Sustainability Appraisal which included SEA. This ensured that no likely
significant effects are expected to arise from the implementation of the CELPS or the delivery of the
quantum of development identified in it.

1.5Screening Process

Moston Parish Council has requested a SEA screening opinion of its Neighbourhood Plan. It is the qualifying
body 6s r es p mdedakeban hssessynent obwhether their proposed polices are likely to have

6significant envi ronment al effectsd however on request
of the qualifying body. The Plan does not have to be at a final draft stage to be assessed.

The screening opinion assessment is undertaken in two parts: the first part will assess whether the plan
requires SEA (as per the flow chart which follows); and the second part of the assessment will consider
whether the Neighbourhood Plan is likely to have a significant effect on the environment, using criteria drawn


http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX%3A32001L0042%3AEN%3ANOT
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX%3A32001L0042%3AEN%3ANOT
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1633/contents/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1633/contents/made
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practicalguidesea.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practicalguidesea.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/contents/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/contents/made
http://europa.eu/legislation_summaries/environment/general_provisions/l28036_en.htm
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2011/1824/contents/made
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http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2011/1824/schedule/3/made

from Schedule 1 of the EU SEA Directive and the UK Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes

Regulations 2004 (see section 5).

The three statutory consultation bodies (English Heritage, Environment Agency and Natural England) have
been consulted to establish whether the Moston Neighbourhood Plan requires SEA and whether the plan

may have  significant environmental effectd on t he

e Should ibbe ooactuded that SEA is

required Moston Parish Council will need to undertake a SEA with a SEA Scoping Report exercise as the

first stage.

The government guidance ¢ Apractical guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment

Directived sets out the following approach to be taken in determining whether SEA is required:

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.

1. Is the PP 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))

No to both criteria

Yas to either criterion
v

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

No

Yes

4

. 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 |l to the
EIA Directive? (Art. 3.2(a))

\
\

Yes to both criteria

y

. Does the PP determine the use of small areas at local leval,
OR is it a minor modification of a PP subject to Art. 3.2?
(Art. 3.3)

No to both criteria

r

7. Is the PP’s sole purpose to serve national defence or civil
emergency, OR is it a financial or budget PP, OR is it
co-financed by structural funds or EAGGF programmes
2000 to 2006/77 (Art. 3.8, 3.9)

\

No to all criteria

DIRECTIVE REQUIRES SEA

Noto |4. Will the PP, in view of its
either likely effect on sites,
criterion require an assessment
»  under Article 6 or 7 of
the Habitats Directive?
(Art. 3.2(b))
Yes l No
6. Does the PP set the
framework for future
Yes to development consent of
either projects (not just projects
criterion in Annexes 1o the EIA
Directive)? (Art. 3.4)
1 Yes
ve 8. Is it likely to have a
< a5 significant effect on the
environment? (Art. 3.5)"
Yes to any criterion

b

DIRECTIVE DOES NOT
REQUIRE SEA

*The Directive requires Member States to determine whether plans or programmes in this category are likely to
have significant environmental effects. These determinations may be made on a case by case basis and/or

by specifying types of plan or programme.



http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1633/schedule/1/made
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practicalguidesea.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practicalguidesea.pdf

1. 5.1Sumnary of the Screening Assessment

Summary

Name of Neighbourhood

Moston Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan

Geographic Cowerage of

The Parish of Moston

Key Topics/scope of the
Plan

I Protecting heritage assets and character
I Promoting town centre retail
1 Protecting green spaces and corridors

Key Issues

Regulation 14 plan with some scope to revise policies. Rural parish with significant
waterbodies of biodiversity and habit value, significant growth taking place at the periphery
of the parishes in adjoin larger towns, multiple heritage assets and some flooding.

Summary of Screening opinion

Name and job title of
officer undertaking
screening opinion

Tom Evans, Neighbourhood Planning Manager

Date of assessment

March 2018

Conclusion of assessment

SEA is not required

Reason for conclusion

The Neighbourhood Plan does not propose to allocate specific sites for future
dewelopment, and promotes criteria based policies that seek to shape future development
proposals, on a small scale basis, that reduce and manage impact on the environment
(both natural and built).

The plan is likely to propose Local Green Space designations which will likely have a
positive effect on the environment, the effect is not considered to be significant.

Designated sites within the neighbourhood area: There are no European Sites within
the neighbourhood area and four with in 15km of it (see appendix C). There are multiple
SSSi sites, Local Nature Reserves and areas of Ancient Woodland within and immediately
adjacent to the Moston Neighbourhood area.

Designated heritage assets within the neighbourhood area: There are 15 Grade I
Listed Buildings within the neighbourhood area (see appendix D). No other heritage
designations are present.

Flood Risk zones within the neighbourhood area: Flood Risk Zones 2 and 3 are
present in the neighbourhood area, to the north eastern boundary and in the southern
section of the area (see appendix E).

Effect on the Environment: The neighbourhood plan does not introduce new policy that
enables a significant effect on the environment to be implemented. As a lower tier plan all
dewvelopment proposals will be subject to assessment against the NP and higher tier
policies, plans and legislation that seek to protect locally, nationally and internationally
designated sites. The CELPS sets the strategic development framework for Moston,
including broad lewels of growth appropriate to rural areas, and has been tested through
integrated SEA to ensure the effect of this growth is acceptable in environmental terms.
The MNDP does not propose additional growth at a significant scale beyond that already
accepted in the CELPS, nor does it include specific proposals of a scale or intent large
enough or with an impact significant enough, that would lead to additional significant
effects on the environment or designated sites. The policies in the Neighbourhood Plan
are criteria based and seek to safeguard existing assets and the plan does not introduce
policies which would significantly change the status of land beyond the planning
framework in place, therefore SEA is not required.

Statutory Consultee

Summary of Comments

English Heritage

SEA not required

Environment Agency

SEA not required

Natural England

SEA not required




2.1 Plan Context

Moston is a rural parish and for the purposes of the Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy (CELPS)

Settl ement Hierarchy, falls withinlMVidyesé caPelgobcie®
PG1 and PG2 of the CELPS set out the preferred development strategy and distribution of

development for the Borough. The distribution of future development in the Borough is intended to

be focused on the Key Towns of Crewe and Congleton and the 9 Key Service Centres.

The parish area is covered by Policy PG6 Open Countryside which generally restricts development
in the countryside but does also identify development which would be considered acceptable.

The CELPS outlines that a small quantum of growth to meet need and support the vitality of smaller
centres and rural areas will be supported and identifies a need to deliver some 2950 homes and
8ha of employment land in Other Settlements and Rural Villages (outside of a 61ha allocation at
Wardle).

The Plan area contains important natural habitats and waterbodies, hosts some small scale
residential development and employment areas and abuts the larger settlement of Middlewich and
Sandbach where extensions to these towns incorporate larger scale residential development at the
fringes of the parish.

The Moston Neighbourhood Development Plan (MNDP) does not allocate specific sites for
development and instead identifies a series of criteria based policies against which development
proposals should be assessed within the neighbourhood area. Such criteria are designed to ensure
the delivery of sustainable development to meet the objectives of the Moston Neighbourhood Plan.

A site is proposed for the allocation as Local Green Space which is on the existing site of an area
designated as Open Space.

Planning applications within the Moston Neighbourhood Area (MNA) will be assessed against the
policies in the MNDP, saved development plan policies and other material planning considerations,
including the recently adopted CELPS.

As specific development sites have not been identified in the MNDP or in the CELPS in this
location, no assessment of potential development sites has been undertaken as part of the
MNDP process.

2.2 Aims of the Plan:

The MNDP document sets out a vision for the parish and what the neighbourhood plan should
deliver:

By 2030 Moston will continue to be a rural idyll with a strong community spirit, attractive to

both residents and visitors alogyki#beprsberged,onods Vv .
protected and enhanced to include wildlife corridors and buffers. Whilst new housing

developments will have been built at the outer edges of the parish, elsewhere any new
development will meet local needs and be well designed, appropriately situated and small

scal e, reflecting Mostonbs <character and | oce
and Traveller community will continue to be recognised and integrated within the parish

without sites dominating the area.

2.3 Objectives

In order to deliver their vision, the MNDP has set out the objectives on the following subjects:



To protect the natural environment from harm, preserve special habitats and seek
opportunities to increase biodiversity.

To improve access to and enjoyment of the countryside for visitors and residents
alike.

To deliver high quality sustainable homes that meet the needs of the parish.

To protect those characteristics of the landscape and built environment that are most
special to the community and positively contribute to quality of place in Moston.

1 To successfully accommodate new development that integrates positively with its
landscape setting.

To support and grow the local economy

To deliver improvements to local infrastructure that improve the experience of living
in and visiting Moston

= —a -

= —a

= —a

2.4 Designated sites within the neighbourhood area:

There are no European Designated Sites within the Neighbourhood Area and four within 15km of it,
albeit at some distance. The nearest designated site is Bag Mere RAMSAR Site, some 7 kilometers
beyond the eastern edge of the neighbourhood area.

The Sandbach Flashes SSSI comprises a series of 14 component sites within the neighbourhood
area.

2.5 Policies

The MNDP contains a number of policies that will be used to ensure the delivery of the vision and
objectives and guide individual development management decisions. An assessment of these
policies impact on European sites has been carried out and concludes that no likely adverse impact
will arise. The full assessment and table of policies is included at Table 3 below.

The following sections asses whether the plan requires SEA due to its content and whether it is
likely to give rise to a significant effect on designated sites or the environment.



3.0Screaing Assessment

3.1 Assessment 1: Does the Neighbourhood Plan require a SEA?

Stage Y/N | Reason
1. Is the Neighbourhood Plan (NP) subject The preparation and adoption ofthe NP is allowed under the Town and Country
preparation and/or adoption by a national, Planning Act 1990 as amended by the Localism Act 2011. The NP will be prepare
regional or local authority, OR prepared by 0Fada GKS WOBtISYRYHADRRES WYl RSQ o6& /K
an authority for adoption though a Y authority. The preparation of NPs is subject to the following regulations: The
legislative procedure by Parliament or Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 and The Neighbourhood Plg
Government? (Art. 2(a)) (referendums) Regulations 2012.

GO TO STAGE 2
Whilstthe NP is not a requirement and is optional under the provisions of the Tow
. L Country Planning Act as amended bythe Localism Act20fi1, 6 A £ f A F Y
2. Is the NP required by | egislative, regulaf . . .
. . e of the Development Plan for the Borough. It is therefore important that the screeni
or administrative provisions? (Art. 2(a)) Y X . . .
process considers whether itis likely to have significant environmental effects and
hence whether SEA is required under the Directive.
GO TO STAGE 3

3. Is the NP prepared for agriculture,

forestry, fisheries, energy, industry, ) ) .
5 v v The NP is being prepared for town and country planning, local transport and land
transport, waste management, . .
o . it makes proposals to manage the development of land for housing and e mploymg
telecommunications, tourism, town and .
e uses. As such, the NPmtains a framework for future development consent of urban
P g ' development projects (listed as 10(b) in Annex Il of the EIA Directive). The NP dog

a frameworkfor future development conse specifically allocate any land for development purposes
of projects in Annexes | and Il to the EIA P y Y P purp ’

Directive? (Art. 3.2(a))

GO TO STAGE 5
4. Willthe NP, inview of itikkly effect on
sites, require an assessment for future N No, thepoliciesin the planege criteria based and unlikely to directly affect designate
development under Article 6 or 7 of the sites.

Habitats Directive? (Art. 3.2(b))

The NP intends to suppdudcaldevelopment foresidential and
employmentcommercialuse throughcriteria based policieS hereis therefore the
5. Does the NP determirtee use of small potential for an effect on the environment resulting from policies in the pléowever,
areas atlocal level OR is it a minor pol icies: are criteria based a}nd (.10lnot i nsti.gate changesto land use direct.ly. Additi
modification ofa plan or proaramme subiel Y The Neighbourhood Plan sits within the wider frameworltof National Planing
’ P prog ) Policy Framework (NPPH)e adoptedCheshire East Local Plan strategy and the sa
to Art. 3.27 (Art. 3.3) policies oftheCongletorBorough Local Plan 2004herefore the Neighbourhood Plan
will help to set the framework for projects that are |ocalisedhature and are likely to
have limited resource implications.
GO TO STAGE 8
Yes, the NP contributes to estashing a local policy framework within which plannin
6. Does the NP set the framework for futur, . . . .
) ) consentwillbe considered for a wide range of development proposals. Whilst the
development consent of projects (not just . o e
. . o Y may establish verylocal criteriato enable development within criteria based

projects in annexes to the EIA Directive)? . . - - . .

Att. 3.4) parameters, higher tier policies, plamand legislation exist to ensure thatthe NP is u
(Art. 3. within a framework with sufficient protection for environmental considerations.
T® LA GKS btQa &azts
nationaldefenceor civil emergency, OR is it
financial or budget plan g@rogramme OR is| N The NP does not fall into any of the criterialisted.
it co-financed by structural funds or EAGG
programme<000 to 2006/7? (Art. 3.8, 3.9)
8.1s itlikelyto have a significant effect on N See AssessmentiZikely significant effects on the environment

the environment? (Art 3.5)

On the basis of criterion 1, 2, 3,5 and 6 above, itis necessary to assess whether the neighbourhood plan is likedysighifieant effect on
the environment. This assessment is undertaken through#ssent 2 below.




3.2Assesgnent 2: Is the Neighbourhood Plankiely to have aSignifcant Bfects onthe
Environment?

The EIA Regulations include thresholds under which development proposals are not required to be
screened to determine whether an EIA should be required. These are:

1 The development includes more than 1lhectare of urban development whichis not dwelling
house development

1 The development includes more than 150 dwellings

1 The overall area of the development exceeds 5 hectares.

Under these thresholds there is no obligation to screen urban development projects for EIA.

The neighbourhood plan does not include more than 1hectare of non-residential development; it
does not allocate sites for more than 150 dwellings and the overall area of the development does
not exceed 5 hectares

The MNDP does not exceed any of the thresholds identified in the EIA regulations. It is therefore
reasonable to suggest that the effects of the plan on the environment, in general, cannot be
significant. However there may be specific features or special characteristics in this location upon
which the plan may have a significant effect. It is therefore important to understand if there is any
specific reason the plan could be considered to give rise to a significant effect on the environment.
Using Schedule 1 of the SEA regulations, the following assessment has been undertaken to
determine if there is any other reason why the MNDP may give rise to a significant effect on the
environment.



Issue Effect? Reasons
Biodiversity 1. No significant | Whilst there are significant local assets, the policy framework provided by the neighbourhood plan, alongside existing policy held in
effect the CELPS and the wider Development Plan provides sufficient protection. No proposed polices are likely to give rise to a
substantially negative impact on biodiversity and natural assets.
Population 1. No significant | Moston Parish has a population of 405 people(2011 Census). Most people are aged between 45 and 64 (37%) which may lead to a

effect

demand in the future for accommodation more suitable for an elderly population. Outside of committed sites there is no allocated
land for residential development that may accommodate future housing need locally within the neighbourhood area. The policies in
the neighbourhood plan anticipate this to some degree in policy HOU2 and are unlikely to exert a significant impact on
population/demographic change but do seek to ensure an appropriate mix of housing is secured where it does come forward

Human health

1. No significant
effect

Housing is a key detriment of human health. On a limited basis, the plan seeks to provide housing suitable for the local population
which would result in a positive effect on human health and enable older residents to downsize within their community, and first time
buyers and families to access suitable housing contributing to well being. The Index of Multiple Deprivation shows Moston to be
generally affluent (within 50% of least deprived neighbourhoods). The Joint Strategic Needs assessment for Moston Wards (Brerton
Rural) shows the population here is generally in good health with notable exceptions to health equality being admissions for injury
and emergency admissions, excess weight 4-5 and 10-11 and heart deaths under 75. The neighbourhood plan introduces positive
criteria based polices to assist in delivering the type of development that will contribute in addressing some of these issues (policy
RC3 in particular) howewer the policies included are unlikely to have a significant effect beyond the local area.

Fauna 1. No significant | Designated sites are subject to existing protection via other policies. The neighbourhood plan seeks to protect existing assets and
effect does not introduce policies that are likely to harm local fauna.

Flora 1. No significant | Designated sites are subject to existing protection via other policies. The neighbourhood plan seeks to protect existing assets and
effect does not introduce policies that are likely to harm local flora.

Soil 1. No significant | Agricultural land classification grades 3 and 4 are present within the neighbourhood area. Most land is grade 3. No dewelopment is
effect proposed in the neighbourhood plan that would give rise to agricultural land.

Water 1. No significant | Flood zones two and three are present at the north east edge and within the central part of the neighbourhood area. The polices
effect proposed are unlikely to exert a significant impact on the existing approach to development in areas of flooding, and flooding issues

are addressed by policies in the wider development plan/other legislation.
Air 1. No significant | There are no air quality management areas within the neighbourhood area. The policies contained in the plan are unlikely to

effect

significantly impact this issue.

Material assets

1. No significant
effect

There are five areas of historic landfill within the neighbourhood area. The policies in the plan do not address such issues and are
therefore unlikely to result in a significant effect on the environment. No other material assets are present.

Landscape

1. No significant
effect

There are no specific designated landscapes within the neighbourhood area. MNDP emerging policies seek to ensure that new
dewvelopment does not harm locally valued landscapes and the rural setting.

Cultural heritage,
including
architectural and
archaeological
heritage

1. No significant
effect

There are multiple heritage assets in Moston, some of which, particularly the settings, may be directly affected by new dewelopment
across the Plan period. Newertheless policies exist in the NP which seek to protect heritage assets, alongside similar policies in the
Dewelopment Plan and therefore the policies overall are unlikely to enable the delivery of new development which would not already
be possible under the existing local framework. As such the NP policies are unlikely to have a significant effect on heritage assets
directly or on the approach taken to heritage assets in the development planning process.




3.3 Determining whether theMNDPIs likely to have a significant effect on Designated

Sites

Moston NP Objective

Moston NP Policy

Effect on European
Designation

HOUSING AND DESIGN POLICIES
w ¢2 RSEAGBGSNI KAIK |

POLICY HOWILOCATION
OF NEW HOMES

1. No negative effect 1A

meet the needs of the parish.

POLICY HOWHOUSING
MIX AND TYPE

1. No negative effect 1A

LOCAL CHARACTER AND DESIGN POLCIY
w ¢2 LINRPGSOG GK2asS Q
landscape and built environment that are mo
special to the community and pisrely
contribute to quality of place in Moston.

w ¢2 adz00SaaFdzZ te |G
development thatintegrates positively with it
landscape setting.

POLICY LCD1: DESIGN

1. No negative effect 1B

POLICY LCRDARK SKIE!

1. No negative effect 1B

INFRASRUCTURE POLICIES

wTo deliverimprovements to local
infrastructure that improve the experience of
living

POLICY INEIUTILITIES

1C. No negative effect

in and visiting Moston.

POLICY INEBROADBAN

1C. No negative effect

LOCAL GREEN SPACE POLICY

w o protect the natural environment from
harm, preserve special habitats and seek
opportunities to increase biodiversity.

w ¢2 AYLNR@S | O0Saa
countryside for visitors and residents alike.

POLICY LG&§LOCAL
GREEN SPACE

1. No negative effect 1B

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT POLICIES

w ¢2 LINRGSOO GKS yI i
harm, preserve special habitats and seek
opportunities to increase biodiversity.

w ¢2 LINRPGSOO GK2a$sS g
landscape and built environment that are mo
specal to the community and positively
contribute to quality of place in Moston.

w ¢2 adz00SaaFdxZ fte I (
development that integrates positively with it
landscape setting.

POLICY ENYTREES ANL
HEDGEROWS

1. No negative effect 1B

ENV 2

1. No negative effect 1B




RECREATION AND LEISURE POLICIES
w ¢2 AYLNROS | O0Saa
countryside for visitors and residents alike.
w ¢2 LINRPGSOG GK2asS (g
landscape and built environment that are mo

POLICY RECEOOTPATH}
BRIDLEWAYS, CYCLEWA
AND THE CANAL TOWPA

. No negative effect 1B

special
to the community and psitively contribute to

POLICY REG2
MOTOCROSS

. No negative effect 1B

quality of place in Moston.

POLICY REC BEISURE
AND COUNTRYSIDE

. No negative effect 1B

PURSUITS
POLICY LERURAL . No negative effect 1A

RURAL ECONOMY POLICIES EMPLOYMENT

@ ¢2 &dzZLJL2 NI |y R 3 NRB[POLICYLENONRURAL | 1. No negative effect 1A
EMPLOYMENT

HERITAGE POLICY
w ¢2 LINRGSOG GK2asS g
landscape and built environment that are mo

POLICY HERHERITAGE

. No negative effect 1B

special to the community and positively
contribute to quality of place in Moston.

Category

Description

1A. No negative
effect

Policy will not lead to development. For example it relates to design or other qualitative
criteria, or itis not a land-use planning policy.

1B. No negative
effect

Policy intended to conserve or enhance the nature, built or historic environment, where
enhancement measures will not be likely to have any negative effect on a European Site.

1C. No negative
effect

Policy would have no effect because no development could occur through the policy
itself, the development being implemented through other policies in the same plan, which
are more specific and therefore more appropriate to assess for their effects on European
Sites and associated sensitive areas.

1D. No negative
effect

Policy is similar to, or compliant with, The Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy policy which
has been assessed as having no negative effects by a HRA/SA.

2. No significant
effect

No significant effect either alone or in combination with other plans or projects, because
effects are trivial, minimal or mitigated through other policies in combination.

3. Likely
significant effect
alone

Policy could indirectly affect a European Site, because it provides for, or steers, a
quantity or type of development that may be very close to it, or ecologically, hydrologically
or physically connected to it, or it may increase disturbance as a result of increased
recreational pressure.

4. Likely
significant effects
in combination

The policy alone would not be likely to have significant effects but if the effects are
combined with the effects of other policies or proposals provided for or coordinated by the
relevant plans or projects the cumulative effects would be likely to be significant.




3.4 Assesanent 2: Is the Neighbourhood Plankiely to have aSignifcant Bfects onthe

Environment?

Characteristics of the Likely
Neighbourhood Plan Cheshire East Council assessment significant
having regard to: effect?
. The NP would, if made, form part of the statutory Development Plan and as such does
The degree to which the . . .
contribute to the framework for future development consent of projects. The NP is expect|
Plan sets a framework fo . . L .

. determine the use of small areas at a local level enabling the poomidgiup to 30 dwellings
projects and other . ; . . o .
activities. either with across the plan period to 2030. New residential development is identified to be delivered
reqard to, the location adjacentto the existing setilement within a revised setiement boundary.. The NP sits with N
nagture size and o ere,uin the wider framework of the National Planning iRy Framework (2012), the CEC Local Plan
foiotnd P {GN} 0838 6namMny YR GKS Wil §SRQ elorBdiotdgh t f

. y Local Plan 2005 (€B), therefore the projects for which this NP helps to set a framework a
allocating resurces. . . Cm
localised in nature but mayave resource implications.
The NP must be in conformity with the National Planning Policy Framework. The policies
the NPshouldalso beingene@R y F2N¥A (& gAGK ye &GN} GS
The degree to which the| within the Congleton LP, and complement any LPS Strategic Policies. The CELPS is bei
Plan influences other prepared in two stages and because Moston Pafadlks with the Rural and Oth&ettlements
plans and programmes categorythe detailed policy framework for thistier of settlementis yetto be fullydevelopg N
includingthoseina and therefore the conclusions reached in the NP may exert a limited degree of influence
hierarchy. the formation of future strategic and nestrategic policies in the Developmtlan. However,
the scope to depart from conclusions reached in the NP remains available to plan makers
addressing issues relevant to this location.
The NP is expected to work to protect and enhance the natural environment ofthe area W
The relevance of the Pla . ; . . o -
for the integration of a wider policy framework including, but not limited to the NPPF, the saved policies of the

) Development Plan for Cheshire E&suncil and the Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy. The
environmental : : ! - . .

. . . addresses a series of local environmental issues. Draft policies have been identified to pr|
considerations in . o . ) . N
. . . sustainable level of growth within the parish and recognise the granting of recent consent

particular with a viewio . : L . A .
. . adhieve this. In combination with other plans and legislation, itis considered that the NP W
promoting sustainable ) . . . )
integrate environmental considerations and promote sustainable development but may al
development. L - ; . . -
give rise to an effect on the environment through the identification gfawth location.

. There are no environmental problems relevant to the Plan. Where relevant, future
Environmental problems . . . . .
relevant to the Plan. d_evelopment prqposals will need to co_n&derthe impact qf the plan on flood risk, designal] N

sites and otheprimary and secondary impacts on the environment.
The relevance of the Pla
forthe implementation of
Community legislation or
the environment (for The NP is notdirectly revant to the implementation of European legislation, although it wil N
example, plans and need to take the impact ofthe Water Framework Directive into account.
programmes linked to
waste management or
water protection).
The probability, duration,| Whilst development may takelace which is informed by the NP, the NP does not assistin
frequency and instigating development directly through allocation of sites. There are therefore likely to b N
reversibility of the effect§y  short-term effects resulting from activity associated with the development of small scale, |
of the Plan. allocakd sites within theINA
There may also be longéerm effects relevant to changes in land use which may be positiV
buton a limited scale may have a negative impact on environmental factors. Thegeks to N

establisha localframework to addressisch issues analsorelies on higher tier plans and

policies to deliver mitigation of such negative impacts.




Where proposals are received to develop small scale sites in accordance with draft NP pd

such proposals will also be subject to natibaad local policies in regard to environmental N
protection and mitigation of impacts.
The cumulative nature of The NP does nakek to bring forward allocation of small scale sites that are not specifically
the effects of the Plan detailed inthe Chghire East LPS or already have planning permission gragitesh the limit N
' levels of growth supported in the plan, such effects are likely to be limited.
The transboundary
nature ofthe effects of There are not expected to be any significérans-boundary effects. N
the Plan
The risks to human healt N . - .
. There are no significant risks to human health. Indeed, the NP is likely to improve human
orthe environment (e.g. o : ; . N
due to accidents) through positive assertions on protection of natural assetd austainable transport.
Zh:\t?;laegxr:gﬁ?gfatﬂi Moston Neighbourhood Plan covers the parish of Moston Parish. The NP is likely to affed
ef‘)fects coaraphical are resident population of approximatekO5people over the life ofthe Plan across a parish
dsi (9 ft% P | located in a mainly rural area. The population within the parish is e xpected to growth N
ﬁlr:el S{éeb% afreegt(;%;Jb 0 significantly due to allocated sites adjoin the nearby settlement of Congletomgatdd
he Izlan y within the administrative boundary of Moston Parish Council.
The value and The neighbourhood area contains a number of important cultural, natural and environmer
vulnerability of the area assets both within and adjacent to the plan area however the limited levels of developme
likely to beéffected by supported, and existence of other mitigatipglicies seek to minimise impact here. The NP g
the Plan due to: Special outto deliver new development within framework supportive of small scale development,
natural charactériSﬁcs or implemented sensitively to preserve and enhance local natural, environmental and herita
cultural heritage: assets. Given that the Bough is generally rural in nature, and Moston Parish is predomina] N
Exceeded em?irén mental &MY ral parish with a wealth of biodiversity and natural habitats, most proposed developm
uality s tandards or limit will have an impact on the environment in the wider sense, and in some cases in a specif]
\(jal ueg' or intensive land locationally based sense that cannot yet be identified or assessed. Higher tier policies ex
use ' offer adequate protection to the existing natural, cultural and environmental assets within
adjacentto the plan area.
The draft NP does not exceed énmnmental quality standards or limit values. N
Specific sites are identified for development and an assessment has been undertaken to
thatthose sites selected make the best and most efficient use of¢anad to intensively use
the land for deelopment. Specific policies are included to ensure land is not over develop| N
Future development proposals will be assessed against other policies within the Develop!
Plan (which, in totality, should mitigate against the odervelopment of land).
The effects of the Plano| There are SS&local Wildlife Siteand areas of Ancient Woodland located within and
areas or landscapes immediately adjacent to the Moston Neighbowtd AreaPolicies are included in the Plan whi
which have recognised | seekto preserve and protect biodiversity and habitats. N
national, community or
international protection
status.
The plan aradoesnotinclude designated landscapes however introduces policies that ag N
landscapesand views in particular, that may becally sensitive to development.
The location of these sites within the neighbourhood plan area makes their presence rele
however the limited levels of growth and locations of sites do not give rise to a significant N
Directive
Assessment 2 Conclusionf  The MNDP is unlikelyo havea significant effect on the environment. (rj:;firzm

SEA




4.0Screening Conclusion

The Moston Neighbourhood Plan includes polices that support small scale development at a scale

in conformity with the approach taken by the CELPS. It introduces criteria based policies (which are
yet to be finalised) that address local issues but which do alter the status of land to a degree which

would have a significant effect on the environment.

There are no designated sites of European significance within the neighbourhood area and four
within 15km proximity of the plan but, due to the nature of the policies, and that the plan does not
allocate sites for development, the effect of the plan on these sites is not considered to be
significant . The MNDP also seeks to ensure that any new development is addressed sensitively in
the context of evidence prepared in relation to natural, heritage and landscape assets thus
incorporating environmental protection in general and at specific designated locations.

The assessment therefore concludes that the MNDP is unlikely to have a significant effect on the
environment or on designated sites and therefore HRA and SEA are not required.

4.1 Monitoring of MNDPPolicies

Whilst Moston Parish Council is committed to the delivery of the objectives held within the MNDP,

there may be circumstances where development will not come forward entirely as anticipated.
Cheshire East Council, as part onfincludinggtsis moni t or i ng
neighbourhood plan, monitor performance through a Monitoring Report produced annually. The

MNDP will also be monitored through this process. Generally, the outcome of the monitoring

process will inform whether specific intervention actions should be pursued in the MNDP. If these

actions fail to address under performance then other complementary plans and strategies should be

reviewed.



5.0Appendixes

Appendix A: Responses from Statutory Consultees:

1. Historic England:

P
gl i icE
- istoric England

Tom Evans Our ref: PLOC34TE42 & PLOO34TE03
Spatial Planning Your ref: E-mail 168" MarZ018
Cheshire West and Chester Council Telephone: 07500 121574

1 Floar

Westfields

Middlewich Road, Sandbach

Cheshire

CWi1l1HZ

26th March 2018

Cear Tom,
Re: Draft Moston Meighbourhood Plan and SEA Screening Opinion.

Thank you for consulting Historic England. As the Government’s adviser on the historic
environment, Histeric England is keen to ensure that the protection of the historic
environment is fully taken inte account at all stages and levels of the local planning process.

The Moston Neighbourhood Plan falls within the boundary of the Trent and Mersey Canal
conservation area and includes 18 buildings or structures listed in Grade |1 It will be
important that the strategy you put together for this area safeguards those elements which
contribute to the significance of those historic assets. This will ensure that they can be
enjoyed by future generaticns of the area and make sure it is in line with naticnal planning

palicy.

The conservation officer at Cheshire East Council will be the best placed person to assist the
Forum during the development of their Plan with respect ta the historic environment and can
help the Forumto consider and clearly articulate how a strategy can address the area’s
heritage assets. Although the neighbourhood area does contain designated heritage assets,
at this point we don’t consider there is a need for Historic England to be involved in the
development of the strategy for this area, but we offer some general advice and guidance
below.

Ifthe Forum has not already done so, we would recommend that they speak to the staff at

Cheshire Archaealogical Advisory Service who lock after the Histaric Environment Record and
give advice on archaeological matters. They should be able to provide details of not anly any
designated heritage assets but also locally-impartant buildings, archaeclogical remains and

v Mg . Histeric England, Suite 3.3, Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street, Manchester M1 SFW *
EWEF Telephane 0161 242 1416 HistericEngland.org.uk Stonewall
. @

R,,_.;ﬁ,“\? Please note that Historic England operates an access to information policy,

Carmespondancs or infarmation which WO send us may therefore bacomea publick availabla,

DT i



landscapes. Some Historic Environment Records may also be available on-line via the
Heritage Gateway {www.heritagegateway.org uk). It may also be useful to invelve local
voluntary groups such as the lacal Civic Society, local history groups, building preservation
trusts, etc. in the production of your Neighbourhood Plan.

The local autharity might also be able to provide the Forumwith more general support in the
production of their Meighbourhood Plan, including the provision of appropriate maps and
supporting documentation. There are also funding oppartunities available from Locality that
could allow the community to hire appropriate expertise to assist in such an undertaking. This
couldinvolve hiring a consultant to help in the preduction of the plan itself, or to undertake
work that could farm the evidence base for the plan. More information on this can be found
on the My Community website here: http://mycommunity.org.uk/funding-

options/neighbourhacd-planning/.

Although The Trent and Mersey Canalis designated as Conservation Areas, there appears to
be no appraisal or management plan adopted for this area contrary to the statutory duties at
569 and 71 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990.1 note there is
an appraisal for part of the conservation area which lies outside of your planning authority
area dating from 2000. This appraisal document would ardinarily set out what the character
and appearance of the area is that should be preserved or enhanced. The neighbourhood
planis an opportunity for the community to clearly set out which elements of the character
and appearance of the neighbourhood area as a whole are considered important, as well as
pravide specific policies that protect the positive elements, and address any areas that
negatively affect that character and appearance. An historic envirenment section of the
Forums plan could include policies to achieve this and, in the absence of a Conservation Area
Appraisal, these policies could be underpinned by a local character study or Historic Area
Assessment. This could be included as an Appendix. Historic England's guidance for this
process can be found here: HE Advice Note 1 - conservation area designation, appraisal and
management, and funding cpportunities available from Locality discussed above could also
assist with having this work undertaken. Please note that Historic England is currently
consulting on revised draft guidance.

The government’s National Planning Practice Guidance isclear that, where relevant,
Meighbourhood Plans need to include enaugh information about local heritage to guide local
authority planning decisions and to put broader strategic heritage policies fram the local
authority’s local plan into action but at a neighbourhood scale. If appropriate this should
include enough information about local non-designated heritage assets, including sites of
archaeological interest or locally listed buildings.

In addition to considering designated heritage assets therefore, a Neighbourhood Planis an
impartant opportunity for a community to develop a positive strategy for the area's locally
impartant heritage assets that aren't recognised at a national level through listing or
scheduling. This includes identifying any non-statutorily designated historic buildings, sites,
views or places of impartance to the local community, and setting out what factors make
them special. These elements can then be affarded a level of protection fram inappropriate
change through an appropriately worded policy in the plan. The plan could alsoinclude
consideration of any Grade |l listed buildings or locally-designated heritage assets which are

A H.pﬁ,) . Historic Eagland, Suite3.3, Canada House, 3 Chepstow Straet, Manchester M1 SFW *
g v/ .§' Telephane 0161 242 1416 HistericEngland.arg.uk Stonewall
a
L) Flease note that Historic England operates an access to information policy, HRER —

Correspondance ar information which you send us may therefore bacome publick available,



"-'5“1‘3 Pleass note that Historic England operates an access i information golicy,

atrisk arin poor condition, and which could then be the focus of specific policies aimed at
their enhancement.

Your neighbourhood plan is also an opportunity for the community to designate Local Green
Spaces. Green spaces are often integral to the character of place for any given area, and your
plan could include policies that identified any deficiencies with existing green spaces ar
access to them, or aimed at managing development araund them. Lacality has produced
helpful guidance on this, which is available here:
https://mycommunity.org.uk/resources/neighbourhood-planning-local-green-spaces,

You can also use the neighbourhood plan process to identify any potential Assets of
Community Value in the neighbourhood area. Assets of Community Yalue (ACV) can include
things like local public houses, community facilities such as libraries and museums, or again
green open spaces. Often these can be important elements of the local histaric environment,
and whether or nat they are protected in ather ways, designating them as an ACY can offer an
additional level of control to the community with regard to how they are conserved. There is
useful information on this process on Locality's website here:
http://mycommunity.org.uk/take-action/land-and-building-assets/assets-of-community-

Communities that have a neighbourhood plan in force are entitled to claim 25% of
Community Infrastructure Lewvy (CIL) funds raised fram development in their area. The
Localism Act 2011 allows this CIL maney ta be used for the maintenance and an-going costs
associated with a range of heritage assets including, for example, transport infrastructure
such as historic bridges, green and social infrastructure such as histeric parks and gardens,
civic spaces, and public places. As a Qualifying Body, the neighbourhood forum can either
have access to this money or influence how it is spent through the neighbourhoad plan
process. Historic England recommends that the community therefore identifies the waysin
which CIL can be used to facilitate the conservation of the histaric environment, heritage
assets and their setting, and sets this out in the neighbourhood plan. More infarmation and
guidance on this is available fram Locality, here:
https://mycommunity.org.uk/resources/community-infrastructure-levy-neighbourhood-

planning-toolkit/

Further information and guidance on how heritage can best be incorporated into
Meighbourhood Plans has been produced by Histaric England. This signposts a number of
other documents which your community might find useful in helping to identify what it is
about your areawhich makes it distinctive and how you might go about ensuring that the
character of the area is retained. These can be found here:

http://www. historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan-making/improve-your-

neighbourhood/

The following general guidance also published by Historic England may alse be useful to the
plan farum in preparing the neighbourheod plan, ar considering how best to develop a
strategy for the conservation and management of heritage assets in the area. It may also be
useful to provide links to some of these documents in the plan:

\3 H%', . Historic England, Suite3.3, Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street, Manchester M1 5FW *
v A Telephane 0161 242 1416 HistoricEngland.arg.uk Stonewall
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HE Advice Note 2 - making changes to heritage assets: httos://historicengland.org uk/images-

t ¥ -herjt - - 1

HE Good Practice Advice in Planning 3 - the setting of heritage assets:

england.org ukfima

HINLE; Qe i L
assets/opal. pdf

HE Advice Note 3 -site allocations in local plans: https://historicengland.org.uk/images-
books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-allocations-in-local-plans

HE Advice Note 7 - local listing: https://www. historicengland.org. uk/images
books/publications/local-heritage-listing-advice-note-7

We recommend the inclusion of a glossary containing relevant terminology contained in the
MPPF, in additicn to details about the additional legislative and policy protections that
heritage assets enjoy.

Finally, we should like to stress that this advice is based on the information provided inyour
correspondence. To avoid any doubt, this does not reflect our obligation to provide further
advice on or, potentially, abject to specific propesals which may subsequently arise as a
result of the proposed neighbourhood plan, where we consider these would have an adverse
effect on the historic environment.

SEA advice

The Plan documentaticn is accompanied by a reguest for a farmal Screening Cpinien from
Historic England in compliance with the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes
Regulations 2004, The draft Opinion prepared for the Forum concludes that Strategic
Environmental Assessment is not required. We note, at this early stage, the Flan appears to
propose na site allecations/policies which would have significant environmental effects upen
the histaric environment and as suchwe concur that in this regard Strategic Environmental
Assessment is not required.

If you have any queries about this matter or would like to discuss anything further, please do
not hesitate to cantact me.

Please can you pass our advice onto the Forum'schair.

Yours Sincerely

Carren Ratcliffe RIBA
Histaric Places Adviser

A H%, . Historic England, Suite3.3, Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street, Manchester M1 5Fw *
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2. Environment Agency:

Spatial Planning Our ref: S50/2009/105288/SE-
Cheshire East Council 18/DS1-L01
Westfields Yourref. N/A

Middlewich Road

Sandbach Date: 26 March 2018
CW11 1HZ

FAQ Thomas Evans

Diear Sir
SEA SCREENING OPINION REQUEST - MOSTON NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Thank you for sending through for consultation the above screening opinion which
was received in this office 16" March 2018.

Environment Agency position

We note and acknowledge the Councils screening decision and have no further
comments to make.

Yours faithfully

Mr Stephen Sayce

Sustainable Places Planning Advisor

Direct e-mail stephen _sayce@environment-agency.gov.uk

Emvironment Agency

Richard Fairclough House Knutsford Road, Wamington, WA4 1HT.
Customer services line: 03708 506 506

www.gov. uklenvironment-agency

End




3. Natural England:

Date: 21 March 2018
Currefz 241549
Your ref- Moston Meighbourhood Plan

Tom Evans
Meighbourhood Planning Manager Hombeam House
Tom. Evansi@cheshireeast. gov.uk Crews Business Park

BY EMAIL OHLY CW1 a6

T 0Z00 050 3200

Dear Tom
SEA screening opinion request - Moston Neighbourhood Plan

Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 16 March 2018 which was received by Natural
England on the same date.

Matural England iz 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

It iz our advice, on the basis of the material supplied with the consultation, that, in so far as our
sfrategic environmental interests are concemed (including but not limited to statutory designated sites,
landscapes and protected species, geclogy and soils) are concemed, that there are unlikely to be
significant envircnmental effects from the proposed plan.

Meighbourhood Plan

Guidance on the assessment of Neighbourhood Plansg in light of the SEA Directive iz contained within
the Mational Planning Practice Guidance'. The guidance highlights three triggers that may require the
production of an SEA, for instance where:

*a neighbourhood 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
considerad and dealt with through a sustainability appraizal of the Local Plan.

We have checked our records and based on the information provided, we can confirm that in our view
the proposals contained within the plan will not have significant effects on sensitive sites that Matural
England has a statutory duty to protect.

We are not aware of significant populations of protected species which are likely to be affected by the
policies / proposals within the plan. It remains the case, however, that the responsible authority should
provide information supporting this screening decision, sufficient to assess whether protected species
are likely to be affected.



MNotwithstanding this advice, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all
potential environmental assets. As a result the responsible authority should raise environmental issues
that we have not identified on local or national biodiversity action plan species andfor habitats, local
wildlife sites or local landscape character, with itz own ecological andior landscape advisers, local
record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local landscape and biodiversity receptors that
may be affected by this plan, before determining whether an SA/SEA is necessary.

Please note that Matural England reserves the right to provide further comments on the environmental
aszessment of the plan beyond this SEAISA screening stage, should the responzsible authority sesk
our views on the scoping or environmental report stages. This includes any third party appeal against
any scresning decision you may make.

For any queries relating to the specific advics in this letter or for any new consuliations please send
your correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.

Yours sincerely

Jacqui Salt
Consultations Team



Appendix B: Location of European Sites in Relation MNDP













