
 

 

APPENDIX 33 Sustainability Assessment 

 

This appendix contains three version of the assessment: 

- The initial workshop output 

- The revised copy showing the changes needed to align the document with the latest version of 

the Plan 

- The final version used in the “Basic Conditions” statement 

 

Initial workshop output 

 Parish of Brailes Neighbourhood Plan  

Pre-submission Draft Plan October 2016 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of pre-submission Draft Plan Policies 

 

Notes of a workshop style meeting held on 17 March 2017 

 

Location: Lower Brailes 

 

Present: Peter Jordan, Louise Couchman, Maggie Witherick, Richard Cheney, John Dudbridge, Jane 

Miles, Stephen Miles. 

 

1. Background and purpose of the meeting 



1.1 A Neighbourhood Plan must meet a number of ‘basic conditions’1 before it can be confirmed as a 

sound plan and adopted. Whether the submitted draft plan meets those requirements will be assessed 

by the local planning authority, and will figure in an independent examination.  

1.2 One of the ‘basic conditions’ is to satisfactorily show that the plan will contribute to the achievement 

of sustainable development. This is the main purpose of the planning system2. There are three 

dimensions to sustainable development: economic, social and environmental. The method by which 

such compliance is demonstrated is not prescribed. Most common is a comparison between the draft 

Neighbourhood Plan policies and policies in the development plan for the wider area, in this instance 

the adopted Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy 2011 – 2031. To reach the stage of adoption such a 

development plan has to be subjected to a formal Sustainability Appraisal [SA]. So if the local policies in 

a Neighbourhood Plan are shown to be aligned with those in the higher level development plan those 

local policies will also achieve sustainable development.    

1.3 The SA of the then submission draft Core Strategy was undertaken in 2014. A comprehensive report 

on the process and outcomes was issued by the environmental consultant hired by the District Council. 

The consultant defined 15 sustainable development objectives that were relevant to the draft plan. A 

set of criteria and questions was then applied to the draft policies and scores for the 15 objectives were 

assessed. In this way the contribution to sustainable development resulting from the implementation of 

the policies was explained. The policies could, if necessary, be reconsidered so they might perform 

better.   

1.4 For the SA of the pre-submission draft Neighbourhood Plan the aim was to do more than ‘box tick’ 

by way of a comparison with the policies in the Core Strategy. Using the set of 15 objectives as applied 

to the draft Core Strategy a checklist pro forma was created, and the methodology as applied by the 

District Council’s consultant was used3. This was a more rigorous approach. The set of draft local policies 

was assessed as a team by those attending the workshop. The policies were taken from the October 

2016 pre-submission draft plan that was published for community and stakeholder comments over the 

last six weeks of 2016.    

1.5 The appraisal team comprised five members of the community plan-making team. Providing 

professional support were Chartered Town Planners Jane and Stephen Miles. 

1.6 This report will form part of the Basic Conditions Statement that has to be sent to the District Council 

with the Submission Draft Neighbourhood Plan and a Consultation Statement covering the local 

community and stakeholder engagement that has taken place.  

 

                                                           
1
 See page 38 of Locality Neighbourhood Plans Roadmap Guide 2012 www.locality.org.uk 

 
2
 Refer to paragraph 6 and 7 of the National Planning Policy Framework 2012, Department for Communities and 

Local Government. The definition of sustainable development is on page 2 of the Framework.   
3
 Sustainability Appraisal of the Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy, May 2014, Lepus Consulting. Published on the 

District Council’s website. 

http://www.locality.org.uk/


2. Conclusions 

2.1 The SA workshop outcome demonstrates that achieving sustainable development is at the heart of 

the emerging plan and policies therein.  

2.2 With several of the policies the SA scores indicate that modifications to the policy contents and 

wordings can potentially make them more focussed and meaningful in achieving sustainable 

development. There is some overlap and duplication with policies within the adopted Core Strategy, it 

would be helpful to review that cross over and to ensure that the local policies fully respond to local 

issues and requirements. This is also the case with relevant considerations from the published Cotswolds 

Conservation Board’s Management Plan [the body responsible for the Area of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty], a cross reference to Core Strategy policy CS.11 will clarify this point. 

2.3 Taken overall and compared to the Lepus Consulting [footnote 2 refers] Sustainability Appraisal of 

the Core Strategy it is evident that the emerging Parish of Brailes Neighbourhood Plan scores at least as 

well in achieving sustainable development.   

2.4 The score sheets from the workshop meeting are annexed below. 

 

Stephen Miles 

 

Stephen Miles BSc MSc MRTPI 

Chartered Town Planner   

 

 

30 March 2017 

 

 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of Submission Draft Plan: Policies Assessment Checklist  

Policy Number: L1 Policy Title: Locally decreasing flooding risks 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a  

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding ++ 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change + 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change + 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution 0 



9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: it is recognised that this policy requires implementation and 
actions across a wider area than the Parish as this is only one part of the river catchment area. 
Such wider action needs to be supported by actions at a Parish level, and the work of the Flood 
Action Group is recognised and supported.  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: L2 Policy Title: Designated Local Green Spaces 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 



3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Upper and Lower Brailes contain several village greens, a large 
playing field, and an allotments area, all of which are much used and valued by the community 
and in the case of the playing field visitors. The policy will reinforce the protection of green spaces 
by formalising existing arrangements.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 



Policy Number: L3 Policy Title: Protecting green fingers and corridors 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity ++ 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: The title wording in the draft plan might better describe the 
purpose and effect of the policy. The policy is about protecting linear green spaces that connect 
with the surrounding open countryside and break up the component built areas of the village and 
are important features and characteristics much valued by the community. It is not clear whether 
formal Local Green Space designation is proposed, if so what is the distinction between policies L1 
and L2?    

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 



Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: L4 Policy Title: Maintaining edge-of-settlement views 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a  

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: This policy is about ensuring there is an acceptable transition 
from the buildings at the edge-of-settlement and the adjoining open countryside. Consider further 
the wording of the L4 Objective with particular regard to Policy CS.9 in the Core Strategy. There 
need to be a cross reference to policy L3 as good practice for edge-of-settlement development 
must be compatible with linear green spaces and links. Ensure there is a cross reference to the 
Village Design Statement and perhaps write and use the policy to require periodic updates to 
impart good practice that is directly relevant to the village.     

 



Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: L5 Policy Title: Nature Conservation 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity ++ 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources ++ 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: This policy is very general and it might be asked what it adds to 
Core Strategy Policy CS.6. Looks like a ‘work in progress’ as written. Ensure there is cross 
reference to L2 and L3. Do any locations justify formal designation by agreement with the land 
owner(s) such as a Local Nature Reserve?    

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: L6 Policy Title: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding  

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change ++ 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change + 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution + 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management + 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel  

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas  

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy  

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: not surprising that this policy scored well. It would. Consider 
what the policy adds to Core Strategy policy CS.2. Recognise that the role of the planning system 
is limited and that advances such as in Building Regulations are seen as the appropriate regulatory 
approach. The L6 content about community led initiatives is interesting, perhaps make the policy 
more about this objective and the basis of future local projects to introduce the technology as 
noted in the L6 explanation? 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: L7 Policy Title: Retaining ‘Dark Skies’ 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage +  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 



9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing - 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: The minus score is about practicalities, increased risks of falls 
in the dark. Overall an interesting and distinctive policy. Consider how the policy fits with Core 
Strategy CS.11 which is about the Cotswolds AONB. There is a good reason for L7 in relation to 
paragraph 4.2.5 explanation of that CS.11 policy as ‘dark skies’ arguably will contribute something 
special to the AONB aims and objectives. 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H1  Policy Title: Maintaining Local Character 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 



3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: refer to comments on L4. Consider how best to write L$ so it 
adds protection over and above Core Strategy policy CS.9 [note especially (5) and (6) in the 
Development Management Considerations text box part of the explanation of CS.9] and ensures   
what is locally important and distinctive about Brailes comes across in this policy. Also ensure that 
there is a justified local angle to impart CS.11 about the Cotswolds AONB. As there is much 
overlap with L3 and L4 you might wish to merge and consolidate?   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 



 

Policy Number: H2 Policy Title: Managing the Built-up Area Boundary 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Ensure there is appropriate cross referencing to L3. L4 and H1. 
The policy is despite the title really about a ‘small sites strategy’ and how to ensure that additional 
housing development is located in the right places and is of a scale that acceptably goes with the 
grain of the village. The scoring was done on that basis, so the wording needs to be modified to 
match the reasonably good score. Likely the ‘small sites strategy’ does better in terms of 
delivering sustainable development than the ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach to locating the 
additional dwellings to meet future housing needs and opportunities. When the locations and 
dwelling number, tenures and types of the ‘small sites strategy’ are finalised you might re-visit the 
above scoresheet to make a comparison with the ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach. If the ‘small 
sites package’ does better this is part of your reasoned justification for that approach and may 
well prove useful for the examination of the Submission Draft plan.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 



Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H3 Policy Title: Meeting Future Housing Needs 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: the plan proposes through H3 some ‘reserve sites’ in Brailes 
for housing development to help meet the future District-wide requirement for additional housing 
land. The Core Strategy assumes that future District-wide requirement will come from the Main 
Rural Centres. It might be clearer if H3 was emphatically about meeting proven future local needs 
within Brailes as identified by further Housing Needs Surveys? If that is the case you might look at 
merging H3 and H4? 
 
A good approach to your housing policies might be to have three well defined policies: 
H1 maintaining Local Character; 
H2 Managing the BUAB plus the ‘small sites package’ strategy; and 
H3 Meeting identified future housing needs by way of three components: a) some market 
housing; b) some affordable housing and/or low cost market housing [see definitions with Core 
Strategy Glossary page 231 onward]; and c) a modest Brailes contribution by two small ‘reserved 
sites’ to meet future identified District-wide housing needs. Those categories work well and have 
been suggested by the District Council in relation to another emerging Neighbourhood Plan.      

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H4 Policy Title: Meeting local housing needs 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: see comments on H3 and consider a merger of H3 and H4? 
Ensure that the ‘small sites package’ is put forward as the means to the end for H4. 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H5 Policy Title: Re-using previously developed [brownfield] land 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity 0 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources ++ 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution + 



9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management + 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: H5 needs to be written more clearly. It seems to mostly be 
about prioritising the re-use of previously developed land over the use of greenfield land, which is 
fine, and scores well. The policy needs to major on such activity being sensitively handled during 
the construction phase, and removing unsightly existing development. It is unclear what H5 a) and 
d) add as these are well covered by other policies H1 and H2.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E1 Policy Title: Encouraging sustainable economic development 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage +  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 



3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Scores well in terms of reducing the need to travel to work 
especially for those on lower incomes for whom travel costs are an issue. Important in terms of 
locally having more ‘start ups’, small businesses and homeworking opportunities, all are important 
for the rural economy. It is worth cross checking E1 with Core Strategy policy AS.10 as this 
contains quite a lot about maintaining the vitality of rural communities and a strong rural 
economy. It should be possible to give E1 the local dimension to add to the wider objectives of 
AS.10.    

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 



 

Policy Number: E2 Policy Title: the re-use of redundant agricultural buildings  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel - 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas + 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: this scores well because of the re-use of buildings rather than 
new build, but the downside is the rural location of the buildings raising accessibility issues. On 
balance though a good policy that promotes sustainable development subject to sensible 
safeguards and qualifications. Somewhere in E2 you must recognise permitted development 
rights have been amended to encourage the re-use of buildings subject to certain limits about the 
age and size and number of buildings, there needs to some cross reference.        

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 



Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E3  Policy Title: Improved telecommunications including fast broadband 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: a practical measure to ensure that commercial development 
includes the essential future-proof technology to connect with local upgraded 
telecommunications. This links well to Core Strategy AS.1o business and tourism content so cross 
reference it in the explanation and bring out the local dimension.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E4 Policy Title: More opportunities for homeworking  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: the scores show E4 can make a useful contribution to reducing 
the needs to travel to work. You could include this within E1 without diminishing the value of the 
policy? 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

The revised copy showing the changes needed to align the document with the latest version of the 

Plan 

 

Parish of Brailes Neighbourhood Plan  

Pre-submission Draft Plan October 2016 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of pre-submission Draft Plan Policies 

These notes have been amended to reflect the meeting held on 18/4/17 with 

Stephen Miles, Louise Couchman, Richard Cheney and Peter Jordan. The 

meeting worked on bringing this document and version 26 of the Plan together.  

Notes of a workshop style meeting held on 17 March 2017 

 

Location: Lower Brailes 

 

Present: Peter Jordan, Louise Couchman, Maggie Witherick, Richard Cheney, John Dudbridge, Jane 

Miles, Stephen Miles. 

 

1. Background and purpose of the meeting 

1.1 A Neighbourhood Plan must meet a number of ‘basic conditions’4 before it can be confirmed as a 

sound plan and adopted. Whether the submitted draft plan meets those requirements will be assessed 

by the local planning authority, and will figure in an independent examination.  

1.2 One of the ‘basic conditions’ is to satisfactorily show that the plan will contribute to the achievement 

of sustainable development. This is the main purpose of the planning system5. There are three 

dimensions to sustainable development: economic, social and environmental. The method by which 

such compliance is demonstrated is not prescribed. Most common is a comparison between the draft 

                                                           
4
 See page 38 of Locality Neighbourhood Plans Roadmap Guide 2012 www.locality.org.uk 

 
5
 Refer to paragraph 6 and 7 of the National Planning Policy Framework 2012, Department for Communities and 

Local Government. The definition of sustainable development is on page 2 of the Framework.   

http://www.locality.org.uk/


Neighbourhood Plan policies and policies in the development plan for the wider area, in this instance 

the adopted Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy 2011 – 2031. To reach the stage of adoption such a 

development plan has to be subjected to a formal Sustainability Appraisal [SA]. So if the local policies in 

a Neighbourhood Plan are shown to be aligned with those in the higher level development plan those 

local policies will also achieve sustainable development.    

1.3 The SA of the then submission draft Core Strategy was undertaken in 2014. A comprehensive report 

on the process and outcomes was issued by the environmental consultant hired by the District Council. 

The consultant defined 15 sustainable development objectives that were relevant to the draft plan. A 

set of criteria and questions was then applied to the draft policies and scores for the 15 objectives were 

assessed. In this way the contribution to sustainable development resulting from the implementation of 

the policies was explained. The policies could, if necessary, be reconsidered so they might perform 

better.   

1.4 For the SA of the pre-submission draft Neighbourhood Plan the aim was to do more than ‘box tick’ 

by way of a comparison with the policies in the Core Strategy. Using the set of 15 objectives as applied 

to the draft Core Strategy a checklist pro forma was created, and the methodology as applied by the 

District Council’s consultant was used6. This was a more rigorous approach. The set of draft local policies 

was assessed as a team by those attending the workshop. The policies were taken from the October 

2016 pre-submission draft plan that was published for community and stakeholder comments over the 

last six weeks of 2016.    

1.5 The appraisal team comprised five members of the community plan-making team. Providing 

professional support were Chartered Town Planners Jane and Stephen Miles. 

1.6 This report will form part of the Basic Conditions Statement that has to be sent to the District Council 

with the Submission Draft Neighbourhood Plan and a Consultation Statement covering the local 

community and stakeholder engagement that has taken place.  

 

2. Conclusions 

2.1 The SA workshop outcome demonstrates that achieving sustainable development is at the heart of 

the emerging plan and policies therein.  

2.2 With several of the policies the SA scores indicate that modifications to the policy contents and 

wordings can potentially make them more focussed and meaningful in achieving sustainable 

development. There is some overlap and duplication with policies within the adopted Core Strategy, it 

would be helpful to review that cross over and to ensure that the local policies fully respond to local 

issues and requirements. This is also the case with relevant considerations from the published Cotswolds 

                                                           
6
 Sustainability Appraisal of the Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy, May 2014, Lepus Consulting. Published on the 

District Council’s website. 



Conservation Board’s Management Plan [the body responsible for the Area of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty], a cross reference to Core Strategy policy CS.11 will clarify this point. 

2.3 Taken overall and compared to the Lepus Consulting [footnote 2 refers] Sustainability Appraisal of 

the Core Strategy it is evident that the emerging Parish of Brailes Neighbourhood Plan scores at least as 

well in achieving sustainable development.   

2.4 The score sheets from the workshop meeting are annexed below. 

 

Stephen Miles 

 

Stephen Miles BSc MSc MRTPI 

Chartered Town Planner   

 

 

30 March 2017 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of Submission Draft Plan: Policies Assessment Checklist  

Policy Number: NE1 Policy Title: Managing Local Water Environment & Flood Risk  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a  

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding ++ 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change + 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change + 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution 0 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: it is recognised that this policy requires implementation and 
actions across a wider area than the Parish as this is only one part of the river catchment area. 
Such wider action needs to be supported by actions at a Parish level, and the work of the Flood 
Action Group is recognised and supported.  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE2 Policy Title: Designated Local Green Spaces 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Upper and Lower Brailes contain several village greens, a large 
playing field, (and an allotments area – delete this), all of which are much used and valued by the 
community and in the case of the playing field visitors. The policy will reinforce the protection of 
green spaces by formalising existing arrangements.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

Policy Number:NE3 Policy Title: Protecting green fingers and corridors 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity ++ 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 



11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: The title wording in the draft plan might better describe the 
purpose and effect of the policy. The policy is about protecting linear green spaces that connect 
with the surrounding open countryside and break up the component built areas of the village and 
are important features and characteristics much valued by the community. (It is not clear 
whether formal Local Green Space designation is proposed, if so what is the distinction between 
policies L1 and L2?- delete this)    

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE4 Policy Title: Maintaining edge-of-settlement views 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 



5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a  

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: This policy is about ensuring there is an acceptable transition 
from the buildings at the edge-of-settlement and the adjoining open countryside. Consider further 
the wording of the L4 Objective with particular regard to Policy CS.9 in the Core Strategy. There 
need to be a cross reference to policy L3 as good practice for edge-of-settlement development 
must be compatible with linear green spaces and links. Ensure there is a cross reference to the 
Village Design Statement and perhaps write and use the policy to require periodic updates to 
impart good practice that is directly relevant to the village. (This was done in the Plan). 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 



Policy Number: NE5 Policy Title: Nature Conservation 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity ++ 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources ++ 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: This policy is very general and it might be asked what it adds to 
Core Strategy Policy CS.6. Looks like a ‘work in progress’ as written. Ensure there is cross 
reference to L2 and L3. Do any locations justify formal designation by agreement with the land 
owner(s) such as a Local Nature Reserve?   (Retained with some added comments in the 
“explanation” in the  Plan)  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 



Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE5 Policy Title: Promote Local Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding  

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change ++ 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change + 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution + 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management + 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel  

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas  

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy  

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: not surprising that this policy scored well. It would. Consider 
what the policy adds to Core Strategy policy CS.2. Recognise that the role of the planning system 
is limited and that advances such as in Building Regulations are seen as the appropriate regulatory 
approach. The L6 content about community led initiatives is interesting, perhaps make the policy 
more about this objective and the basis of future local projects to introduce the technology as 
noted in the L6 explanation? (Emphasis in the Plan given to “local”)  

 



Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE7 Policy Title: Retaining ‘Dark Skies’ 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage +  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing - 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: The minus score is about practicalities, increased risks of falls 
in the dark. Overall an interesting and distinctive policy. Consider how the policy fits with Core 
Strategy CS.11 which is about the Cotswolds AONB. There is a good reason for L7 in relation to 
paragraph 4.2.5 explanation of that CS.11 policy as ‘dark skies’ arguably will contribute something 
special to the AONB aims and objectives. (“Exlpanation” in the Plan changed to reflect this) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H1  Policy Title: Maintaining Local Character 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: refer to comments on L4. Consider how best to write L$ so it 
adds protection over and above Core Strategy policy CS.9 [note especially (5) and (6) in the 
Development Management Considerations text box part of the explanation of CS.9] and ensures   
what is locally important and distinctive about Brailes comes across in this policy. Also ensure that 
there is a justified local angle to impart CS.11 about the Cotswolds AONB. As there is much 
overlap with L3 and L4 you might wish to merge and consolidate?  (Decided we did not want to 
merge these) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H2 Policy Title: Managing the Built-up Area Boundary 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 



9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Ensure there is appropriate cross referencing to L3. L4 and H1. 
The policy is despite the title really about a ‘small sites strategy’ and how to ensure that additional 
housing development is located in the right places and is of a scale that acceptably goes with the 
grain of the village. The scoring was done on that basis, so the wording needs to be modified to 
match the reasonably good score. Likely the ‘small sites strategy’ does better in terms of 
delivering sustainable development than the ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach to locating the 
additional dwellings to meet future housing needs and opportunities. When the locations and 
dwelling number, tenures and types of the ‘small sites strategy’ are finalised you might re-visit the 
above scoresheet to make a comparison with the ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach. If the ‘small 
sites package’ does better this is part of your reasoned justification for that approach and may 
well prove useful for the examination of the Submission Draft plan.  (No further action to be 
taken as SDC support our “small sites” approach) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H3 Policy Title: Meeting Future Housing Needs of SDC Core Strategy 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 



3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: the plan proposes through H3 some ‘reserve sites’ in Brailes 
for housing development to help meet the future District-wide requirement for additional housing 
land. The Core Strategy assumes that future District-wide requirement will come from the Main 
Rural Centres. It might be clearer if H3 was emphatically about meeting proven future local needs 
within Brailes as identified by further Housing Needs Surveys? If that is the case you might look at 
merging H3 and H4? (Driven by SDC “needs” agreed to keep separate) 
 
A good approach to your housing policies might be to have three well defined policies: 
H1 maintaining Local Character; 
H2 Managing the BUAB plus the ‘small sites package’ strategy; and 
H3 Meeting identified future housing needs by way of three components: a) some market 
housing; b) some affordable housing and/or low cost market housing [see definitions with Core 
Strategy Glossary page 231 onward]; and c) a modest Brailes contribution by two small ‘reserved 
sites’ to meet future identified District-wide housing needs. Those categories work well and have 
been suggested by the District Council in relation to another emerging Neighbourhood Plan.      

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 



 

Policy Number: H4 Policy Title: Meeting local housing needs by Gradual Small 
Developments 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: see comments on H3 and consider a merger of H3 and H4? 
Ensure that the ‘small sites package’ is put forward as the means to the end for H4. 
(Decided not to merge them) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 



Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H5 Policy Title: Re-using previously developed land [brownfield] land 
Buildings 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity 0 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources ++ 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution + 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management + 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: H5 needs to be written more clearly. It seems to mostly be 
about prioritising the re-use of previously developed land over the use of greenfield land, which is 
fine, and scores well. The policy needs to major on such activity being sensitively handled during 
the construction phase, and removing unsightly existing development. It is unclear what H5 a) and 
d) add as these are well covered by other policies H1 and H2. 
(Reviewed and some amendments  made to the Plan)   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

Policy Number: E1 Policy Title: Encouraging sustainable economic development 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage +  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 



* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Scores well in terms of reducing the need to travel to work 
especially for those on lower incomes for whom travel costs are an issue. Important in terms of 
locally having more ‘start ups’, small businesses and homeworking opportunities, all are important 
for the rural economy.  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E2 Policy Title: the re-use of redundant agricultural buildings  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel - 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas + 



12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: this scores well because of the re-use of buildings rather than 
new build, but the downside is the rural location of the buildings raising accessibility issues. On 
balance though a good policy that promotes sustainable development subject to sensible 
safeguards and qualifications. Somewhere in E2 you must recognise permitted development 
rights have been amended to encourage the re-use of buildings subject to certain limits about the 
age and size and number of buildings, there needs to some cross reference.    
(Amendment mad to the Plan)      

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E3  Policy Title: Improved acess to Communications 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 



6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: a practical measure to ensure that commercial development 
includes the essential future-proof technology to connect with local upgraded 
telecommunications. This links well to Core Strategy AS.10 business and tourism content so cross 
reference it in the explanation and bring out the local dimension.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 



Policy Number: E4 Policy Title: More opportunities for homeworking  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: the scores show E4 can make a useful contribution to reducing 
the needs to travel to work. You could include this within E1 without diminishing the value of the 
policy? 
(Decided not to merge this with E1) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 



Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

The final version used in the “Basic Conditions” statement 

 

Parish of Brailes Neighbourhood Plan  

Pre-submission Draft Plan May 2017 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of pre-submission Draft Plan Policies 

 

1. Background and purpose of the Appraisal 

1.1 A Neighbourhood Plan must meet a number of ‘basic conditions’7 before it can be confirmed as a 

sound plan and adopted. Whether the submitted draft plan meets those requirements will be assessed 

by the local planning authority, and will figure in an independent examination.  

1.2 One of the ‘basic conditions’ is to satisfactorily show that the plan will contribute to the achievement 

of sustainable development. This is the main purpose of the planning system8. There are three 

dimensions to sustainable development: economic, social and environmental. The method by which 

such compliance is demonstrated is not prescribed. Most common is a comparison between the draft 

Neighbourhood Plan policies and policies in the development plan for the wider area, in this instance 

the adopted Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy 2011 – 2031. To reach the stage of adoption such a 

development plan has to be subjected to a formal Sustainability Appraisal [SA]. So if the local policies in 

a Neighbourhood Plan are shown to be aligned with those in the higher level development plan those 

local policies will also achieve sustainable development.    

1.3 The SA of the then submission draft Core Strategy was undertaken in 2014. A comprehensive report 

on the process and outcomes was issued by the environmental consultant hired by the District Council. 

The consultant defined 15 sustainable development objectives that were relevant to the draft plan. A 

set of criteria and questions was then applied to the draft policies and scores for the 15 objectives were 

assessed. In this way the contribution to sustainable development resulting from the implementation of 

                                                           
7
 See page 38 of Locality Neighbourhood Plans Roadmap Guide 2012 www.locality.org.uk 

 
8
 Refer to paragraph 6 and 7 of the National Planning Policy Framework 2012, Department for Communities and 

Local Government. The definition of sustainable development is on page 2 of the Framework.   

http://www.locality.org.uk/


the policies was explained. The policies could, if necessary, be reconsidered so they might perform 

better.   

1.4 For the SA of the pre-submission draft Neighbourhood Plan the aim was to do more than ‘box tick’ 

by way of a comparison with the policies in the Core Strategy. Using the set of 15 objectives as applied 

to the draft Core Strategy a checklist pro forma was created, and the methodology as applied by the 

District Council’s consultant was used9. This was a more rigorous approach. The set of draft local policies 

was assessed as a team by those attending the workshop. The policies were taken from the October 

2016 pre-submission draft plan that was published for community and stakeholder comments over the 

last six weeks of 2016.    

1.5 The appraisal team comprised five members of the community plan-making team. Providing 

professional support were Chartered Town Planners Jane and Stephen Miles. 

1.6 This report will form part of the Basic Conditions Statement that has to be sent to the District Council 

with the Submission Draft Neighbourhood Plan and a Consultation Statement covering the local 

community and stakeholder engagement that has taken place.  

 

2. Conclusions 

2.1 The SA workshop outcome demonstrates that achieving sustainable development is at the heart of 

the emerging plan and policies therein.  

2.2 With several of the policies the SA scores indicate that modifications to the policy contents and 

wordings can potentially make them more focussed and meaningful in achieving sustainable 

development. There is some overlap and duplication with policies within the adopted Core Strategy, it 

would be helpful to review that cross over and to ensure that the local policies fully respond to local 

issues and requirements. This is also the case with relevant considerations from the published Cotswolds 

Conservation Board’s Management Plan [the body responsible for the Area of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty], a cross reference to Core Strategy policy CS.11 will clarify this point. 

2.3 Taken overall and compared to the Lepus Consulting [footnote 2 refers] Sustainability Appraisal of 

the Core Strategy it is evident that the emerging Parish of Brailes Neighbourhood Plan scores at least as 

well in achieving sustainable development.   

2.4 The score sheets from the workshops meeting are annexed below. 

 

Stephen Miles 

                                                           
9
 Sustainability Appraisal of the Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy, May 2014, Lepus Consulting. Published on the 

District Council’s website. 



 

Stephen Miles BSc MSc MRTPI 

Chartered Town Planner   

 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of Submission Draft Plan: Policies Assessment Checklist  

Policy Number: NE1 Policy Title: Managing Local Water Environment & Flood Risk  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a  

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding ++ 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change + 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change + 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution 0 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: it is recognised that this policy requires implementation and 
actions across a wider area than the Parish as this is only one part of the river catchment area. 
Such wider action needs to be supported by actions at a Parish level, and the work of the Flood 
Action Group is recognised and supported.  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE2 Policy Title: Designated Local Green Spaces 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Upper and Lower Brailes contain several village greens, a large 
playing field,  all of which are much used and valued by the community and in the case of the 
playing field visitors. The policy will reinforce the protection of green spaces by formalising 
existing arrangements.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

Policy Number:NE3 Policy Title: Protecting green fingers and corridors 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity ++ 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 



11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: The title wording in the draft plan might better describe the 
purpose and effect of the policy. The policy is about protecting linear green spaces that connect 
with the surrounding open countryside and break up the component built areas of the village and 
are important features and characteristics much valued by the community.     

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE4 Policy Title: Maintaining edge-of-settlement views 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 



5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a  

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: This policy is about ensuring there is an acceptable transition 
from the buildings at the edge-of-settlement and the adjoining open countryside. Consider further 
the wording of the L4 Objective with particular regard to Policy CS.9 in the Core Strategy. There 
need to be a cross reference to policy L3 as good practice for edge-of-settlement development 
must be compatible with linear green spaces and links. Ensure there is a cross reference to the 
Village Design Statement and perhaps write and use the policy to require periodic updates to 
impart good practice that is directly relevant to the village, this is in the Plan. 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 



Policy Number: NE5 Policy Title: Nature Conservation 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity ++ 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources ++ 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: This policy is very general and it might be asked what it adds to 
Core Strategy Policy CS.6. Looks like a ‘work in progress’ as written. Ensure there is cross 
reference to L2 and L3. Do any locations justify formal designation by agreement with the land 
owner(s) such as a Local Nature Reserve?   (Retained with some added comments in the 
“explanation” in the  Plan)  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 



Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE5 Policy Title: Promote Local Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding  

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change ++ 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change + 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution + 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management + 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel  

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas  

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy  

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: not surprising that this policy scored well. It would. Consider 
what the policy adds to Core Strategy policy CS.2. Recognise that the role of the planning system 
is limited and that advances such as in Building Regulations are seen as the appropriate regulatory 
approach. The L6 content about community led initiatives is interesting, perhaps make the policy 
more about this objective and the basis of future local projects to introduce the technology as 
noted in the L6 explanation? (Emphasis in the Plan given to “local”)  

 



Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: NE7 Policy Title: Retaining ‘Dark Skies’ 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage +  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing - 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: The minus score is about practicalities, increased risks of falls 
in the dark. Overall an interesting and distinctive policy. Consider how the policy fits with Core 
Strategy CS.11 which is about the Cotswolds AONB. There is a good reason for L7 in relation to 
paragraph 4.2.5 explanation of that CS.11 policy as ‘dark skies’ arguably will contribute something 
special to the AONB aims and objectives. (“Exlpanation” in the Plan changed to reflect this) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H1  Policy Title: Maintaining Local Character 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 



15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: refer to comments on L4. Consider how best to write L$ so it 
adds protection over and above Core Strategy policy CS.9 [note especially (5) and (6) in the 
Development Management Considerations text box part of the explanation of CS.9] and ensures   
what is locally important and distinctive about Brailes comes across in this policy. Also ensure that 
there is a justified local angle to impart CS.11 about the Cotswolds AONB. As there is much 
overlap with L3 and L4 you might wish to merge and consolidate?  (Decided we did not want to 
merge these) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H2 Policy Title: Managing the Built-up Area Boundary 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 



9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Ensure there is appropriate cross referencing to L3. L4 and H1. 
The policy is despite the title really about a ‘small sites strategy’ and how to ensure that additional 
housing development is located in the right places and is of a scale that acceptably goes with the 
grain of the village. The scoring was done on that basis, so the wording needs to be modified to 
match the reasonably good score. Likely the ‘small sites strategy’ does better in terms of 
delivering sustainable development than the ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach to locating the 
additional dwellings to meet future housing needs and opportunities. When the locations and 
dwelling number, tenures and types of the ‘small sites strategy’ are finalised you might re-visit the 
above scoresheet to make a comparison with the ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach. If the ‘small 
sites package’ does better this is part of your reasoned justification for that approach and may 
well prove useful for the examination of the Submission Draft plan.  (No further action to be taken 
as SDC support our “small sites” approach) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H3 Policy Title: Meeting Future Housing Needs of SDC Core Strategy 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 



3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: the plan proposes through H3 some ‘reserve sites’ in Brailes 
for housing development to help meet the future District-wide requirement for additional housing 
land. The Core Strategy assumes that future District-wide requirement will come from the Main 
Rural Centres. It might be clearer if H3 was emphatically about meeting proven future local needs 
within Brailes as identified by further Housing Needs Surveys? If that is the case you might look at 
merging H3 and H4? (Driven by SDC “needs” agreed to keep separate) 
 
A good approach to your housing policies might be to have three well defined policies: 
H1 maintaining Local Character; 
H2 Managing the BUAB plus the ‘small sites package’ strategy; and 
H3 Meeting identified future housing needs by way of three components: a) some market 
housing; b) some affordable housing and/or low cost market housing [see definitions with Core 
Strategy Glossary page 231 onward]; and c) a modest Brailes contribution by two small ‘reserved 
sites’ to meet future identified District-wide housing needs. Those categories work well and have 
been suggested by the District Council in relation to another emerging Neighbourhood Plan.      

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 



 

Policy Number: H4 Policy Title: Meeting local housing needs by Gradual Small 
Developments 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all ++ 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: see comments on H3 and consider a merger of H3 and H4? 
Ensure that the ‘small sites package’ is put forward as the means to the end for H4. 
(Decided not to merge them) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 



Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: H5 Policy Title: Re-using previously developed land [brownfield] land 
Buildings 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity 0 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources ++ 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution + 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management + 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel n/a 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas n/a 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside + 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy n/a 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  



Comments on policy performance: H5 needs to be written more clearly. It seems to mostly be 
about prioritising the re-use of previously developed land over the use of greenfield land, which is 
fine, and scores well. The policy needs to major on such activity being sensitively handled during 
the construction phase, and removing unsightly existing development. It is unclear what H5 a) and 
d) add as these are well covered by other policies H1 and H2. 
(Reviewed and some amendments  made to the Plan)   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

Policy Number: E1 Policy Title: Encouraging sustainable economic development 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage +  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness + 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing + 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 



* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: Scores well in terms of reducing the need to travel to work 
especially for those on lower incomes for whom travel costs are an issue. Important in terms of 
locally having more ‘start ups’, small businesses and homeworking opportunities, all are important 
for the rural economy.  

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E2 Policy Title: the re-use of redundant agricultural buildings  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage ++  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness ++ 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity + 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources + 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel - 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas + 



12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside ++ 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing n/a 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: this scores well because of the re-use of buildings rather than 
new build, but the downside is the rural location of the buildings raising accessibility issues. On 
balance though a good policy that promotes sustainable development subject to sensible 
safeguards and qualifications. Somewhere in E2 you must recognise permitted development 
rights have been amended to encourage the re-use of buildings subject to certain limits about the 
age and size and number of buildings, there needs to some cross reference.    
(Amendment made to the Plan)      

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

Policy Number: E3  Policy Title: Improved acess to Communications 

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 



6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all n/a 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: a practical measure to ensure that commercial development 
includes the essential future-proof technology to connect with local upgraded 
telecommunications. This links well to Core Strategy AS.10 business and tourism content so cross 
reference it in the explanation and bring out the local dimension.   

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 

Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 



Policy Number: E4 Policy Title: More opportunities for homeworking  

1 Protect, enhance and manage historic and cultural heritage n/a  

2 Protect, enhance and manage landscape and townscape distinctiveness n/a 

3 Protect, enhance and manage biodiversity and geodiversity n/a 

4 Reduce the risk of flooding n/a 

5 Minimise the District’s contribution to climate change n/a 

6 Plan for anticipated levels of climate change n/a 

7 Protect and conserve natural resources n/a 

8 Reduce air, soil and water pollution n/a 

9 Reduce waste generation and promote effective waste management n/a 

10 Encourage sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel ++ 

11 Reduce barriers for those living in rural areas ++ 

12 Protect the integrity of the District’s countryside n/a 

13 Provide affordable, environmentally sound and good quality housing for all + 

14 Safeguard and improve community health, safety and wellbeing ++ 

15 Develop a dynamic, diverse and knowledge-based economy ++ 

 

* insert notations as key below according to relevance and performance of the policy measured against 

the SA Objective  

Comments on policy performance: the scores show E4 can make a useful contribution to reducing 
the needs to travel to work. You could include this within E1 without diminishing the value of the 
policy? 
(Decided not to merge this with E1) 

 

Key for the policy performance assessment Score 

Likely strong positive effect ++ 

Likely positive effect + 

Neutral or no effect 0 

Likely adverse effect - 



Likely strong adverse effect -- 

Uncertain effect +/- 

 

 

 


