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1 Introduction 

1.1 This report 

1.1.1 This screening report has been prepared to determine whether the 

Cottingham Neighbourhood Plan 2020 - 2031 (NP) should be subject to 

a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA), in accordance with the 

European Directive 2001/42/EC (SEA Directive)1 and the Environmental 

Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (SEA 

Regulations)2.  This report also informs the Habitats Regulations 

Assessment (HRA) of the NP in accordance with European Directive 

92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and 

flora (the Habitats Directive)3 and the Conservation of Habitats and 

Species Regulations 2017 (the Habitats Regulations)4. 

1.1.2 This report screens the Cottingham Neighbourhood Plan 2020 – 2031 Pre 

Submission version (June 2020). 

 
1 Directive 2001/42/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 27 June 2001.  Available at: https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32001L0042&from=en [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
2 The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004.  Available at: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1633/contents/made [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
3 Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora. 
Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31992L0043 [Date Accessed: 03/08/20] 
4 The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017.  Available at: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/1012/contents/made [Date Accessed: 03/08/20] 
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1.2 Strategic Environmental Assessment 

1.2.1 The basis for Strategic Environmental Assessment legislation is European 

Directive 2001/42/EC.  This was transposed into English law by the 

Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 

(SEA Regulations).  Detailed guidance of these regulations can be found 

in the Government publication ‘A Practical Guide to the Strategic 

Environmental Assessment Directive’5 and the Planning Practice 

Guidance (PPG) ‘Strategic environmental assessment requirements for 

neighbourhood plans’ section6.   

1.2.2 Under the requirements of the European Directive 2001/42/EC and 

Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004, 

certain types of plans that set the framework for the consent of future 

development projects must be subject to an environmental assessment.   

1.3 Habitats Regulations Assessment  

1.3.1 Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) is the process by which potential 

effects of a plan or project on the conservation objectives of European 

sites designated under the Habitats7 and Birds8 Directives are assessed.  

These sites form a system of internationally important sites throughout 

Europe known collectively as the ‘Natura 2000 Network’. 

 
5 Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (2005) A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive.  
Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practical
guidesea.pdf [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
6 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2019) Strategic environmental assessment and 
sustainability appraisal.  Available at: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/strategic-environmental-assessment-and-
sustainability-appraisal#strategic-environmental-assessment-requirements-for-neighbourhood-plans [Date 
Accessed: 27/07/20] 
7 Official Journal of the European Communities (1992).  Council Directive 92 /43 /EEC of 21 May 1992 on the 
conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora.   
8 Official Journal of the European Communities (2009).  Directive 2009/147/EC of the European Parliament and of 
the Council of 30 November 2009 on the conservation of wild birds. 
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1.3.2 European sites provide valuable ecological infrastructure for the 

protection of rare, endangered and/or vulnerable natural habitats and 

species of exceptional importance within the EU.  These sites consist of 

Special Areas of Conservation (SACs), designated under European 

Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild 

fauna and flora (the Habitats Directive), and Special Protection Areas 

(SPAs), classified under European Directive 2009/147/EC on the 

conservation of wild birds (the Birds Directive).  Additionally, paragraph 

176 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)9 requires that sites 

listed under the Ramsar Convention (The Convention on Wetlands of 

International Importance, especially as Waterfowl Habitat) are to be 

given the same protection as fully designated European sites.  

1.3.3 The application of HRA to land-use plans is a requirement of the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 201710,11, the UK’s 

transposition of European Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of 

natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora (the Habitats Directive).  

1.3.4 A neighbourhood development plan provides a framework for deciding 

applications for project consents and influences decision makers on the 

outcome of applications for project consents.  HRA applies to plans and 

projects, including all neighbourhood development plans in England and 

Wales.  The Habitats Regulations (paragraph 106) require that “A 

qualifying body which submits a proposal for a neighbourhood 

development plan must provide such information as the competent 

authority may reasonably require for the purposes of the assessment 

under regulation 105 or to enable it to determine whether that assessment 

is required”.  

 
9 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2  [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
10 The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (2017) SI No. 2017/1012, TSO (The Stationery Office), 
London.  Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/1012/contents [Date Accessed: 10/08/20] 
11 The Conservation of Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019.  Available at: 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2019/9780111176573  [Date Accessed: 10/08/20] 
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1.4 The Cottingham Neighbourhood Plan 

1.4.1 The creation of neighbourhood development plans started with the  

Localism Act 2011.  The Act sets out a series of measures to shift power 

away from central government and towards local people.  One of the 

Localism Act’s key components is the Neighbourhood Plan (NP); a new 

tier in planning policy which enables local people to shape the 

development of the community in which they live.  

1.4.2 In March 2015, Cottingham Parish Council submitted an application for 

the whole of the parish to be designated as a Neighbourhood Area for 

the purposes of preparing a Neighbourhood Plan.  The application was 

approved on the 4th June 2015.  The Neighbourhood Area is presented in 

Figure 1.1. 

1.4.3 The NP must have appropriate regard to existing policy, including:  

• The NPPF12 and related Planning Practice Guidance advice13; and 

• North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS) 2011 – 203114. 

1.4.4 Corby Borough Council (CBC) are in the process of preparing the Part 2 

Local Plan for Corby15.  The emerging policies set out in the Part 2 Local 

Plan have also been considered in the preparation of the NP, although 

the Part 2 Local Plan does not contain strategic policies and as such, there 

is no requirement for the NP to be in conformity with it.  

1.4.5 A summary of the NP’s policies can be found in Appendix A.  These are 

associated with the NP’s three themes as follows: 

• Housing and the Built Environment; 

• The Natural and Historic Environment; and 

• Community Assets. 

 
12 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2  [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
13 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2019) Planning Practice Guidance.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/planning-practice-guidance [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
14 North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit (2016) North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy 2011 – 2031. 
Available at: http://www.nnjpdu.org.uk/publications/adopted-north-northamptonshire-joint-core-strategy-2011-
2031/ [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
15 Corby Borough Council (2020) Part 2 Local Plan for Corby.  Available at: 
https://www.corby.gov.uk/home/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/plan-making/part-2-local-plan-
corby [Date Accessed: 03/08/20] 
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1.4.6 There are two sites allocated under Policy H1 of the Cottingham NP: West 

of Rockingham Road (1) and Hill Farm Cottingham (2) (see Figure 1.2). 

 
Figure 1.1: Cottingham Neighbourhood Area boundary (source: Corby Borough Council) 
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Figure 1.2: The two sites allocated under Policy H1 of the Cottingham NP (source: Cottingham 
Neighbourhood Plan) 

Consultation  

1.4.7 The NP is subject to public consultation, which provides an opportunity 

for the public and local organisations to comment on the NP.  Statutory 

consultees will also be invited to comment.  After consultation, responses 

will be taken into account and used to prepare a ‘submission draft’ of the 

NP.   

1.4.8 The submission version of the NP is then subject to inspection by the 

Independent Examiner.  If the Independent Examiner approves the NP it 

will then be subject to a local referendum.  If 50% or more of people 

voting in the referendum support the NP, then the NP will be adopted, 

gain statutory status and become part of the Development Plan for CBC. 

1.5 The Parish of Cottingham 

1.5.1 Cottingham Parish is located to the north west of Corby town.  

Cottingham village lies approximately 4km to the north west of Corby 

town centre and 11km north east of Market Harborough.  The parish is 

situated approximately 27km south east of Leicester. 
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1.5.2 The A427 passes through the south of the parish and the A6003 borders 

the parish to the east.  A small section of the River Welland coincides with 

the parish to the north and follows the north parish boundary. 

1.5.3 Cottingham village is first recorded in the Domesday Book of 1086.  The 

Grade I Listed Building ‘Church of St Mary Magdalene’ dates back to the 

13th Century.  ‘Rockingham Castle’ Registered Park and Garden is partially 

located within the parish boundary.  These gardens date back to around 

the 17th Century.  A short section of the Jurassic Way footpath passes 

through the parish and the village. 

1.5.4 The 2011 Census16 indicated that Cottingham had a population of 912 

people living in 363 households.   

1.6 Relationship with the Joint Core Strategy 

1.6.1 The NP is a land-use plan, prepared for town and country planning 

purposes.  It sets out a framework for future development consents 

within the Cottingham Neighbourhood Area.  As noted above, once 

adopted, the NP will form part of the Development Plan for CBC, 

alongside the adopted North Northamptonshire JCS and other 

development plan documents or supplementary planning documents 

including the Part 2 Local Plan, which was submitted to the Secretary of 

State in December 2019. � 

1.6.2 The NP sets out a series of policies that, once made, will be used to guide 

development and help to determine future planning applications.  This 

important legal position means that it has to have regard to national 

planning policy and needs to be in ‘general conformity’ with the strategic 

planning policies set out in the JCS. 

1.6.3 NPs are smaller in geographic scale than Joint Core Strategies and serve 

to add further detailed policies and proposals to these documents.  The 

Cottingham NP and the adopted JCS will form part of the development 

plan for the area once the NP is ‘made’.  

 
16 Nomis (2011) Usual resident population. Available at: http://www.nomisweb.co.uk/census/2011/ks101ew [Date 
Accessed: 27/07/20] 
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1.6.4 Paragraph 13 of the NPPF17 states that “neighbourhood plans should 

support the delivery of strategic policies contained in local plans or spatial 

development strategies; and should shape and direct development that 

is outside of these strategic policies”.  

1.6.5 Should the NP be significantly refined in the future, a re-screening of any 

significant amendments should be undertaken for the purposes of the 

SEA screening process.  

 
17 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework.  Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2  [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 



SEA of the Cottingham NP: Screening Report  September 2020 

 
© Lepus Consulting for Corby Borough Council  9 

2 SEA Screening 

2.1 Strategic Environmental Assessment 

2.1.1 SEA seeks to ensure that environmental considerations are part of the 

process of preparing certain plans and programmes.  The objective of the 

SEA Directive is to provide for a high level of protection of the 

environment and to contribute to the integration of environmental 

considerations into the preparation and adoption of plans and 

programmes, with a view to promoting sustainable development.  It helps 

to ensure that, in accordance with the Directive, an environmental 

assessment is carried out of certain plans and programmes which are 

likely to have significant effects on the environment.  

2.1.2 The process for determining whether or not an SEA is required is called 

screening.  In order to screen, it is necessary to determine if a plan will 

have significant environmental effects using the criteria set out in Annex 

II of the SEA Directive and Schedule I of the SEA Regulations.  A 

determination cannot be made until the three statutory consultation 

bodies have been consulted: The Environment Agency, Natural England 

and Historic England.   

2.1.3 Within 28 days of its determination the local planning authority, by virtue 

of its legal responsibility for NPs, must publish a statement setting out its 

decision.  If they determine that an SEA is not required, the statement 

must include the reasons for this.   

2.2 The screening process 

2.2.1 The Localism Act requires NPs to be in general conformity with the 

strategic policies of the adopted development plan for the local area.  In 

this instance, the NP must be in general conformity with the adopted 

North Northamptonshire JCS. 

2.2.2 Paragraph 009 of the PPG ‘Neighbourhood Planning’ section states: 

“Where a neighbourhood plan is brought forward before an up-to-date 

Local Plan is in place the qualifying body and the local planning authority 

should discuss and aim to agree the relationship between policies in: 

• the emerging neighbourhood plan 
• the emerging Local Plan 
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• the adopted development plan 

with appropriate regard to national policy and guidance”. 

2.2.3 Figure 2.1 presents a diagram prepared by the Office of the Deputy Prime 

Minister (ODPM) (2005).  This shows the application of the SEA process 

to plans and programmes.  The sequential approach in the flow diagram 

can be used to screen the Cottingham NP.   

2.2.4 Table 2.1 uses the questions presented in Figure 2.1 to establish whether 

there is a need for SEA for the Cottingham NP.   

 
Figure 2.1: Application of the SEA Directive to plans and programmes18.  

 
18 Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (2005) A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive.  

Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/7657/practical
guidesea.pdf [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
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Table 2.1: Establishing whether there is a need for SEA. 

Stage Y/N Reason 

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

Yes 

The plan constitutes an NP, which will be 
subject to independent examination and 
brought into legal force if it receives 50% or 
more affirmative votes at referendum.  The 
NP would form part of the statutory 
development plan for CBC. 

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

No 

Communities and neighbourhoods have a 
right to produce an NP, however it is not 
required by legislative, regulatory or 
administrative bodies.  If the NP is adopted, it 
would become part of the statutory 
development plan for CBC meaning it should 
continue to be screened under the SEA 
Directive. 

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

No 

The NP is a land-use plan and sets the 
framework for future development consents 
within the Cottingham Parish. 

However, the NP is unlikely to set a 
framework for consent of projects in Annex 1 
of the EIA Directive. 

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

No 

See Chapters 3 and 4. 

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

Yes 

The NP does set the framework for future 
development consent of projects. 

Is it likely to have a significant effect on 
the environment? (Art.  3.5)  

No 
See sections 2.5 – 2.12 and Chapter 4. 

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

No 

The NP is intended to be an influential 
document for the adopted JCS. 
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2.3 Relevance to the SEA Directive 

2.3.1 Question 8 within the ODPM guidance (see Table 2.2) refers to whether 

the NP would have a significant effect on the environment.  The criteria 

for determining the likely significance of effects from Annex II of the SEA 

Directive and Schedule 1 of the Environmental Assessment of Plans and 

Programmes Regulations 2004, can be used to screen the NP.  Sections 
2.5 – 2.12 consider the likely environmental effects of the plan. 

Table 2.2: Cottingham NP and the SEA Directive 

Criteria (from Annex II of SEA Directive and 
Schedule I of Regulations) 

Response 

The characteristics of plans and programmes 

(a) the degree to which the plan or programme 
sets a framework for projects and other 
activities, either with regard to the location, 
nature, size and operating conditions or by 
allocating resources 

The NP is prepared for town and country 
planning purposes and will form a part of the 
development management framework for 
Cottingham Parish once made.  

(b) the degree to which the plan or 
programme influences other plans and 
programmes including those in a hierarchy 

The NP must be in general conformity with the 
strategic planning policies set out in the 
adopted JCS and the National Planning Policy 
Framework.  The NP forms part of the 
statutory development plan for CBC. 

(c) the relevance of the plan or programme for 
the integration of environmental 
considerations in particular with a view to 
promoting sustainable development 

There are opportunities to integrate 
environmental considerations within the 
Cottingham NP.  The NP contains policies that 
aim to conserve important aspects of the 
neighbourhood including the natural 
environment and green spaces, historic assets, 
and local facilities (see Appendix A). 

(d) environmental problems relevant to the 
plan or programme 

No environmental issues were identified 
relevant to the Plan. 

(e) the relevance of the plan or programme for 
the implementation of Community legislation 
on the environment (for example, plans and 
programmes linked to waste management or 
water protection) 

The NP is a land-use plan and sets the 
framework for future development consents 
within the Cottingham Parish.  It also sets out 
policies which planning applications within the 
NP area will need to adhere to. 

Characteristics of the effects and of the area likely to be affected 

(a) the probability, duration, frequency and 
reversibility of the effects 

The NP is not expected to result in any 
significant environmental effects. 

(b) the cumulative nature of the effects  The NP is not considered to have any 
cumulative effects and is not thought to 



SEA of the Cottingham NP: Screening Report  September 2020 

 
© Lepus Consulting for Corby Borough Council  13 

Criteria (from Annex II of SEA Directive and 
Schedule I of Regulations) 

Response 

contribute to cumulative impacts in 
combination with the adopted JCS.  

(c) the transboundary nature of the effects The NP is not expected to give rise to any 
significant transboundary environmental 
effects. 

(d) the risks to human health or the 
environment (for example, due to accidents) 

There are no anticipated risks of the NP on 
human health. 

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

The magnitude and spatial extent of the 
effects outlined in (a) are not thought to 
extend further than the Plan area. 

(f) the value and vulnerability of the area likely 
to be affected due to: 

(i) special natural characteristics or cultural 
heritage 

(ii) exceeded environmental quality 
standards or limit values 

(iii) intensive land-use 

It is considered unlikely that the NP would 
adversely impact the special natural 
characteristics or cultural heritage features 
within the Neighbourhood Area.  The NP 
would not be expected to cause exceedances 
of environmental standards or lead to 
intensive land use. 

(g) the effects on areas or landscapes which 
have a recognised national, Community or 
international protection status 

The NP is unlikely to result in any adverse 
impacts on protected landscapes. 

2.4 Determination of likely significant effects 

2.4.1 A summary of baseline conditions and an assessment of the potential 

effects of the NP against each of the topics set out in Annex I (f) of the 

SEA Directive is presented in the following sections.  The NP policies are 

set out in Appendix A. 
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2.5 Biodiversity, flora and fauna 

2.5.1 The European designated site ‘Rutland Water’ Special Protection Area 

(SPA) and Ramsar site is located approximately 13.5km north east of the 

parish.  Some of the threats and pressures identified at this site include 

water abstraction, invasive species, water pollution and public access or 

disturbance19.  ‘Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits’ SPA and Ramsar site is 

located approximately 16km south east of the parish.  The primary threat 

to this European site is public access and disturbance20. 

2.5.2 ‘Eye Brook Reservoir’ Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) is located 

approximately 2.3km to the north of the parish and ‘Pipewell Woods’ SSSI 

is located approximately 2.8km south of the parish (see Figure 2.2).  The 

whole of Cottingham Parish lies within Impact Risk Zones (IRZs) which 

do not state that residential or employment development should be 

consulted on with Natural England.   

2.5.3 There nearest Local Nature Reserve (LNR) to the parish is ‘Kings Wood’, 

located 1.7km to the south east (see Figure 2.3).  This LNR is also 

designated as a Local Wildlife Site (LWS) and comprises ancient 

woodland.  There are eight LWSs within the Neighbourhood Area, and 

four stands of ancient woodland including ‘Great Cottage Wood’ and 

‘Rockingham Park Wood’.   

2.5.4 Furthermore, there are several priority habitats scattered throughout the 

parish.  This includes various stands of deciduous woodland to the east 

and south of the parish and coastal and floodplain grazing marsh to the 

north of the parish, as well as an area of good quality semi-improved 

grassland to the south of Cottingham village. 

2.5.5 The two site allocations under NP Policy H1 are not located in close 

proximity to any of the above mentioned biodiversity assets, and the 

proposed development at these two locations would be unlikely to result 

in significant adverse impacts on biodiversity. 

 
19 Natural England (2014) Site Improvement Plan: Rutland Water.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5985520903520256 [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
20 Natural England (2014) Site Improvement Plan: Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6732225261338624 [Date Accessed: 27/07/20] 
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2.5.6 Policies ENV2 and ENV3 of the NP aim to protect and enhance locally 

important biodiversity assets, including priority habitats, ancient 

woodland and LWSs.  It would be expected that these two policies would 

ensure future development within the parish would safeguard local 

habitats and species, and where appropriate, balance the benefit of 

development against the local benefits these assets provide.  Policy ENV3 

also states that “development proposals should not damage or adversely 

affect the habitat connectivity provided by the wildlife corridor” and 

seeks to protect trees and hedgerows from loss.   

2.5.7 When considering regionally, nationally and internationally designated 

biodiversity sites, Policy 4 of the North Northamptonshire JCS aims to 

protect existing biodiversity and geodiversity assets by “refusing 

development proposals where significant harm to an asset cannot be 

avoided, mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated”.   

2.5.8 These policies would be expected to ensure that biodiversity sites are 

protected from adverse impacts, and that opportunities are sought to 

improve connectivity between biodiversity assets, creating a more 

resilient ecological network.  The NP policies could be strengthened by 

seeking to achieve biodiversity net gain.  Overall, the Cottingham NP 

would not be expected to result in adverse impacts on the biodiversity, 

flora and fauna within the NP area. 
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Figure 2.2: Sites of Special Scientific Interest and SSSI Impact Risk Zones in and around Cottingham 
Parish (source: Natural England) 
  



SEA of the Cottingham NP: Screening Report  September 2020 

 
© Lepus Consulting for Corby Borough Council  17 

 
Figure 2.3: Local Nature Reserves (LNRs), Local Wildlife Sites (LWSs) and ancient woodland in and 
around Cottingham Parish (source: Natural England) 
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2.6 Population and human health 

2.6.1 There are approximately 912 people living within the NP Area, with the 

majority of households being in Cottingham village.  Policy H1 of the NP 

allocates two sites for development; ‘West of Rockingham Road’ and ‘Hill 

Farm Cottingham’, both for six dwellings.   

2.6.2 Policy H4 aims to ensure that future development in the parish is of a 

suitable mix to meet the identified needs.  Policy H6 seeks to ensure 

future development is built to a high-quality design and in accordance 

with the Design Guide set out in Appendix 4 of the NP.   

2.6.3 The nearest NHS hospital with an A&E department is Kettering General 

Hospital, located approximately 11.1km to the south of the Neighbourhood 

Area.  There are no GP surgeries within the parish.  The nearest surgeries 

include The Studfall Partnership and Woodsend Medical Centre to the 

south east in Corby.   

2.6.4 Cottingham C of E Primary School is located to the north of Cottingham 

village.  The nearest secondary school is Kingswood Secondary 

Academy, located approximately 3km to the south east of Cottingham 

village.  Community facilities within the parish include the village store 

and café, St Mary Magdalene Church, the Methodist chapel, and two pubs; 

The Spread Eagle and The Royal George.  Other community assets 

include allotments and children’s playgrounds.  Policy CF1 aims to ensure 

the retention of such community assets and facilities and Policy CF2 aims 

to improve the quality and the range of community facilities within the 

parish.  It is expected that by protecting existing facilities and promoting 

the development of new facilities, the NP would help to ensure current 

and future residents have good access to essential services.  

2.6.5 Residents in the parish would be expected to have good access to a 

diverse range of rural habitats and open space in the surrounding 

countryside.  The Jurassic Way footpath also passes through the parish 

and provides rural access between Banbury and Peterborough. 
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2.6.6 Policy ENV1 of the NP seeks to ensure development proposals do not 

result in the loss of, or have adverse effect on, the Local Green Spaces as 

identified in the NP and detailed in Appendix 9.  Policy ENV7 aims to 

protect important open spaces as identified in the NP, including the 

allotments, orchards and churchyards.  New and existing residents would 

be expected to have good access to the surrounding countryside as well 

as open and green spaces within the parish. 

2.6.7 The ‘employment’ theme in the NP seeks to support existing businesses.  

Policy BE1 states “there will be a presumption against the loss of 

commercial premises or land that provides employment or future 

potential employment opportunities”.  Policy BE2 aims to support the 

development of new businesses, as long as the development is in 

accordance with the policy requirements, including ensuring the 

development does not result in a loss of dwellings and does not increase 

noise levels. 

2.6.8 Overall, residents within the Neighbourhood Area would be expected to 

have good access to a range of local facilities.  The NP would not be 

anticipated to result in a significant adverse impact on population and 

human health.  

2.7 Transport and accessibility  

2.7.1 Whilst not an Annex 1(f) topic in itself, transport and accessibility interact 

with a number of the topics such as population and human health, 

material assets and climatic factors.   

2.7.2 There is one primary school within the NP area; Cottingham C of E 

Primary School.  The nearest secondary school to Cottingham is 

Kingswood Secondary Academy, located 3km to the south east of 

Cottingham village.  Other nearby schools in Corby include Lodge Park 

Academy, Woodnewton A Learning Community and St Brendan’s 

Primary School.  Therefore, residents in the Neighbourhood Area would 

be expected to have good access to educational facilities.   

2.7.3 There are several public footpaths and bridleways located around the 

edge of the parish which provide access to Corby to the south east and 

Wilbarston to the south west.  The Jurassic Way footpath also passes 

through Cottingham.   
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2.7.4 Policy T1 of the NP seeks to ensure that new development does not 

significantly increase vehicular traffic within the parish.  Some of the 

requirements of the policy include improvement and the creation of 

footpaths and cycle ways across the Neighbourhood Area, which would 

be expected to encourage active travel.   

2.7.5 There are two bus stops within Cottingham village; one at The Spread 

Eagle pub and one at the Methodist church.  The bus stops provide 

regular services to Corby and Oakham.  The nearest railway station is in 

Corby, located approximately 4.7km to the south west of Cottingham 

village.  The bus service from the village goes to Corby centre, which 

takes approximately ten minutes.  From there, the train station is an 

approximate 15-minute walk.  The train from Corby goes on to Kettering, 

Wellingborough and Melton Mowbray, and from Kettering users can go 

straight onto London.   

2.7.6 The NP highlights that there is a need for bus services within the parish 

to be more accessible to wheelchair users and doing so would be likely 

to increase the proportion of residents using the local services. 

2.7.7 Overall, it is not anticipated that the NP would have an adverse impact 

on transport and accessibility. 

2.8 Soil, water and air 

2.8.1 The majority of the Neighbourhood Area is situated on Grade 3 

Agricultural Land Classification (ALC), with a small proportion in the 

north on Grade 4 ALC (see Figure 2.4).  Grade 3 ALC could potentially 

be Grade 3a, which are versatile and productive soils, or Grade 3b, which 

are less versatile and productive 21.  In accordance with the precautionary 

principle, it has been assumed that soils are Grade 3a.   

 
21 The ALC system classifies land into five categories according to versatility and suitability for growing crops.  The 
top three grades, Grades 1, 2 and 3a, are referred to as the Best and Most Versatile (BMV) land.  Site-specific surveys 
are required to identify Sub-Grades 3a and 3b. 

Natural England (1988) Agricultural Land Classification of England And Wales: Revised criteria for grading the quality 
of agricultural land.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6257050620264448?category=5954148537204736 [Date 
Accessed: 30/07/20] 
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2.8.2 Of the two allocated sites under Policy H1, the entirety of Site 2 and the 

majority of Site 1 are located on Grade 3 ALC, and therefore, development 

at these two locations would be likely to result in the loss of some of the 

parish’s ‘best and most versatile’ (BMV) land.  However, Site 2 is located 

on previously developed land, and Site 1 is approximately 0.2ha in size.  

Therefore, the proposed development under Policy H1 would not be 

expected to result in the loss of a significant quantity of ecologically and 

agriculturally important soils.  

2.8.3 The River Welland borders the northern edge of the parish.  This river is 

approximately 105km in length and flows north east from the Hothorpe 

Hills in Northamptonshire to Fosdyke in Lincolnshire.  Areas of Flood 

Zones 2 and 3 are located to the north of the parish and are associated 

with the River Welland (see Figure 2.5).  There are also large areas of 

surface water flood risk across the Neighbourhood Area, primarily 

located to the north along the River Welland, but also through 

Cottingham village (see Figure 2.6).  

2.8.4 Site 1 proposed under Policy H1 partially coincides with an area of low risk 

surface water flooding.  Policy ENV8 aims to ensure that future 

development within the parish does not exacerbate flooding and takes 

into consideration change in flood levels as a result of climate change.   

2.8.5 Policy 5 of the North Northamptonshire JCS states that “development 

should be designed from the outset to incorporate Sustainable Drainage 

Systems wherever practicable, to reduce flood risk, improve water quality 

and promote environmental benefits”.  It is recommended that policies 

within the NP include reference to the in incorporation of Sustainable 

Drainage Systems (SuDS) in line with this policy.   

2.8.6 Air and noise pollution are often associated with traffic sources.  The 

A427 passes through the parish and the A6003 follows the south eastern 

border.  Development within 200m of a main road could potentially 

expose residents to traffic-associated air and noise pollution22.  The 

village of Cottingham, and therefore the two allocated sites under Policy 

H1, are located over 200m from main roads and as such, would not be 

expected to be exposed to high levels of air pollution.   

 
22 The Department for Transport (DfT) in their Transport Analysis Guidance (TAG) consider that, “beyond 200m, the 
contribution of vehicle emissions from the roadside to local pollution levels is not significant” Available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/transport-analysis-guidance-webtag [Date Accessed: 30/07/20] 
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2.8.7 Any future development within the Neighbourhood Area would be likely 

to increase the volume of traffic and associated emissions, contributing 

to reduction in air quality.  Policy H1 of the NP proposes the development 

of a maximum of twelve dwellings.  Due to the policies within the NP 

which aim to reduce vehicular movement within the parish and the low 

number of dwellings proposed, the NP would be unlikely to result in a 

significant reduction in air quality.   

2.8.8 At this stage, it is considered unlikely that the Cottingham NP would 

result in significant adverse impacts on soil, air and water resources in the 

Neighbourhood Area.   
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Figure 2.4: Agricultural Land Classification in Cottingham Parish (source: Natural England) 
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Figure 2.5: Fluvial Flood Zones in and around Cottingham Parish (source: Environment Agency) 
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Figure 2.6: Surface water flood risk in and around Cottingham Parish (source: Environment Agency) 
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2.9 Climatic factors 

2.9.1 The NP identifies some issues with traffic congestion and car parking 

reducing safety on roads within the parish.  Any future development 

within the parish could potentially exacerbate these issues, and lead to 

increased greenhouse gas emissions associated with a greater number of 

vehicles in the Neighbourhood Area.  Policy T1 in the NP seeks to reduce 

traffic movement across the parish and provide sufficient off-road 

parking.  This would be expected to reduce congestion and improve road 

safety. 

2.9.2 CBC declared a Climate Emergency in August 201923.  One of the core 

principles of the North Northamptonshire JCS is “the Plan will create 

more sustainable places that are naturally resilient to future climate 

change”.   

2.9.3 The Cottingham NP contains several policies which aim to reduce the 

impact of climate change.  Policy ENV11 recognises the importance of 

renewable energy sources in the mitigation of the predicted effects of 

climate change and supports “small-scale, local resident, business, 

amenity or community-initiated, solar and wind generation 

infrastructure”.  In addition, Policy T2 of the NP seeks to ensure that the 

future development of one dwelling or more facilitates the installation of 

a home electric vehicle charging point.  These policies within the NP 

would be expected to help reduce the impact of new development on 

climate change.   

2.9.4 NP Policy BM1 ‘broadband and mobile infrastructure’ would be expected 

to improve internet connections within the parish and would help to 

enable home working.  Home working would be likely to decrease the 

number of residents that need to travel, particularly by car, to work and 

therefore could potentially help to reduce carbon emissions. 

2.9.5 These policies would be expected to contribute towards reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions within the parish and help to reduce the 

Neighbourhood Area’s contributions to the causes of climate change.  

Overall, the NP would be unlikely to result in a significant impact on 

climate change.   

 
23 Corby Borough Council.  Environmental Policy and Climate Local.  Available at: 
https://www.corby.gov.uk/home/green-corby/environmental-policy-and-climate-local [Date Accessed: 29/07/20] 



SEA of the Cottingham NP: Screening Report  September 2020 

 
© Lepus Consulting for Corby Borough Council  27 

2.10 Material assets 

2.10.1 The material assets topic considers social, physical and environmental 

infrastructure.  This sub-section should be read alongside ‘Population and 

human health’, which details health and social infrastructure implications 

of the NP; ‘Climatic factors’, which considers transport infrastructure in 

terms of sustainable transport; ‘Soil, water and air’, which considers water 

infrastructure and agricultural land classification; and the ‘Biodiversity, 

flora and fauna’ sub-section, which considers environmental 

infrastructure. 

2.10.2 As mentioned in section 2.6, NP Policy BE1 seeks to protect existing 

employment land and businesses from loss due to future development.  

NP Policy BE2 would help to encourage the development of a range of 

new small-scale employment opportunities within the Neighbourhood 

Area and Policy BM1 would help to ensure that all households in the 

Neighbourhood Area have good access to broadband mobile 

connections.  Policy BE5 aims to enhance local tourism throughout the 

parish, which would be likely to have benefits to the local economy.  

2.10.3 Policy H6 also aims to ensure development proposals accommodate 

waste and refuse facilities, to help promote efficient waste storage and 

recycling.   

2.10.4 It is considered unlikely that the NP would have significant adverse 

impacts on material assets within the Neighbourhood Area. 

2.11 Cultural heritage 

2.11.1 There are many heritage assets located within the Neighbourhood Area.  

This includes one Grade I Listed Building ‘Church of St Mary Magdalene’, 

one Grade II* Listed Building ‘The Bury House’ and 14 Grade II Listed 

Buildings (see Figure 2.7).  There is Conservation Area within the parish, 

‘Cottingham and Middleton’ Conservation Area. 
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2.11.2 The parish partially coincides with the ‘Rockingham Castle’ Registered 

Park and Garden (RPG), which covers a large proportion of the 

Neighbourhood Area in the north east (see Figure 2.8).  The ‘Moated site 

1km south west of Rockingham Castle’ Scheduled Monument (SM) is also 

located within the parish boundary.  Rockingham Castle is a Grade I 

Listed Building located approximately 800m north east of Cottingham 

Parish.  The castle dates back to the 11th Century and was founded by 

William the Conqueror.  A key feature of the castle gardens is the 

Elephant Walk, believed to have been planted in the 1670s.   

2.11.3 There are three identified archaeological sites within the parish (see 

Figure 2.8).  One of these archaeological sites is large and coincides with 

the ‘Rockingham Castle’ RPG, and the remaining two are located within 

the RPG and are named ‘Moated Site, Rockingham Castle’. 

2.11.4 Figure 2.9 shows the local heritage assets protected under Policy ENV4.  

Local Heritage Asset 13 (Hill Farmhouse, 9 Rockingham Road) is located 

approximately 25m north east of Site 2 under Policy H1 of the NP.  Details 

of this building can be found in Appendix 10 of the NP.  Policy ENV4 aims 

to protect locally important heritage assets identified in Figure 2.10.  

Policy ENV5 of the NP seeks to protect, preserve and enhance non-

designated local heritage assets.  Therefore, the proposed development 

under Policy H1 of the NP would not be expected to adversely impact 

these local heritage assets. 

2.11.5 The NP policies do not reference the protection of designated historic 

assets within the parish.  Policy 2 of the North Northamptonshire JCS 

seeks to protect, preserve and enhance the historic environment “in a 

manner commensurate to its significance”.  Overall, the allocated sites 

within the NP, and the NP as a whole, would not be expected to result in 

significant adverse impacts on the historic environment.   
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Figure 2.7: Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas in and around Cottingham Parish (source: 
Historic England and CBC) 
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Figure 2.8: Scheduled Monuments, Registered Parks and Gardens and Archaeological sites in and 
around Cottingham Parish (source: Historic England and CBC) 
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Figure 2.9: Sites of historical environment significance within Cottingham Parish (source: 
Cottingham NP) 
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Figure 2.10: Local Heritage List for Cottingham: buildings and structures of local significance 
(source: Cottingham NP) 

2.12 Landscape 

2.12.1 The majority of the parish lies within the National Character Area (NCA) 

‘Rockingham Forest’, with the north west of the parish within the 

‘Northamptonshire Vales’ NCA.   

2.12.2 Cottingham Parish is located within four Landscape Character Areas 

(LCA) as identified in the Northamptonshire Landscape Character 

Assessment24.  The south of the parish lies within ‘Geddington Chase’ 

LCA, the centre of the parish within ‘Cottingham to Harringworth’ LCA, a 

small section to the north west within ‘The Welland – Market Harborough 

to Cottingham’ LCA and the north of Cottingham Parish is within ‘The 

Welland – Cottingham to Wakerley’ LCA.   

 
24 Northamptonshire Current Landscape Character Assessment.  Available at: 
http://www.rnrpenvironmentalcharacter.org.uk/data/4.1%20CLCA.pdf [Date Accessed: 29/07/20] 
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2.12.3 Policy H6 of the Cottingham NP seeks to ensure new development 

enhances and reinforces the local character and distinctiveness of the 

parish and should take into account the Design Guide set out in Appendix 

4 of the NP.  Good design would be expected to help to ensure future 

development is in-keeping with the existing design and character and 

help to prevent adverse impacts on the local landscape. 

2.12.4 Policy ENV9 of the NP aims to ensure development proposals “respect 

and protect” the important views identified within the NP.  The two sites 

allocated under Policy H1 do not coincide with any of the important views 

identified by the Parish Council (see Figure 2.11).   

2.12.5 Overall, a significant impact on the landscape as a result of the NP would 

not be expected.  

 
Figure 2.11: Important views identified within Cottingham Parish (source: NP) 
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3 HRA Screening 

3.1 Habitats Regulations Assessment 

3.1.1 The Habitats Regulations Assessment Handbook, produced by David 

Tyldesley Associates (referred to hereafter as the ‘DTA Handbook’), 

provides an industry recognised good practice approach to HRA.  The 

DTA Handbook, and in particular ‘Practical Guidance for the Assessment 

of Plans under the Regulations25, which forms part F, has been used to 

prepare this report. 

3.1.2 A step-by-step guide to this methodology, as outlined in the DTA 

Handbook, is illustrated in Figure 3.1.  In summary, the four key stages of 

the HRA process are as follows:  

• Stage 1. Screening: Screening to determine if the Plan would be likely 
to have a significant effect on a European site.  This stage comprises 
the identification of potential effects associated with the Plan on 
European sites and an assessment of the likely significance of the 
Plans effects.   

• Stage 2. Appropriate Assessment and the ‘Integrity Test’: 
Assessment to ascertain whether or not the Plan would have a 
significant adverse effect on the integrity of any European site to be 
made by the Competent Authority.  This stage comprises an impact 
assessment and evaluation in view of a European site’s conservation 
objectives.  Where adverse impacts on site integrity are identified, 
consideration is given to alternative options and mitigation measures 
which are tested.  

• Stage 3. Alternative solutions: Deciding whether there are 
alternative solutions which would avoid or have a lesser effect on a 
European site. 

• Stage 4. Imperative reasons of overriding public interest and 
compensatory measures: Considering imperative reasons of 
overriding public interest and securing compensatory measures. 

3.1.3 This report presents the methodology and findings of Stage 1 of the HRA 

process: Screening.   

 
25 Tyldesley, D., and Chapman, C., (2013) The Habitats Regulations Assessment Handbook (September) (2013) 
edition UK: DTA Publications Limited.  Available at: https://www.dtapublications.co.uk/  [Date Accessed: 03/08/20] 
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Figure 3.1: Stages in the Habitats Regulations Assessment26. 

 
26 Tyldesley, D., and Chapman, C., (2013) The Habitats Regulations Assessment Handbook (October) (2018) edition 
UK: DTA Publications Limited.  Available at: www.dtapublications.co.uk [Date Accessed 04/08/20] 

Outline of the four-stage approach to the assessment of plans  
under the Habitats Regulations 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Extract from The Habitats Regulations Assessment Handbook, www.dtapublications.co.uk  
© DTA Publications Limited (October 2018) all rights reserved  

 This work is registered with the UK Copyright Service 
 

Assessment is complete 
IF  

Taking no account of 
mitigation measures, 
the plan has no likely 

significant effect either 
alone or in combination 
with plans or projects:  
Plan can be adopted 

Assessment is 
complete: Either 

A] there are IROPI and 
compensatory 

measures: Plan can be 
adopted 

B] if not, Plan cannot 
be adopted 

Assessment is 
complete IF  

Taking account of 
mitigation measures, 
plan has no adverse 
effect on integrity of 
any European site, 
either alone or in 

combination: 
Plan can be adopted 
 

Assessment ends IF 
There are alternative 

solutions to the 
plan:  

Plan cannot be 
adopted without 

modification 

 
Stage 1:  

Screening for 
likely significant 

effects 

Stage 4: 
 Imperative reasons 
of overriding public 
interest (IROPI) and 

compensatory 
measures 

Stage 2:  
Appropriate 

Assessment (AA) 
and the Integrity 

Test 

 
Stage 3:  

Alternative 
Solutions 

Article 6(3)  
(Regulation 63 or 105) 

 
 

Article 6(4) 
(Regulations 64 & 68 or 107 & 109) 

x Can plan be exempted, 
excluded or eliminated? 

x Gather information about 
the European sites.  

x In a pre-screening process, 
check whether plan may 
affect European sites, either 
alone or in combination, 
and change the plan as far 
as possible to avoid or 
reduce harmful effects on 
the site(s). 

x In a formal screening 
decision, decide whether 
plan may have significant 
effects on a European site. 

x Agree the scope and 
methodology of AA 

x Undertake  AA  
x Apply the integrity 

test, considering 
further mitigation 
where required. 

x Embed further 
mitigation into plan 

x Consult statutory 
body and others 

x Is it possible to 
ascertain no adverse 
effect on integrity? 

x Identify underlying 
need for the plan? 

x Identify whether 
alternative solutions 
exist that would 
achieve the 
objectives of the plan 
and have no, or a 
lesser effect on the 
European site(s)? 

x Are they financially, 
legally and technically 
feasible? 

x Is the risk and harm to 
the site overridden by 
imperative reasons of 
public interest (taking 
account of ‘priority’ 
features where 
appropriate? 

x Identify and prepare 
delivery of all necessary 
compensatory 
measures to protect 
overall coherence of 
Natura 2000 network 

x Notify Government 
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3.2 Previous HRA Work 

3.2.1 Both the North Northamptonshire JCS and the Corby Local Plan have 

been subject to HRA.  A summary of the findings of each HRA is 

presented below. 

North Northamptonshire JCS 

3.2.2 The HRA for Part 1 North Northamptonshire JCS (2015)27 considered 

European sites within a 10km study area, and concluded the following: 

• Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar – Screened out.  The HRA notes that at 
present, Rutland Water designated site is subject to recreational 
zonation to enable activities such as walking, cycling, fishing and 
sailing to occur without impacting upon the designated features 
within the site. In addition, it notes that ongoing monitoring and 
management of visitors at the SPA/Ramsar are considered sufficient 
to ensure that the JCS would not result in LSEs from recreation.  In 
terms of water quality and quantity no LSEs were identified as the 
JCS area lies within a different water catchment area to the SAC, and 
the water resource zone is projected to have water surplus over the 
plan period.  

• Barnack Hills and Holes SAC – Screened out.  It was considered that 
due to the distance of proposed development set out in the JCS in 
relation to the SAC (37km), no LSEs, in terms of recreation and 
habitat degradation, would occur. 

• Orton Pit SAC – Screened out.  Due to the distance of the nearest 
JCS proposed development to the SAC, and the lack of public access 
across the SAC, it was considered that there would be no LSEs. 

• Nene Washes SAC/SPA/Ramsar – Potential impact pathways were 
identified from Wastewater Treatment Works (WwTWs) in the JCS 
area in terms of water quality and quantity changes, however no 
concerns regarding capacity of treatment centres were raised by the 
water company at the time of the HRA and as such LSEs were ruled 
out. 

• Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA/Ramsar – Potential impact 
pathways were identified in the form of recreational disturbance to 
bird assemblage.  Following the submission of the draft North 
Northamptonshire JCS HRA in 2012, Natural England recommended 
a visitor access survey of the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 
designated site be undertaken.  This survey found that the median 
distance travelled by a visitor from a home postcode to a survey 

 
27 URS (2015) North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy Habitats Regulations Assessment.  Available at: 
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1503 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
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point location within the designated site was 3.2km.   As such, it was 
determined that any new residential development within 3km of the 
SPA/Ramsar site could result in in-combination likely significant 
effects as a result of increases in recreational activities within the 
sites.  In addition following the HRA of the North Northamptonshire 
Joint Core Strategy, it was determined that previously undeveloped 
farmland sites (2ha or larger) within 4km of the designated site could 
support designated bird features such as golden plover and should 
be subject to wintering bird survey (if the land within the site is 
suitable) as part of a planning application, to confirm presence of an 
important population (i.e. the land supports more than 1% of the 
population of golden plover for which the Upper Nene Valley Gravel 
Pits SPA/Ramsar site is designated).   

Corby Local Plan 

3.2.3 The HRA for Corby Borough Council Part 2 Local Plan (2018)28 also 

adopted a 10km area of search which included only one European site – 

Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA/Ramsar.  The HRA concluded that 

there would be no LSEs as a result of recreation or loss of supporting 

land, due to the plan area being located 9km away from the SPA/Ramsar 

and as such not located within the identified 3km and 4km zones where 

LSEs could occur. 

3.3 European sites 

3.3.1 There is no guidance that defines the study area for inclusion in HRA.  

Planning Practice Guidance for Appropriate Assessment indicates that:  

3.3.2 “The scope and content of an appropriate assessment will depend on the 

nature, location, duration and scale of the proposed plan or project and 

the interest features of the relevant site. ‘Appropriate’ is not a technical 

term. It indicates that an assessment needs to be proportionate and 

sufficient to support the task of the competent authority in determining 

whether the plan or project will adversely affect the integrity of the site”. 

 
28 AECOM (2018) Habitats Regulations Assessment for Corby Borough Council Part 2 Local Plan – June 2018.  
Available at: 
https://www.corby.gov.uk/sites/default/files/files/Corby%20Part%202%20Local%20Plan%20HRA%20Report%20Fi
nal.pdf [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
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3.3.3 Therefore, in order to determine a study area for the HRA, consideration 

has been given to the nature and extent of potential impact pathways 

from the NP, their relationship to European sites and a review of HRAs 

undertaken for higher-tiered planning policy HRAs.   

3.3.4 As such, a 20km study area has been defined with respect to the 

hydrological pathways and potential commuter zones.  The screening 

therefore focusses on the following European sites; Rutland Water SPA 

and Ramsar and Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA and Ramsar (see 

Figure 3.2). 

3.3.5 Threats and pressures to which each European site is vulnerable have 

been identified through reference to data held by Natural England on Site 

Improvement Plans (SIPs).  Additional threats flagged up by 

supplementary advice notes have also been screened.  Threats and 

pressures considered to be within the scope of influence of the NP are 

summarised in Table 3.1.  

Table 3.1: Threats and pressures for qualifying features of European sites that may potentially be 
affected by the NP 

Threats/Pressures Rutland Water SPA and 
Ramsar 

Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 
SPA and Ramsar 

Air quality x x 

Public access and disturbance x x 

Hydrological changes 
(including water pollution and 

water abstraction) 
x x 

Habitat loss (including offsite 
habitat availability) x x 
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Figure 3.2: Special Protection Areas and Ramsar sites around Cottingham Parish (source: Natural 
England) 
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The screening process 

3.3.6 The first stage in the HRA process comprises the screening stage.  This 

process identifies likely significant effects (LSE) of a plan or project upon 

a European site, either alone or in combination with other plans or 

projects.  This stage considers the potential ‘significance’ of adverse 

effects.  Where elements of the plan will not result in an LSE on a 

European site these may be screened out and not considered in further 

detail in the process.  

3.3.7 The DTA handbook includes screening evaluation codes to summarise 

whether or not a plan component is likely to have significant effects alone 

or in-combination on any European site, see Table 3.1. 

Table 3.2: Assessment and reasoning categories from Part F of the DTA Handbook 
 

Assessment and reasoning categories from Chapter F of The Habitats Regulations Assessment 
Handbook (DTA Publications, 2013): 

A. General statements of policy / general aspirations. 
B. Policies listing general criteria for testing the acceptability / sustainability of proposals. 
C. Proposal referred to but not proposed by the plan. 
D. General plan-wide environmental protection / site safeguarding / threshold policies 
E. Policies or proposals that steer change in such a way as to protect European sites from 

adverse effects. 
F. Policies or proposals that cannot lead to development or other change. 
G. Policies or proposals that could not have any conceivable or adverse effect on a site. 
H. Policies or proposals the (actual or theoretical) effects of which cannot undermine the 

conservation objectives (either alone or in combination with other aspects of this or other 
plans or projects). 

I. Policies or proposals with a likely significant effect on a site alone. 
J. Policies or proposals unlikely to have a significant effect alone. 
K. Policies or proposals unlikely to have a significant effect either alone or in combination. 
L. Policies or proposals which might be likely to have a significant effect in combination.  
M. Bespoke area, site or case-specific policies or proposals intended to avoid or reduce 

harmful effects on a European site. 
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Air quality  

3.3.8 Air pollution can affect European sites if it has an adverse effect on its 

features of qualifying interest.  The main mechanisms through which air 

pollution can have an adverse effect is through eutrophication (nitrogen), 

acidification (nitrogen and sulphur) and direct toxicity (ozone, ammonia 

and nitrogen oxides)29.  Deposition of air pollutants can alter the soil and 

plant composition and species which depend upon these.  

3.3.9 The supplementary advice for both Rutland Water SPA30 and Upper Nene 

Valley Gravel Pits SPA31 indicates that the supporting habitat may be 

vulnerable to changes in air quality. 

3.3.10 In total the NP proposes the development of 12 dwellings split across two 

allocations.  The proposed development is situated at its closest 15km 

from Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar and 17km from Upper Nene Valley 

Gravel Pits SPA/Ramsar. 

3.3.11 The IRZs for the SSSIs which coincide with the two European sites state 

that Natural England should be consulted where development is 

proposed for “livestock & poultry units with floorspace > 500m2, slurry 

lagoons > 750m2 & manure stores > 3500t”.  The proposed development 

in the NP is for residential dwellings and therefore would not trigger the 

requirement for consultation with Natural England in terms of potential 

air quality impacts. 

 
29 APIS (2016) Ecosystem Services and air pollution impacts. Available at: http://www.apis.ac.uk/ecosystem-
services-and-air-pollution-impacts. [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
30 Natural England (2018) European Site Conservation Objectives: supplementary advice on conserving and restoring 
site features – Rutland Water Special Protection Area.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/4978639963684864 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
31 Natural England (2017) European Site Conservation Objectives: supplementary advice on conserving and restoring 
site features – Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Special Protection Area.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5495529882517504 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
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3.3.12 National Statistics commuting data32 indicates that the key commuter 

routes to/from Corby are from Kettering and East Northamptonshire.  

Commuting to and from these districts is unlikely to result in increased 

traffic along roads in close proximity to Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar as 

this site lies within Rutland District.  Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA/Ramsar lies within East Northamptonshire, however commuting 

data shows the outflow from Corby to East Northamptonshire is below 

the 1,000 AADT. 

3.3.13 Given commuting patterns, the distance of the allocations from the 

designated sites and the scale of development proposed (a maximum of 

12 units) it is considered that its contribution to traffic related air pollution 

would be de minimis.  As such it is concluded that the NP will have no 

LSE on any European site alone or in-combination as a result of air quality 

impacts. Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar and Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA/Ramsar have therefore been screened out of further assessment in 

the HRA process in terms of air quality.  

Public access and disturbance 

3.3.14 Public access and disturbance can take a number of forms.  Physical 

disturbance as a result of urbanisation may include damage to habitats 

through erosion, troubling of grazing stock, causing changes in behaviour 

to animals such as birds at nesting and feeding sites, spreading invasive 

species, litter and fly-tipping, tree climbing, wildfire and arson, noise and 

light pollution and vandalism.  Typically, disturbance of habitat and 

species is the unintentional consequence of people’s presence which can 

impact breeding success and survival.  In particular, problems can be 

associated with dogs and cats, such as predation, disturbing birds and 

dog fouling. 

3.3.15 Both Rutland Water SPA and Ramsar and Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA and Ramsar contain bird assemblages which are vulnerable to public 

access and disturbance impacts.   

 
32 Office for National Statistics (2011) Location of usual residence and place of work by method of travel to work (2011 
Census data) Available at: https://www.nomisweb.co.uk/census/2011/wu03uk/chart [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 



SEA of the Cottingham NP: Screening Report  September 2020 

 
© Lepus Consulting for Corby Borough Council  43 

3.3.16 As noted above, following detailed visitor surveys, a 3km zone within 

which recreational impacts could potentially result in LSEs at Upper Nene 

Valley Gravel Pits SPA/Ramsar was identified33.  The two housing sites 

allocated within the Cottingham NP are situated over 17km from the 

designated site boundary, and as such, it is concluded that there will be 

no LSEs as a result of increased public access and disturbance.  

3.3.17 As noted above, Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar is subject to recreational 

zonation to enable activities to occur without impacting upon the 

designated features within the site.  In addition, ongoing monitoring and 

management of visitors at the SPA/Ramsar is undertaken.  As such it is 

considered that there will be no LSEs as a result of increased public 

access and disturbance. 

3.3.18 As such, Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar and Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA/Ramsar have therefore been screened out of further assessment in 

the HRA process in terms of public access and disturbance.    

Hydrology and water pollution 

3.3.19 Potential hydrological effects of urbanisation within European sites can 

be associated with an alteration in water balance and reduced water 

quality.  Urban development can reduce catchment permeability and the 

presence of drainage networks may be expected to remove runoff from 

urbanised catchments.  This may result in changes in run off rates from 

urbanised areas to European sites or watercourses which run through 

them.  Water mains leakage and sewer infiltration may also affect the 

water balance. 

3.3.20 In addition, urbanisation has the potential to reduce the quality of water 

entering a catchment during the construction of a development through 

processes such as sedimentation, accidental spillage of chemicals and 

materials.  Water quality may also be reduced through effluent 

discharges and pollution as well as an increased water temperature.   

 
33 North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit (2016) The Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Special Protection Area 
Supplementary Planning Document – Addendum to the SPA SPD: Mitigation Strategy.  Available at: 
https://www.east-northamptonshire.gov.uk/downloads/file/9866/addendum_to_special_protection_area_spd_-
_mitigation_strategy [Date Accessed: 05/08/20] 
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3.3.21 The SIP for Rutland Water SPA34 and the supplementary advice for Upper 

Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA35 identify vulnerability to impacts from water 

pollution and abstraction.   

3.3.22 A Water Cycle Study36, undertaken in support of the Corby Local Plan, 

notes that Corby WwTW discharges into local streams, such as Gretton 

Brook, Willow Brook and Harpers Brook, which ultimately feed into the 

Deene Lakes. The HRA of the Local Plan therefore concludes that there 

appears to be no hydrological connectivity between areas proposed for 

development in Corby and the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA/Ramsar.  In addition, as noted in the North Northamptonshire JCS 

HRA, Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar is located within a different water 

catchment area to the NP area.  As such it is considered that there will be 

no LSEs as a result of hydrological changes. 

3.3.23 As such, Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar and Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA/Ramsar have therefore been screened out of further assessment in 

the HRA process in terms of hydrology and water pollution.    

Habitat loss and fragmentation 

3.3.24 The supplementary advice for both Rutland Water SPA37 and Upper Nene 

Valley Gravel Pits SPA38 identifies that the sites are vulnerable to habitat 

loss and fragmentation, in particular the extent and distribution of 

supporting habitats.  

 
34 Natural England (2014) Site Improvement Plan: Rutland Water.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5985520903520256 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
35 Natural England (2017) European Site Conservation Objectives: supplementary advice on conserving and restoring 
site features – Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Special Protection Area.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5495529882517504 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
36 Corby Project Group. (2006). Corby Water Cycle Strategy – Phase 2 Technical Report. 
37 Natural England (2018) European Site Conservation Objectives: supplementary advice on conserving and restoring 
site features – Rutland Water Special Protection Area.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/4978639963684864 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
38 Natural England (2017) European Site Conservation Objectives: supplementary advice on conserving and restoring 
site features – Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Special Protection Area.  Available at: 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5495529882517504 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 



SEA of the Cottingham NP: Screening Report  September 2020 

 
© Lepus Consulting for Corby Borough Council  45 

3.3.25 As noted above, a 4km zone has been identified within which areas of 

previously undeveloped farmland could provide supporting habitat for 

the bird assemblage at Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA/Ramsar39.  The 

two housing sites allocated within the Cottingham NP are situated over 

17km from the site, and as such, it is considered that there will be no LSEs 

as a result of habitat loss and fragmentation .   

3.3.26 Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar is located 15km from the closest site 

allocation.  The site allocation at Hill Farm comprises existing 

development.  Both allocations are located immediately adjacent to the 

built-up area of Cottingham, and as such are likely to be highly disturbed.  

It is therefore considered that neither site would offer supporting habitat 

to the qualifying features for which Rutland Water is designated.  

Therefore, there will be no LSEs as a result of habitat loss and 

fragmentation.   

3.3.27 As such, Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar and Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits 

SPA/Ramsar have therefore been screened out of further assessment in 

the HRA process in terms of habitat loss and fragmentation.   

In-combination effects  

3.3.28 As detailed above, the NP will have no effects upon the Upper Nene 

Valley Gravel Pits SPA/Ramsar site or Rutland Water SPA/Ramsar site, 

and as such the NP will not contribute to an in-combination effect with 

other plans and projects. 

3.4 Determination of likely significant effects 

3.4.1 Table 3.2 below provides a screening summary of the policies presented 

in the NP.  It draws on the DTA evaluation codes set out in Table 3.1 and 

the outputs of the above assessment.  All policies are considered unlikely 

to have an LSE (alone or in combination) and have therefore been 

screened out of the HRA process. 

 
39 URS (2015) North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy Habitats Regulations Assessment.  Available at: 
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1503 [Date Accessed: 04/08/20] 
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Table 3.3: Screening table 

Policy  Justification 
Screening 
category 

H1: Residential Site 
Allocations 

This policy allocates two sites for development with a 
maximum of 12 units proposed.  As detailed above this 
policy is unlikely to have a LSE either alone or in-
combination. 

Screened 
out: K 

H2: Settlement 
Boundary 

This policy sets outs provision of future housing within 
the settlement boundary.  The policy does not trigger 
any development or other changes that could affect a 
European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

H3: Windfall Sites 

This policy sets outs provision in relation to windfall sites.  
The policy does not trigger any development or other 
changes that could affect a European site, either alone or 
in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

H4: Housing Mix 

This policy sets outs provision of future housing mix to 
meet the identified local need.  The policy does not 
trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

H5: Single Plot 
Affordable Exception 
Sites 

This policy sets outs provision of affordable exception 
sites to meet the identified local need.  The policy does 
not trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

H6: Housing Design 
This policy sets out design principles.  The policy does 
not trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 

ENV1: Protection of 
Local Green Space 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to local green 
space.  The policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

ENV2: Protection of 
Sites of Natural 
Environment 
Significance 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to sites of 
natural environment significance.  The policy does not 
trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination.  

Screened 
out: B 
and D 

ENV3: Biodiversity and 
Habitat Connectivity 

This policy aims to enhance the biodiversity and habitat 
connectivity within the parish.  The policy does not 
trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination.  

Screened 
out: B 
and D 

ENV4: Protection of 
Sites of Historical 
Environment 
Significance 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to sites of 
historical environmental significance.  The policy does 
not trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 
and D 

ENV5: Local Heritage 
Assets 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to local heritage 
assets.  The policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 
and D 
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Policy  Justification 
Screening 
category 

ENV6: Ridge and 
Furrow 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to ridge and 
furrow.  The policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 
and D 

ENV7: Important Open 
Spaces 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to open space.  
The policy does not trigger any development or other 
changes that could affect a European site, either alone or 
in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

ENV8: Managing Flood 
Risk 

This policy aims to prevent the exacerbation of flood risk 
within the parish.  The policy does not trigger any 
development or other changes that could affect a 
European site, either alone or in combination.  

Screened 
out: B 
and D 

ENV9: Important Views 

This policy aims to enhance the important views within 
the parish.  The policy does not trigger any development 
or other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination.  

Screened 
out: B 
and D 

ENV10: Footpaths and 
Bridleways 

This policy sets out design principles.  The policy does 
not trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 

ENV11: Renewable 
Energy Generation 
Infrastructure 

This policy sets out provision in relation to renewable 
energy.  The policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 

CF1: Retention of 
Community Facilities, 
Amenities, Assets 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to community 
facilities.  The policy does not trigger any development 
or other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

CF2: New or Improved 
Community Facilities 

This policy sets out the design standards for new or 
improved community facilities but does not allocate 
development.  As such the policy does not trigger any 
development or other changes that could affect a 
European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

BM1: Broadband and 
Mobile Infrastructure 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to broadband 
and mobile connections.  The policy does not trigger any 
development or other changes that could affect a 
European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

T1: Traffic Management 
This policy sets out design principles.  The policy does 
not trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 

T2: Electric Vehicles 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to electric 
vehicles.  The policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

BE1: Support for 
Existing Businesses & 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to existing local 
businesses.  This policy could have no conceivable effect 
on a European site, because there is no casual 

Screened 
out: G 
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Policy  Justification 
Screening 
category 

Employment 
Opportunities 

connection or link between them and the qualifying 
features of any European site, either alone or in 
combination. 

BE2: Support for New 
Businesses and 
Employment 

This policy sets out the design standards for new 
employment space but does not allocate development.  
As such the policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

BE3: Home Working 
This policy sets out design principles.  The policy does 
not trigger any development or other changes that could 
affect a European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: B 

BE4: Farm 
Diversification 

This policy sets out the design standards for farm 
diversification but does not allocate development.  As 
such the policy does not trigger any development or 
other changes that could affect a European site, either 
alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: F 

BE5: Tourism 

This policy sets out provisions in relation to local tourism.  
This policy could have no conceivable effect on a 
European site, because there is no casual connection or 
link between them and the qualifying features of any 
European site, either alone or in combination. 

Screened 
out: G 
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4 Conclusions 

4.1 SEA screening outcome 

4.1.1 This report has explored the potential significant environmental effects 

of the proposed Cottingham NP with a view to determining whether an 

environmental assessment is required under the SEA Directive.   

4.1.2 In accordance with topics cited in Annex 1(f) of the SEA directive, 

significant effects on the environment are considered to be unlikely to 

occur as a result of the NP. 

4.1.3 It is recommended that the Cottingham NP should not be screened into 

the SEA process.   

4.2 HRA screening outcome 

4.2.1 This report has explored the potential likely significant effects of the 

proposed Cottingham NP with a view to determining whether more 

detailed Appropriate Assessment (Stage 2 of the HRA process) is 

required.   

4.2.2 The output of the HRA screening process concluded that the Cottingham 

NP would not be likely to have a likely significant effect on any European 

site, either alone or in-combination with any other plan or project and 

therefore no further assessment is required.   

4.3 Consultation  

4.3.1 This report has been subject to consultations with Natural England, 

Environment Agency and Historic England.  Their comments are 

presented in Appendix B.  The consultees agreed with the findings of the 

SEA and HRA Screening.  The Parish Council were informed of the 

suggestions made by the consultees on the NP as a whole. 
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Appendix A: Cottingham NP Policies 
Policy No. Policy Name 

Housing and the Built Environment 

H1 Residential Site Allocations 

H2 Settlement Boundary 

H3 Windfall Sites 

H4 Housing Mix 

H5 Single Plot Affordable Exception Sites 

H6 Housing Design 

The Natural and Historic Environment 

ENV1 Protection of Local Green Space 

ENV2 Protection of Sites of Natural Environment Significance 

ENV3 Biodiversity and Habitat Connectivity 

ENV4 Protection of Sites of Historical Environment Significance 

ENV5 Local Heritage Assets 

ENV6 Ridge and Furrow 

ENV7 Important Open Spaces 

ENV8 Managing Flood Risk 

ENV9 Important Views 

ENV10 Footpaths and Bridleways 

ENV11 Renewable Energy Generation Infrastructure 

Community Assets 

CF1 Retention of Community Facilities, Amenities, Assets 

CF2 New or Improved Community Facilities 

BM1 Broadband and Mobile Infrastructure 

T1 Traffic Management 

T2 Electric Vehicles 

BE1 Support for Existing Businesses & Employment Opportunities 

BE2 Support for New Businesses and Employment 

BE3 Home Working 

BE4 Farm Diversification 

BE5 Tourism 
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Date: 02 September 2020 
Our ref: 325200 
Your ref: Cottingham NP SEA and HRA Screening 
 
 

 
Catherine Wright 
Lepus Consulting Ltd 
catherine.wright@lepusconsulting.com 
 
 
 
BY EMAIL ONLY 
 
 

 
Hornbeam House 
Crewe Business Park 
Electra Way 
Crewe 
Cheshire 
CW1 6GJ 

 
   T  0300 060 3900 
   

 
Dear Catherine Wright, 
 
Cottingham NP SEA and HRA Screening 
 
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 13 August 2020 which was received by Natural 
England on the same day. 
 
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural 
environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future generations, 
thereby contributing to sustainable development.   
 
Screening Request: Strategic Environmental Assessment 
 
It is our advice, on the basis of the material supplied with the consultation, that, in so far as our 
strategic environmental interests (including but not limited to statutory designated sites, landscapes 
and protected species, geology and soils) are concerned, that there are unlikely to be significant 
environmental effects from the proposed plan.  
 
Neighbourhood Plan 
Guidance on the assessment of Neighbourhood Plans, in light of the Environmental Assessment of 
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (as amended), is contained within the National Planning 
Practice Guidance. The guidance highlights three triggers that may require the production of an SEA, 
for instance where: 
 
 •a neighbourhood plan allocates sites for development 
 •the neighbourhood area contains sensitive natural or heritage assets that may be affected by the 
proposals in the plan 
 •the neighbourhood plan may have significant environmental effects that have not already been 
considered and dealt with through a sustainability appraisal of the Local Plan. 
  
We have checked our records and based on the information provided, we can confirm that in our view 
the proposals contained within the plan will not have significant effects on sensitive sites that Natural 
England has a statutory duty to protect.   
 
We are not aware of significant populations of protected species which are likely to be affected by the 
policies / proposals within the plan. It remains the case, however, that the responsible authority should 
provide information supporting this screening decision, sufficient to assess whether protected species 
are likely to be affected. 
 
 
 
 



 

Notwithstanding this advice, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all 
potential environmental assets. As a result the responsible authority should raise environmental issues 
that we have not identified on local or national biodiversity action plan species and/or habitats, local 
wildlife sites or local landscape character, with its own ecological and/or landscape advisers, local 
record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local landscape and biodiversity receptors that 
may be affected by this plan, before determining whether an SA/SEA is necessary. 
 
Please note that Natural England reserves the right to provide further comments on the environmental 
assessment of the plan  beyond this SEA/SA screening stage, should the responsible authority seek 
our views on the scoping or environmental report stages. This includes any third party appeal against 
any screening decision you may make. 
 
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) Screening 
Natural England agrees with the report’s conclusions that the Cottingham Neighbourhood Plan would 
not be likely to result in a significant effect on any European Site, either alone or in combination and 
therefore no further assessment work would be required. 
 
For any new consultations, or to provide further information on this consultation please send your 
correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Ben Jones 
Consultations Team 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
   

 

 

 

THE AXIS  10 HOLLIDAY STREET  BIRMINGHAM  B1 1TF 

Telephone 0121 625 6888  
HistoricEngland.org.uk 

 
 

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

 

 
 

 
Ms Catherine Wright Direct Dial: 0121 625 6870
 
  
Lepus Consulting Ltd  
 
  
1 Bath Street Our ref: PL00711102
 
  
Cheltenham  
 
  
GL50 1YE 8 September 2020
 
  
 
 
Dear Ms Wright 
 
COTTINGHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN - SEA SCREENING REQUEST 
 
Thank you for your consultation of 13 August 2020 and the request for a Screening 
Opinion in respect of the Cottingham Neighbourhood Plan.   
 
For the purposes of consultations on SEA Screening Opinions, Historic England 
confines its advice to the question, “Is it likely to have a significant effect on the 
environment?” in respect of our area of concern, cultural heritage.  Our comments are 
based on the information supplied with the screening request.   
 
On the basis of the information supplied and in the context of the criteria set out in 
Schedule 1 of the Environmental Assessment Regulations [Annex II of ‘SEA’ Directive], 
Historic England is of the view that the preparation of a Strategic Environmental 
Assessment is not likely to be required.   
 
The views of the other statutory consultation bodies should be taken into account before 
the overall decision on the need for a SEA is made. If a decision is made to undertake 
a SEA, please note that Historic England has published guidance on Sustainability 
Appraisal / Strategic Environmental Assessment and the Historic Environment that is 
relevant to both local and neighbourhood planning and available at:  
 
<https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/sustainability-appraisal-and-
strategic-environmental-assessment-advice-note-8/> 
 









 
   

 

 

 

THE AXIS  10 HOLLIDAY STREET  BIRMINGHAM  B1 1TF 

Telephone 0121 625 6888  
HistoricEngland.org.uk 

 
 

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

 

 
 

Should it be concluded that, overall, a SEA will be required for the Plan, Historic England 
would be pleased to discuss the scope of the assessment in relation to the historic 
environment in due course. 
 
I hope that this information is of use to you at this time.  Should you have any queries, 
please do not hesitate to contact me.  
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
Clive Fletcher 
Principal Adviser, Historic Places 
clive.fletcher@HistoricEngland.org.uk 
 
 
 
 





Environment Agency 
Nene House Pytchley Lodge Road, Kettering, Northamptonshire, NN15 6JQ. 
Customer services line: 03708 506 506 
www.gov.uk/environment-agency 
End 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Catherine Wright 
Lepus Consulting 
1 Bath Street 
Cheltenham 
GL50 1YE 

 
Our ref: AN/2020/130915/01-L01 
Your ref:  
 
Date:  22 September 2020 
 
 

 
Dear Catherine 
 
Strategic Environmental Assessment Screening Report    
Cottingham Neighbourhood Plan       
 
Thank you for consulting us on the Strategic environmental Assessment screening 
report for the Cottingham neighbourhood plan. 
 
Based on a review of environmental constraints for which we are a statutory consultee, 
we find that there are areas of fluvial flood risk and watercourses in the neighbourhood 
plan area. In particular, we note that the boundary does extend into areas of flood zones 
2 and 3 of the River Welland. 
 
On the basis that future development is steered away from the sensitive aspects of the 
environment highlighted, we do not consider there to be potential significant 
environmental effects relating to these environmental constraints. Nevertheless we 
recommend the inclusion of relevant policies to cover the management of flood risk. 
 
Should you require any additional information, or wish to discuss these matters further, 
please do not hesitate to contact me on the number below. 
  
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Jennifer Moffatt 
Sustainable Places Planning Adviser 
 
Direct dial 02030 253488 
Direct fax  
Direct e-mail jennifer.moffatt@environment-agency.gov.uk 
 
 
 



Good Afternoon 
  
Thank you for consulting the Environment Agency regarding the above mentioned 
proposed draft plan. We have reviewed the information submitted and we wish to 
make the following comments 
  
Strategic Environmental Assessment 
We note that the Council has a responsibility to advise the Parish Council if there is a 
need for formal Strategic Environmental Assessment of the draft Neighbourhood 
Plan. You are seeking our views in order to inform the Council’s decision on this 
matter.  
  
We have considered the draft plan and its policies against those environmental 
characteristics of the area that fall within our remit and area of interest.  
  
Having considered the nature of the policies in the Plan, we consider that it 
is unlikely that significant negative impacts on environmental characteristics that 
fall within our remit and interest will result through the implementation of the plan.  
  
Draft Plan 
  
We have no objections to the draft plan, we are pleased to see the protection of 
green spaces and green belt areas. 
  
Following are other environmental issues you could look at putting into your plan. 
  
Flood Risk 
I note that the area has a risk of flooding  (within Flood Zone 2.3)  around the 
watercourses 
  
We would like to see flood risk policies and that minimising the impact of flooding 
referred to in an ‘Environmental’ section. This is a key sustainability issue and will be 
exacerbated in in the future due to climate change. 
  
In terms of both policy and site selection, flood risk should be a major consideration 
in your plan. In drafting your flood risk policy, you should:  
  

·         Emphasise that inappropriate development will not be considered acceptable 
in areas of high flood risk.  

  
·         Highlight, where necessary, the need to undertake the sequential and 

exception tests.  
  

·         Promote a sequential approach to development layout, to ensure the highest 
vulnerability development is located in areas at lowest flood risk.  

  
·         Address the potential impacts of climate change on flood risk.  

  



·         Describe what is expected of developers in terms of surface water run-off 
rates (for both brownfield and Greenfield sites) and sustainable drainage 
systems.  

  
·         Where possible, expect development to result in a betterment to the existing 

flood risk situation.  
  

·         Ensure that new development does not increase flood risk to others  
  
A sequential approach to flood risk will also need to be taken when allocating sites.  
  
New development proposals should be encouraged to contribute either financially or 
through physical works to reduce the flood risk to the wider village. This would 
require a clear understanding of what the flood risk reduction strategy is. This should 
be reflected in this section/policy.  
  
Surface Water 
The Lead Local Flood Authority is now the responsible authority for commenting on 
the surface water drainage arrangements. We therefore recommend you consult 
your LLFA regarding the proposed management of surface water within the Plan. 
  
Allocation of sites 
We understand you are allocation land for houses is within the local plan, these will 
need to be checked by the LPA if not already with their local plan..  This could be 
used as an opportunity for environmental gain for the area as an offset against the 
housing development. 
  
Those that are not within the local plan we suggest any developer take the 
opportunity  to have pre development advise from ourselves, so no unwanted 
surprises arise at planning stage. 
  
Climate change allowance guidance  
Please be aware that our climate change allowance guidance was updated in 
February 2016. The new guidance is available 
here: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-
allowances. 
  
Green Infrastructure 
We would welcome a policy on green infrastructure. As well as providing ecological 
benefits, green infrastructure can be used as flood storage areas for river or surface 
water flows. This policy should promote green walls, roofs and soft borders. 
  
Water efficiency 
There is currently no objectives that considers water resources and water efficiency. 
It is therefore considered that objective could be to include ‘improve efficiency of 
water use’. 
  
New developments should be designed to reduce water usage by incorporating 
water-efficient devices from the outset. Such measures could include low-flow taps 



and shower heads, water butts and rainwater harvesting systems. We would also 
strongly support a requirement for existing properties to be retrofitted with water 
efficiency measures as older properties are often the least water efficient.  
  
Policies should aim to reduce the causes of climate change (for example by 
promoting carbon storage through appropriate land management) in addition to 
making development resilient to climate change. Similarly, the flood risk elements 
could also aim to reduce the impact of flooding in addition to avoiding and not 
contributing to flood risk. 
  
Water quality  
Proper management is important to protect water quality, both for groundwater and 
surface water resources.  
  
Drainage misconnections can occur in new developments, redevelopments, 
extensions or through refurbishment. Developers must ensure that they do not 
connect any foul drainage (including sinks, showers, washing machine/dishwasher 
outlets and toilets) to a surface water sewer, as this can send polluted water into 
watercourses. Similarly, developers should ensure that they do not connect surface 
water drainage (e.g. roof gutter downpipes) into foul sewers as this can cause 
overloading of the foul sewer during heavy rainfall.  
  
Polluted surface water flows from areas like car parks or service yards should always 
have sufficient pollution prevention measures in place to ensure the protection of 
groundwater and watercourses from specific pollutants like petrol (hydrocarbons) 
and suspended solids. Developers should follow appropriate pollution prevention 
guidance when designing formal drainage for large areas of hardstanding.  
  
Ideally, applicants should introduce more ‘surface’ or ‘green’ drainage solutions to 
aid improvements in water quality, such as swales along hardstanding boundaries, 
or a more advanced reed bed system for larger sites. These solutions are easier to 
access and maintain than engineered solutions like petrol/oil interceptors, which 
require regular maintenance to ensure they operate correctly.  
We would welcome a policy which requires a net gain in biodiversity through all 
development,  
  
Foul drainage 
We always expect developments to connect to the mains network (where possible), 
as this is the most sustainable solution for sewerage discharges. Applicants will need 
to discuss their development proposals with the local sewerage provider to ensure 
that there is sufficient capacity in the system and to determine whether any 
additional infrastructure is needed to support the development.  
  
For those settlements not connected to the main foul sewer network, it is likely that 
developments will require a form of non-mains drainage. In these instances, 
applicants will need to follow the foul drainage hierarchy described below and 
potentially seek our advice about preferred solutions. They may need to obtain an 
environmental permit for their foul drainage solution.  
  
  



Foul drainage hierarchy  
Foul drainage should be discharged to a mains sewer system wherever possible. If 
this is not feasible, applicants should first consider using a package treatment plant 
which discharges to a soakaway. Provided that there is sufficient land and suitable 
ground conditions, a soakaway will attenuate the discharged water quality. A septic 
tank discharged to soakaway may also be acceptable in some circumstances.  
If there is insufficient land for a soakaway, or ground conditions mean one would not 
operate effectively, applicants must consider whether discharging directly to a 
watercourse, drain or surface water sewer is possible. Any receiving watercourse 
must be capable of accepting both the proposed quantity and quality of discharge. If 
a direct discharge is possible, a package treatment plant must be used.  
  
If neither the use of a soakaway or a direct discharge is possible, a system without 
any discharge (such as a sealed cess pool or chemical toilet) can be considered. 
Given their capacity to overflow and discharge raw sewage directly into the water 
environment, such systems are a last resort. These type of systems also require 
regular emptying, creating additional carbon emissions and traffic which can impact 
on developments' sustainability.  
  
We would like to see these details reflected in your plan so that applicants are aware 
of the most sustainable options for their foul drainage when they are not able to 
connect to the main foul sewer network. In particular, we would like you to state that 
where a non-mains drainage solution is proposed, the applicant must submit a Foul 
Drainage Assessment (FDA1) form with their planning application.  
  
  
River restoration  
We would welcome the inclusion of a specific river policy, addressing the following:  
  

·         Minimum of 8 metre (m) buffer zones for all watercourses measured from 
bank top to provide an effective and valuable river corridor and improve 
habitat connectivity. A 5m buffer zone for ponds would also help to protect 
their wildlife value and ensure that the value of the adjacent terrestrial habitat 
is protected.  

  
·         Development proposals to help achieve and deliver WFD objectives. 

Examples of the types of improvements that we may expect developers to 
make are: removal of obstructions (e.g. weirs), de-culverting, regrading banks 
to a more natural profile, improving in-channel habitat, reduce levels of shade 
(e.g. tree thinning) to allow aquatic vegetation to establish, etc. Proposals 
which fail to take opportunities to restore and improve rivers should be 
refused. If this is not possible, then financial or land contributions towards the 
restoration of rivers should be required.  

  
·         River corridors are very sensitive to lighting and rivers and their 8m buffer 

zones (as a minimum) should remain/be designed to be intrinsically dark i.e. 
Lux levels of 0-2.  

  
It may be useful to include ownership information details for landowners, applicants 
or developers who have a watercourse running through or adjacent to their site. 



Many people believe that the Environment Agency own ‘main rivers’ which is not the 
case. Whilst we hold permissive powers to carry out maintenance on main rivers, the 
site owner is the ‘riparian owner’ of the stretch of watercourse running through their 
site (whole channel) or adjacent to their site (up to the centre line of the channel) – 
and this includes culverted watercourses. Our ‘Living on the Edge’ publication 
provides important guidance for riverside owners.  
  
Applicants should remove watercourses from existing culverts where this is feasible. 
This will help to reduce flood risk from blocked or collapsed culverts, and open 
channels are significantly easier for the landowner to maintain. Culverts that cause 
blockages of the watercourse are the responsibility of the owner to repair. 
Additionally, we will usually object to planning applications that propose new 
culverts.  
  
Your plan policy should also provide details of ‘buffer zones’ that are left adjacent to 
watercourses. We will always ask developers to maintain an undeveloped,  
  
Naturalised, 8 metre buffer zone adjacent to main rivers. We ask that applicants do 
not include any structures such as fencing or footpaths within the buffer zone as this 
could increase flood risk - through the inclusion of close-board fencing for example. 
Any works or structures that applicants intend within 8m of a main river will require a 
flood defence consent from us, which is separate from and in addition to any 
planning permission granted.  
  
Net Gain   
 
New developments should not only protect watercourses and their riparian corridors 
but also provide overall net gain for biodiversity. Net gain for biodiversity is defined 
as delivering more or better habitats for biodiversity and demonstrating this through 
use of the Defra Biodiversity Metric. It encourages development that delivers 
biodiversity improvements through habitat creation or enhancement after avoiding or 
mitigating harm. 
 
At present, it is not clear how, or if, the proposed development will safeguard existing 
habitat value or provide enhancement. Trees and hedgerow sections on site should 
be retained where feasible and site enhancements could include appropriate native 
tree, shrub and hedgerow species planting, wildflower seeding, a sympathetic and 
appropriate lighting scheme and the incorporation of bird/bat nesting/roosting 
features. 
Bagley Beck and the woodland adjacent to the site forms part of the Leeds Habitat 
Network. Therefore, in line with Policy G9 of the Leeds Core strategy , the 
development “will be required to demonstrate: (i) That there will be an overall net 
gain for biodiversity commensurate with the scale of the development, including a 
positive contribution to the habitat network through habitat protection, creation and 
enhancement, and (ii) The design of new development, including landscape, 
enhances existing wildlife habitats and provides new areas and opportunities for 
wildlife, and (iii) That there is no significant adverse impact on the integrity and 
connectivity of the Leeds Habitat Network”. 
  
  



Historic Landfill 
Historic landfill information is held with the Local Authority. They hold information of 
historic landfill data which is all the information that we previously held on the historic 
landfill sites. As such, we suggest you contact the local Authority for information on 
these. 
  
Land contamination  
Any land contamination policy should address the following matters:  
  
§ Requirement for developers to submit a Preliminary Risk Assessment (PRA) for 
contamination on sites where contamination is known or suspected. PRAs and 
remediation strategies should be in line with relevant guidance – in particular: 
‘Groundwater protection: principles and practice (GP3)’, ‘Model procedures for the 
management of land contamination (CLR11)’ and ‘Guiding principles for land 
contamination (GPLC)’  

§ Developers should ensure that sites are suitable or made suitable for the intended 
use.  

§ There should be no liquid discharges to ground through contaminated land.  

§ Developers should be encouraged to implement measures as required to prevent 
the spread of contamination.  

§ The WFD should be linked to and promoted in the contaminated land policy. The 
WFD also seeks to protect and improve groundwater resources.  
  
There are a number of sensitive ‘receptors’ of land contamination, such as 
groundwater, surface waters or human health, all of which are affected by different 
pollutants and to differing degrees. This is why it is important for applicants to carry 
out a desktop study/PRA to assess any sources of contamination, any pathways that 
could mobilise contaminants (e.g. foundations, piling, and drainage) and the 
sensitive receptors that could be affected. If contamination is suspected or known, 
the applicant may have to undertake further intrusive site works to characterise and 
remediate the contamination, so that it no longer poses an unacceptable risk to the 
receptors.  
  
Groundwater  
It is critical that your plan includes policies to protect groundwater from pollution and 
harmful disturbances of groundwater flow.  
  
We apply a general level of protection for all drinking water sources through the use 
of source protection zones (SPZs). These zones are used to identify areas close to 
drinking water sources where the risk associated with groundwater pollution is 
greatest. SPZs are an important tool for identifying sensitive groundwater areas and 
for focusing development control or advice.  
  
Development proposals within a source protection zone should be supported by a 
risk assessment that assesses the risk to groundwater and its receptors. Risks to 
groundwater can occur at various stages of the development, including the 
construction and operational phases. For instance, surface water drainage systems 
can pose a high risk to groundwater – particularly infiltration systems which 



discharge water to ground. Whilst sustainable, infiltration drainage systems may not 
always be suitable.  
  
We would expect high-risk developments, such as petrol stations, to be steered 
away from the highest risk groundwater areas, such as source protection zone 1. 
Our publication Groundwater Protection: Principles and Practice (GP3)(August 2013) 
sets out our position statements for different types of development.  
  
Details and locations of source protection zones and other environmental constraints 
can currently be found on the ‘What’s in your backyard?’ section of our website 
(although please be aware that prior to March 2017, it is planned that all of our 
environmental data maps will be moved to GOV.UK).  
  
Sustainable construction 
You could also help your community save money through sustainable construction. 
Neighbourhood planning is an opportunity for communities to encouraging efficient 
water and waste management systems in new buildings, and use locally sourced 
wood fuel for heating. You could also help to promote the use of sustainable 
materials in construction, and encourage energy efficiency measures for new builds. 
These measures will reduce the cost of construction for developers and help to 
reduce utility bills for those using the building. This will also help the environment by 
reducing emissions and improving air quality. 
  
We hope this response helps you develop your plan. 
  
If you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact the Sustainable 
Places Team on 020 302 56862 or email sp-yorkshire@environment-agency.gov.uk 
  
River restoration  
We would welcome any restorations river policy 

External Links 
For further information see: 

DCLG - Neighbourhood Planning 
Guidance https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/neighbourhood-planning 

Planning Practice guidance - Neighbourhood 
Planning http://planningguidance.communities.gov.uk/blog/guidance/neighbourhood-planning/ 

Locality - Neighbourhood Planning http://locality.org.uk/projects/building-community/ 

Locality - Neighbourhood Planning Roadmap http://locality.org.uk/resources/neighbourhood-
planning-roadmap-guide/ 

Planning Aid - Neighbourhood Planning http://www.rtpi.org.uk/planning-aid/neighbourhood-planning/ 
  
Kind Regards 
  
  



Claire Dennison 
Sustainable Places Planning Advisor  
  
MY CONTACT DETAILS: 
Direct Dial : 02030256425 (internal 56425) 
Email: Claire.Dennison@environment-agency.gov.uk 
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Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 
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Habitats Regulations Assessment 
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