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Executive Summary

The purpose of a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) is to assess the impacts of
a land use plan, alone and in combination with the effects of other plans and projects,
against the conservation objectives of relevant European Sites to determine whether it
would adversely affect the integrity of these sites in terms of habitats and species.

W here potential significant negative effects are identified, alternative options should be
examined to avoid any potential damaging effects.

The policies of the Central Lincolnshire Further Draft Local Plan have undergone
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) screening. The HRA screening process has
considered the potential for likely significant effects from all the emerging policies
within the Central Lincolnshire Further Draft Local Plan. This HRA screening report
documents this screening process through the series of assessment steps.

It was found that the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan mitigated against all of its own
potential significant negative effects, which can be taken together with the positive
mitigating impacts of other plans and projects which address, avoid or reduce
potential significant negative effects on European Sites.

All elements of the Central Lincolnshire Further Draft Local Plan have therefore been
&Gcreened outd and it can be concluded that the plan would not be likely to have a
significant negative effect on a European Site alone, or in combination with other
plans for projects. It is therefore recommended that no further assessment work is
required at this stage.

Natural England will be consulted on this screening recommendation.
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Introduction

Background to the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan

The City of Lincoln Council, North Kesteven and West Lindsey District Councils,
and Lincolnshire County Council, known collectively as the Central Lincolnshire
Authorities, are working together under the Central Lincolnshire Joint Strategic
Planning Committee (CLIJSPC) and through the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan Team
to prepare a new Local Plan for Central Lincolnshire.

The Central Lincolnshire Local Plan area is the combined administrative local
authority areas of the City of Lincoln, North Kesteven District and West Lindsey
District Councils.

When adopted, the Local Plan will provide the planning framework to guide
development in the Central Lincolnshire area until 2036. It will replace the current Local
Plans for the City of Lincoln, North Kesteven and West Lindsey.

The formally established CLISPC (the 6 alnt Committeed i a statutory local planning
authority. It is comprised of elected representatives from the City of Lincoln, North
Kesteven District Council, West Lindsey District Council and Lincolnshire County
Council and is responsible for agreeing local planning policy documents that relate to
the delivery and management of development in Central Lincolnshire.

A Preliminary Draft version of the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan was subject to
public consultation in October / November 2014. This version of the plan did not
include figures for housing or job growth, nor identify any sites to meet housing or
employment need. Following the consultation, the draft of the Local Plan was revised
in light of comments received, new evidence and changes to national policy and
guidance. This revised draft is known as the Further Draft Local Plan.

The Further Draft Local Plan facilitates the delivery of 36,960 new dwellings as well
as employment growth and identifies sites which could meet these needs.

The timetable for the production of the Central Lincolnshire Plan, including details of
the stages involved following the consultation on the Further Draft, can be found in
the Local Development Scheme (June 2015) which is available on the Central
Lincolnshire website.

Habitats Regulations Assessment: leqislation and requirements

The Habitats Directive! states (Article 6, paragraphs (3), (4) and (5)):

A3. Any plan or project not directly ¢
of the site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in
combination with other plans or projects, shall be subject to appropriate
assessmentof i ts i mplications for the sitg
objectives. In the light of the conclusions of the assessment of the implications
for the site and subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national

1 Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna
and flora. The Habitats Directive is primarily transposed in England under the Conservation of Habitats
and Species Regulations 2010.
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authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained that it
will not adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned and, if appropriate,
after having obtained the opinion of the general public.

4. If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in the
absence of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried
out for imperative reasons of overriding public interest, including those of social
or economic nature, the Member State shall take all compensatory measures
necessary to ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000 is protected. It
shall inform the Commission of the compensatory measures adopted.

5. Where the site concerned hosts a priority natural habitat type and/or a priority
species the only considerations which may be raised are those relating to
human health or public safety, to beneficial consequences of primary
importance for the environment or, further to an opinion from the Commission, to
other imperative reasons of overridingpubl i ¢ i nterest . 0

1.2.1 Inaccordance with the Habitats Directive, Local Planning Authorities preparing plans must
assess the impacts of their plan, in combination with the effects of other plans and projects, and
determine whether it would adversely affect the integrity of any European Site within or outside
theplanareaa Thi s i s known as a O6Habitats Regul ations

1.2.2 The HRA process consists of two key exercises:

1) Screening: aninitial6 s ¢ r e e n i assgss the peedicted imnpacts of the Local Plan
policies against the conservation objectives of the relevant European Sites and
conclude whether the policies, either alone or in- combination with other plans and
projects, have the potential for likely significant effects on European Sites.

2) Appropriate assessment (AA): this is only required where the screening process
determines that the plan is likely to have a significant effect on a European Site. An
appropriate assessment assesses the impacts of the proposed plan / policies against
the conservation objectives of the relevant European Sites. Should the appropriate
assessment identify significant negative effects, alternative plan options should be
examined to avoid any potential damaging effects: the plan may only be adopted
under such circumstances if there are imperative reasons of overriding public interest
(IROPI).

1.2.3 Figure 1 below summarises the general procedural requirements of the 2010 Habitats
Regulations.



Figure 1: Habitats Requlations 2010- General Procedural Requirements

Is tha plan diracily connectad with or necassary to the nature
consenvation management of a European site? Yes

:

Would the plan be likely to have significant effact on a
European site or European Cfishore Marine Site aithar No
alone or in combination with ofher plans or projecis?
(after screaning, potential mitigation, re-scraening)

Yes or uncertain

}

Consult NE Assass the implications of the efiects of the plan for
and, if appropriate, | the consarvation cbjectives of tha sites likely to be
the public significantly affected (the “appropriate assassmant’)

|

Can it be ascertained that the plan will not adversely affect

the integrity of a Evropean sita? (after mitigation measuras) Yos

¥

Mo, because there would be an adverse affect or it is
uncertain. Or becausa there are no alternative solutions or
mitigations that would have a lessear effect. or would avoid an
advarse affect on the intagrity of tha site.

Crop policy, may not adopt Plan, or consider IRCPI balow

L J

Considerations of overriding public interest:
1. Refar to the procadures in Regulations 103 and 105.
2. Is plan-making authority satisfied there are Imperafive
Reasons of Ovamiding Public Intarast (IRCPI)- reasons which
may be of social or economic nature, or related to human
health, public safety, or beneficial consequances of primary
importance to the environmeant - sufficient to ovarride harm to
sita?
3. For other reasons, Govt may seek opinion of Eurcpean
Commission, and send it to plan-making authority.
4_If no reasons, Plan must not be adopted
5. If reasons exist, and if minded to adopt the plan the LPA
must notify the Secretary of State and must wait 21 days.
6. Plan may be adopted subject to Secretary of State securing
that amy compensatory measures are taken to ensure the
overall coharence of Natura 2000 (European site network) is
profected.




124 This report is an initial o6éscreeningd assessmer
Further Draft Local Plan against the conservation objectives of the European sites that could
potentially be affected by the Plan. If this screening exercise reveals that the plan has the
potential to have a significant negative effect on the integrity of a European site, an appropriate
assessment must be undertaken.

1.2.5 European sites are:
1 special areas of conservation (SACs);
9 special protection areas (SPAS);
9 sites of community importance (SCls); and
1 candidate SACs (cSACs).

The following are also treated as European sites in accordance with national policy?:
T potential SPAs (pSPAS);
1 listed Ramsar sites; and
1 proposed Ramsar sites.

Where the term 6European Sitesd is used through
above.

1.3 Screening report: aims

1.3.1 The aims of this screening report are to:

1) Outline the methodology used to screen the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan;
and

2) Present the results of the HRA screening exercise.
1.3.2 To achieve these aims, this report:

9 Identifies the relevant European sites considered:;

9 Identifies the conservation objectives for each of these sites;

1 Assesses the potential effects of the Local Plan policies, both alone and in
conjunction with each other;

1 Identifies any other plans and projects which, in combination with the Local Plan,
may cumulatively impact upon a European site and provides a screening opinion
on these; and

9 Outlines how the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan will undergo HRA screening in
the later stages of the plan making process.

2. Methodology

2.1 Adopted screening approach

2.1.1 Under the provisions of the Habitats Directive, as translated into UK law by the
Habitats Regulations, a competent authority must carry out an assessment of whether
a plan or project will significantly affect the integrity of any European Site, in terms of
impacting the sited sonservation objectives.

2 ODPM Circular 06/2005, para 5 (August 2005) and NPPF, para 118 (March 2012)
5
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The Habitat Regulations do not prescribe a particular methodology for carrying out the
assessment of plans, or how to report the outcomes of such assessments.

The term Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) is frequently used to encompass the
decision making process as to whether the Plan should be subject to appraisal; the
screening process for determining whether an @ppropriate assessmentdis required; as
well as any appropriate assessment that may be required. An appropriate assessment
is only required where the plan-making body determines that the plan is likely to have a
significant negative effect on a European site, either alone or in combination with other
plans or projects, and the plan is not directly connected with or necessary to the
management of the site.

The process of HRA is based on the application of the precautionary principle and
therefore requires those undertaking the exercise to demonstrate that the plan will not
have a significant impact on the European Site6 sonservation objectives. Evidence
should be presented to allow a determination of whether the impacts of a land use
plan against the conservation objectives of a European Site would adversely affect
the integrity of that site. Where effects are considered uncertain, the potential for
adverse impacts should be assumed.

During earlier work undertaken by the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan Team on the
now withdrawn Core Strategy, the team were advised by David Tyldesley &
Associates to use the latest general approaches and principles set out in the HRA
guidance for Scotland. The Scottish HRA guidance, 'HRA of Plans - Guidance for
Plan-Making Bodies in Scotland' (August 2010) was endorsed by various bodies,
including the RTPI.

The CL Local Plan Team consider that the general principles and approaches set out in
this approved Scottish Guidance are transferable, and can be applied to HRA in
England, subject to minor revisions.

The CL Local Plan Team has therefore selected to use the general methodology set
out in the HRA guidance for Scotland (August 2010), as the primary base for the
approach to HRA of the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan. References have been
revised appropriately to tailor it to the England Habitat Regulations 2010 and refer to
Natural England rather than Scottish Natural Heritage.

The Habitats Regulations require the plan making/ competent authority to consult the
appropriate nature conservation body, which is Natural England (NE). The plan-making
authority (the Central Lincolnshire Joint Strategic Planning Committee) will consult
Natural England for the purposes of the assessment, and will have regard to any
representations made by them, within such reasonable time as the plan making
authority specify.

Stages

The HRA process is detailed in Appendix A and is summarised in Table 1 below.



Table 1: Stages in HRA Process

Stage A - Identify relevant European Sites and other plans and projects

1) lIdentify European Sites to be considered in assessment;
2) Gather information on these sites (qualifying interests; conservation objectives;

condition of site);

3) ldentify other plans and projects which may, in combination with the Local Plan,
cumulatively impact upon the European Sites identified.

Stage B i Screening

Screening for likely
significant effects

1)
2)

3)

4)
5)

6)

8)

Description of the Local Plan objectives.
Screening of individual Local Plan policies: identify the
potential effects of the Plan on the European Sites and
determine if any of these effects are likely to be significant.
Consider if the effects of the other plans and projects
identified at Stage A are likely, in association with the Local
Plan, to have any significant effects on the European Sites.
Screening of Local Plan policies in combination with each
other and the plans and projects identified at Stage A.
If following step 4 significant effects remain likely, identify
and apply mitigation measures.
Re-screen.
If after the above steps no significant effects are identified,
consult Natural England on the screening recommendation
that the further Appropriate Assessment stages of the HRA
are not necessary.
If, after step 6) one of the following applies, proceed to Stage
C:

1 significant effects are still likely; or

1 Natural England disagrees with the screening

recommendation that an AA is not necessary; or
1 uncertainty exists.

Stage C - Appropriate Assessment




Appropriate
Assessment

1)

2)

3)

4)

Evaluate impact of the Local Plan on European Sites in
light of their conservation objectives.

Where an option has been found to have a significant
adverse effect on the integrity of a European site,
consider how effects on site integrity could be avoided
by changing the plan to adopt an alternative approach
and / or identify mitigation measures which can be
adopted to minimise or cancel out the adverse effect. If
the significant negative effects can be removed or
cancelled out, and subject to the positive outcome of
consultation with Natural England, the Plan may be
adopted.

After mitigation measures have been exhausted and it
is shown that the Plan is still likely to have potentially
negative effects, and in absence of any other
alternative solution:

1 the relevant policy / approach should be
dropped, and the remaining Plan policies
(which would not have negative effects)
proceed to adoption; or
the Plan should not be adopted; or
in exceptional circumstances, if the pursuit of
an option is justifiedby 6 i mper at i ve

=a =

r

€

overriding public intere

consideration can be given to proceeding in the
absence of alternative solutions. In such event,
compensatory measures must be identified to
offset negative impacts.
Consult Natural England on the outcome of the
Appropriate Assessment.

2.2.2 For aLocal Plan, the level of detail concerning the developments that will be delivered
is usually insufficient to make a highly detailed assessment of significance of effects.
The HRA of the Local Plan is therefore proportionate to the general strategic level of

the policies/proposals in the Plan.



2.3 Screening categories

2.3.1 Table 2 outlines the screening categories that will be used at Stage B to classify the
potential effects of the Local Plan.

232 These screening categories wipatsofthe Planmed t o 6s
likely to have a significant effect on a European Site (such policies / aspects will be
categori siedN7a6s) 6aNMldd t o 6éscreen indé policies |/
potential to have a significant effect on a European Site (such policies / parts will be
categorised as O0PO6) .

2.3.3 When considering significant effects, the European Court of Justice (2004, para 4.2.1
of 2010 Guidance) indicated that effects which would not undermine the conservation
objectives of a European Site should not be regarded as significant: thus, where a
policy / part of the Plan may potentially have a positive significant effect on a European
Site, this policy/pat can be O6screened outédé because the

2.3.4 ltis anticipated that the following activities could have significant adverse effects upon
the integrity and/ or conservation objectives of a European Site:

1 Increase in water abstraction levels (e.g. to supply new housing), which can impact

upon river flow and water quality.

Changes to groundwater flow as a result of foundations and buildings.

Increased surface run off as a result of new non-permeable surfaces can result in

reduced water quality and pollution which can lead to contamination of

watercourses.

1 Anincrease in waste water and pressure on sewage infrastructure can lead to
reduced water quality.

1 Additional take up of land, loss of permeable surfaces and alterations to
topography may have flood risk impacts.

1 Recreational activity and visitor pressure resulting in disturbance to habitats, air
pollution caused by increased traffic movements, noise pollution and
contamination.

1 Increase in emissions and air pollution as a result of increased traffic movements
(arising from construction and occupation).

T Changes to air quality which could affect vegetation and harm species.

1
1

Table 2: Screening cateqgories for initial HRA screening of policies and objectives: categorising
the potential effects of the plan

SCREENING
CATEGORY SCREENING TYPES

ON6 categories: screened othéePlamr el i mi nat ed
Plan elements assessed as not likely to have a significant effect on a European Site if
implemented.

General policy statement

General strategy statements and general criteria based policies not

N1 likely to have a significant effect on a European Site can be screened
out provided the policy does not promote development specific to land
allocations.

Policy refers to projects that are not proposals generated by the
plan and therefore excluded from the assessment

For example, policies which include references to transport / road
proposals or infrastructure projects which are identified / provided for by

9
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another plan and possibly by another authority (and will thus have been
subject to HRA for the other plan).

N3

Policy intended to protect, conserve or enhance the natural
(including biodiversity) built or historic environment

Poalicies intended to protect or enhance the natural or built environment,
and such protection / enhancement will not be likely to have any
negative effect on a European Site.

N4

Policy itself will not lead to development or other change

Typically qualitative or design criteria policies which guide development
or other kinds of change and cannot directly lead to development or
change themselves.

For example, a policy may protect minerals / housing / sports facilities
from loss / change, but the policy itself does not provide for their positive
extraction / growth / development or change.

N5

Policy makes general provision for change / promotes
development, but would have no conceivable effect on a
European site

Policies that promote development, but have no likely significant
(negative) effect because there is no link or pathway between the
changes the plan policy may cause and the site's qualifying interests
(changes such as direct land take, or indirect changes through the
physical, chemical, hydrological, biological characteristics of a site). This
category also covers a policy effect that would be a positive effect; or
one that would not otherwise undermine the conservation objectives for
the site.

Note: the European Court of Justice (Waddenzee ruling C-127/02 of
07/09/04) has indicated that a plan's positive effects on a site cannot be
regarded as 'significant' and can therefore be &creened outd

N6

Policy makes provision for change/ promotes development in
specific areas, but would have no significant effect on a European
site

Policies that could have effects that are trivial and that are not likely to
be significant. Any potential effects via pathways / links would be trivial,
or 6de minimisé, or so restricted
would not undermine the conservation objectives for the site. For
example, in the case of a policy focusing development in existing urban
areas whereby the likelihood of the policy affecting an isolated relatively
inaccessible European Site is remote, the policy effects can reasonably
be screened out on the basis of a rational appraisal.

N7

Policy makes provision for change / promotes development, but
effects on a European Site cannot be identified because the
proposal is too general

These are very general / strategic policies or proposals which are too
general to identify any effect as it is not known where, when or how the
aspect of the plan may be implemented, or where any potential effects
may occur, or which European Sites, if any, may be affected.

These plan aspects may be very similar to the general policy statements
screened under N1, but are different in that they promote overall
change. For example, a policy which identifies a total figure for new
housing, but which makes no reference to the locations at which the
housing will be developed.

0P

category: screen in elements of the PI

10



Plan elements considered likely to have a significant effect on a European site

Policy / proposal / element of Plan with potential to have a likely
significant effect and therefore subject to further assessment,
including consideration of potential mitigation measures

Policies which have been identified as having likely significant effects
and are therefore subject to further appraisal. Potential mitigation
measures will be identified and considered, and the policy rescreened,
with the possibility of being subject to Appropriate Assessment (at which
further mitigation can be applied).

2.3.5

2.3.6

2.3.7

The first stage in the assessment process is to establish whether the relevant plan should
be subject to HRA.

I n response to the i nid¢theddnd usaipkas directyrconfeicted
with or necessary to the nature conservation management of a European sited the
Central Lincolnshire Local Plan is not directly connected with or necessary to the nature
conservation management of a European site. Furthermore, there are no European sites
within the boundaries of Central Lincolnshire that the Local Plan would have any direct
management or land use planning control over.

It is therefore necessary to proceed to the next HRA stages, to identify and scope out
which European sites may potentially be affected by the Plan, gather the information
about them, and 6 seenOthe plan, in conjunction with other plans and projects, for
likelihood of significant effects on a European site.

11
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3. Stage A: Identifying Relevant European Sites and Other
Plans
3.1 Step 1) European Sites to be considered in assessment
3.1.1 Step 1listoidentify the European sites that should be considered in the assessment,
based on likely plan impacts and pathways, with the aim of keeping the assessment
proportional to the likelihood of significant effects a proportionate assessment.
3.1.2 There are no European Sites within the Central Lincolnshire area.
3.1.3 Table 3 shows the European Sites within 30km? of the Central Lincolnshire
boundary. See Appendix B for map of the designations.
Table 3: European Sites within 30km of Central Lincolnshire boundary
Ref | Site Name Designation
No.
1 | The Wash SPA, Ramsar
> The Wash and North Norfolk SAC
Coast
The Humber Estuary, Flats,
3 Marshes and Coast SPA, SAC, Ramsar
4 | Baston Fen SAC
5 Thorne and Hatfield Moors Thorne Moor SAC; Hatfield Moor SAC;
Thorne and Hatfield Moors SPA
6 | Grimsthorpe Park SAC
7 | Birklands and Bilhaugh SAC
8 | Rutland Water SPA, Ramsar
Saltfleetby-Theddlethorpe
9 Dunes and Gibraltar Point SAC
10 | Gibraltar Point SPA, Ramsar
11 | Sherwood Forest Region Prospective SPA
3.1.4 The term dcuropean Marine Sites (EMS) in the Habitats Regulations collectively

describes Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) under the Habitats Directive and
Special Protection Areas (SPAs) designated under the Wild Birds Directive that are
covered by tidal waters and protect some of the most important marine and coastal
habitats and species of European importance. The nearest European Marine Sites
(EMS) to Central Lincolnshire are:

1 The Humber Estuary EMS - which collectively covers the Humber Estuary
SAC and SPA

1 The Wash and North Norfolk Coast EMS - which collectively covers the
Wash SPA, the Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC, and the Gibraltar
Point SPA

3 No set distance is prescribed guidance or regulations, however 30km is considered reasonable in
this instance.

12



3.1.5 As the overarching EMS designation collectively covers these existing SAC and SPA
designations, assessment of potential impacts is considered under their constituent
designations.

3.1.6 Housing, employment and infrastructure development and growth that arise from the
Local Plan have the potential to generate a range of environmental impacts which,
depending on their nature, magnitude, location and duration, can potentially have
effects on European sites outside the Plan area, depending on the impact, pathway
and vulnerabilities of the site. In order to assess whether any likely significant effects
will impact upon the integrity of European Sites, as a result of the Central
Lincolnshire Local Plan, or in combination with @ther plans 6t js necessary firstly to
identify potential impacts that could cause a likely significant effect on a European
Site.

3.1.7 The potential impact types, and potential effects, that can arise from development
growth resulting from the Local Plan are identified in Figure 2 below.

Figure 2: Potential General Impacts and Effects on European Sites

Potential Impact Potential Effects
Types That Can Arise

1 Removal of green/ connecting corridors/ supporting habitat.
9 Changes to sediment patterns (rivers and coastal locations).
1 Introduction of invasive species (predation).

3 This is not likely from Central Lincolnshire Local Plan

Direct land take of
sites: habitat and

fspemes tati provisions, given the distance of the Central Lincolnshire
raégrlnen ation area from European sites, and that the area is not coastal, so
el e there will be no direct land take of habitats on European Sites.
Water Supply 1 Potential for reduced water levels arising from increase in
Levels water abstraction levels (volume) to provide supply (eg

arising from new housing). This may lead to reduced water
resources at European sites: changes to water levels can
impact river flow and water quality.

9 Potential impact on groundwater in water cycle by
foundations and buildings altering groundwater flow.

13



Water Quality
Changes

Potential for reduced water quality and pollution arising from
potential increase in surface water run-off levels (volume) as a
result of new developments, which can lead to contamination
of watercourse links and reduced water quality at European
sites.

Potential increase in accelerated run-off arising from new hard
standing/non-permeable surfaces of new developments (eg
roads, built areas).

Potential increase in volume of (waste) water discharges
(consented), which can lead to reduced water quality at
European sites*

Potential increase in pressure on sewage infrastructure
network and capacity*

* Changes potentially leading to water run off changes (via
both surface and ground water), which could change the
quality of water composition by transferring pollutants or
effluent discharges from new constructions to water bodies.
This increased pollution could alter and reduce the water
quality entering the water network (e.qg. rivers), and could
have adverse effects on European Site habitats and species
connected by pathways.

Hydrological cycle impacts i additional take up of land,
loss of permeable surfaces and topography alteration may
impact on water cycle, potentially resulting in flood risk
impacts and reduced water quality impacts in European
Sites where connected by pathways.

Recreational
Disturbance

Potential for increased disturbance arising from increased
recreational activity/visitor pressure, as a result of new
development/population increase.

Potential increased recreational disturbance to habitats
and species as a result of development, if it significantly
increases the number of people travelling and visiting
European Sites.

Added potential pollution (including noise) and
contamination because of a larger footfall.

Air Quality

=a =4

Potential for increased atmospheric pollution.

Increased traffic movements arising from construction and
occupation of developments potentially leading to increased
air pollution arising from increased vehicular movements and
trips.

Potential for increase in emissions from new buildings.
Potential for noise and light pollution (from development and
increased traffic).

Changes in the composition of air quality as a result of
development or a significant increase in trips near the vicinity
of a European Site could potentially cause air pollution that
may damage vegetation and harm species living in these
habitats.

14



3.1.8 There is also a need to establish a set of particular pathways where potential
impacts may be able to find a path to a European Site. Where no pathways
exist to the European Site, the potential impacts can be ruled out as they will
not have a likely significant effect on the site.

3.1.9 Plans such as the Local Plan can have spatial implications that extend
beyond the intended plan boundaries. In particular, it is recognised that when
considering the potential for effects on European sites, distance in itself is not
a definitive guide to the likelihood or severity of an impact. Other factors such
as inaccessibility/ remoteness, the prevailing wind direction, river flow
direction, and ground water flow direction will all have a bearing on the
relative distance at which an impact can occur. This means that a plan
directing development some distance away from a European Site could still
have effects on the site and therefore, needs to be considered as part of the
HRA screening.

3.1.10 Therefore, rather than rely on distance alone, a more effective mechanism for
considering the scope of-pathhagr ei®Ré&pi sesr o us
model which focuses on whether there is a pathway by which impacts from
the plan can affect the identified sensitivities/ vulnerabilities of European
s | t erfvisohn@ental conditions.

3.1.11 Potential Pathways include:-
Wind i whether the potential impacts outlined above, specifically air
guality can reach the European Sites via the prevailing wind.

River Network i whether potential impacts, specifically water quality,
and hydrology, are connected via the river network to the European
Sites.

Water Supply i the connectivity of the water supply in Central
Lincolnshire i.e. reservoirs and the European Sites.

Roads 1 European Sites in relation to the road network and the
feasibility of air, noise and light pollution from increased traffic on the
roads, due to a higher population or greater accessibility across Central
Lincolnshire.

Species movement i distance between Central Lincolnshire and the
European Sites and the location of other important habitats within the
boundary of the plan such as Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI),
Country Parks, Local Nature Reserves.

3.2 Step 2) Information on relevant European Sites

3.2.1 Table 4 summaries the key information on each of the relevant sites: Appendix C
provides further details on these sites.
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Table 4: European Sites: Key Information

Ref No. and Site
Name

Designation

Details

1. The Wash

SPA, Ramsar

Qualifying features / interests:

SPA

Annex | Birds and regularly occurring migratory birds. Breeding populations of Common Tern Sterna hirundo;

Little Tern Sternula albifirons. Over-wintering populations of: Bartailed Godwit Limosa lapponica; Knot Calidris
canutus;Black-t ai | ed Godwit Limosa |imosa islandica; Shel du
columbianus bewickii; Pink-footed Goose Anser brachyrhynchus; Dark-bellied Brent Goose ranta bernicula
bernicula; Pintail Anas acuta; Wigeon Anas penelope; Gadwall Anas stepera; Common scoter Melanitta nigra;
Goldeneye Bucephala clangula; Oystercatcher Haematopus ostralegus; Grey Plover Pluvialis squatarola; Curlew
Numenius arquata; Redshank Tringa tetanus; Knot Calidris canutus; Sanderling Calidris alba.

Ramsar

Wetlands site designated for the following Criterion 1: a large shallow bay comprising extensive saltmarshes, major
intertidal banks of sand, shallow water and deep channels. Criterion 3: the interrelationship between various
components of the estuary combine to give high productivity. Criterion 5: an internationally important assemblage
of wintering birds, regularly supporting 292,541 individuals. Criterion 6: internationally important populations of
migratory species including Bartailed Godwit Limosa lapponica; Dunlin Calidris alpine alpine; Oystercatcher
Haematopus ostralegus; Grey Plover Pluvialis squatarola; Curlew Numenius arquata; Redshank Tringa tetanus;
Knot Calidris canutus; Sanderling Calidris alba; Turnstone Arenaria interpres. Criterion 6: internationally important
wintering populations of Bar-tailed Godwit Limosa lapponica; Pink-footed Goose Anser brachyrhynchus;
Darkbellied Brent Goose Branta bernicula bernicula; Pintail Anas acuta; Dunlin Calidris alpine alpine; Shelduck
Tadorna tadorna.

Conservation objectives:

To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species). Note: The Wash is the
largest estuarine system in Britain. It is fed by the Rivers Witham, Welland, Nene and Great Ouse. There are
extensive saltmarshes, intertidal banks of sand and mud, shallow waters and deep channels. It is the most
important staging post and overwintering site for migrant wildfowl and wading birds in eastern England.

Site condition:
Favourable 68%; unfavourable recovering 32%

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
Wash SPA and Ramsar
1 Coastal squeeze: ecological vulnerability is closely linked to the physical environment. The intertidal zone
is vulnerable to coastal squeeze as a result of land claim, coastal defence works and sea level rises.
Intertidal habitats are potentially affected by changes in sediment budget caused by dredging and coastal
protection. All coastal and tidal habitats are vulnerable to the effects of coastal protection works within the
area. To be addressed by Joint SPA/SAC management scheme.
1 Water abstraction and discharges from rivers (i.e. water resources and quality vulnerability). The estuary is
fed by four large rivers. The volume and quality of water entering the Wash is dependent on the use made
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of these rivers for water abstraction and agricultural and domestic effluents. The Joint Nature Conservation
Committee state that discharge consents and abstraction licenses (Environment Agency) will be reviewed
by them under Habitats Regulations provisions.
1 Activities on two Air Weapons Ranges on site i controlled by management agreements and plans between
MOD, DEFRA and Natural England.
Physical damage i coastal erosion; recreational pressure; extant quarrying.
Biological disturbance i short term risk of the introduction of invasive non-native plant species and fish.
Site management needs i JNCC states all these vulnerability issues and pressures are addressed in Wash
Estuary Management Plan, Local Environment Agency Plans, and extended through the Marine Scheme of
Management.

= —a —a

Marshes and
Coast

2. TheWashand | SAC Qualifying features / interests:
North Norfolk Annex | habitats: mudflats and sandflats not covered by sea water at low tide; sandbanks which are slightly
Coast covered by sea water all the time; coastal lagoons; large shallow inlets and bays; reefs; salicornia and other
annuals colonising mud and sand; atlantic salt meadows (Glauco- Puccinellietalia maritimae); mediterranean and
thermo- atlantic halophilous scrubs (sarcocometea fruiticosi). Annex Il species: common seal Phoca vitulina;
Otter Lutra lutra.
Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).
Site condition:
Wash: favourable 68%; and unfavourable recovering 32%
North Norfolk Coast: favourable 99%; and unfavourable recovering 1%
Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
As for the Wash SPA and Ramsar site above, plus:

i Seal populations i the area supports internationally important seal populations. These are vulnerable to
disturbance and disruption of the marine ecosystem upon which they depend. As for item 1 above, JINCC
states all such issues are addressed by the Marine Scheme of Management.

3. The Humber SPA, SAC, Qualifying features / interests:
Estuary, Flats, | Ramsar Humber Estuary SPA

Breeding populations of birds: Bittern Botaurus stellaris; Little Tern Sternula albifirons; Marsh Harrier Circus
aeruginosus; Avocet Recurvirostra avosetta. Wintering populations of birds: Bittern Botaurus stellaris; Bar- tailed
Godwit Limosa lapponica; Golden Plover Pluvialis apricaria; Avocet Recurvirostra avosetta; Hen Harrier Circus
cyaneus; Dunlin Calidris alpina alpine; Knot Calidris canutus; Blacktailed Godwit Limosa limosa islandica;
Redshank Tringa tetanus; Shelduck Tadorna tadorna. Passage populations of: Redshank; Knot; Dunlin; Black-
tailed Godwit; and Ruff Philomachus pugnax. Internationally important assemblages of birds, regularly supporting
153,934 individuals, including: Darkbellied Brent Goose; Shelduck; Teal; Wigeon; Mallard; Pochard; Scaup;
Goldeneye; Bittern; Lapwing; Ringed Plover; Oysercatcher; Avocet; Golden Plover; Grey Plover; Turnstone;
Sanderling; Dunlin; Knot Bartailed Godwit; Black-tailed Godwit; Curlew; Whimbrel; Ruff; Greenshank; Redshank.

Humber Estuary SAC (habitats and species)
Annex | habitats: estuaries; mudflats and sandflats not covered by sea water at low tide; sandbanks which are
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slightly covered by sea water all the time; coastal lagoons; Salicornia and other annuals colonising mud and sand,;
atlantic salt meadows (Glauco Puccinellietalia maritimae); embryonic shifting dunes; shifting dunes along the
shoreline with Ammophilaar enar i a ( 6 fixadidunes withuharleasedusy e get at i on (dargs e
with Hippophae rhamnoides.

Annex Il species: sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis; Grey Seal Halichoerus
grypus.

Humber Estuary Ramsar

Wetlands site designated for:

Criterion 1: representative of a near natural estuary with the following component habitats: dune systems and
humid dune slacks, estuarine waters, intertidal mud and sandflats, slatmarshes, and coastal brackish/saline
lagoons

Criterion 3: the second largest colony of grey seals Halichoerus grypus in England, and the most north-easterly
breeding site for Natterjack Toad Bufo calamita.

Criterion 5: an Internationally important assemblage of wintering birds, regularly supporting 153,934 individuals.
Criterion 6- internationally important populations of the following species: Golden Plover, Knot, Dunlin, Blacktailed
Godwit, Redshank, Shelduck, and Bar-tailed Godwit.

Criterion 8: an important route for river lamprey Lapetra fluviatilis an sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus between the
sea and their spawning areas. Note - the Humber Estuary is the second largest coastal plain estuary in the UK and
the largest coastal plain estuary on the east coast of Britain. It is a muddy, macro-tidal estuary, fed by the Rivers
Ouse, Trent and Hull, Ancholme and Graveney.

Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).

Site condition:
Humber Estuary: favourable 8%; and unfavourable recovering 91%; and unfavourable declining 1%

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
Humber Estuary SPA
1 Physical damage i recreational activities (including use of off-road vehicles, dog walking, jet skiing,
parasailing etc.) damage habitat which support qualifying birds species.
1 Physical disturbance i disturbance to birds as a result of recreational activities and the local fisheries
industry; over fishing also a known vulnerability as affects availability of food source for some birds.
I Coastal squeeze (i.e. sea level changes and coastal works): all coastal and tidal habitats are vulnerable to
the effects of coastal protection works within the area.
1 Physical disturbance 1 recreational activities disturb grey seals.

Humber Estuary SAC
1 Physical damage i recreational activities (including use of off-road vehicles, dog walking, jet skiing,
parasailing etc.) are damaging habitats of qualifying importance.
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1 Coastal squeeze: all coastal and tidal habitats are vulnerable to the effects of coastal protection works
within the area.
1 Physical disturbance 1 recreational activities disturb grey seals

Humber Estuary Ramsar

1 Physical damage i human activities (recreational, development and land-use) damage habitat and disturb
species of qualifying importance.

1 Physical disturbance 1 disturbance to birds as a result of recreational activities and the local fisheries
industry; over fishing also a known vulnerability as affects availability of food source for some birds.

1 Coastal squeeze: all coastal and tidal habitats are vulnerable to the effects of coastal protection works
within the area.

1 Toxic contamination i diffuse pollution from agriculture and upstream effluent discharges affects water
quality.

Note: Overall the Humber Estuary is vulnerable to coastal squeeze, impacts on the sediment budget and
geomorphological structure and function of the estuary. Additional hazards include changes in water quality and
flows and human impacts, such as disturbance.

4., Baston Fen

NOTE:

The Baston Fen
SAC is scoped
out of this HRA
screening
exercise for the
following
reasons:

- The SAC is a 2km
long linear
drainage channel
that is intensively
managed by the
Welland and
Deeping Internal
Drainage Board.

- it drains into a
gravel drain: it is a
counter drain

SAC

Qualifying features / interests:

Annex |l species that are a primary reason for selection of this site. 1149 Spined loach Cobitis taenia. The
Counterdrain, a large drainage channel running alongside Baston Fen, contains high densities of spined loach
Cobitis taenia. It is an example of spined loach populations in the Welland catchment. The patchy cover from
submerged plants provides excellent habitat for the species.

The Spined loach Cobitis taenia is a small bottom4jving fish that has a restricted microhabitat associated with a
specialised feeding mechanism. They use a complex branchial apparatus to filterZeed in fine but wellxygenated
sediments. Optimal habitat is patchy cover of submerged (and possibly emergent) macrphytes, which are important
for spawning, and a sandy (also silty) substrate, into which juvenile fish tend to bury themselves. The Spined loach
Cobitis taenia has an extremely wide distribution across Europe and Asia. Even with such a broad range and
ecological niche it is generally regarded as threatened, if not rare, in Europe. In the UK, Spined loach Cobitis taenia
appears to be restricted to just five eastZflowing river systems in eastern England: the rivers Trent, Welland,
Witham, Nene and Great Ouse, with their associated waterways (Perrow & Jowitt 2000). Within these catchments it
appears to occur patchily in a variety of waterbodies, including small streams, large rivers and both large and small
drainage ditches. Little is known about its occurrence in open water, although it is known from a number of small
lakes and gravelzits. With limited means of dispersal, the UK populations are largely genetically isolated from each
other.

Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).

Site condition:
Favourable 65%; unfavourable recovering 35%

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
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section running
alongside and near
to the River Glen
but is not directly
linked to the River.
- there is not a
direct permanent
hydrological /
watercourse
pathway link
between the SAC,
the River Glen and
potential impacts
arising from the
Central
Lincolnshire area.

The Lincolnshire Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) reports that the spined loach population in Lincolnshire appears to
be healthy, and does not appear to be in serious danger, data having been collected for the past 20 years from
routine fish surveys. The fish are found in only a few locations. While is does not appear to be in serious danger,
however, "its apparently fragmented distribution in highly regulated rivers and drains means that it is potentially
vulnerable to changes in river/land use". [Lincolnshire BAP20052007]

Baston Fen SAC falls within the habitat type described as Rivers, Canals and Drains with the Lincs BAP (2006).
The Lincolnshire BAP lists the following problems which are inherent with such high maintenance drainage
systems, such as the Baston Fen SAC:

Wat er abstraction

€htical enrichment and pollution

Navi gat i on ance siructresfahdangodundinents e

Cli mate change

L araimbge and the management of waterways

Fi shing and fish farming

Zelmpment within the floodplain
Loss of native

J>o T>o J>o T J>o To T To

f geolimreducedherotictsgeties.s wa mp i n

Suitable Management : the BAP shows that the Environment Agency, together with partners including the Internal
Drainage Boards, British Waterways, Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust and landowners, have ongoing programmes to
ensure the safeguarding and management of the SAC as well as management and protection of the species.

Natural England advised (10/7/2012) that Baston Fen is managed by the Internal Drainage Board and
crucially is not hydrologically linked to the Central Lincolnshire area. Therefore no potential exists for
hydrological impacts on this site. They agree that it is reasonable to scope this site out, and omit it from
further consideration for the Local Plan.

5. Thorne and
Hatfield Moors

Thorne Moor
SAC; Hatfield
Moor SAC;
Thorne and
Hatfield
Moors SPA

Qualifying features / interests:
Thorne Moor SAC

Annex | habitat: Degraded raised bog still capable of natural regeneration (bog habitat supports 1% of
UK breeding Nightjar bird population).

Hatfield Moor SAC
Annex | habitat: Degraded raised bog still capable of natural regeneration (bog habitat supports 1% of UK breeding
Nightjar bird population).

Conservation objectives:
All sites: to maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).

Site condition:

Thorne Crowle and Goole Moors: unfavourable recovering 96%; unfavourable no change 3%; unfavourable
declining 1%.

Hatfield Moors: favourable 1%; unfavourable recovering 92%; unfavourable no change 6%.
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Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
Thorne Moor SAC:

1 Physical damage i Peat extraction (although this is limited and to be addressed through review of current
planning permission); overgrazing is also a known vulnerability of the site; inappropriate drainage and
water abstraction from aquifer (consented by EA) and surrounding agricultural drainage (although this is
addressable and managed through Water Level Management Plans). Scrub invasion being addressed by
Site management statements, NNR management and WES agreements.

I Toxic contaminationi Adverse changes in air quality, and in particular acid deposition is likely to
contributing to the degradation of the raised bog habitats.

1 Biological disturbance i Scrub encroachment (although this is currently managed).

Hatfield Moor SAC:

1 Physical damage i a large proportion of the site is unfavourable and is recovering from recent peat
extraction; overgrazing is also a known vulnerability of the site; water abstraction from underlying aquifer
(consented by Environment Agency) and surrounding agricultural drainage (although this is
addressable and managed through Water Level Management Plans). Scrub invasion being addressed
by Site Management Statements, National Nature Reserve management and Wildlife Enhancement
Scheme agreements.

I Toxic contamination i poor air quality (and in particular acid deposition) is contributing to the
degradation of the raised bog habitats.

1 Biological disturbance i scrub encroachment (although this is currently under a management regime).

Thorne and Hatfield Moors SPA

1 Physical damage i a large proportion of the site is unfavourable and is recovering from recent peat extraction.
Threats to nightjar habitat come from lack of management and re-wetting operations. This is being addressed
by scrub clearance programme to create a variety of suitable nightjar habitats, incorporated into National
Nature Reserve management plans. Overgrazing is also a known vulnerability of the site; water abstraction
from underlying aquifer (consented by Environment Agency) and surrounding agricultural drainage (although
this is addressable and managed through Water Level Management Plans).

I Toxic contaminationi poor air quality (and in particular acid deposition) is contributing to the degradation of
the raised bog habitats (site within 1km of M180 and 3km of M18). Housing increases in Central Lincolnshire
and traffic levels may impact on air pollution and vegetation and nightjar habitat. Sites are approximately 25km
distant from centres of Gainsborough and Lincoln).

9 Biological disturbance i scrub encroachment (although this is currently under a management regime).

6. Grimsthorpe
Park
NOTE:

The Grimsthorpe
SAC is scoped

SAC

Qualifying features / interests:

Annex | Habitats - present as a qualifying feature but not the primary reason for selection of this site

Semi-natural dry grasslands and scrubland facies: on calcareous substrates (Festuco-Brometalia). Festuco-
Brometalia grasslands are found on thin, well-drained, lime-rich soils associated with chalk and limestone.

Most of these calcareous grasslands are maintained by grazing. A large number of rare plants are associated with
this habitat, including purple milk-vetch Astragalus danicus, dwarf sedge Carex humilis, spotted cat6 -gar
Hypochaeris maculata, spring cinquefoil Potentilla tabernaemontani, pasqueflower Pulsatilla vulgaris, bastard-
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out of this HRA
screening
exercise for the
following
reasons:

- The SAC is a
former quarry with
grassland habitat.
- It has no public
access and no
recreational
pressure.

- There is no direct
hydrological /
watercourse
pathway link
between the SAC
and potential
impacts arising
from the Central
Lincolnshire area.

toadflax Thesium humifusum and the Annex Il species 1654 early gentian Gentianella anglica, as well as various
bryophytes and lichens. The invertebrate fauna is also noteworthy, and includes rarities such as the adonis blue
Lysandra bellargus and silver-spotted skipper Hesperia comma.

Annex Il Species - primary reason for selection of this site- early entian (Gentianella anglica). Early entian
Gentianella anglica is an annual plant, occurring in calcareous grassland, mainly on steep, south-facing slopes. It is
a small purple petals flowering plant, for which this is considered to be one of the best areas in the United Kingdom.
It grows on bare ground or in thin turf that is kept open by a combination of rabbit or sheep-grazing and trampling
by livestock on thin droughted soils. It is nationally scarce, is found on grazed chalk grassland and favours close-
cropped, chalk downland. Grimsthorpe is the most northerly outpost for early gentian Gentianella anglica, with 2i
3 colonies totalling several hundred plants in old oolitic limestone quarries.

Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).

Site condition:
Favourable 95%; unfavourable recovering 5%

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):

The site is vulnerable to sheep/cattle grazing and there is little scope for increasing the area

of this habitat. The site is on the northern limit for Early Gentain (Gentianella anglica) in the UK, but not all of the
site provides suitable conditions and there is little scope for increasing the area of suitable habitat here. As with
other biennials, numbers of G. anglica vary dramatically from year to year, the highest recorded number being 400
individuals. Arrangements are in hand to enable the erection of electric fencing around the site so that it will be
possible for light grazing with sheep or cattle to take place.

The entire parkland, including Elsea Pit, is managed under the terms of a management agreement with English
Nature.

Natural England advised (10/7/2012) that the Grimsthorpe Park site is not publically accessible and
therefore any increase in population within the Central Lincolnshire administrative boundary cannot
impact on this site. They agree that it is reasonable to scope this site out, and omit it from further
consideration for the Local Plan.

7. Birklands and
Bilhaugh

SAC

Qualifying features / interests:

Annex | habitats: old acidophilous ancient lowland oak woods with common oak (Quercus robur) on sandy plains,
for which it is one of only four known outstanding localities in the UK. It is notable for its rich invertebrate fauna,
particularly spiders, and also for a diverse fungal assemblage.

The SAC is two small areas of oak-birch woodland that lie within Sherwood Forest and Forest Country Park, both
an important ecological and recreational resource.

Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).

Site condition:
Unfavourable recovering 97%; and unfavourable no change 3%

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
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1 Physical damage i susceptible to visitor/recreation pressure, which can damage/ erode fragile habitat.

1 Air pollutioni ecological elements present (such as diversity of lichen) are sensitive to changes in air
quality and impacts from air pollution, particularly aerial nitrogen deposition.

1 Water abstraction (less vulnerable) - the habitats present in this SAC are not specifically reliant on water,
however the site could be vulnerable to stress if groundwater levels are significantly impacted. Abstraction
from Sherwood Sandstone aquifer below site might impact on it i generally and potentially arising from new
development. It is the role of Water Resource Management Plans which are produced by the water
companies (in this case Severn Trent Water), to investigate in far greater detail the impact of water supply
and demand on the natural environment. WRMPs are subject to scrutiny under the Habitats Directive. The
local Sherwood Country Park Management Plan 1998 states that fluctuations in the water table seem unlikely
to have significant effects on the vegetation here.

8.

Rutland Water

SPA, Ramsar

Qualifying features / interests:

SPA

Supports Annex | Birds and regularly occurring migratory birds (Article 4.2)- an Open water lagoon habitat
supporting migratory and wintering populations of following bird species: Shoveler Anas clypeata ;Teal Anas
crecca; Wigeon Anas Penelope;Gadwall Anas strepera; Tufted Duck Aythya fuligula;Goldeneye Bucephla clangula;
Mute Swan Cygnus olor; Coot Fulica altra; Goosander Mergus merganser; Great Crested Grebe Podiceps
cristatus.

An internationally important assemblage of birds (Article 4.2): a wintering bird assemblage regularly supporting
25,037 waterfowl, including Great Crested Grebe, Wigeon, Gadwell, Teal, Shoveler, Tufted Duck, Goldeneye,
Goosander and Coot.

Ramsar

Designated for conservation for meeting:

Criterion 5: assemblages of international importance- species with peak counts in winter - 19,274 waterfowl.
Criterion 6: species/populations occurring at levels of international importance- qualifying species (with

peak counts in spring/autumn) are: Gadwall - Anas strepera; Northern shoveler i Anas clypeata; Mute swan -
Cygnus olor.

Conservation objectives:

To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species), with particular
reference to open water habitat areas and surrounding marginal habitats. Also, to maintain aggregations, variety
and assemblages of all bird and waterfowl species using site. Note: It is a man made storage reservoir owned by
Anglian Water and managed by Leicester and Rutland Wildlife Trust.

Site condition:
Favourable 8%; and unfavourable recovering 92%

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
No hazards reported affecting site®& ecological character.
Vulnerable to: recreational pressure, changes in water level; nutrient inputs:
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1) Recreation & management: the site is one of the most popular tourist attractions in the East Midlands.
Fishing, walking water sports and cycling currently take place and the reservoir has been zoned to allow
this to take place. Site is therefore managed for both recreational uses and nature conservation.
Management of the site for its SPA interests is currently compatible with these recreation uses except in
periods of drawdown. A revised strategy with Anglian Water Supplies (AW S) is intended to address this
problem.

2) Changes in Water Level: Rutland Water is a major source of urban water supply for East Midlands.
Increased abstraction in the summer up to the current licensed limit may cause further and more extensive
periods of drawdown which can effect populations of invertebrates. W ater resources are managed
through Anglian Water Water Resource Management Plan. Abstraction limits strictly controlled by
Environment Agency to ensure integrity of SPA/Ramsar not compromised.

3) Nutrient Inputs: the reservoir is filled from the River Nene and the River Welland. In the past phosphate
levels have led to algal blooms. Although these have currently had little visible effects on the wildfowl,
continued eutrophication could lead to an algal dominated system that may reduce the value of the area
for both plant feeding and invertebrate feeding wildfowl. Phosphate inputs are being tackled through
implementation of the Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive in the Nene catchment.

(No rivers from within Central Lincolnshire are connected to the reservoir.)

9. Saltfleetby- SAC Qualifying features / interests:
Theddlethorpe Annex | habitats: shifting dunes along the shoreline with marram grass -Ammophila arenaria( 6 whi t e dun
Dunes and dunes with herbaceous vegetati on (-dpgophagrhathnoides;shdmid,dund u n
Gibraltar Point slacks; Embryonic shifting dunes.
Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).
Site condition:
S.T, Dunes: favourable 79%; unfavourable recovering 21%.
G. Point: favourable 60%; unfavourable recovering 31%; unfavourable declining 8%.
Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
i Biological disturbance i invasive species such as nettles and ragwort due to adjacent intensive farming; over-
grazing; scrub encroachment.
1 Physical damage - inappropriate visitor access and habitats trampling
Site is a National Nature Reserve protected and carefully managed for visitor pressure by Natural England (see
below for further information about Gibraltar Point).
10. Gibraltar Point | SPA, Ramsar | Qualifying features / interests:

SPA
1 Breeding populations of Little Tern Sternula albifirons;
1 Overwintering populations of Bar-tailed Godwit Limosa lapponica;
1 Grey Plover Pluvialis squatarola;
1 Sanderling Calidris alba.
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Ramsar
1 Criterion 1: Dune and saltmarsh habitat on site, representing all stages of colonisation and stabilisation

T Criterion 2: An assemblage of wetland invertebra
BritishRed Data Book, and a further four I|listed as 0

9 Criterion 5: An internationally important assemblage of waterfowl, regularly supporting 53,072 birds over
winter

9 Criterion 6: Internationally important bird populations of the following bird species: Grey Plover; Sanderling;
Bartailed Godwit; Dark-bellied Brent Goose Branta bernicula bernicula

Conservation objectives:
To maintain the designated interest features in favourable condition (habitats and species).

Site condition:
Favourable 60%; unfavourable recovering 31%; unfavourable declining 8%.

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):

1 Physical damage i dune, mudflat and saltmarsh habitats are vulnerable to changes in levels of
sedimentation as a result of coastal protection schemes in the area; inappropriate visitor access is
currently a problem with large numbers of tourists causing damage to habitats through trampling.
Non-physical disturbance i general disturbance to bird species from human activity in the area.
Biological disturbance i scrub invasion is a localised problem and restricting the spread of sea-buckthorn
to inappropriate areas requires continuous management.

=a =4

The site coincides with the area declared as a National Nature Reserve, which is managed and protected for
nature conservation by the local Wildlife Trust, overseen by Natural England. It supports a field station for
education and research, an interpretative centre, guided tours and education. Adjacent land has been acquired
for management as a nature reserve extension to aid the site. The existing and continuing active Recreation &
Site Management regimes continue to steer and mitigate for visitor pressures.

11. Sherwood
Forest Region

Prospective
SPA

Qualifying features / interests:
The primary reason for potential selection of the site is the presence of breeding populations of nightjar and
woodlark birds.

Conservation objectives:

Draft Objectives from Natural England: to maintain and, where not in favourable condition, to restore, the habitats
supporting the breeding populations, and to avoid significant disturbance of the Annex 1 bird species of European
importance (nightjar and woodlark) with particular reference to lowland heathland, acid grassland and rotational
coniferous plantation.

Site condition:
Not yet formally defined or designated.

Site vulnerability (factors, pressures and trends to which site integrity is currently vulnerable):
Natural England have indicated the sites may be vulnerable from the following impacts:

(2) disturbance to breeding birds from people, their pets, noise, traffic and/or artificial lighting

(2) loss, fragmentation and/or damage to breeding and/or feeding habitat
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(3) bird mortality arising from domestic pets and/or predatory mammals and birds
(4) bird mortality arising from road traffic and/or wind turbines
(5) pollution and/or nutrient enrichment of breeding habitats
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3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

Step 3) Plans and projects with the potential for in-combination effects on

European Sites

The Local Plan also needs to be screened for the likelihood of combined effects with other
plans and projects.

For the purpose of this HRA, 0 ontatibralplang;itha n s
Core Strategies / Local Plans of local planning authorities that border Central Lincolnshire;
water resource management plans; catchment flood management plans; catchment
abstraction management strategies; and river basin management plans.

3.3.3 The plans and projects considered are listed below:

NATIONAL
1) National Planning Policy Framework (DCLG, 2012)
COUNTY PLANS

2) Lincolnshire County Council 4" Lincolnshire Local Transport Plan 2013/14 to 2022/23
(published April 2013)

3) Lincolnshire Minerals Local Plan (adopted 1991)

4) Lincolnshire Waste Local Plan (adopted 2006)

5) Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan (currently under preparation i will
replace the Minerals Local Plan 1991 and the Waste Local Plan 2006)

LOCAL PLANS

6) Newark and Sherwood District Council Core Strategy (adopted March 2011)

7) Newark and Sherwood District Council Allocations and Development Management
DPD (adopted July 2013)

8) South Kesteven District Council Core Strategy (adopted July 2010)

9) South Kesteven District Council Site Allocation and Policies DPD (adopted April
2014)

10) Bassetlaw District Council Core Strategy (adopted December 2011)

11) North Lincolnshire District Council Core Strategy (adopted June 2011)

12) East Lindsey Local Plan (adopted 1995, amended 1999 and 2007)

13) South Holland District Council Local Plan (adopted 2006)

14) Boston Borough Council Local Plan (adopted 1999)

WATER STRATEGIES, PLANS AND STUDIES

15) Lower Trent and Erewash Catchment Abstraction Management Strategy (CAMS)
(Feb 2013)

16) Witham CAMS (Feb 2013)

17) Grimsby, Ancholme and Louth CAMS (Feb 2013)

18) River Witham Catchment Flood Management Plan (CFMP) (Dec 2009)

19) River Trent CFMP (Dec 2009)

20) Grimsby and Ancholme CFMP (Dec 2009)

21) Louth Coastal CFMP (Dec 2009)

22) Anglian Water - Water Resources Management Plan (WRMP) (August 2014, effective
April 2015 onwards)

23) Severn Trent Water Resources Management Plan (WRMP) (May 2014)

24) Anglian District River Basin Management Plan (May 2014)
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3.3.4 The assessment of the impacts of the Further Draft Central Lincolnshire Local Plan in
combination with these plans and projects is set out at section 4.3 below.
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4. Stage B: Screening

4.1 Step 1) Local Plan objectives

4.1.1 The principle objectives of the Local Plan are outlined in section2.56 Our Obj ecti ves?®o
Further Draft Local Plan and include the strategic objectives of:

(a) Housing: To ensure that the housing stock meets the housing needs of the Central
Lincolnshire area.

(b) Employment: To create and improve access to high quality employment and training
opportunities for everyone within the Central Lincolnshire area.

(c) Local Economy: To encourage and support a competitive, diverse and stable
economy and to protectandenhance Centr al Lincolnshireobs
meet the needs of residents and visitors.

(d) Transport and Accessibility: To make efficient use of the existing transport
infrastructure, reduce the need to travel by car, improve accessibility to jobs and
services for all and to ensure that all journeys are undertaken by the most
sustainable travel modes (particularly public transport, walking and cycling).

4.1.2 The other objectives relate to health; social equality and community; biodiversity and green
infrastructure; landscape and townscape; built and historic environment; water; pollution;
land uses and soils; waste; climate change effects and energy; climate change adaptation
and flood risk.

4.1.3 To deliver these objectives, the Local Plan has identified a housing growth figure of 36,960
dwellings to be delivered over the plan period of 25 years and an employment growth target
of 11,894 jobs over this period. It is proposed that these will be distributed across the plan
area in accordance with the distribution set out at policy LP3.

4.2 Step 2) Potential effects of the Plan on the European Sites: likely significant
effects

4.2.1 Table 7 presents the assessment of all the Local Plan policies as well as other key parts,
for example the Vision, for likely significant effects on the European Sites identified at
section 3 of this report. Table 5 below shows the aspects of the Central Lincolnshire Further
Draft Local Plan that would not be likely to have a significant effect alone on a European
Site (for the reasons explained in Table 7): these policies/ parts of the plan have therefore
been O0screened outdé from further assessment.

Table 5: Screened out Further Draft Local Plan policies and proposals

Policies/ parts of the Local Plan in this

category- 6scr eened out d

9 Vision

1 Objectives

1 LP1 A Presumption in Favour of
Sustainable Development

9 LP2 The Spatial Strategy and Settlement

N1 General policy statement Hierarchy

I LP6 Retail and Town Centres in Central

Lincolnshire

LP7 A Sustainable Visitor Economy

LP12 Infrastructure to Support Growth

LP15 Community Facilities

Screening Category

ERE
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LP17 Landscape, Townscape and Views
LP18 Climate Change and Low Carbon
Living
LP31L i
LP32L i

Econom
uni ver

no
no

ncol

S
ncol S

N2 Policy refers to projects that are not
proposals generated by the plan and
therefore excluded from the
assessment

LP36 Transport Priorities/ Movement
Strategy

N3 Policy intended to protect, conserve or
enhance the natural (including
biodiversity) built or historic
environment

==

LP14 Managing Water Resources and
Flood Risk

LP16 Development on Land affected by
Contamination

LP20 Green Infrastructure Network
LP21 Green Wedges

LP22 Local Green Spaces

LP23 Biodiversity and Geodiversity
LP24 The Historic Environment

N4 Policy itself will not lead to
development or other change

= =4 =4 =4 =8 8 -8 a8 _9_9_9_-°

E

LP9 Health and Wellbeing

LP10 Meeting Accommodation Needs
LP11 Meeting Housing Needs

LP13 Transport

LP25 Design and Amenity

LP27 Town Centre Frontages and
Advertisements

LP28 Sustainable Urban Extensions
LP29Pr ot ecting Linco
character

LP40 Gainsbhorough Riverside

LP41 Regeneration of Gainsborough
LP44Pr ot ect i n gSetthh &nd f
Character

LP47 Access and Movement

N5 Policy makes general provision for
change / promotes development, but
would have no conceivable effect on a
European site

N6 Policy makes provision for change /
promotes development in specific
areas, but would have no significant
effect on a European site

E R R

LP33 Lincoln City Centre i Primary
Shopping Area and Central Mixed Use
Area

LP34 District and Local Shopping
Centres

LP35 Regeneration and Opportunity
Areas

LP37 Sub-division and multi-occupation
of dwellings within Lincoln

LP42 Gainsborough Town Centre and
Primary Shopping Area

LP45 Regeneration and Opportunity
Areas

LP46 Sleaford Town Centre

LP49 Residential Allocations - Lincoln
LP50 Residential Allocations - Main
Towns
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9 LP51 Residential Allocations - Market
Towns

9 LP52 Residential Allocations - Large
Villages

9 LP53 Residential Allocations - Medium
and Small Villages

91 LP55 Development in Rural Areas and
the Countryside

1 LP56 Gypsy and Traveller Allocations

91 LP4 Growth in Villages

9 LP8 Lincolnshire Showground

1

1

N7 Policy makes provision for change /
promotes development, but effects on
a European site cannot be identified
because the proposal is too general

LP19 Renewable Energy Proposals
LP26 Open Space, Sports and
Recreation Facilities

9 LP57 Ministry of Defence
Establishments

4.2.2 At this initial screening stage, the following aspects of the Local Plan were considered to
have the potential to have a significant effect on a European site (whether that be directly or
indirectly) and have therefore been subject to further consideration (see section 4.4).

Table 6: Screened in Further Draft Local Plan policies and proposals

Screening Category

Policies/ parts of the Local Plan which fall
inthiscat egory and r ema

P Policy / proposal / element of Plan with
potential to have a likely significant
effect and therefore subject to further
assessment, including consideration of
potential mitigation measures

9 LP3 Level and Distribution of Growth

1 LP5 Delivering Prosperity and Jobs

1 LP30 Major Development Sites

1 LP38 Gainsborough Southern
Neighbourhood SUE

1 LP39 Gainsborough Northern

Neighbourhood SUE

LP43 A Growing Sleaford

LP48 Sustainable Urban Extensions -

Allocations

9 LP54 Broad Locations for Future Growth

= =
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Table 7: Initial screening of individual policies/ parts of the Further Draft Local Plan

Further Draft

Local Plan SIEIEET - : : .
: assessment Initial screening assessment: potential effect and comments
policy / .
category
proposal
Vision A general statement which sets the overarching vision for development in Central Lincolnshire: the location
N1 and guantity of development are set out in various policies. The vision would have no direct effect on a

European Site because no development could occur through the vision itself, development would be
implemented through the plan policies.

Our Objectives This set of strategic objectives promote change and provide a general approach for the area. The location

(strategic and quantity of development are set out in later policies of the Plan. The general objectives would have no

objectives) N1 direct effect on a European Site because no development could occur through the objectives themselves,
any development would be implemented through later policies in the plan.

Policy LP1 T h iheadliGedpolicy sets out the overarching plan commitment to sustainability as the basis for the area's

Presumption in growth and change. It confirms a commitment to the presumption in favour of sustainable development. The

Favour of N1 policy itself does not allocate a quantity of development or spatially locate any new development.

Sustainable

Development

Policy LP2 This policy sets out the spatial strategy for growth across the Central Lincolnshire area: specifically, it

The Spatial establishes a settlement hierarchy and identifies the settlements which fall within each of these categories.

Strategy and While the policy states that the location of new developmentwi | | be 6dassi st edoésntty

Settlement N1 explicitly set out a quantity of growth, nor define how this development and growth will be distributed across

Hierarchy the settlement hierarchy (these issues are addressed in policy LP3 Level and Distribution of Growth).
Therefore, as the policy is a general statement and does not detail the growth strategy for each category of
the settlement hierarchy, the policy itself is unlikely to have any likely significant effects on European Sites.

Policy LP3 This policy sets the housing growth figure of 36,960 dwellings and outlines the proposed distribution across

Level and Central Lincolnshire. The distribution proposed in the Further Draft is: Lincoln Strategy Area 64% of housing

Distribution of and employment development (23,654 dwellings); Gainsborough 12% (4,435 dwellings); Sleaford 12%

Growth (4,435 dwellings); and elsewhere 12% (4,435 dwellings).

P

The draft policy does not set a figure for employmentland,but does st ate that an

should be delivered over the plan period.

In the case of Lincoln, the priority for both residential and non-residential development is proposed as:
urban regeneration; urban extensions; growth at existing settlements.
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In the case of Gainsborough, it is proposed that growth will be delivered through both urban regeneration
and urban extensions, while in Sleaford urban extensions is the primary delivery method.

The development of nearly 37,000 new homes and employment development may potentially have indirect
adverse impacts on nearby European Sites, for example as a result of increased pressure for water
abstraction and treatment, pressure for increased recreation space and an increase in the number of vehicle
movements.

There is the potential for the policy alone to have likely significant effects on European Sites, as a result of
reduced water levels and quality, increased recreational disturbance and increased atmospheric pollution.
Sustainable urban extension policies (specifically LP30, LP38, LP39, LP43, LP48) and the broad location for
future growth policy (LP54) can also give rise to these potential effects. These potential effects are likely to
have impacts in relation to: (i) Water Supply Levels Changes; (i) Water Quality Changes; (iii) Recreational
Disturbance; (iv) Air Quality Changes.

The housing and employment allocations in the individual sustainable urban extension (SUE) policies
provide growth in or adjoining the three main urban areas: the SUEs contribute to the overall figures for
Central Lincolnshire set out in policy LP3. As the SUE policies are components of the growth agenda
setoutin policy LP3, itis appropriate to undertake the  general effects and mitigation measures
assessment for these growth policies together : thisis set out at section 4.4.

Policy LP4
Growth in
Villages

N7

This policy only applies to settlements within two categories of the settlement hierarchy- medium villages
and small villages. The policy sets out the anticipated level of growth in the villages over the plan period,
ranging from 10 to 35% growith.

While this policy specifies the anticipated level of housing growth at settlement level, it does not provide the
specific locations for growth within these settlements (with the exception of Hemswell CIiff). In the case of
Hemswell CIiff, policy LP4 does not set a percentage growth level, rather, it proposes growth through
allocation: a residential allocation in Hemswell Cliff is allocated in policy LP53, Residential Allocations-
Medium and Small Villages. The potential impacts of the Hemswell Cliff allocation is considered as part of
the assessment of LP53 below.

The potential impacts of the growth identified in this policy on European Sites are therefore not known as
the exact location and nature of development are unknown.

Policy LP5
Delivering

This policy allocates 6 strategic employment sites which will deliver 137 hectares of employment land. It
also identifies established employment areas where the development of B1 / B2 / B8 use will be supported,
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Prosperity and
Jobs

and sets criteria in relation to: local employment sites; other employment proposals; expansion of existing
businesses; and loss of employment sites and buildings to non-employment uses.

There is potential for this policy alone to have likely significant effects on European Sites, as a result of
reduced water quality, impacts on water supply, disturbance to habitats, and increased atmospheric
pollution. As policy LP5 is a component of the growth agenda set out in policy LP3, it is appropriate
to undertake the general effects and mitigation measures assessment for these growth policies
together, in combination with other plans and programmes: this is set out at section 4.4.

Policy LP6 This policy makes provision for change, setting out a retail hierarchy, roles of centres, and a requirement for
Retail and Town sequential site testing.
Centres in
Central This policy seeks to guide retail and other town centre uses so as to improve the vitality and viability of the
Lincolnshire N1 various centres identified. No specific locations or quantities of development are allocated by this policy.
Though the policy promotes change and development, the policy is not likely to have a significant effect on
a European site because it does not allocate sites or specify the amount of growth within a particular
locality.
Policy LP7 A general policy which supports development and activities that will deliver high quality sustainable tourism,
A Sustainable culture and leisure, including sporting attractions. The policy sets out some general criteria which proposals
Visitor Economy will be expected to meet and states a preference for development to be located within existing or proposed
N1 built up areas, unless exceptional circumstances justify otherwise.
Though the policy promotes change and development, the policy is not likely to have a significant effect on
a European site because it does not allocate sites or specify the amount of growth at a particular location.
Policy LP8 This policy sets out the type of development that would be supported on the Lincolnshire Showground site
Lincolnshire and sets out various criteria that such development would have to meet. It does not specify a quantity of
Showground development, though does state the maximum size of the supported types of development.
N7
Though it is known broadly where development would take place, the effects of this policy on European
Sites cannot be identified because it is not known what type of development will occur, when it will occur, or
how any proposal may be implemented, therefore it is not possible to anticipate the effects of this policy.
Policy LP9 This policy sets out an approach for improving health and wellbeing by outlining how development
Health and proposals will be expected to promote, support and enhance both physical and mental wellbeing. It also
Wellbeing N4 specifies criteria for the development of new health care facilities.

However, the policy itself will not lead to development, neither allocating a quantum of development nor
spatially locating any new development.
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Policy LP10
Meeting
Accommodation
Need

N4

This policy sets out what contribution housing developers will be expected to make in relation to dwellings
with higher access standards. The policy also supports custom build plots and identifies the need for pitches
and plots for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople, though it does not identify sites for either of
these.

The policy itself will not result in development, therefore it could have no likely significant effect on a
European Site.

Policy LP11
Meeting
Housing Need

N4

This policy sets out the overall need for affordable housing over the plan period for the whole Central
Lincolnshire area, as well as the qualifying site threshold size (which is consistent across the plan area) and
the percentage of affordable housing required (which varies). It does not spatially locate any new
development to specific sites, nor does it identify the exact tenure mix, instead specifying that this should be
informed by latest government guidance and the Strategic Housing Market Assessment.

This policy itself will not result in development, rather, it specifies a requirement that housing developments
(on both allocated and non-allocated sites) will be expected to meet: the policy itself will therefore not result
in significant effects on any European Sites.

Policy LP12
Infrastructure to
Support Growth

N1

This policy makes provision for change, and seeks to ensure that all development proposals are supported
by the necessary infrastructure, both on and off site.

It focuses on seeking contributions from developers to deliver and finance the relevant infrastructure and
services needed to support growth and new development. It does not allocate a quantity of development or
spatially locate any new development.

This policy is not likely to have a significant effect on European Sites, as the infrastructure development that
would result from this policy is dependent on the development that would arise as a direct result of other
policies (i.e. development on allocated sites) as well as development which would occur as a result of
speculative development (of which the location is not known). While the locations of allocated sites are
known, the exact infrastructure requirements associated with the development of these sites are unknown,
due to the detailed proposals for the sites not yet being defined.

Policy LP13
Transport

N4

This policy supports development which contributes towards an efficient and safe transport network. It sets
out qualitative criteria in relation to strategic transport infrastructure; public and community transport
infrastructure and services; walking and cycling infrastructure; parking provision; and general requirements.

It does not allocate a quantum of development or spatially locate any new transport related development,
therefore the policy alone is not likely to have a significant effect on European Sites.

Policy LP14
Managing Water

N3

This policy sets out qualitative criteria for protecting the water environment and managing flood risk in the
Central Lincolnshire area.
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Resources and

Flood Risk It seeks careful management of water resources, in order to conserve their quality and value, and to
address drainage and flooding issues.
The policy does not allocate a quantity of development or spatially locate any new development. The
protection afforded by this policy is therefore not likely to have any negative effects on European Site.
Policy LP15 The three aims of this policy are: to prevent the loss of existing community facilities; support new stand-
Community N1 alone facilities; and ensure that wider development proposals which generate a need for such facilities
Facilities include provision as necessary. The policy does not promote development specific to land allocations,
therefore the policy is not likely to have a significant effect on a European Site.
Policy LP16 This is a general policy statement which is intended to prevent adverse impact on the built and natural
Development on environment arising from the development of land potentially affected by contamination. The policy itself will
Land affected N3 not result in development as it does not set out a quantum of, nor the location of, new development and will
by therefore not result in any significant effects on European Sites.
Contamination
Policy LP17 This policy sets principles which aim to protect the character and setting of landscape features and existing
Landscape, views, as well as encourage developers to create new vistas wherever possible.
Townscape and N1
Views The policy itself does not allocate a quantum of development or spatially locate any new development,
rather, it makes provision for guiding change and so is unlikely to have any effect on a European Site.
Policy LP18 This policy encourages developers to consider how their proposal can reduce demand for resources,
Climate Change maximise resource efficiency, produce energy from decentralised or renewable infrastructure, or off-set
and Low Carbon carbon.
Living
N1 The policy does not identify a quantity of development, make any allocations or set criteria for the
determination of applications: rather, it is a general policy statement that encourages measures that address
the cause and effects of climate change.
Given the generality of this policy, the potential effects on European Sites are not likely to be significant.
Policy LP19 This policy sets out criteria for the determination of wind energy proposals, and considerations for all other
Renewable forms of renewable energy.
Energy
Proposals N7 Whilst no locations for renewable energy development are specifically identified, the policy could directly

lead to renewable and low energy developments (though not wind energy developments). Likely effects are
uncertain because it is not known where, when or how proposals may be implemented, or where any
potential effects may occur, or which European Sites, if any, may be affected. Potential effects could
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include: habitat / species disturbance; impacts on air quality; and increased surface water run-off from
increased areas of hard standing.

Policy LP20 This policy specifically seeks to enhance, create and manage multifunctional green space. The policy is a
Green general policy statement that encourages improvements to the Green Infrastructure Network.
Infrastructure
Network N3 The policy sets out criteria for the consideration of development proposals, and seeks to prevent
development which would result in loss or harm to the green infrastructure network.
This policy is not likely to have an adverse effect on European Sites and could result in positive effects.
Policy LP21 This policy allocates green wedge areas and sets criteria for development within and directly adjacent to
Green Wedges these areas. One of the aims of the green wedge designations is to conserve the open countryside.
Together with policies LP20 (Green Infrastructure Network), LP22 (Local Green Spaces) and LP23
N3 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity), this policy promotes the Central Lincolnshire Green Infrastructure Strategy,
which includes an improved green infrastructure network of corridors and open spaces. This is likely to
increase habitat creation and recreational use of these areas, however, none of the proposed green
wedges, are in close proximity to the identified European Sites. The policy is therefore very unlikely to have
any potential adverse effects on European Sites.
Policy LP22 This policy allocates areas as Local Green Space and rules out development of these sites in all but
Local Green N3 exceptional circumstances. This policy is therefore very unlikely to have any potential adverse impacts on
Spaces European Sites as it seeks to protect, conserve and enhance the natural environment.
Policy LP23 This policy specifically seeks to protect the natural environment, including biodiversity and habitats, and also
Biodiversity and seeks enhancement where possible.
Geodiversity
The policy specifically states that fdevelopment proposals that will have an adverse impact on a European
N3 Suite or cause significant harm to a Site of Specific Scientific Interest, located within or outside Central
Lincolnshire, wi || not be permittedo.
As the policy actively seeks to positively protect and enhance biodiversity and internationally designated
sites, it is not likely to have a significant adverse effect on any European Site.
Policy LP24 A general criteria based policy setting out principles and expectations for the protection, conservation and
The Historic enhancement of the historic environment. The policy itself would not directly lead to development, rather, it
: N3 . " : . o .
Environment promotes measures intended to have a positive effect on the built environment and so it is not likely to have
any adverse effects on European Sites.
Policy LP25 A general criteria based policy setting out the principles and expectations for high quality design and the
Design and N4 protection and improvement of amenity. The policy itself would not directly lead to development, rather, it
Amenity
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promotes measures intended to have a positive effect on the built environment and the standard of
development proposals, and so it is not likely to have any adverse effects on European Sites.

Policy LP26 This policy sets out the requirement for new development to provide open space, sports and recreation
Open Space, facilities. The effects of the policy on European Sites cannot be determined, as the space, sports and
Sports and recreation development that would result from this policy are dependent on the development that would
Recreation N7 arise as a result of other policies (i.e. policies which allocate sites) as well as speculative development.
Facilities While the site allocations are defined, the exact space/ sports/ recreation facilities requirements associated
with the development of these sites are not known due to the detailed proposals for the sites not yet being
defined.
Policy LP27 A general criteria based policy setting out the principles and expectations for frontages and advertisements.
Town Centre N4 The policy itself would not directly lead to development, rather, it promotes measures intended to have a
Frontages and positive effect on the built environment and the standard of development proposals, and so it is not likely to
Advertisements have any adverse effects on European Sites.
Policy LP28 Policy LP28 sets out the qualitative criteria that sustainable urban extensions will be expected to achieve,
Sustainable including requirements for phasing and broad concept planning. The policy itself does not allocate a quantity
Urban N4 of development or allocate the SUE sites. The policy would have no effect on European Sites because no
Extensions development could occur through the policy itself: rather, development would be implemented through other
policies in the plan.
Policy LP29 This policy aims to protect, nurture and enhance
Protecting criteria. The criteria in this policy are general and the topics covered are addressed in more detail in other
Lincolnd policies, namely LP7 A Sustainable Visitor Economy; LP17 Landscape, Townscape and Views; LP20 Green
and Character Infrastructure Network; LP21 Green Wedges; LP22 Local Green Spaces; LP23 Biodiversity and
N4 Geodiversity; and LP24 The Historic Environment. However, these general criteria highlight the particular
issues for Lincoln in relation to each of these topics.
The location and quantum of development for Lincoln are not set out in this policy i they are set out in later
policies in the Lincoln chapter. The general criteria within this policy would have no direct effect on a
European Site because no development could occur through this policy itself.
Policy LP30 This policy sets out various criteria for the development of the four sustainable urban extensions (SUES)
Major near Lincoln. The policy itself does not allocate the SUEs- this is done by policy LP48, Sustainable Urban
Development Extensions- Allocations.
Sites
P The policy does however set the approximate housing numbers for each of these SUEs, namely the

Western Growth Corridor, South East Quadrant, North East Quadrant and South West Quadrant. The other
development principles included in this policy include, for example, the amount of employment space
needed; specific reference to infrastructure (e.g. Lincoln Eastern Bypass); and access considerations.
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The development of this number of new homes and employment land on each of the sites may potentially
have indirect adverse impacts on certain nearby European sites, for example as a result of increased
pressure for water abstraction and treatment, pressure for increased recreation space and increased vehicle
movements.

As the SUE policies are components of the growth agenda set out in policy LP3, it is appropriate to

undertake the general effects and mitigation measures assessment for these growth policie S
together: this is setout at  section 4.4.
Policy LP31 This policy sets out overarching principles for
Lincolnd does not identify a quantum of growth, nor where development will be located, rather it seeks to ensure that
Economy N1 development which supports the economy protects and enhances various areas and attributes of Lincoln.
As the policy is very generic, and will not itself result in development, the policy is unlikely to have any
significant effects on a European Site.
Policy LP32 . . . . .
Lincol no This policy supports development proposals which support the ongoing development of higher and further
. ” N1 education establishments in Lincoln. This general policy is not likely to have a significant effect on a
Universities and .
European Site.
Colleges
: This policy defines a 6Central Mi xed Use Ar eale al
Policy LP33 supported within this area and establishes general criteria
Lincoln City PP 9 '
gﬁrr:]t;?; NG The policy does not specify a quantum of development for this area, nor does it indicate an acceptable use
Shopping Area mix.
and Central . . - - : :
: As this policy relates to an existing urban area the likelihood of any development resulting from the policy
Mixed Use Area ) T
affecting a European Site is remote.
Policy LP34 This policy designates District Centres and Local Centres and outlines criteria that proposals within these
District and areas will be expected to meet. The policy does not identify what type of, nor the quantity of, development
Local Shopping NG that is expected within these designations.
Centres
As this policy relates to existing urban areas the likelihood of any development resulting from the policy
affecting a European Site is remote.
Policy LP35 This policy identifies four regeneration/ opportunity areas within Lincoln: it outlines the regeneration priorities
Regeneration NG within each of these areas, detailing what type of development will be supported and the key considerations

and Opportunity
Areas

for the development of these areas. It does not identify a quantum of development.
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The potential effects of this policy on European Sites are not likely to be significant given that the policy
relates to existing urban areas.

Policy LP36 This policy promotes a sustainable transport network in line with the Lincoln Integrated Transport Strategy.
Transport It sets out qualitative criteria in relation to transport measures that all new development should have regard
Priorities/ to. While the policy refers to specific transport schemes, for example the Eastern Bypass and Park and
Movement Ride, these schemes are proposed through the Lincoln Integrated Transport Strategy which will have been
Strategy N2 subject to separate assessment and thus these strategies are not further assessed as part of the
assessment of the Further Draft Local Plan.
As the policy itself does not allocate a quantum of development or spatially locate any new transport
schemes, the policy itself could have no conceivable effects on a European Site.
Policy LP37 This policy sets out qualitative criteria in relation to the conversion and change of use of dwellings and
Sub-division buildings into flats or shared accommodation.
and multi- NG
occupation of The policy is not likely to have a significant effect on a European Site as it relates to conversion of existing
dwellings within buildings.
Lincoln
Policy LP38 This policy allocates the Gainsborough Southern Neighbourhood SUE and sets out various criteria for the
Gainsborough development of the SUE.
Southern
Neighbourhood The policy sets the approximate housing number of 2,500 for the SUE, and identifies that 1,600 of these are
SUE expected to come forward in the plan period. The policy also specifies that the SUE should provide sufficient
employment land to accommodate 15,000sgm of B1 and B2 use, and a Local Centre that can
accommodate 2,000sgm of class A uses, as well as two primary schools.
P
This scale and type of development may have indirect adverse impacts on nearby European sites, for
example as a result of increased pressure for water abstraction and treatment, disturbance to habitats,
pressure for increased recreation space and increased vehicle movements.
As the SUE policies are components of the growth agenda set out in policy LP3, it is appropriate to
undertake the general effects and mitigation measures assessment for these growt h policies
together: this is set out at  section 4.4.
Policy LP39 This policy allocates the Gainsborough Northern Neighbourhood SUE and sets out various criteria for the
Gainsborough development of the SUE.
Northern P
Neighbourhood
SUE
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The policy sets the approximate housing number of 2,500 for the SUE, and identifies that 1,600 of these are
expected in the plan period. The policy also specifies that the SUE should provide approximately 7 hectares
of employment land for B1, B2 or B8 use, a Local Centre, as well as a primary school.

This scale and type of development may have indirect adverse impacts on nearby European sites, for
example as a result of increased pressure for water abstraction and treatment, habitat disturbance, pressure
for increased recreation space and increased vehicle movements.

As the SUE policies are components of the growth agenda set out in policy LP3, it is appropriate to
undertake the general effects and  mitigation measures assessment for these growt  h policies
together: this is setout at section 4.4.

Policy LP40 This policy requires that all relevant development proposals must assist in delivering a pedestrian and
Gainsborough N4 cycling corridor. It sets out qualitative principles that proposals must adhere to, and does not allocate any
Riverside specific development. The policy itself will not therefore lead to development, therefore it will have no
potential adverse effects on any European Sites.
Policy LP41 This policy seeks that proposals relating to the regeneration of Gainsborough assist in meeting the
Regeneration of objectives of Gainsborough regeneration and investment plans.
Gainsborough
N4 It sets qualitative criteria that proposals must have particular regard to.
As the policy itself does not allocate a quantum of development or spatially locate any new development,
the policy itself could have no conceivable effects on a European Site.
Policy LP42 This policy designates the Gainsborough Town Centre and the Primary Shopping Area. It outlines
Gainsborough qualitative criteria for determining applications within the town centre, and non-retail proposals within the
Town Centre primary shopping area.
; N6
and Primary
Shopping Area The likelihood of development resulting from this policy affecting a European Site is remote given that the
policy relates to an existing urban area.
Policy LP43 This policy allocates two sustainable urban extensions in Sleaford and sets out various criteria for the
A Growing development of these.
Sleaford
The policy sets the approximate housing numbers for both of the SUEs: 1,450 dwellings are anticipated at
P the Sleaford South Quadrant and 1,600 dwellings at the Sleaford West Quadrant.

Various other specific land uses are also proposed at the Sleaford South Quadrant, including a local centre
which includes a health centre, community centre, retail units and other uses, and a primary school on a 1.8
hectare site.
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For the Sleaford West Quadrant, the other land uses which proposals will need to incorporate include: a 1
hectare local centre; 0.5 ha healthcare facility; 3ha B1 use class employment land; primary school on 1.8ha
site; secondary school on 5.5.ha site; and 11ha of green infrastructure and public open space.

The development of this number of new homes and employment land, and the various other land uses,
within both of these extensions may potentially have indirect adverse impacts on nearby European sites, for
example as a result of increased pressure for water abstraction and treatment, habitat disturbance, pressure
for increased recreation space and increased vehicle movements.

As the SUE policies are components of the growth agenda set out in policy LP3, it is appropriate to
undertake the general effects and mitigation measures assessment for these growth policies
together: this is set out at section 4.4.

Policy LP44 This policy sets out various qualitative criteria aimed at protecting the setting and character of Sleaford.
Protecting
Sleaford The criteria in this policy are general and the topics covered are addressed in more detail in other policies,
Setting and namely LP7 A Sustainable Visitor Economy; LP17 Landscape, Townscape and Views; LP20 Green
Character Infrastructure Network; LP21 Green Wedges; LP22 Local Green Spaces; LP23 Biodiversity and
N4 Geodiversity; and LP24 The Historic Environment. However, these general criteria highlight the particular
issues for Sleaford in relation to each of these topics.
The location and quantum of development for Sleaford are not set out in this policy. The general criteria
within this policy would have no direct effect on a European Site because no development could occur
through this policy itself.
Policy LP45 This policy designates four opportunity areas within Sleaford and outlines the key principles for guiding
Regeneration development within these.
and Opportunity
Areas The policy promotes change and redevelopment in the specific areas, detailing the specific principles to be
NG considered in the regeneration of the areas, though does not allocate a quantum of development.
It is not considered likely that the policy will result in development that would have a significant adverse
effect on a European Site because the policy focuses on the regeneration of existing urban areas so the
likelihood of adverse effects on a European Site is low so it is considered reasonable to screen this policy
out.
Policy LP46 This policy defines the Sleaford town centre and primary shopping area. It outlines various criteria to guide
Sleaford Town N6 development within both of these areas. While the policy details what use class of development will be

Centre
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supported, it does not state the exact mix of development that is required, nor does it specify a quantum of
development.

The likelihood of development resulting from this policy affecting a European Site is remote given that the
policy relates to an existing urban area.

Policy LP47 This policy requires that proposals assist in meeting the objectives of the Sleaford Transport Strategy and
Access and Sleaford Masterplan.
Movement
N4 It highlights the qualitative criteria of these plans that proposals must have particular regard to.
As the policy itself does not allocate a quantum of development or spatially locate any new development,
the policy itself could have no conceivable effects on a European Site.
Policy LP48 This policy allocates eight sustainable urban extensions, which are also set out in policies LP30 (Lincoln
Sustainable SUES), LP38 and LP39 (Gainsborough SUEs) and LP43 (Sleaford SUES).
Urban
Extensions The policy identifies the indicative number of dwellings to be delivered at each SUE. This policy is
p considered likely to lead to potential development growth effects, and has the potential to effect European
Sites.
As the SUE policies are components of the growth agenda set out in policy LP3, it is appropriate to
undertake the general effects and mitigation measures assessment for these growth policies
together: this is set out at section 4.4.
Policy LP49 This policy allocates 28 sites in Lincoln for housing development in addition to the SUEs. The policy only
Residential allocates sites with a capacity of 25 dwellings or more: the indicative dwelling figures for the sites range
Allocations - from 30 to 328, with the total number of dwellings to be delivered by these sites being 3,629.
Lincoln N6
The policy makes provision for development in specific areas, though the potential impacts of this
development upon European Sites are not expected to be significant given the relatively small scale of
some of the sites and that the development is focused within or adjacent to an existing urban area.
Policy LP50 This policy allocates 23 sites across the two Main Towns of Gainsborough and Sleaford for housing
Residential development (in addition to the SUES). As for the Lincoln site allocations, the policy only makes provision for
Allocations - NG sites with a capacity of 25 or more dwellings. The sites range from an indicative capacity of 25 dwellings to
Main Towns 377 dwellings, with the total number of dwellings to be deliver by these sites anticipated at 2,258,

comprising of 986 in Gainsborough and 1,272 in Sleaford.
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The policy makes provision for development in the specific areas identified, though the potential impacts of
the development upon European Sites are not expected to be significant given the relatively small scale of
some of the sites and that the development is focused within or adjacent to an existing urban areas.

Policy LP51 This policy allocates sites for housing development (with capacity for 25 dwellings and over) in the Market
Residential Towns. 563 dwellings are allocated across 6 sites in Caistor while 585 dwellings across 5 sites are allocated
Allocations - in Market Rasen i 1,148 dwellings in total.
Market Towns N6
The policy makes provision for development in the specific areas identified, though the potential impacts of
the development upon European Sites are not expected to be significant given the relatively small scale of
some of the sites and that the development is focused within or adjacent to existing market towns.
Policy LP52 This policy allocates various sites (with capacity of 25 or more dwellings) in the Large Villages. There are 15
Residential Large Villages within the Lincoln Area and five Large Villages within other areas outside the Lincoln Area.
Allocations -
Large Villages The allocations range from a capacity of 30 to 1259 dwellings, with a total anticipated delivery of 5,202
NG dwellings in the Lincoln Area, and 1,369 dwellings in other areas (6571 dwellings in total).
The policy makes provision for development in the specific areas identified, though the potential impacts of
the development upon European Sites are not expected to be significant given the relatively small scale of
some of the sites, that development is focused within or adjacent to existing settlements, and the distance of
the villages from the relevant European Sites.
Policy LP53 This policy allocates three sites for residential development: two within the Lincoln Strategy Area, one within
Residential the Non-Lincoln Strategy Area. The sites have a capacity of 251 dwellings collectively.
Allocations 1
Medium and N6 The policy makes provision for development in the specific areas identified, though the potential impacts of
Small Villages the development upon European Sites are not expected to be significant given the relatively small scale of
the sites, that development is focused within or adjacent to existing settlements, and the distance of the
villages from the relevant European Sites.
Policy LP54 This policy identifies broad locations for future large scale housing development, which will be delivered if
Broad Locations monitoring data shows a certain level of job and housing delivery. There is the potential for the policy alone
for Future P to have likely significant effects on European Sites, as a result of reduced water levels and quality,
Growth increased traffic movements, habitat disturbance, increased recreational disturbance, and increased
atmospheric pollution.
Policy LP55 This policy addresses various development considerations in rural areas and the countryside, including, for
Development in example, conversion of buildings for residential use, non-residential development, and agricultural
Rural Areas and N6 diversification. The criteria based policy does not identify a quantity of development, nor the locations where

the Countryside

development will be permitted. The policy makes provision for change, but any change is not likely to be
major, and therefore it is unlikely that the policy will have likely significant effects on a European Site.
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Policy LP56
Gypsy and
Traveller
Allocations

N6

This policy allocates sites for provision of pitches for Gypsies and Travellers and sets out qualitative criteria
which will be used in determining proposals for the development of sites (both allocated and non-allocated)
to meet Gypsy and Traveller needs.

While the criteria-based elements of this policy will not lead to development, the allocation of sites and
identification of the indicative level of development on each site means that there is potential for the policy to
have effects on European Sites, as a result of reduced water levels and quality, increased recreational
disturbance and increased atmospheric pollution. The development may also potentially have indirect
adverse impacts on European Sites, for example as a result of increased pressure for water abstraction and
treatment, pressure for increased recreation space and increased vehicle movements. However, given that
the greatest indicative number of pitches for any one site is 15 and the total number of pitches across the
whole of Central Lincolnshire is 53, it is considered that the potential effects of any development would be
very restricted in scale and remote from any of the European Sites that they would not undermine the
conservation objectives for the sites.

Policy LP57
Ministry of
Defence
Establishments

N7

This policy sets out a general strategic approach in support of development for MOD operational purposes
and for managing former Ministry of Defence establishments which are surplus to requirement. This policy
does not allocate a quantity of development or spatially locate any new development, therefore, the effects
of the policy upon any European Sites are unknown.

* see Table 2 for screening assessment categories
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4.3 Step 3) Effects of other plans and projects in association with the Local Plan

4.3.1 This section (Step 3) considers if the effects of the other plans and projects identified at Stage A (see Step 3) are likely, in association with the
Local Plan, to have any significant effects on the European Sites. Table 8 below summarises the findings of Step 3, which are detailed in

Table 9.

Table 8: Summary of effects of other plans, policies and projects in-combination with the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan

Plan / Policy / Project

Screening conclusion of
6icnombi nati on

1- National Planning Policy Framework (2012)

No significant effects likely

2- 4" Lincolnshire Local Transport Plan (2013)

No significant effects likely

3- Lincolnshire Minerals Local Plan (1991)

No significant effects likely

4- Lincolnshire Waste Local Plan (2006)

No significant effects likely

5- Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan (draft)

No significant effects likely

6- Newark and Sherwood District Council Core Strategy (2011)

No significant effects likely

7- Newark and Sherwood District Council Allocations and Development Management DPD (2013)

No significant effects likely

8- South Kesteven District Council Core Strategy (2010)

No significant effects likely

9- South Kesteven District Council Site Allocation and Policies DPD (2014)

No significant effects likely

10- Bassetlaw District Council Core Strategy (2011)

No significant effects likely

11- North Lincolnshire District Council Core Strategy (2011)

No significant effects likely

12- East Lindsey Local Plan (1995)

No significant effects likely

13- South Holland District Council Local Plan (2006)

No significant effects likely

14- Boston Borough Council Local Plan (1999)

No significant effects likely

15- Lower Trent and Erewash CAMS (2013)

No significant effects likely

16- Witham CAMS (2013)

No significant effects likely

17- Grimsby, Ancholme and Louth CAMS (2013)

No significant effects likely

18- River Witham CFMP (2009)

No significant effects likely

19- River Trent CFMP (2009)

No significant effects likely

20- Grimsby and Ancholme CFMP (2009)

No significant effects likely

21- Louth Coastal CFMP (2009)

No significant effects likely

22- Anglian Water WRMP (2013)

No significant effects likely

23- Severn Trent Water Resources Management Plan (2014)

No significant effects likely

24- Anglian District River Basin Management Plan (2014)

No significant effects likely
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Table 9: Consideration of other plans, policies and projects with the potential for in-combination effects with the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan

NATIONAL
1) National Details:
Planning The NPPF sets national level planning policy and is used to inform planning policy at the local level.
Policy
Framework HRAscr eeni-ogmbinati ond concl usi on:
(2012) It is reasonable to conclude that there are likely to be no significant effects on the European Sites as a result of the combined

effects of the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and the NPPF given that the NPPF sets out overarching national policy, and does
not specify any development targets or locations for development in the plan area.

COUNTY PLANS

2) Lincolnshire
County
Council 4
Lincolnshire
Local
Transport
Plan 2013/14
to 2022/23
(April 2013)

OLTP4506

Details:
The Local Transport Plan sets out how Lincolnshire County Council and its partners intend to improve transport over the period
2013 - 2023.

HRA findings:

The proposals included in the Lincolnshire LTP4 were screened for their potential to have significant impacts on Natura 2000
sites. It was noted in the screening that the following effects may give rise to potential impacts: changes in air quality through
pollution; increases in noise and light levels (as a result of vehicles, construction or new infrastructure); and changes in soil or
water chemical composition (through road spray and construction activities).

It was found that no significant impacts will directly result from the implementation of the LTP4. However, based on the findings
of the HRA screening process, it was noted that possible significant impacts could arise from some specific schemes or
projects implemented in accordance with the LTP4. There is also potential for multiple plans to have in-combination effects with
schemes implemented in accordance with the LTP4. Because of this uncertainty, the potential for schemes to affect Natura
2000 sites included within the HRA should be considered again when carrying out further HRA work at the project level or when
preparing more detailed lower tier plans. This is considered more appropriate because a greater level of detail will be available
to make the assessment of the likelihood of significant effects occurring (potential impacts may be screened out or additional
impacts taken into consideration once more information pertaining to the nature of the proposal or associated works is
available) and further information will allow for more robust avoidance and mitigation measures to be designed and
implemented, thereby reducing the overall impact of the proposal.

Assuming the above recommendations are enacted, no significant impacts to Natura 2000 sites were considered likely as a
result of implementing the Lincolnshire LTP4.

HRA screeoaombi dani ond concl usi on:
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All policies in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan have been screened out from further HRA, either because they had no likely
significant effects or because any potential effects could be mitigated or avoided. It is therefore reasonable to conclude that

there are |likely to be no withlgilR4 fi cant effects O6in combina

3) Lincolnshire
Minerals Local
Plan (adopted
1991)

No HRA was undertaken for the 1991 Minerals Local Plan as it was adopted prior to the European Habitat Regulations being
enshrined into UK legislation. See details below regarding new Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan.

4) Lincolnshire
Waste Local
Plan (adopted
2006)

No HRA was undertaken for the 2006 Waste Local Plan as it was adopted prior to the European Habitat Regulations being
enshrined into UK legislation. See details below regarding new Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan.

5) Lincolnshire
Minerals and
Waste Local
Plan (draft)

Submitted for
examination June
2015

Details:

The County Council is preparing the Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan which will eventually replace the Minerals
Local Plan (1991) and the Waste Local Plan (2006). The Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan will consist of two
documents:

1 Core Strategy and Development Management Policies:
This will set out the key principles to guide the future winning and working of minerals and the form of waste
management development in the County. The development management policies set out the criteria against which
planning applications for minerals and waste development will be considered.

1 Site Locations:
Specific proposals and policies for the provision of land for mineral and waste development.

The Core Strategy and Development Management Policies document was submitted to the Secretary of State on 5 June 2015
and is currently undergoing independent examination (hearing sessions currently scheduled for October 2015).

HRA findings:

The HRA screening undertaken for the Pre-submission Draft of the Core Strategy and Development Management Policies
document (Feb 2013), the subsequent update (Sept 2014) and the subsequent Proposed Modifications Statement on
Implications for Sustainability Appraisal and Habitats Regulation Assessment (June 2015) determined that it has been possible
to screen out the Policies within the Minerals and Waste Local Plan Publication Core Strategy and Development Management
Policies document, largely due to the wording of Policy DM7 regarding the protection of internationally important biodiversity
sites. The HRA screening concluded that no likely significant effects on European Sites, either alone or in combination with
other projects and plans, will result from the implementation of the Plan.

Work on the Site Locations element of the Minerals and Waste Local Plan has not yet commenced and thus no HRA work has
yet been undertaken in relation to this.

48




HRAs cr e enicnogmbdiinnat i ond concl usi on:

All policies in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan have been screened out from further HRA, either because they had no likely
significant effects or because any potential effects could be mitigated or avoided. It is therefore reasonable to conclude that
there are |ikely to be no withthenGork Statagy and Bevelopntent Managenment aligieb i n a

element of the Minerals and Waste Local Plan.

LOCAL PLANS

6) Newark and
Sherwood
District
Council Core
Strategy
(March 2011)

Details:
Housing: 14,800 between 2006 and 2026; 70% of this housing requirement will be distributed to the Newark Urban Area; 20%

to the Service Centres and 10% to the Principal Villages.

Employment land: 210-220 hectares between 2006 and 2026, distributed between the five areas of Newark area; Southwell
area; Nottingham fringe area; Sherwood area; and Mansfield fringe area.

Strategic sites:

i) Land South of Newark i approx. 3,100 dwellings (2,200 of which to be constructed in the plan period to 2026); B2 and
B8 employment land uses (38 hectares in the plan period); two local centres, comprising retail, service, employment and
community uses; and associated green, transport and other infrastructure.

ii) Land East of Newark approx. 1,600 dwellings; a local centre, comprising retail, service, employment and community
uses; and associated green, transport and other infrastructure.

iii) Land around Fernwood i approx. 3,200 dwellings (2,200 of which to be constructed in the plan period to 2026); a high
quality, landscaped B1 Business Park for individual regional and national HQ and high tech businesses (15 hectares); a
local centre, comprising retail, service, employment and community uses; and associated green, transport and other
infrastructure.

HRA findings:
The HRA concluded that, with mitigation measures as recommended in the screening report, the Core Strategy will not itself
result in any change to or effect on any European Site and that an appropriate assessment was not required.

HRA screeoaombi dani ond concl usi on:

The only European site that is within the scope of both this screening report for the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and the
HRA of the Newark and Sherwood Core Strategy is Birklands and Bilhaugh. Potential likely significant effects include
recreational pressure issues. All policies in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan have been screened out from further HRA,
either because they had no likely significant effects or because any potential effects could be mitigated or avoided. It is
reasonable to conclude that there are likely to be no significant effects on Birklands and Bilhaugh in-combination between the
Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and Newark and Sherwood Core Strategy. The potential impacts from increased recreational
pressures from new development in Central Lincolnshire are unlikely to have a significant effect on Birklands and Bilhaugh, due
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to the distance of this site from Central Lincolnshire (approximately 20km) and due to Local Plan policies LP20 Green
Infrastructure Network and LP21 Green Wedges, which support the provision of well connected, multifunctional greenspaces
and the delivery of strategic greenspaces. These measures will provide Central Lincolnshire residents with recreational
opportunities and would help relieve any recreational pressure on greenspaces (including the Birklands and Bilhaugh SAC)
outside the Central Lincolnshire area.

7) Newark and

Details:

Sherwood This DPD sets out allocations of land for new housing, employment and other development in the main settlements in the

District District. It also sets out development management policies for use in the consideration of planning applications.

Council

Allocations Housing: new dwelling figures as per Core Strategy (14,800).

and

Development | Employment land: DPD meets the requirements for employment land provision as set out in the Core Strategy (211 - 220ha).

Management

DPD (July HRA findings:

2013) The HRA undertaken for the DPD (Sept 2012) concluded that the DPD would not, in itself, result in any change to or effect on
any European site and that it can reasonably be concluded that there will be no likely significant effect (either alone or in
combination) as a result of the DPD being implemented. An Appropriate Assessment of the DPD was therefore not required.
The subsequent Habitats Regulations Review of the Final Modifications (Jan 2013) and HRA Retail Modifications Review (Feb
2013) concluded that no additional issues warranting further assessment were identified and that the amendments do not have
any implications for the HRA as the DPD is considered to already provide sufficient safeguards in relation to European Sites.
HRA screecomhgnéat nond conclusi on:

As al l of the Centr al Lincolnshire Local Pl an policiethewe
Newark and Sherwood Allocations and Development Management DPD, in combination with the Central Lincolnshire Local
Plan, will not have any adverse effects on a European Site.

8) South Details:

Kesteven Housing: 13,600 dwellings (2006 i 2026) distributed as so- Grantham 7,680; Stamford 1,140; Bourne 2,310; Deepings 870;

District Local Service Centres 1,000; Rural Areas 620.

Council Core

Strategy (July | Employment Land: Grantham 90ha; Stamford 24ha; Bourne 50ha; Deepings 23ha; other sites 18ha- 205 ha in total.

2010)

HRA findings:

The European Sites potentially affected by the South Kesteven Core Strategy (SKCS) were identified as: Baston Fen SAC;
Grimsthorpe SAC; Rutland Water SPA and Ramsar; and Barnack Hills and Holes SAC. The HRA undertaken for the SKCS
concluded that the policies within the SKCS DPD were not likely to have any significant effects on any Natura 2000 site and
that there was no requirement to proceed to the next stage of an Appropriate Assessment.
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HRA screeoaombi dani ond concl usi on:
The only European site that is within the scope of both this screening report and the HRA of the SKCS is Rutland Water.
Potential likely significant effects include recreational pressure issues.

The potential impacts from increased recreational pressures from new development in Central Lincolnshire are unlikely to have
a significant effect on Rutland Water. Rutland Water is some distance from Central Lincolnshire (approximately 16km) and has
a site management plan to protect the site from damage or disturbance. The Central Lincolnshire Local Plan also offers
mitigation: specifically, policies LP20 Green Infrastructure Network and LP21 Green Wedges, support the provision of well
connected, multifunctional greenspaces and the delivery of strategic greenspaces. This will provide Central Lincolnshire
residents with recreational opportunities and would help relieve any recreational pressure on greenspaces outside the Central
Lincolnshire area.

In light of the above, it is therefore reasonable to conclude that there are likely to be no significant effects on Rutland Water as
a result of the in-combination effects of the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and the South Kesteven Core Strategy.

9) South
Kesteven
District
Council Site
Allocation and
Policies DPD
(April 2014)

Details:

The Site Allocation and Policies DPD allocates land for specific types of development and includes policies to guide the way
these sites are developed. The policies also provide the detailed framework to guide the scale, form and location of new
employment and retail development, expanding upon the policies included in the Core Strategy.

Housing: provision for 3902 dwellings (for remaining period 1 April 20137 31 March 2026. Of the Core Strategy figure of
13,620 dwellings, 4,833 had been built and 4,927 had planning permission).

Employment land: in accordance with Core Strategy.

HRA findings:
The Habitats Regulations Assessment of the Core Strategy identified the European Sites which may potentially be affected by
its policies. It concluded that the Core Strategy policies are not likely to have any significant effects on any Natura 2000 site.

The policies contained within the South Kesteven District Council Site Allocations and Policies DPD have been assessed, in
accordance with the Habitats Directive, to determine whether there are likely to be any significant impacts arising from them on
the European sites. With the exception of policy SAP2, the policies follow the locational strategy for the District set out in the
Core Strategy. Consequently, the assessment found that the policies are unlikely to have significant impacts on the European
Sites. Policy SAP2 is an exceptions policy which aims to enable the provision of affordable housing in areas of proven need.
These areas will, of necessity, be outside the locational framework established in the Core Strategy. The policy criteria,
however, do not allow for development to be located in areas which would affect European Sites. The assessment of the Site
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Allocation and Policies DPD concludes that the policies within the DPD are not likely to have any significant effects on any
Natura 2000 site and that there is, therefore, no requirement to proceed to the next stage of an Appropriate Assessment.

HRA screeoabmbi dani ond concl usi on:
It can therefore be reasonably concluded that the South Kesteven Site Allocation and Policies DPD and the Central
Lincolnshire Local Plan, in combination, will not lead to significant adverse effects on a European Site.

10) Bassetlaw
District
Council Core
Strategy
(Dec 2011)

Details:
Housing: 7,700 dwellings (2006 i 2026) distributed as so- Workshop 2,464; Retford 2,002; Harworth Bircotes 1,694; Carlton in
Lindrick and Langold 308; Tuxford 308; Misterton 154; Rural Service Centres 770; other settlements 0.

Employment Land: Worksop 48ha; Retford 21ha; Harworth Bircotes 37ha; 106 ha in total.

HRA findings:

The Bassetlaw Core Strategy HRA considered Birklands and Bilhaugh SAC; Thorne and Hatfield Moors SACs and SPA; and
the Sherwood Forest Region prospective SPA. The HRA concluded that the Core Strategy would not result in any adverse
effects on the integrity of any of these European Sites.

HRA screeoabombi dani ond conclusi on:

The European Sites that are within the scope of both this screening report and the HRA of the Bassetlaw Core Strategy are the
Birklands and Bilhaugh SAC and the Thorne and Hatfield Moors SAC and SPA sites. Potential likely significant effects include
recreational pressure and water quality and water abstraction issues. All policies in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan have
been screened out from further HRA, either because they had no likely significant effects or because any potential effects could
be mitigated or avoided.

It is reasonable to conclude that there are likely to be no significant effects on Birklands and Bilhaugh in-combination between
the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and Bassetlaw Core Strategy. The potential impacts from increased recreational pressures
from new development in Central Lincolnshire are unlikely to have a significant effect on Birklands and Bilhaugh, due to the
distance of this site from Central Lincolnshire (approximately 20km) and due to Local Plan policies LP20 Green Infrastructure
Network and LP21 Green Wedges which support the provision of well connected, multifunctional greenspaces and the delivery
of strategic greenspaces. These policies will provide Central Lincolnshire residents with recreational opportunities and would
help relieve any recreational pressure on greenspaces outside the Central Lincolnshire area.

In relation to water quality and abstraction, the Bassetlaw HRA identified that while the habitats present in Hatfield Moors and
Birklands and Bilhaugh are not specifically reliant on water, they could be vulnerable to stress if subject to low groundwater
levels. Birklands and Bilhaugh SAC is located over the Sherwood Sandstone Aquifer and Hatfied Moors sits on a bed of sand
and gravel moraine that is part of the Sherwood Sandstone bedrock. Therefore extraction of water from this source could
impact on these sites. The Anglian Water WRMP (2010) identified that the Sherwood Sandstone Aquifer supplies water to
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Lincoln, therefore any type of development in Lincoln that would lead to the need for water to be abstracted from the Sherwood
Sandstone aquifer has the potential to negatively impact on Hatfield Moor and Birklands and Bilhaugh. However, the WRMP
recognised potential growth in Lincoln, and a deficit in water supply to meet this growth, and proposed mitigation via a new
Water Treatment Works in the River Trent Catchment.

Planning permission for a new Anglian Water (AW) Water Treatment Works at Newton on Trent was granted by West Lindsey
District Council on 18 April 2012 (Ref: 127585). This new Newton Water Treatment Works came into operation in July 2014. It
has been planned and identified by AW (in their WRMP Feb 2010) to provide and maintain water supplies to cater for forecast
deficits and future growth in the Lincoln area, through water abstraction from the River Trent. Anglian Water state they had
considered a number of alternative solutions for addressing forecast water deficits in the Lincoln area including extending
abstraction from the Sherwood Sandstone aquifer, but selected the new Lincoln water treatment works as the most ftechnically
viable, cost effective, environmentally and socially responsi b | e 6 Farghermocenfurther abstraction from the Sherwood
Sandstone aquifer would have had the potential to negatively impact upon Hatfield Moors and Birklands and Bilhaugh
European Sites, due to their potential vulnerability to low groundwater levels.

Environment Agency limitations imposed on the water treatment worksboperation in their water Abstraction Licences will
ensure impacts are controlled and the River Trentos healt
including through limitingthewa t er t r e a talbseaction fraro thekTéest when river flows and water levels are low. The
water treatment works is in operation before the new Lincoln area growth identified in the CL Local Plan is implemented.

Bas s et | awodctudesitRafit cannot be demonstrated that the plan will have any adverse effects on the integrity of any of
the European sites included in the scope of their HRA screening report. Additionally, as stated above, the Anglian Water
WRMP recognised a deficit in water supply to meet forecast Lincoln area growth in Central Lincolnshire, and therefore provided
mitigation for impact on these sites by proposing a new Water Treatment Works in the River Trent Catchment, which is now in
operation, instead of further abstraction from the Sherwood Sandstone aquifer. Overall, it is therefore reasonable to conclude
that there are unlikely to be any significant in-combination effects on Hatfield and Thorne Moors sites between Central
Lincolnshire Local Plan and Bassetlaw Core Strategy.

11) North
Lincolnshire
District
Council Core
Strategy
(June 2011)

Details:

Housing: target of 12,063 dwellings (at a rate of 754 dwellings per year over the period 2010 to 2026). The focus of major
growth will be Scunthorpe with approx. 9,892 new dwellings. The Market Towns of Barton upon Humber, Brigg, Crowle,
Epworth, Kirton in Lindsey and Winterton will provide over 2,171 new dwellings.

Employment land: Scunthorpe 71 ha; Market Towns 10 ha (for small and medium scale employment opportunities);
Sandtoft Business Park 58.5 ha (for a logistics and distribution park); approx 900 ha of land at the South Humber Bank
Strategic Employment Site reserved for B1, B2 and B8 port related activities.

HRA findings:
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A Screening Report on the North Lincolnshire Core Startegy was completed in February 2010 which found that 8 of the 27
policies may lead to likely significant effects on the Humber Estuary SAC/SPA/Ramsar site, the Thorne Moor SAC, Hatfield
Moor SAC and Thorne and Hatfield Moors SPA.

An Appropriate Assessment (May 2010) assessed whether each development aspect outlined in the policies would have an
adverse effect on the integrity of the international sites. A total of 29 development aspects were identified. Eight of these
development aspects were determined not to lead to any adverse effects on the international sites. However, the remaining 21
development aspects of the eight policies were found to lead to adverse effects on the integrity of the international sites,
without mitigation. Adverse effects arose from physical loss (e.g. the possible loss of intertidal habitats that birds from the
Humber Estuary SPA and Ramsar may be using for foraging, loafing and roosting), physical damage (e.g. from abrasion
caused by increased recreation levels) and non-physical disturbance (e.g. from noise, light and vibration during construction
and operation of developments).

The AA concluded that, taking account of the effects of the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures, the Core
Strategy DPD (alone or in combination with other projects and plans) would not lead to adverse effects on integrity of the
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA or Ramsar site or the Thorne Moor SAC, the Hatfield Moor SAC or the Thorne and Hatfield Moors
SPA.

HRAs cr e enicnogmbdiinnat i ond concl usi on:

The European Sites that are within the scope of both this screening report for the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and the HRA
of the North Lincolnshire Core Strategy are the Humber Estuary and Thorne and Hatfield Moors sites. Potential likely significant
effects include water quality and water abstraction issues.

An increase in housing numbers will increase water demand and thus abstractions and may also lead to an increase in effluent
from sewage works. The Humber Estuary sites are vulnerable to impacts through water abstraction, changes in water flow and
changes to water quality. The Anglian Water WRMP (2010) recognised potential growth in Lincoln and a potential deficit in
supply to meet this growth. It proposed a new Water Treatment Works in the River Trent Catchment which is now in operation
and should avoid damaging designated sites. The North Lincolnshire Core Strategy AA highlighted that the conclusion of the
Environment Agency Review of Consents process, in relation to existing abstraction licences, was that modifications could be
made to those licences where modification was required, such that there would then be no adverse effect on the integrity on
the Humber Estuary as a result of existing abstraction licences.

It is therefore reasonable to conclude that there are likely to be no significant effects on the Humber Estuary sites in-
combination between the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and North Lincolnshire Core Strategy.

It is also reasonable to conclude that there are unlikely to be any significant in-combination effects on the Thorne and Hatfield
Moors sites between the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and North Lincolnshire Core Strategy. The AA for North Lincolnshire
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states that water abstraction for residential use is not having a significant effect on the integrity of the Thorne and Hatfield
Moors international sites.

12) East Lindsey | Details:
Local Plan The East Lindsey Local Plan (ELLP) was originally adopted in 1995 and guides development in the District. It contains two
(adopted parts: part 1 contains the policies and the supporting text and part 2 contains various maps of the settlements. The Plan was
1995, as updated in 1999 via a formal amendment, furthermore in 2007 some of the policies were Gaveddand those which were not
amended were removed.
1999 and
2007) HRA findings:
No HRA was undertaken for the 1995/1999 Local Plan as it was adopted prior to the European Habitats Regulations being
enshrined into UK legislation (there was no requirement to undertake HRA of the 2007 exercise to establish which policies
were still in conformity with the planning guidance at that time).
HRA screeoabombi dani ond concl usi on:
Due to the fact that there is no HRA for the East Lindsey Local Plan, the effect of policies within the Central Lincolnshire Local
P | a ncombinationd wi tpdiiciet ih the East Lindsey Plan is uncertain. However, all policies in the Central Lincolnshire
Further Draft Local Plan have been screened out from further HRA: it is therefore reasonable to conclude that there are likely to
be no significante f f e ectosmbdiimmat i on o .
13) South Details:
Holland Housing: 3170 dwellings (2004-2021) of which 2730 will be in urban areas and 440 in rural areas.
District Employment land: major employment sites allocated at Spalding 106 ha; Sutton Bridge 54ha; Long Sutton/ Little Sutton 12ha;
Council Holbeach 10ha; Crowland 7ha; Donington 11ha.
Local Plan
(2006) HRA findings:
No HRA was undertaken for the South Holland 2006 Local Plan.
HRA screeoaombi dani ond concl usi on:
Due to the fact that there is no HRA for the South Holland Local Plan, the effect of policies within the Central Lincolnshire Local
Pl a nrcombinati ond with the policies in the South Holland Pl an
Further Draft Local Plan have been screened out from further HRA: it is therefore reasonable to conclude that there are likely to
be nosignific ant e f-d ®emhkisn atiinond .
14) Boston Details:
Borough Housing: land allocated for 916 dwellings
Council
Local Plan Employment land: 93ha allocated
(1999)

HRA findings:
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No HRA was undertaken for the 1999 Local Plan as it was adopted prior to the European Habitats Regulations being enshrined
into UK legislation.

HRA screeoabmbi dani ond concl usi on:

Due to the fact that there is no HRA for the Boston Local Plan, the effect of policies within the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan
6icommbinationé with the policies in the Boston Plan i s ufngd
Local Plan have been screened out from further HRA: it is therefore reasonable to conclude that there are likely to be no
signi f i cantc oenfibfiencattsi ooni on.

WATER STRATEGIES, PLANS AND STUDIES

Catchment Abstraction Management Strategies (CAMS)

Catchment Abstraction Management Strategies (CAMS) are strategies for the management of water resources at a local level. The CAMS seek to
understand how much water the natural environment needs, how much water is available for abstraction, how much water is currently licensed to
and whether this balances with what i s awarkabheai Eabhl at g
indicates whether the catchment resources are in balance or not.

be used

15) Lower Trent
and Erewash
CAMS (Feb
2013)

The River Trent is one of the three largest rivers in the United Kingdom. From its source to the Humber confluence, its length is
274km and, including all tributary CAMS catchments, it drains an area of more than 10,000km2. Within the Lower Trent &
Erewash (LT & E) CAMS area, the River Trent is 174km long with its main tributaries including the rivers Derwent, Soar,
Erewash, Leen, Greet, Devon, Idle, Torne and Eau and the Dover Beck. It enters the catchment immediately downstream of its
confluence with the River Dove and flows steadily north eastwards until Newark where it turns northwards and continues until it
flows into the River Humber at Trent Falls.

Nottinghamshire is the principle county, with parts of Derbyshire, Leicestershire, Lincolnshire, South Yorkshire and North
Lincolnshire incorporated. Nottingham in the south of the catchment is the principal urban area with a population estimated at
292,000 for the City and 657,000 in the greater Nottingham area. Other significant urban areas include Scunthorpe, Newark,
Gainsborough and parts of greater Derby.

Throughout the catchment, agriculture is the dominant land use accounting for more than 63% of the catchment area.
Consequently, agriculture is vitally important to the CAMS area economy. Agriculture relies heavily on local surface and
groundwater abstraction as part of its process, principally for irrigation.

Industry, agriculture and water for public water supply places the biggest pressure on groundwater levels. However, the power
generation sector exerts the biggest pressure on surface water. There are numerous power stations along the banks of the
River Trent at various sites using vast quantities of water.

There are a total of 529 abstraction licences in the Lower Trent and Erewash CAMS areas: 312 surface water, 217 ground
water (source: Environment Agency).
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16) Witham
CAMS (Feb
2013)

The Witham CAMS sets out how the Environment Agency will manage water abstraction. There are several designated sites of
ecological and conservation importance within the Witham CAMS area that are water-dependent. The largest of these is The
Wash which is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), a Special Protection Area, a Ramsar site, and forms
part of the Wash and North Norfolk Coast marine Special Area of Conservation. The Witham CAMS area also includes a
number of water-dependent SSSI sites which could be affected by river flows and abstraction regimes, including Bardney
Limewoods, Swanholme Lakes and Tattershall Carrs.

The CAMS explains that the Wash SSSI was subject to an appropriate assessment for the Habitats Directive Review of
Consents (HD RoC), which was completed in April 2007. The Wash SSSI was designated as a medium priority HD RoC site. It
was concluded that existing water resources permissions do not have an adverse effect on the integrity of the site.

The EA will assess new applications for abstraction licences to make sure they are not impacting on internationally important
nature conservation sites. For the Witham CAMS the following Habitats Directives sites are considered: the Wash SPA and
Ramsar site; and the Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC.

The Witham CAMS covers an area of around 3,160 km?2 and extends across a large part of southern and central Lincolnshire.
The River Witham rises south of Grantham, passes through Lincoln and drains in the Wash at Boston. Other significant rivers
in the catchment include the Rivers Brant, Bain, Slea and Barlings Eau and the extensive drainage network in the East and
West Fens north of Boston.

There are 828 (513 surface and 315 ground) water abstraction licences in the Witham catchment greater than 20m?3/day.

17) Grimsby,
Ancholme
and Louth
CAMS (Feb
2013)

The Grimsby, Ancholme and Louth CAMS sets out how the Environment Agency will manage water abstraction. The CAMS
area covers around 1,464km2. The catchment is largely rural in nature, with much of the land used for agriculture. Urban
development accounts for a small proportion of the land use and is concentrated in the heavily industrialised area along the
Humber Bank, in and around the towns of Grimsby, Immingham, Barton-upon-Humber. Other urban centres include Louth,
Brigg and Market Rasen.

The principal aquifers are the Lincolnshire Limestone and Lincolnshire Chalk. These are regionally important in terms of public
water supply, industry and agriculture as well as supporting base flows to rivers and supporting local surface water features.
Large demands are placed on the Limestone aquifer to meet public water supply demands in the north-west of the catchment
whereas the Chalk aquifer supports industrial developments on the Humber Bank and the public water supply demands of
Grimsby, Immingham and other conurbations in north-east of the catchment.

The effects of existing abstraction licences have been assessed under the Habitats Directive and the EA will assess new
applications to make sure they are not impacting on internationally important nature conservation sites. For the Grimsby,
Ancholme and Louth CAMS the Humber Estuary SPA and SAC sites were considered as part of this assessment.
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There are a total of 480 (142 surface and 338 groundwater) abstraction licenses in the CAMS area (source: Environment
Agency).

CAMS -0i n | No likely significant effects between the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and the CAMS, as the CAMS set out how water
combi nat i resources will be managed: specifically, they set out how existing abstraction licences will be managed, and how water
screening availability for further abstraction will be managed.

conclusion

Catchment Flood Management Plan (CFMP)

The Environment Agency has produced CFMPs for England and Wales to understand the scale and extent of flooding now and in the future, and
set policies for managing flood ri sk wit heifemed@aa forrsus@ainable flood eisk thanagEnaent leverd
the next 50 to 100 years and considers all types of inland flooding, from rivers, groundwater, surface water and tidal flooding. CFMPs also include
the likely impacts of climate change; the effects of how we use and manage land; how areas could be developed to meet our present day needs
without compromising the ability of future generation to meet their own needs. CFMPs help the Environment Agency and their partners to plan and
agree the most effective way to manage flood risk in the future.

18) River In the River Witham CFMP area, climate change was shown to have the greatest impact on flood risk.
Witham
CFMP (Dec | The CFMP divides the River Witham catchment into 8 subareas which have similar physical characteristics, sources of flooding
2009) and level of risk. Central Lincolnshire lies across 6 of these sub-areas: Upper Witham, Barlings, Bain and Upper Till; Grantham,
Sleaford and Ancaster; Outer Lincoln North, Outer Lincoln South and Outer Horncastle; Lincoln; Limestone Ridge; and The
Fens.

The Upper Witham Barlings, Bain and Upper Till sub-area is identified as an area of low to moderate flood risk where the EA
can generally reduce existing flood risk management actions. Any new development should be targeted to areas with lowest
flood risk, must not increase risk to existing development and should provide opportunities to improve river environments.

The Grantham Sleaford and Ancaster sub-area is an area of low to moderate flood risk where the EA are generally managing
existing flood risk effectively. The planned approach includes working with planners to influence the location, layout and design
of new and redeveloped property.

The Outer Lincoln North, Outer Lincoln South and Outer Horncastle sub-area is an area of low to moderate flood risk where the
EA will take action with others to store water or manage run-off in locations that provide overall flood risk reduction or
environmental benefits. The key messages include the need to prevent development that would affect the ability of the
floodplain to retain water and that storing water on the floodplain could reduce flood risk and provide environmental benefits.

Within the Lincoln sub-area, the probability of river flood risk has been reduced in Lincoln by the construction of a major flood
storage reservoir. The sub area includes areas of low, moderate and high flood risk where the flood risk is already being
managed effectively but further actions may be needed to keep pace with climate change. Flood risk is expected to increase
signifciantly in the future to people and property. It is therefore important to maintain the current level of flood risk into the
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future. The preferred approach is to manage the probability of river flooding by storing water on the floodplain upstream and the
urban environment needs to be adapted to make it more resilient to flooding, for example as commercial sites are redeveloped,
the location and layout of buildings could be designed to help reduce flood risk.

Within the Limestone Ridge sub-area there is currently no flood risk and no active intervention (including flood warning and
maintenance). The actions identified for this area include reducing flood risk management activities as the current activity to
manage flooding is out of proportion with the level of flood risk and reducing bank and channel maintenance which will help
naturalise rivers and improve the flow between the river and its floodplain. Any new development should be targeted to areas
with the lowest flood risk, must not increase risk to existing development and should provide opportunities to improve river
environments.

Within the Fens sub-area there are areas of low, moderate or high flood risk where the EA is already managing the flood risk
effectively but where further actions may be needed to keep pace with climate change. Flood risk is expected to increase in the
future to people, property and the environment. In the short term it will be feasible and effective to maintain the existing flood
defences at the current level of flood risk management. However, in the future the protection given by these defences may
decline as future flooding is expected to become more intense. It may be difficult to maintain the current level of flood risk
management into the future for all lowlying areas. Where it is technically, environmentally and economically viable, the policy is
to undertake further activities to maintain the current level of flood risk management into the future.

The CFMP identifies that The Wash Ramsar / SAC / SPA site is located downstream of the CFMP area boundary, however the
River Witham and flood risk management activities can have an effect on this area.

19) River Trent
CFMP (Dec
2009)

In the River Trent CFMP area, climate change is thought to have the greatest impact on flood risk. The CFMP divides the River
Trent catchment into 10 sub-areas. Central Lincolnshire lies across 1 of these sub-areas: Shelford to Gainsborough.

Within the Shelford to Gainsborough sub-area, flood risk in this sub area ranges from low to moderate to high. The
Environment Agency is already managing the flood risk effectively but may need to take further actions to keep pace with
climate change. Although flood risk is currently managed appropriately, it is expected to rise significantly in the long term. Key
messages include the need to minimise the disruption to people, communities and commerce from flooding; the need to sustain
and protect the historic environment and social heritage within the River Trent floodplain; and the need to sustain and increase
the amount of Biodiversity Action Plan habitat along the Trent corridor and tributary streams.

This CFMP could result in land management and flood risk management actions that could affect some of the European Sites
identified at Table 3, including the Humber Estuary sites and Thorne and Hatfield Moors sites.
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20) Grimsby and
Ancholme
CFMP (Dec
2009)

In the Grimsby and Ancholme CFMP area, climate change and urbanisation were shown to have the greatest impact on flood
risk. The CFMP divides the Grimshy and Ancholme catchment into 5 sub-areas. Central Lincolnshire lies across 3 of these sub-
areas: Ancholme, North Lincolnshire Wolds and Laceby; Ancholme Villages, Middle and Market Rasen and Barton and Barrow
Upon Humber; and Ancholme Valley.

Within the Ancholme, North Lincolnshire Wolds and Laceby sub-area river flooding is infrequent and the consequences of
flooding are low. 41 properties within this sub-area were identified as at risk from the 1% annual probability river flood. This
does not include flooding from IDB drains. The properties at risk are concentrated within Ancholme and Laceby. There is no
grade two agricultural land at risk, but 8% of the grade three agricultural land is at risk from river flooding within this sub-area.
Sections of the M180, A18, A631, A1077, A46, some railway, an electricity sub-station and two Sewage Treatment Works
(STW) are also at risk. The area has been classed as a sub area of low to moderate flood risk where the EA can generally
reduce existing flood risk management actions.

Within the Ancholme Villages, Middle and Market Rasen and Barton and Barrow Upon Humber sub-area, 200 properties were
identified as at risk from the 1% annual probability river flood. This does not include flooding from IDB drains. The Ancholme
Villages include a number of settlements at risk of flooding from rivers and drains, some of which are embanked in their lower
reaches before entering the River Ancholme. Rapid run-off during severe storms can cause flooding issues due to the size of
the watercourses in some villages. In Middle and Market Rasen, the probability of flooding has been reduced by the
construction of two upstream flood storage reservoirs. Some agricultural land, railway line and parts of the A631 are also at risk
from the 1% annual probability river flood. Tables 8, 9 and 10 detail flood risk to people and property in this sub-area, this does
not include flooding from IDB drains. The sub area is classed as being at low to moderate risk of flooding, and any new
development or re-development should be resilient to all sources of flooding.

Within the Ancholme Valley sub-area, there is a low risk to people and property located in villages, or in isolated areas
scattered throughout the sub-area. 14 properties were identified as at risk from the 1% annual probability river flood. This does
not include flooding from IDB drains. There is 50% of the grade two agricultural land and 60% of the grade three agricultural
land at risk. There are some sections of railway and an electricity sub-station are also at risk from flooding within this sub-area.
Table 14 details flood risk to people and property in this sub-area. Development that affects the ability of the floodplain to retain
water should be prevented and maintenance work on rivers should aim to increase the capacity of the floodplain to retain
water.

21) Louth
Coastal
CFMP (Dec
2009)

In the Louth Coastal CFMP area, climate change was shown to have the greatest impact on flood risk. The CFMP divides the
Louth Coastal catchment into 7 sub-areas: Central Lincolnshire lies across 1 of these sub-areas, The Wolds.

Within The Wolds sub area there are very few people and property at risk, located in isolated areas scattered throughout the
rural region. 36 properties were identified as at risk from the 1% annual probability river flood. River flooding is infrequent and
the consequence of flooding is low. There is no agricultural land at risk, but there is a Wastewater Treatment Works at risk in
the 1% annual probability river flood.
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The key messages within The Wolds sub area include, where feasible, reducing flood risk management activities as the current
activity to manage flooding is out of proportion with the level of flood risk; reducing bank and channel maintenance to help
naturalise rivers and improve the flow between the river and its floodplain; and maintain flood warning infrastructure (such as
river flow gauging stations) to ensure that an effective flood warning service can be provided throughout the catchment.

CFMPs- 6i 1
combinati

No likely significant effects between the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and the CFMPs, as both plans set out policies to
manage flood risk which should mitigate any potential effects on European sites.

screening

conclusion

Water Resources Management Plan (WRMP)

22) Anglian The WRMP sets out a 25 year strategy for managing water supply and demand.
Water
WRMP A HRA was undertaken for the 2015 WRMP, 6Habitats Regul at
(effective report presents the results of the first stage of the HRA process, Task 1 Testof Li kel y Signi ficance (6
from April second stage, the Task 2 Appropriate Assessment.
2015)

The HRA screening undertaken for the WRMP scheme options identified the schemes with the potential for likely significant
effects on European Sites: there were only two preferred schemes with potential for likely significant effects. These two
schemes were NB2 / NB11 Norwich water reuse (which could affect River Wensum SAC and Broadland SPA/ Ramsar); and
RHFAL Ruthamford North RZ Transfer 1 (which could affect the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA / Ramsar): these schemes
were then subject to appropriate assessment (AA). The European Sites potentially affected by the schemes have not however
been considered in the HRA of the Further Draft Central Lincolnshire Local Plan because they are greater than 30km from the
boundary of the Central Lincolnshire area, which is the geographical range considered in this assessment.

Several of the non-preferred schemes were identified as having the potential to result in likely significant effects. Of these, the
following were identified as having potential to affect European Sites that are within the scope of this HRA: schemes F1 Kings
Lynn and Wisbech Water Reuse, F2 Kings Lynn desalinisation, H2 Heacham water reuse and H3 Wash desalinisation may alll
affect the Wash SPA / Ramsar and The Wash and North Norfolk SAC, while RHFA3 Rutland Dam Rising is likely to affect
Rutland Water SPA / Ramsar. In respect of all five of these schemes, an appropriate assessment has not been undertaken as
the schemes were not the preferred schemes. Rather, the HRA concluded that each scheme would be subject to appropriate
assessment if taken forward due to the potential likely significant effects on the respective European Sites.

Therefore, the in-combination effects of the WRMP and the Further Draft Local Plan are uncertain as appropriate assessment
has not been undertaken for the WRMP schemes with the potential to have effects, however, schemes would be subject to
appropriate assessment if they were taken forward therefore it is expected that suitable mitigation measures would be putin

place.
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23) Severn Trent | The plan explains proposals for making sure enough water is available, in the right place and at the right time, in an affordable

Water and sustainable way over the next 25 years.

Resources

Management | The proposals are based on meeting the demand for water from the additional 1.6 million people expected to be living in the
Plan region over the next 25 years, and seek to replace approximately 85 million litres per day of licenced water abstraction that is
(WRMP) no longer environmentally sustainable.

(May 2014)

The European Sites that the WRMP HRA considered which are also relevant to the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan were the
Humber Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar and Rutland Water SPA and Ramsar.

The HRA identified that Severn Trent Water's existing licensed abstraction sources have been reviewed through the
Environment Agency's Review of Consents process. As a result, where it could not be concluded that abstractions would have
no effects on European site integrity, mitigation measures, known as sustainability reductions, were identified to enable
reductions in licence volumes so that the risk posed to designated sites is eliminated. Severn Trent Water has undertaken the
first stage in the HRA process, screening, to identify potential likely significant effects on European site integrity from resource
schemes on the constrained list. Schemes which would result in likely significant effects, or where an uncertain conclusion was
reached about the likelihood of significant effects, were not selected for the Preferred Programme and therefore there was no
need for Appropriate Assessment. However, should any of these schemes come back into consideration, further assessment
would be required at project level and this has been highlighted. The HRA screening assessment of schemes that were
included in the Preferred Programme concluded that, with mitigation taken into account, the Preferred Programme is not likely
to have a significant effect on the integrity of any European sites. The HRA thereforeconclu ded t hat Severn
WRMP will have no likely significant effects on European sites and therefore no Appropriate Assessment of the plan is
required.

WR MP s - 6 i n The preferred schemes of the Anglian Water WRMP and the Seven Trent WRMP are not likely to have significant effects on
c omb i n at i any of the European Sites that are relevant to the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan. Should the non-preferred schemes come
screening forward, they would be subject to appropriate assessment as necessary, therefore the in-combination effects with the Central
conclusion Lincolnshire Local Plan will be considered.

Therefore it is reasonable to conclude that neither plan, in-combination with the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan, is likely to
have significant effects in any European Site.

24) Anglian River Basin Management Plans were drawn up for river basin districts across England and Wales under the Water Framework
District River | Directive. They identify pressures on water resources and quality, and assess requirements for good ecological status across
Basin the RBMPs under Water Framework Directive. The Anglian District RBMP shows what this means for the current state of the
Management | water environment, and what actions will be taken to address the pressures. It sets out what improvements are possible by
Plan (May 2015 and how the actions will make a difference to the local environment.

2014)
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The HRA of the River Basin Management Plan for the Anglian River Basin District (November 2009) concluded that the RBMP
is not likely to have any significant negative effects on any European Sites alone or in combination with other plan or projects,
therefore appropriate assessment was not necessary. This conclusion is reliant on the fact that before any measures in the
plan are implemented they must be subject to the requirements of the Habitats Regulations. Any plans, project or permissions
required to implement the measures must undergo an appropriate assessment if they are likely to a have a significant effect.

HRA screening 6 i-cho mb i n acoriclogiod:
No | ikely signddmhciamat iednfée cwist hlLioGe Rlan.r a | Lincolnshire
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44.1

4.4.2

4.5

451

45.2

Step 4) Screening of the Local Plan policies in combination with each other
and other plans and projects

Table 7 above identifies that the following policies have, at an initial screening, potential for
significant adverse effects on the European Sites identified in Table 3:

LP3 Level and Distribution of Growth

LP5 Delivering Prosperity and Jobs

LP30 Major Development Sites [Lincoln]

LP38 Gainsborough Southern Neighbourhood SUE
LP39 Gainshorough Northern Neighbourhood SUE
LP43 A Growing Sleaford

LP48 Sustainable Urban Extensions

LP54 Broad Locations for Future Growth

Policy LP3 sets and allocates the overall housing growth levels for the whole Central
Lincolnshire area and distributes this growth and employment growth between the three
main urban areas (where growth is to be focused) and elsewhere. Policy LP5 plans for
employment growth and development. The individual detailed policies for the 8 proposed
SUESs within the area will contribute towards the growth set out at LP3. As policy LP3 and
the SUE policies, and policy LP3 and LP5, will be operating together to deliver development
growth across the whole of Central Lincolnshire, with common potential likely significant
effects, it is appropriate to undertake the assessment of the general effects and mitigation
measures for these policies together. The following paragraphs address: (1) Water Supply
Levels; (2) Water Quality Changes; (3) Recreational Disturbance; and (4) Air Quality.

Water Supply Levels

Increased water abstraction for new development has the potential to impact on aquifers,
surface and ground water, and reduce water levels, impacting on river flow and water
quality to sites.

The level of development proposed in policy LP3 (and component SUE policies) and LP5
in-combination with development proposed in surrounding areas has the potential to
increase levels of water abstraction. Increased abstraction has the potential to lead to
reduced water levels, which has the potential for likely significant effects on the identified
European sites. The following plans and programmes have the potential to act in-
combination with policies LP3 and LP5:

1 County Plans: Lincolnshire County Council Local Transport Plan 4 (2013), Lincolnshire
Minerals and Waste Local Plan (in preparation), and the current Lincolnshire Mineral
Local Plan (1991) and Lincolnshire Waste Local Plan (2006).

1 Local Plans for neighbouring districts: Newark and Sherwood, South Kesteven,
Bassetlaw, North Lincolnshire, East Lindsey, South Holland and Boston.

9 Catchment Abstraction Management Plans (CAM): The Lower Trent and Erewash; The
Witham Catchment; The Grimsby, Ancholme and Louth.

1 Catchment Flood Management Plans (CFMP): River Witham, River Trent, Grimsby and

Ancholme, Louth Coastal.
Water Resources Management Plans (WRMP): Anglian Water and Seven Trent.
River Basin Management Plans (RBMP): Anglian District
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4.5.3

45.4

4.5.5

4.5.6

4.5.7

4.5.8

4.5.9

4.5.10

45.11

1 The Water Cycle Studies for: Gainsborough, and Central Lincolnshire (covering the
rest of Central Lincolnshire outside Gainsborough).

As indicated in Table 9 (see section 4.3), the in-combination review found the above plans
and programmes had no significant effect on the European sites considered. However it is
worth referring to some of the mitigation measures applied in some of these external plans,
as they relate to the control of water resources and quality within Central Lincolnshire in
relation to sites.

Catchment Flood Management Plans for the area set out policies for managing flood risk
within the area, including mitigation measures to avoid adverse effects on the integrity of
European sites.

In terms of planning for growth and use of water, the Water Resources Management Plans
for Anglian Water and Severn Trent Water take into account the effects of demand
reduction measures and projected non household demand. Schemes in WRMPs were
identified as being subject to HRA at project level.

Catchment Abstraction Management Strategies are prepared by the Environment Agency
and set out how they will manage water resources in each catchment, how much is
available and how it is licensed.

The impact of extracting water from the Trent Witham and Ancholme (rivers that flow into
coastal Humber and Wash European Sites) is considered and controlled by the
Environment Agency under their Abstraction Licence process.

The EA has an obligation to protect all designated Natura 2000 sites (sites designated
under the Habitat Regulations). Under these Regulations, the EA will consider the impact of
proposed abstractions on designated sites, and will assess existing abstraction licences
and any new applications to make sure they are not impacting on internationally important
nature conservation sites.

In the case of the Lower Trent and Erewash CAM, the Humber Estuary is partly dependent
on direct flow contribution from the River Trent. Tributaries of the River Trent each
contribute to flows into the Trent, and therefore on into the Humber Estuary. Effectively this
means that every tributary of the River Trent must be managed using appropriate flow
restrictions to ensure an appropriate flow contribution to the Humber Estuary, managing
licences granted on the River Trent and its tributaries. The EA therefore recognise that
water abstraction from the Trent could potentially have an impact (via flows) on the Humber
Estuary designated European nature conservation sites. EA state that existing licences will
be controlled and restricted, and new licence applications will be subject to strict rules,
including strict conditions, or even refusing the abstraction licence.

This EA management approach to water abstraction licensing and protecting European
Sites (eg arising from Anglian Water abstraction requests) means that water level
management is strictly controlled by the CAMS and licensing regimes, a strong mitigating
measure to maintain adequate water levels and flows to the coastal European sites linked
to Central Lincolnshire by river flows.

Local Plan Policies
The Local Plan currently contains a number of policies that will help to mitigate the
contribution of proposed development to the adverse in-combination effects on water
resources. These include:
1 Policy LP12, Infrastructure to Support Growth, requires that development should not
result in significant impacts upon groundwater or surface water.
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1 Policy LP14, Managing Water Resources and Flood Risk, specifies criteria for the
protection of the water environment that proposals will be required to demonstrate
compliance with. These requirements are not limited to the water environment
within the Central Lincolnshire area, and thus includes European Sites outside the
area.

1 Policy LP16, Development on Land Affected by Contamination, requires
development proposals to take into account potential environmental impacts,
including impacts on biodiversity, land, air and water that may arise from
development of contaminated sites. Again, these impacts are not limited to the
Central Lincolnshire area, and will include consideration of impacts upon the wider
area.

9 The various SUE policies (including LP30, LP38, LP39, LP43) outline various
considerations for the specific SUEs, including provision of recreational space and
requirements in relation to flood and water, which should reduce recreational
pressures on the European Sites outside the Central Lincolnshire area, and protect
water quality. Furthermore, the requirement to deliver key facilities and services
onsite, such as schools and shops, will assist in reducing both the number of car
journeys and the distance travelled to access key services.

4.5.12 It can reasonably be concluded, after taking into account the mitigation measures and

4.6

4.6.1

4.6.2

4.6.3

considerations of other plans, that there will be no likely significant effects (alone or in
combination) on water supply levels as a result of the Local Plan being implemented.

Water Quality Changes

Increased waste water discharges (consented by Environment Agency), and increases in
surface water run off arising from new built developments and loss of permeable surfaces
may, through pollution and contaminants, reduce the quality of water entering the water
network. The Environment Agency operates a control and licensing regime for water
discharges, including close monitoring in order to manage the chemical and biological
content of rivers.

The level of development proposed in policies LP3 and LP5 has the potential in-
combination with development proposed in surrounding districts to increase pressure on
sewerage capacity. This has the potential to lead to reduced water quality and therefore
likely significant in-combination effects on the identified European sites. The plans and
programmes identified under Water Supply Levels above also have the potential to act in-
combination with the policies in the Local Plan to mitigate and reduce adverse effects that
may reduce water quality.

The Water Cycle Studies for Gainsborough and Central Lincolnshire (covering the rest of
Central Lincolnshire outside of Gainsborough) considered future development in relation to
the housing targets as set out in the (now revoked) East Midlands Regional Spatial
Strategy and focused on the proposed urban extensions to Lincoln, Gainsborough and
Sleaford. The Central Lincolnshire Water Cycle Study concluded sewerage, sewage
treatment and flood risk were the three parameters of the water cycle that presented the
most significant constraint to development. In relation to the Gainsborough Water Cycle
Study, sewerage and sewage treatment were the most significant constraint. The Central
Lincolnshire Infrastructure Delivery Plan recognises these constraints and identifies
investment in sewage, sewers and drains as critical to the delivery of the Local Plan.

Local Plan Policies
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4.6.4

4.6.5

4.7

4.7.1

4.7.2

4.7.3

The Local Plan currently contains a number of policies that will help to mitigate the
contribution of proposed development to the adverse in-combination effects on water
quality. These include:

1 Policy LP12, Infrastructure to Support Growth, requires that development should not
result in significant impacts upon groundwater or surface water.

1 Policy LP14, Managing Water Resources and Flood Risk, specifies criteria for the
protection of the water environment that proposals will be required to demonstrate
compliance with. These requirements are not limited to the water environment
within the Central Lincolnshire area, and thus includes European Sites outside the
area.

1 Policy LP16, Development on Land Affected by Contamination, requires
development proposals to take into account potential environmental impacts,
including impacts on biodiversity, land, air and water that may arise from
development of contaminated sites. Again, these impacts are not limited to the
Central Lincolnshire area, and will include consideration of impacts upon the wider
area.

1 The various SUE policies (including LP30, LP38, LP39, LP43) outline various
considerations for the specific SUES, including provision of recreational space and
requirements in relation to flood and water, which should reduce recreational
pressures on the European Sites outside the Central Lincolnshire area, and protect
water quality. Furthermore, the requirement to deliver key facilities and services
onsite, such as schools and shops, will assist in reducing both the number of car
journeys and the distance travelled to access key services.

It can reasonably be concluded, after taking into account the mitigation measures and
considerations of other plans, that there will be no likely significant effects (alone or in
combination) on water quality as a result of the Local Plan being implemented.

Recreational Disturbance

There is potential for increased visitor pressure and recreational activity arising from
occupants of new housing seeking recreational open space and sites to visit close to home
and further afield, including European sites (if open and available to visit).

The plans and programmes identified under Water Supply Levels above also have the
potential to act in-combination with the policies in the Local Plan to mitigate and reduce
adverse effects that may arise from increased recreational activity and visitor pressure from
new occupiers travelling outside Central Lincolnshire to visit recreational space.

Sites potentially affected by recreational disturbance are: Rutland Water (approximately
60km from centre of Lincoln, 45km from centre of Sleaford, 80km from centre of
Gainsborough); Saltfleetby -Theddlethorpe (approximately 55km from centre of Lincoln,
59km from centre of Sleaford, 70km from centre of Gainsborough); Gibraltar Point
(approximately 60km from centre of Lincoln, 53km from centre of Sleaford, 80km from
centre of Gainsborough); Birklands and Bilhaugh (approximately 35km from centre of
Lincoln, 50km from centre of Sleaford, 30km from centre of Gainsborough). Newark and
Sherwood have mitigated for local recreational pressure on Birklands and Bilhaugh by
providing for alternative suitable accessible natural green space in their Core Strategy. For
the other sites, recreational use and visits are, to a certain extent, recognised as part of the
site management of each site, and there are Management Plans, Management Groups, site
work programmes and on site facilities and wardens (including Natural England and Local
Wildlife Trusts) who manage these sites to reduce and avoid adverse effects from visitor
pressure.

Local Plan Policies
67



4.7.4

4.7.5

4.8

48.1

4.8.2

4.8.3

The Local Plan currently contains a number of policies that will help to mitigate the
contribution of proposed development to the potential adverse effects of recreational
disturbance from visitors to the sites. These include:

1 Policy LP3 Level and Distribution of Growth and policy LP6 Retail and Town
Centres in Central Lincolnshire set out hierarchies in relation to housing and
employment land, and to retail development respectively. These hierarchies
establish a preference for existing urban centres which will support sustainable
development and consequently assist in reducing the number of car journeys taken
to access services and facilities and minimise distance travelled which will limit
pollution as a result.

1 Policy LP18, Climate Change and Low Carbon Living, promotes the sustainable use
of natural resources, including reducing demand for and use of water which should
help reduce the demand from water arising from new development and protect
water quality. It also promotes minimisation of the need to travel, which, in
combination with the various policies relating to green infrastructure and SUEs, may
reduce recreational pressure on European Sites.

1 LP21, Green Wedges, allocates green wedges which have several functions
including provision of a recreational resource, which may reduce recreational
pressure on European Sites.

1 LP26, Open Space, Sports and Recreation Facilities, requires that proposals
provide open space etc. on site in the first instance, which again may reduce
recreational pressure on European Sites.

T LP29, Protecting Lincolndés setting and
and enhance the strategic green infrastructure network, which again may reduce
recreational pressure on European Sites.

9 The various SUE policies (including LP30, LP38, LP39, LP43) outline various
considerations for the specific SUEs, including provision of recreational space and
requirements in relation to flood and water, which should reduce recreational
pressures on the European Sites outside the Central Lincolnshire area, and protect
water quality. Furthermore, the requirement to deliver key facilities and services
onsite, such as schools and shops, will assist in reducing both the number of car
journeys and the distance travelled to access key services.

T LP44,Pr ot ect i n gSetthh and Characte) supports the development of the
Sleaford East West Leisure Link, which again may reduce recreational pressure on
European Sites.

It can reasonably be concluded, after taking into account the mitigation measures and
considerations of other plans, that there will be no likely significant effects (alone or in
combination) resulting from recreational disturbance as a result of the Local Plan being
implemented.

Air Quality Changes

There is potential for increased atmospheric pollution arising from air pollutants associated
with increased vehicular movement from business, residential and construction traffic
associated with new housing and employment growth.

The construction of the proposed developments and associated infrastructure arising from
LP3, SUE policies and LP5, as well as the associated increase in traffic, has the potential to
increase atmospheric pollution, and reduce air quality in and around European sites.

The plans and programmes identified under Water Supply Levels above also have the
potential to act in-combination with the policies in the Local Plan to mitigate and reduce
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4.8.4

4.8.5

4.8.6

4.8.7

4.8.8

4.8.9

adverse effects that may arise from growth, increased vehicular traffic, and the air
pollution/emissions that result from this growth and traffic which might adversely affect the
vegetation present in certain habitats.

For example, ecological elements within Birklands and Bilhaugh SAC, such as the diversity
of lichen present, are sensitive to changes in air quality. It is important to establish the
baseline background concentrations and to evaluate any local sources, such as road traffic,
and background atmospheric nitrogen and acid deposition rates. It must be noted that in
addition to road traffic sources, background pollutant concentrations may also be influenced
by local industrial, and other, activities. Sources within 5km of a SAC include a petrol
station mainly emitting benzene, 1, 3-butadeine and VOCs. The Newark and Sherwood
Core Strategy HRA examined general potential impacts from pollution. Their analysis
generally suggests that existing point source pollution is more important than pollution
associated with traffic on the road nearby - the B6034. The Core Strategy DPD had no
influence on existing point source pollution.

For industrial processes, the current guidance that is used when assessing point source
emissions is the IPPC H1 Guidance for the Environmental Assessment and Appraisal of
BAT. Not all industrial processes/ emissions will require assessment. A simple screening
tool is provided with the guidance to determine which pollutants emitted from a process are
released in significant amounts and which are not. For those pollutants which are emitted in
significant amounts, detailed modelling may be required if the process is located near to
sensitive receptors/locations of relevant exposure. The H1 document indicates that
designated sites (including European sites) which are located within 10 km of the pollutant
source should be considered as a sensitive receptor within an assessment. For major
emitters (large power stations, refineries, or iron and steelworks) this distance increases to
15km.

With regards to development associated with the Newark and Sherwood Core Strategy, the
HRA considered there is the potential that further assessment will be required for new
industrial processes located within 10km (or 15km for major scale emitters) of the SAC.
This may take the form of the simple screening exercise or more detailed modelling. It is
assumed that for each of the proposed industrial processes an appropriate air quality
assessment will need to be carried out in order to obtain an operating permit from the local
authority or Environment Agency. It is also assumed that each process will implement
appropriate mitigation measures to minimise their impact on European sites. The Newark
and Sherwood Core Strategy HRA recommended that potential effects on European Sites
associated with air quality from industrial processes are best considered at the HRA project
level.

It is therefore appropriate to use this established local air quality impact assessment criteria
(development within 10/15km distance) for HRA. Based on this, it is considered that as
most of the European Sites lie more than 20km away from the centres of the main Central
Lincolnshire urban areas where most new growth development is focused, local air quality
impacts on European sites will be managed and mitigated by local habitats assessments on
a project basis by the local planning authorities and therefore that there is unlikely to be a
level of air quality reduction arising from the plan that will have significant adverse effects
on the habitats of European sites.

Additionally local air quality within Central Lincolnshire is already monitored by the Councils
on a periodic basis (as required by the 1995 Environment Act), with control exercised in
certain Air Quality Management Areas (eg Lincoln).

Local Plan Policies

The Local Plan contains a number of policies that will help to mitigate potential adverse
effects on air quality (e.g from increased vehicular traffic and emissions). These policies
include:
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9 Policy LP3 Level and Distribution of Growth and policy LP6 Retail and Town
Centres in Central Lincolnshire set out hierarchies in relation to housing and
employment land, and to retail development respectively. These hierarchies
establish a preference for existing urban centres which will support sustainable
development and consequently assist in reducing the number of car journeys taken
to access services and facilities and minimise distance travelled which will limit
pollution as a result.

1 Policy LP18, Climate Change and Low Carbon Living, promotes the sustainable use
of natural resources, including reducing demand for and use of water which should
help reduce the demand from water arising from new development and protect
water quality. It also promotes minimisation of the need to travel, which, in
combination with the various policies relating to green infrastructure and SUEs, may
reduce recreational pressure on European Sites.

1 Policy P23, Biodiversity and Geodiveristy, explicitly requires that all development
s h o uprotect, inanage and enhance the network of habitats, species and sites of
international, national and local importance (statutory and non-statutory) é
minimise impacts on biodiversity; and seek to deliver a net gain in biodiversity and
geodiversity where possibleo . Furthermore, the policy set
relation to mitigation where adverse effects are likely. This policy requirement will
ensure mitigation against the potential adverse effects that may result from the
other policies identified as having potential likely significant effects upon a
European Site. The desire to achieve net gain where possible has potential to result
in positive effects on European Sites.

91 Policy LP36 promotes reducing the need to travel by car and encourages the use of
alternatives such as walking, cycling and public transport, which will result in
reduced emissions.

4.8.10 It can reasonably be concluded, after taking into account the mitigation measures and
considerations of other plans, that there will be no likely significant effects (alone or in
combination) on air quality as a result of the Local Plan being implemented.

4.9 Conclusion of Step 4

4.9.1 Considering the Local Plan policies in combination with one another and taking account of
the considerations in relation to water supply levels, water quality changes, recreational
disturbance and air quality, it is reasonable to conclude that the policies identified as
having potential for likely significant effects (scor ed as 6P&6) in Tabl e 7 ca
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4.10 Steps 5) and 6): mitigation measures and re-screening

4.10.1 The completion of Steps 2, 3 and 4 of Stage B, Screening, has identified that the
Central Lincolnshire Local Plan policies, in combination with the other Local Plan
policies and other relevant plans, policies and projects, are not likely to result in any
significant negative effects on the European Sites identified at Stage A, Step 1.

4.10.2 As no policies remain likely to have significant negative effects, it is therefore not
necessary to identify and apply mitigation measures (Step 5) and subsequently re-
screen (Step 6).

4.10.3 The screening recommendation is therefore that the further Appropriate Assessment
stage (Stage C) of the HRA is not necessary.

4.11 Step 7) Consultation of Natural England

4.11.1 Natural England will be consulted on the screening recommendation that the further
Appropriate Assessment stage is not necessary. Should Natural England disagree
with this recommendation, appropriate assessment will be undertaken.

5. Future Stages

5.1 HRA for Proposed Submission Version

5.1.1 The Central Lincolnshire Local Development Scheme (latest version at time of
writing- June 2015) outlines the proposed timetable for the production of the Central
Lincolnshire Local Plan.

5.1.2 Following the consultatononthe6 Fur t her Dr afté version of 't he
O0Proposed Submissiond Draft of t siemofthec al Pl al
plan will be subject to further HRA assessment, and Appropriate Assessment will be
undertaken if necessary. Mitigation measures will be incorporated into the Proposed
Submission version as necessary, prior to the plan being subject to public
consultation.

5.1.3 The HRA assessment will be submitted for Examination alongside the Proposed
Submission Local Plan.
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Appendix A: Key Stages of the Habitats Regulation Assessment Process for
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STAGES IN HABITATS REGULATIONS ASSESSMENT PROCESS

Decide whether plan is subject Habitats Regulations Assessment

Stage 1
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If plan is subject to appraisal, identify European sites that should

Stage 2

be considered in the appraisal

v

NE and other

Stage 3
Gather information about the European sites

necessary

v

Stage 4
Discretionary consultation on the method and scope of the
appraisal

Screen the plan for likely effects on a European site

Stage 5

v

Stage 6
Apply mitigation measures

¥

Re-screen the plan after mitigation measures applied

Stage 7

v

v

If significant effects still likely

If significant effects unlikely after mitigation

v
Stage 8 (AA)
Undertake an appropriate assessment in view of conservation objectives
¥
Stage 9 (AA)

Apply mitigation measures until there is no adverse effect site integrity

Stage 11 Stage 10
Consult NE (& other stakeholders and (= Prepare a draft record of the HRA <
the public if appropriate) on draft HRA
v
Stage 12

Screen any amendments for the likelihood of significant effects and carry out appropriate
assessment if required, re-consult NE if necessary on amendments

{
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completes and publish final/revised HRA record with clear conclusions.

Stage 13
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Appendix B: Map of European Sites
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