Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Development
Plan

Screening Report for:
Strategic Environmental Assessment and
Habitats Regulation Assessment

December 2021
1

Contents
Page
No

Section 1: Introduction

3

Section 2: Requirement for SEA/HRA and legislative background

4

Section 3: Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan

6

Section 4: SEA and HRA Screening: Assessment

10

Section 5: Conclusions and recommendations of the screening assessments

16

List of appendices
Appendix A: Assessment against the development plan and potential and likely
significant effects on SPA/RAMSAR and Rutland Water SPA/RAMSAR sites

17

Appendix B: Draft Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan

19

Appendix C: Map showing distances from Rutland Water SPA/RAMSAR and
Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA/RAMSAR sites

20

Appendix D: Map of the Kilsby Neighbourhood Area

22

Appendix E: Responses from statutory bodies

24

2

1.0
1.1

Introduction
To meet the basic conditions which are specified by law a neighbourhood
development plan (NDP) must be compatible with EU obligations. On 9
February 2015 Regulation 15 of the 2012 Neighbourhood Planning
Regulations was amended to require that when a plan is submitted to the
local planning authority it should include either an environmental report
prepared in accordance with the regulations, or where it has been determined
as unlikely to have significant environmental effects, a statement of reasons
for the determination.

1.2

This screening report is designed to determine whether or not the content of
the draft Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan (Appendix B) requires a Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) in accordance with the European Directive
2001/42/EC and associated Environmental Assessment of Plans and
Programmes Regulations 2004; and/or a Habitats Regulations Assessment
(HRA) in accordance with Article 6(3) of the EU habitats Directive and with
Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010
(as amended). Once completed, this screening report will form the basis of
seeking advice from the relevant statutory bodies; Natural England, Historic
England and the Environment Agency as to whether the plan requires a full
SEA and/or HRA assessment. The final outcome of this assessment will inform
what is submitted under Regulation 15 (1)(e). If it is concluded that no
further assessment is required it is considered that this report will fulfil the
requirement at Regulation 15 (1)(e)(ii).

1.3

The report comprises the following four sections:


Section 2 outlines the legislative background to SEA and HRA



Section 3 provides some background to the Kilsby Review
Neighbourhood Plan and the wider development plan context



Section 4 provides a screening assessment of the likely significant
environmental effects of the Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan for SEA
and HRA and also considers ‘in combination effects’ for HRA



Section 5 considers the findings from section 4 and provides a
conclusion on the need for a full SEA and/or HRA
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2.0

Requirement for SEA/HRA Legislative Background

2.1

An NDP must meet the basic conditions. This includes demonstrating that the
plan does not breach and is compatible with EU obligations.

2.2

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

2.3

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 required local authorities to
produce SA’s for all local development documents to meet the requirement of
the EU Directive on SEA. It is considered best practice to incorporate
requirements of the SEA Directive into an SA. This is also discussed in
paragraph 32 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

2.4

However, the 2008 Planning Act amended the requirement to undertake a SA
so that they are only required for development plan documents (DPD’s).
However, the Act did not remove the requirement to produce an SEA. An NDP
is not a DPD (also known as a local plan) and therefore it does not legally
require an SA. Where appropriate, however, an SEA assessment may need to
be undertaken, specifically where an NDP could have significant
environmental effects.

2.5

Whether a NDP requires a SEA and the level of detail needed, will depend on
what is proposed in the draft NDP. An SEA may be required, for example,
where:




the NDP allocates sites for development;
the neighbourhood area contains sensitive natural or heritage assets that
may be affected by the proposals in the plan;
the NDP may have significant environmental effects that have not already
been considered and dealt with through an SA of the local plan.

2.6

Consequently to establish whether the plan might give rise to significant
environmental affects it is necessary to screen it against the criteria set out in
Schedule 1 of the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes
Regulations 2004. This process is carried out in section 4 of this report.

2.7

Article 6 (3) of the EU Habitats Directive (Council Directive 92/43/EEC) and
Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010
(as amended) requires that an appropriate assessment of plans and
programmes is carried out with regard to the conservation objectives of
European Sites (Natura 2000 sites) and that other plans and projects identify
any significant effect that is likely for any European Site. In the context of
4

neighbourhood planning, an HRA is required where an NDP is deemed likely
to result in significant negative effects occurring on protected European Sites
(Natura 2000 sites) as a result of the plan’s implementation.
2.8

The map in appendix C, shows that Kilsby Neighbourhood Area is 21km from
the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA/RAMSAR and 46km from Rutland
Water SPA/RAMSAR. Consequently the impact on these sites will need to be
considered. Further commentary is set out in section 4.
Conclusion of 2015 screening assessment

2.9

The Council undertook the SEA/HRA screening of the draft Kilsby
Neighbourhood Plan in 2015. This concluded that no significant effects would
occur as a result of the implementation of the NDP. It also concluded that
many of the policies were in conformity with the policies of the West
Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy, which had been subject to a full
SA/SEA where no significant effects were identified.
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3.0

Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan

3.1

Kilsby neighbourhood area was designated on 5 December 2013. The village
is situated to the north west of West Northamptonshire, on the border with
Rugby Borough. The parish contains part of the Daventry International Rail
Freight Terminal however this is not within the designated neighbourhood
area. A map showing the designated area is set out in appendix D.

3.2

The Kilsby Neighbourhood Plan was made on 22 July 2016 and has been used
as part of the development plan to consider applications within the
neighbourhood area. One of the basic conditions requires the plan to in
general conformity with the strategic policies in the development plan for the
area. At the time, this was the West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy
(Part 1) (WNJCS) and the saved policies of the Daventry District Local Plan.
The latter was superseded by the Settlements and Countryside Local Plan
(Part 2) for Daventry District (SCLP) when it was adopted in February 2020.
Following this, Kilsby Parish Council made the decision to review the NDP to
ensure general conformity with the up-to-date strategic policies and also to
have regard to the revised NPPF (2019).

3.3

The review has taken into account two evidence base documents which were
published after the plan was made, the Housing Needs Survey for Kilsby
which was updated in 2020, replacing the previous version from 2015; and
the Kilsby Conservation Area Appraisal and Management Plan which was
published in 2018, and resulted in the designation of the Kilsby Conservation
Area. The review took the opportunity to introduce design codes for the
neighbourhood area.

3.4

The vision for Kilsby is set out on page 20 of the draft review NDP and is
unchanged from the made version:
“Kilsby will continue to develop as a village community, in rural surroundings,
with a clear identity and heritage. This will encourage an atmosphere in which
residents see themselves as part of the community and feel safe, and where
there are caring and supportive neighbourhood groups.
It is recognised that growth will be needed to ensure that Kilsby remains
vibrant and sustainable but this will be through small scale developments,
designed to meet the changing needs of the people of Kilsby and that can be
easily absorbed into the existing community.
There will be a sound infrastructure within the village and excellent public
transport, cycle and footpath links to other communities and commercial
centres. Residents will have ready access to employment, recreational and
social facilities both within the village and outside it.”

3.4

The seven objectives are also unchanged but have been re-ordered:
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1. Recreation and leisure
To protect existing opportunities for recreational and leisure activities and to
ensure that the needs of existing and future residents of the village are
provided for to a high standard.
2. Housing
To ensure that any housing proposals are proportionate in scale and provide a
range of different types and size of accommodation to meet the needs of the
community, and are of a design which is consistent with the identity,
atmosphere, and character of the village.
3. Historic buildings, natural environment, and conservation
To ensure the historic buildings and environmental heritage of the village are
recognised and recorded and that the village’s green spaces, ‘green road’,
green field boundaries, and, in particular, the ridge and furrow fields, are
protected and maintained for the benefit of future residents and the national
heritage.
4. Job opportunities
To ensure a strong rural economy through participation in local commercial
centre jobs and homeworking, by identifying opportunities and seeking to
improve communications to and from the village, especially the provision of a
significantly more reliable electricity supply and mobile phone services.
5. Establish and maintain a safe village environment
To ensure the safety and well-being of all residents by promoting the
introduction of traffic management and speed calming measures to reduce
speeding and better protect pedestrians.
6. Transport
To improve Kilsby’s connectivity with adjacent villages, towns, and commercial
centres by improving and encouraging the use of public transport services,
pedestrian ways, cycle paths and public footpaths.
7. Infrastructure
To ensure that the village infrastructure does not lag behind development and
that developers contribute, through the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
towards improved and new village infrastructure. In particular to ensure that
the village has reliable service from the utilities and mobile phone companies,
dedicated medical facilities, and improved transport links.
3.5

Delivery of the vision and objectives is achieved by eight policies which are
summarised below. Two policies from the made NDP have been deleted, K5
Supporting improvements in local transport; and K9 Supporting improvements
in infrastructure in Kilsby.
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K1 Protecting and enhancing existing community facilities and supporting
provision of appropriate new facilities
Modified policy which protects new and existing facilities. The community
shop has been added to the list of named facilities and support given to a
more permanent home subject to design and accessibility. Policy refers to
developer contributions to support improvements. It describes how proposals
for loss of community facilities will be assessed and has changed the period of
active marketing from six to 12 months to be in general conformity with the
SCLP.
K2 Supporting walking and cycling in Kilsby
Modified policy which supports improvements to walking and cycling routes
linking residential areas with facilities and the village with other settlements. It
references an appendix which contains a list of proposed routes and requires
new development to include cycle storage facilities.
K3 Supporting new housing in Kilsby village
Modified policy which supports new housing within the confines subject to
criteria, which are based on the new design codes. The referenced design
codes relate to mitigating impact on the natural environment, views, height,
scale, materials, parking, access and relationship to main roads.
K4 Meeting local housing needs
Modified policy which aims to contribute towards the creation of mixed
communities and meeting local needs identified in the recent housing needs
survey. It supports specific types of housing and requires affordable housing
in line with the SCLP.
K5 Protecting and enhancing Kilsby Conservation Area
New policy which aims to protect and enhance the conservation area. It refers
to the conservation area appraisal and management plan, the design codes
and particular local architectural features. It reinforces selected important
views identified in the conservation area appraisal.
K6 Protecting character, form and setting of Kilsby village
Modified policy which aims to ensure that development inside and outside the
confines respects Kilsby’s character, form and setting. Specific reference is
made to the areas of ridge and furrow.
K7 Local Green Space Designations
Modified policy which protects 10 local green space designations, including
three new spaces.
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K8 Improving Accessibility to Local Employment Opportunities and Supporting
Homeworking
Modified policy which supports local employment opportunities within the
neighbourhood area, subject to criteria. It also supports provision of
communications technology as part of new housing and business proposals.
3.7

To fulfil one of the basic conditions these policies are required to be in general
conformity with strategic policies in the development plan for the local area.
This comprises the West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (Part 1) which
was adopted on 15 December 2014 and the Settlements and Countryside
Local Plan (Part 2) for Daventry District which was adopted on 20 February
2020.

3.8

Whilst this condition will be examined more thoroughly when the plan reaches
the submission stage it has implications for the screening assessment because
the WNJCS and the Part 2 Local Plan have been subject to full SEA/SA and
Appropriate Assessment where, subject to some modifications (which have
been implemented) it was concluded that there would be no significant impact
on the environment or on a protected site. Therefore it is considered that the
conformity of the policies set out above with the policies in the WNJCS and
the Part 2 Local Plan is a useful starting point for this screening assessment.

3.9

The two assessments have been carried out in detail in the table in Appendix
A, which have informed the table on page 14.
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4.0

SEA & HRA Screening: Assessment

4.1

The criteria for determining the likely significant effects referred to in Article 3
(5) of Directive 2001/42/EC are set out below (Source Annex II of SEA
Directive):
1. The characteristics of plans and programmes, having regard, in particular,
to:
 the degree to which the plan or programme sets a framework for projects
and other activities, either with regard to the location, nature, size and
operating conditions or by allocating resources,
 the degree to which the plan or programme influences other plans and
programmes including those in a hierarchy,
 the relevance of the plan or programme for the integration of
environmental considerations in particular with a view to promoting
sustainable development,
 environmental problems relevant to the plan or programme,
 the relevance of the plan or programme for the implementation of
Community legislation on the environment (e.g. plans and programmes
linked to waste-management or water protection).
2. Characteristics of the effects and of the area likely to be affected, having
regard, in particular, to:
 the probability, duration, frequency and reversibility of the effects,
 the cumulative nature of the effects,
 the transboundary nature of the effects,
 the risks to human health or the environment (e.g. due to accidents),
 the magnitude and spatial extent of the effects (geographical area and
size of the population likely to be affected),
 the value and vulnerability of the area likely to be affected due to:
 special natural characteristics or cultural heritage,
 exceeded environmental quality standards or limit values,
 intensive land-use, the effects on areas or landscapes which have a
recognised national, Community or international protection status.

4.2

Figure 1 illustrates the process for screening a planning document to ascertain
whether a full SEA is required (extracted from A Practical Guide to the
Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive):
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Figure 1. Application of the SEA Directive to plans and programmes
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4.3

In the context of the above guidance and considering the findings of the
assessment in the table in appendix A, table 1 below shows the assessment
of whether or not the Kilsby review NDP will require a full SEA. Furthermore
stage 4 of the assessment also considers the impact on European sites in the
context of HRA:

Table 1 Assessment of whether the Kilsby Review NDP requires a full SEA
Stage

Y/N

Reason

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

The Kilsby Review NDP is being prepared by a
steering group with the involvement of Kilsby Parish
Council and not by a national, regional or local
authority. However, if the plan receives support
from the majority of the votes cast through a
referendum it will be ‘made’ by West
Northamptonshire Council.

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

As a qualifying body, Kilsby Parish Council (KPC) has
the right to prepare an NDP on behalf of the local
community but this is not required by the relevant
legislative, regulatory or administrative provisions
(The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as
amended by the Localism Act 2011).

Y

However, if ‘made’, the NDP would form part of the
statutory development plan for West
Northamptonshire Council. It is therefore considered
necessary to answer the following questions to
determine if an SEA is required.
3. Is the NDP prepared for
agriculture, forestry,
fisheries, energy, industry,
transport, waste
management, water
management,
telecommunications,
tourism, town and country
planning or land use, AND
does it set a framework for
future development consent
of projects in Annexes I and
II (see Appendix 2) to the
EIA Directive? (Art 3.2(a))

N

The Kilsby Review NDP is prepared for town and
country planning and land use, however, as
illustrated by the summary of policies set out above
it does not set the framework for future
development consent of projects in Annexes I and
II of the EIA directive.
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Stage

Y/N

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

Reason
The appropriate assessment for the WNJCS
identified that the nearest designated sites (Natura
2000 sites) which could be affected were Rutland
Water SPA and Ramsar site and the Upper Nene
Valley Gravel Pits SPA and RAMSAR site. As
illustrated on the map at Appendix C, the Kilsby
neighbourhood area is 7km from the Upper Nene
Valley Gravel Pits and 38km from Rutland Water.
Through the appropriate assessment for the WNJCS
it was concluded that there would be no adverse
effect on site integrity for both of these sites as any
affect was mitigated through modifications to the
plan. The Habitats Regulation Assessment screening
for the SCLP concluded that because the plan had
no viable pathways to the European sites it could
not contribute to in-combination effects, and for
that reason no likely significant effects are
considered to result from implementation of the
Plan.
Consequently the conformity of the policies in the
Kilsby Review NDP has implications for the impact
on these protected sites alongside any site specific
impacts that may arise.
A detailed assessment of the policies was carried
out as part of this assessment (Appendix A) and has
demonstrated that there will be not be a significant
effect on either the Rutland Water SPA and Ramsar
site or the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA and
RAMSAR sites.

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

Not applicable because of answer to 4.

6. Does the NDP set the
Y
framework for future
development consent of
projects (not just projects in

The Kilsby Review NDP, once adopted, will be used
as part of the development plan for determining
planning applications.
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Stage

Y/N

Reason

annexes to the EIA
Directive)? (Art 3.4)
7. Is the NDP’s sole purpose
to serve the national
defence or civil emergency,
OR is it a financial or
budget PP, OR is it co
financed by structural funds
or EAGGF programmes
2000 to 2006/7? (Art
3.8,3.9)
8. Is it likely to have a
significant effect on the
environment? (Art. 3.5 set
out in figure 1 above)

Not applicable because of answer to 6.

N

The WNJCS was subject to full Sustainability
Appraisal which included SEA assessment. This
ensured that no significant effects are expected to
arise from the implementation of the JCS.
The SCLP was subject to full Sustainability Appraisal
which included SEA assessment. This ensured that
no significant effects are expected to arise from the
implementation of the SCLP.
As set out in para 3.7 above, the conformity of the
Kilsby Review NDP with the WNJCS has important
implications for its likely significant effect on the
environment.
Consequently, as demonstrated in the table in
Appendix A, as the policies of the Kilsby Review
NDP are considered to be in general conformity at
this stage with the strategic policies of the WNJCS
and the SCLP it is not considered that the plan will
have a significant effect on the environment.

4.4

Screening Outcome
As a result of the assessment in Table 1 which has been informed by the
assessment in Appendix A, it is considered unlikely that any significant
environmental effects will occur from the implementation of the Kilsby Review
NDP that were not considered and dealt with by the Sustainability Appraisal of
the WNJCS and the SCLP. As such the Kilsby Review NDP does not require a
full SEA to be undertaken.
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4.5

With regards Habitat Regulations Assessment, as set out in the table above,
in particular the response to question 4, it is not considered that the
implementation of the Kilsby Review NDP, by virtue of its scale and distance,
will result in any likely significant effects upon the Upper Nene Gravel Pits site
or the Rutland Water site. This is demonstrated in the table in Appendix A.
Habitats Regulations Assessment: In combination effects

4.6

Existing plans and proposals must be considered when assessing new plans or
programmes for likely significant effects as they may create ‘in combination’
effects.

4.7

For reference the relevant plans or programmes which should be considered
when reviewing in combination effects are listed below:













4.8

West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (Part 1)
Settlements and Countryside Local Plan (Part 2) for Daventry District
South Northamptonshire Local Plan (Part 2)
Northampton Local Plan (saved policies)
Emerging Northampton Local Plan (Part 2)
Northamptonshire Transportation Plan
Northamptonshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan
North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy
Rugby Borough Local Plan
Harborough Local Plan
Stratford-on-Avon Core Strategy
National Planning Policy Framework

As the plan is required to be in general conformity and will contribute to
delivering the growth identified in the WNJCS rather than exceeding it, it is
not considered that it will lead to any significant ‘in combination effects’.
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5.0

5.1

5.2

5.3

Conclusions and recommendations of the Screening Assessments
SEA
A screening assessment to determine the need for a SEA in line with
regulations and guidance was undertaken and can be found in section 4 of
this report. The assessment finds that no significant effects will occur as a
result of the implementation of the Kilsby Review NDP. The assessment also
finds many of the policies are in conformity with the policies of the WNJCS
and the SCLP which have been subject to a full SA/SEA where no significant
effects were identified.
Consequently from the findings of the screening assessment it is
recommended that a full SEA does not need to be undertaken for the Kilsby
Review NDP. This view is supported by Historic England, Natural England, the
Environment Agency and the Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire
and Northamptonshire.
HRA
A screening assessment to determine the need for HRA in line with
regulations and guidance was undertaken and is set out in Appendix A of this
report and summarised in response to question 4 in table 1. It has found that
many of the policies are in conformity with the policies of the WNJCS and the
SCLP, which were both subject to full HRA, which found no significant or in
combination effects. It is considered that due to the plan demonstrating
conformity with the WNJCS and SCLP it will not result in any significant
effects, alone or in combination, upon the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits
SPA/RAMSAR or the Rutland Water SPA/RAMSAR sites. This view is supported
by Natural England and the Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire
and Northamptonshire.
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Appendix A: Assessment against the development plan the potential likely and significant effects upon SPA/RAMSAR sites
Kilsby Review NDP
Policy

Relevant policy in
WNJCS

Relevant policy in
SCLP

Conformity/conflict
between Kilsby
Review NDP policies,
WNJCS policies &
SCLP policies

Conclusions re
SEA

Potential for likely
significant effects on
Natura 2000 sites
(Upper Nene Valley
Gravel pits SPA and
RAMSAR and Rutland
Water SPA and
RAMSAR)

Conclusions re HRA

K1 Protecting and
enhancing existing
community facilities
and supporting
provision of
appropriate new
facilities

RC2 Community needs
R2 Rural economy

RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
RA5 Renovation and
conversion of existing
buildings within
settlements
CW3 Protecting local
retail services and
public houses

Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly RA2
and CW3 which seek to
protect rural services
and facilities.

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to protect community services
and facilities.

K2 Supporting walking
and cycling in Kilsby

S10 Sustainable
development principles
C1 Changing
behaviour and
achieving modal shift
R3 A transport
strategy for the rural
areas

SP1 Daventry District
Spatial Strategy
RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
ST1 Sustainable
transport infrastructure
CW1 Health and
wellbeing

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to support connectivity and
active travel.

K3 Supporting new
housing in Kilsby
village

S1 Distribution of
development
R1 Spatial strategy for
the rural areas

RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
HO8 Housing mix and
type
ENV1 Landscape
ENV10 Design

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to focus new housing
development within the confines
and for it to be of a high
standard of design, taking into
account local character and
distinctiveness.

K4 Meeting local
housing needs

H2 Affordable housing
R1 Spatial strategy for
the rural areas

RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
HO8 Housing mix and
type

Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly C1,
RA2, ST1 and CW1
which promote modal
shift, improve
connectivity of villages
and active travel.
Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly R1
and RA2, focussing new
high quality housing
development within the
confines.
Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly RA2
and HO8, ensuring that
new development meets
identified local needs

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to ensure an appropriate mix of
dwellings that meet a local
need.
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K5 Protecting and
enhancing Kilsby
Conservation Area

S10 Sustainable
development principles
BN5 The historic
environment and
landscape
R1 Spatial strategy for
the rural areas

RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
RA5 Renovation and
conversion of existing
buildings within
settlements
ENV7 Historic
environment
ENV10 Design

K6 Protecting
character, form and
setting of Kilsby Village

S10 Sustainable
development principles
BN5 The historic
environment and
landscape
R1 Spatial strategy for
the rural areas

RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
RA6 Open countryside
ENV1 Landscape
ENV7 Historic
environment
ENV10 Design

K7 Local Green Space
designations

S10 Sustainable
development principles
R1 Spatial strategy for
the rural areas

ENV4 Green
infrastructure
PA1 Local Green Space

K8 Improving
accessibility to local
employment
opportunities and
supporting
homeworking

S10 Sustainable
development principles
R2 Rural economy
R3 A transport
strategy for the rural
areas

RA2 Secondary Service
Villages
RA5 Renovation and
conversion of existing
buildings within
settlements
RA6 Open countryside
ENV10 Design

and provides a mixture
of housing types.
Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly RA2
and ENV7 by referring
to the conservation area
appraisal and
management plan.
Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly RA2,
ENV1 and ENV7 by
emphasising the need to
protect the form and
rural setting and
important local
landscape features.
Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP especially ENV4
and PA1 by identifying
locally important green
spaces.
Policy is considered to
be in conformity with
both the WNJCS and
SCLP, particularly R2,
supporting accessible
local rural employment.

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to ensure new development
responds to the character of the
conservation area.

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to protect the form and
character of the village.

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to protect locally important
green spaces.

No significant
effects are
identified

None

No negative effect, policy seeks
to support local employment
opportunities.
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Appendix B: Draft Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan (separate
document)
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Appendix C: Map showing distances from Rutland Water SPA/RAMSAR and Upper Nene
Valley Gravel Pits SPA/RAMSAR sites
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RAMSAR

Kilsby

Kilsby Neighbourhood Area and 41.8km buffer from Rutland Water SPA/RAMSAR site and 21.9km buffer from
Upper Nene Gravel Pits SPA/RAMSAR site

©Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. West Northamptonshire Council Licencee number 100063706 2021
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Appendix D: Map of Kilsby neighbourhood area

©Crown copyright and database rights 2021 OS 100063706
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Appendix E: Responses from statutory bodies
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Historic England
The Axis
10 Holliday Street
Birmingham
B1 1TF

Direct Dial:
Our Ref:

PL00758183

Dear Ms Jane Parry,
KILSBY NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – SEA SCREENING REQUEST
Thank you for your consultation of 26th October 2021 and the request for a
Screening Opinion in respect of the Kilsby Neighbourhood Plan.
For the purposes of consultations on SEA Screening Opinions, Historic England
confines its advice to the question, “Is it likely to have a significant effect on the
environment?” in respect of our area of concern, cultural heritage. Our comments are
based on the information supplied with the screening request.
On the basis of the information supplied and in the context of the criteria set out in
Schedule 1 of the Environmental Assessment Regulations [Annex II of ‘SEA’
Directive], Historic England is of the view that the preparation of a Strategic
Environmental Assessment is not likely to be required.
The views of the other statutory consultation bodies should be taken into account
before the overall decision on the need for a SEA is made. If a decision is made to
undertake a SEA, please note that Historic England has published guidance on
Sustainability Appraisal / Strategic Environmental Assessment and the Historic
Environment that is relevant to both local and neighbourhood planning and available
at:
<https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/sustainability-appraisaland-strategic-environmental-assessment-advice-note-8/>
Should it be concluded that, overall, a SEA will be required for the Plan, Historic
England would be pleased to discuss the scope of the assessment in relation to the
historic environment in due course.
I hope that this information is of use to you at this time. Should you have any
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queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,
Clive Fletcher
Principal Advisor for Historic Places
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Jane Parry
Planning and Climate Change
West Northamptonshire Council
Lodge Road
Daventry
NN11 4FP

Our ref:
AN/2012/115155/SE07/SC1-L01
Your ref:
Date:

23 November 2021

Dear Jane
Strategic Environmental Assessment screening report for the Kilsby
Neighbourhood Plan
Thank you for consulting us on the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
screening report for the Kilsby Neighbourhood Plan.
Based on a review of environmental constraints for which we are a statutory consultee,
we find that there are areas of fluvial flood risk and watercourses within the
neighbourhood plan area. In particular, we note that the boundary does extend into
areas of flood zone 3. In addition, your plan includes an historical landfill located on an
aquifer.
On the basis that future development is steered away from these areas, we do not
consider there to be potential significant environmental effects relating to these
environmental constraints. Nevertheless we recommend the inclusion of relevant
policies to cover the management of flood risk and groundwater quality.
Should you require any additional information, or wish to discuss these matters further,
please do not hesitate to contact me on the number below.
Yours faithfully

Jennifer Moffatt
Sustainable Places Planning Advisor
Direct dial 02030 253488
Direct e-mail jennifer.moffatt@environment-agency.gov.uk

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

End
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Date:
02 November 2021
Our ref: 372357
Your ref: Kilsby Neighbourhood Plan

Jane Parry
West Northamptonshire Council
Jane.Parry@westnorthants.gov.uk
BY EMAIL ONLY

Hornbeam House
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way
Crewe
Cheshire
CW1 6GJ
T 0300 060 3900

Dear Ms Parry
Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan: draft SEA/HRA screening report
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 26 October 2021 which was received by Natural
England on 26 October 2021
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural
environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future generations,
thereby contributing to sustainable development.
Screening Request: Strategic Environmental Assessment
It is our advice, on the basis of the material supplied with the consultation, that, in so far as our
strategic environmental interests (including but not limited to statutory designated sites, landscapes
and protected species, geology and soils) are concerned, that there are unlikely to be significant
environmental effects from the proposed plan.
Neighbourhood Plan
Guidance on the assessment of Neighbourhood Plans, in light of the Environmental Assessment of
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (as amended), is contained within the National Planning
Practice Guidance. The guidance highlights three triggers that may require the production of an SEA,
for instance where:
•a neighbourhood plan allocates sites for development
•the neighbourhood area contains sensitive natural or heritage assets that may be affected by the
proposals in the plan
•the neighbourhood plan may have significant environmental effects that have not already been
considered and dealt with through a sustainability appraisal of the Local Plan.
We have checked our records and based on the information provided, we can confirm that in our view
the proposals contained within the plan will not have significant effects on sensitive sites that Natural
England has a statutory duty to protect.
We are not aware of significant populations of protected species which are likely to be affected by the
policies / proposals within the plan. It remains the case, however, that the responsible authority should
provide information supporting this screening decision, sufficient to assess whether protected species
are likely to be affected.
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Notwithstanding this advice, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all
potential environmental assets. As a result the responsible authority should raise environmental issues
that we have not identified on local or national biodiversity action plan species and/or habitats, local
wildlife sites or local landscape character, with its own ecological and/or landscape advisers, local
record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local landscape and biodiversity receptors that
may be affected by this plan, before determining whether an SA/SEA is necessary.
Please note that Natural England reserves the right to provide further comments on the environmental
assessment of the plan beyond this SEA/SA screening stage, should the responsible authority seek
our views on the scoping or environmental report stages. This includes any third party appeal against
any screening decision you may make.
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) Screening
Natural England agrees with the report’s conclusions that the Kilsby Neighbourhood Plan would not be
likely to result in a significant effect on any European Site, either alone or in combination and therefore
no further assessment work would be required.
For any new consultations, or to provide further information on this consultation please send your
correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.

Yours sincerely

Jacqui Salt
Consultations Team

28

Response from the Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire and Northamptonshire

RE: Kilsby Review Neighbourhood Plan: draft SEA/HRA Screening Report
Katharine Banham
Mon 01/11/2021 14:44
To: Jane Parry

Hi Jane,
Thank you for your email. I am still interested in looking at Neighbourhood Plans, although I am hoping that
West Northants will have an ecologist who can cover strategic planning as well as development control as
things settle down with the new councils in time.
I have had a look at the reviewed Kilsby Neighbourhood Development Plan, I was on leave last week so
apologies that it wasn’t done by Friday. I agree with the screening report that the Neighbourhood Plan is in
line with the existing West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy and Daventry Settlements and Countryside
Local Plan. These are covered by a SEA and HRA and so the Kilsby Neighbourhood Plan does not require any
further work concerning biodiversity in this regard.
I was pleased to see that the Local Wildlife Site at Kilsby Landfill Site is mentioned in section 2.18. I think
there maybe two additional Local Wildlife Sites on the edges of the parish, although I wasn’t sure from the
map. These are a section of the Oxford Canal (this is mentioned in terms of the Conservation Area but not as
a Local Wildlife Site) and Ashby Home Wood Local Wildlife Site. If any additional information is needed about
Local Wildlife Sites please do not hesitate to ask.
If the neighbourhood plan group wished to strengthen the document for biodiversity I would recommend
including the value of species rich native hedgerows – hedgerows are already included from a heritage and
landscape perspective. Also I would encourage the identification of biodiversity networks through the parish.
These could be continues habitats, like rich hedgerows, or ‘stepping stones’ which link wildlife rich areas such
as the Local Wildlife Sites and the pockets of woodland.
Best wishes,
Katharine
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