AppendixQ

Historic Environment



Historic Environment Policy Options

Option 1 Identify Conservation Areas, Historic Parks and Gardens and Scheduled Ancient Monuments on the Policies Map and
encourage the protection and enhancement of these areas. Provide encouragement for appropriate proposals to bring into
use heritage assets that that are on the fat risko regis

Option 2 Do nothing

Historic Environment Policy Options

Timescale

Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
housing marketetween | The approatbthe historic environnisninlikely teavea significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in the housing market and, as su
availability and demand | are unlikely to have a significant effect on the objective.
S2. Improve accessibility] Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
for all toessential servicey Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities

The approachttee hi

storic environmsninlikely ttavea significant impact ughenaccessibility of essential services and dacilitsssi both options are
unlikely to have a significant effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport

Option 1

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

infrastructure, improve

Option 2

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

Theapproach the historic environmsninlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travel mode. As sunhkélgtio
have a significant impact on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordq Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and the far of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, both options are unlik;
significat impact on the objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

The approachttte historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social syclusbmihAptions are unlikely to have a signi
impact on the objective.

S6.Encourage a sense of

Option 1 |

+

+

+

Medium |

Local |

Long term |
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Historic Environment Policy Options

Timescale

Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
community identity and Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Option 1 would provide support for the protection and enhancement of historic assets that make a contidewiot cosemseityf idientity. As such, this
would have the potential to have a positive impact otivbeTdtgealternative option would not provide the same level of encouragenoéhigstmiocassets

and is therefore unlikely to have any significant impact on the objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Opion 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the resident |  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population The approachttee historic environmgninlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are unideelyito et
on the objace.

S8.Improve the health Option 1 + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on qua

and, inequalities in healtH of life

of the population Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Option 1 would provide support for the protection and enhatidgenRadts and Gardens and could therefore have some positive impact on health
opportunities for sport and/or recr@hiéoa.is however only a low level of certainty over this impact as the protection of historic parks agdayardess |
that local residents will choose to use these areas for sport and/8yrecnéasginOption 2 would be unlikely to have any significant impact on the ob|

S9.Protect and improve
local neighbourhood
quality

Option 1

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

Option 2

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, both options are uiidi&iety ta

impact on the objective.

Environment

E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen{ Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impattaffioAs such, both options are unlikkelyda significant impact on the hje|
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on
restore open space, perceptions of the area.
biodiversity, flora and Optio 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Option provides protection to Historic Parks and Gardens and encourages the enhancement of these areas. The potitsntied refdravieasotne positiy
effect on the objective of protecting and enhancing®ped spald also have a positive effect orothjectiu®f ensuring residents have access to high g

open spac®y contrast, Option 2 would be unlikely to have any significant impact on the objective.

E3.Reduce contributions

Option 1

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

to climate change

Option 2

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A
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Historic Environment Policy Options

Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impacbufributions to climate chakgsuch, both options are unlikely to have a si
impact othe objeate.

E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impacedpang the impacts of climate chismgactoth options are unlikely to have
significant impact on the olgecti

E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

consumption and The approachttee historic environmsnirikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and production. ,

production are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

resources and reduce lar]  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

contamination The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impact upon land resources and contamination. As such, both options are unli
significant impact on the abgect

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approachttee historic environnmgninlikely to have a significant impagtatpoqualitAs such, both options are unlikely @ sigmdicant impact on the
objective.

E8.Protect and improve § Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approachttee historic environmgninlikely to have a significant impaetirgaalityAs such, Hooptions are unlikely to have a significant impact on 1
objective.

E9.Protect and enhance | Option 1 ++ ++ ++ Medium More Long term | Secondary imgia on sense

the diversity and Option 2 - - - Medium than Long term | of place and perceptions

distinctiveness of local the area.

landscape and townscap{ Option 1 would provide protection to Conservation Areas, Historic Parks and Gardens and Scheduled Ancient Alkmantenisagacapordgdriate propc
character and cultural taht bring into use heritage assets that ar e amajotpositieednpachon thehobjeciva and
facilities objectives relating to protecting and enhancing conservation areasgaaadpeoteancing registered historic parks and gardens. By contrast, Option 2
afford the same levels of protection to these assets or provide encouragemeneforthéreh er i t age as s et gion2 timeeforead thed
potential to have a negative impact on the objective.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Historic Environment Policy Options

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Economic
EC1. Enhanc{ Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high performance and Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A credion and deprivation.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Protecting and enhancing buildings and features of historic interest could help create more attractivegsiband twlile thiedefore have a positive imp
the objective. Optiotherefore has the potential to have some positive impact on this objective but it is acknowledged tHat & efecisrtzihiyadbaut thi)
impact as it is recognised that there are a range of factors that influence invesByeonttasisi@mion 2 would be unlikely to have any significant im
objective.

EC2Reducing disparities

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A NA

of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

The approachttee historic environmeninlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both options are unlikelyitopaatea
the objective.

ECZEnhance T| Opionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination The approachttee historic environmest unl i kely to have a significant i mpact up o nohaVera;
significant irapt on the objective.

EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A creation and deprivation.

Traf ford©os

| Option 1 would seek to protect anucerdunservation areas and wauitle encouragement for appropriate proposals that bring into use heritage ass|

included on the 6éat riskobé register. As not edinTlirnaftfheer & utphpeotr tarneg it
English Heritage. Three of these conservation areas (Old Market Place, George Street and Stamford New Ro &l Adtrenalitdnin/fadyacesntre.
Consequently, Option 1 could have a positiverimppezeptions of Altrincham town centre and therefore help to support the long term sustainability {
contrast, Option 2 would be unlikely to have any significant impact on the objective.

EC5Improve the social

and environmental

perfomance of the

economy

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approachttee historic environmerst unl i kely to have a significant 1 mpact upon t hy

options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary
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Historic Environment Policy Options

! Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Option 1 would have the potential to have a positive impact on a number of sustainability objectives. thingastipgdart fyr pihevprotection andcenfent of heritage assets ar
encouraging the appropriatisegeoh e r i t age assets that are included on t he 0 a trelating sokonscageghamdttes and on
objectivesonicerned with protecting and enhancing conservation areas and protecting and enhancing registered histoi@ppiarkd avalghedEmwe. the potential to have some p;
effect on the objectives relating to health; open space; andwelfaneurBl contrast, Option 2 would have the potential to have some negative impact on the objective chticty
and would have no significant impact on the other objectives.

There are five conservation areas in Trafford hatareid i ed as being 6at risko6 by English Her it augage the tateofchistor
assets in these areas and would also seek to protect and enhance Conservation Areas tAdrnisfopibavamalgositive impact on perceptions of Altrincham town centre and he
long term sustainability of this cBnitecting and enhancing buildings and features of historic interest could help create more atgaaidarplesiartd tould therefore also hay
positive impact on the objective relating t o dverthisimpactdditds recagnisedtmi tieere pre a range ofifactoos
investment decisions. Option 2 would be unlikely to have a significant impact on either of these objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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HE1 7 Conservation Areas

Option 1

Identify Conservation Areas as defined by the UDP

Option 2

Identify Conservation Areas as defined by the UDP and extend nine of these Conservation Areas

Policy HE1 i Conservation Areas

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Abieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing markebetween
availability and demand

Extending Conservation Areas could place some additional restrictions on developmeritthred@ot@inghaéevertheless, the proposed extensions to
Conservation Areas are unlikely to have a significant impact on housing delivery in the Borough. It is trerbihecpiitsideamiliely tbavea significant
impact upon achieya better balance and mix in the housing market and, as such, both options are unlikely to have a sighjéctiae effect on the

S2. Improve accessibility

Option 1 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

for all to essential service

Option 2 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

and facilities

Both options aualikely thavea significant impact ugh@naccessibility of essential services and dacijitisssuc

effect on the objecti

Ve.

h, both options are unlikely to have a sign

S3. Enhance transport

Option 1 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

infrastricture, improve

Option 2 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

choice of travel mode and
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options aualikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choiceAsf stankel bodid@ptions are unlikely to have a significar|

on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordg

and the fear of crime

S5. Reduce poverty and

social exclusion

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options aualikely to have a significant immpaictcrime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impal
Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options aualikelyo have a significant impact

upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, both opt

ions are unlikely to heveratseyolfjeativenpy

S6.Encourage a sense of

Option 1 +

=+

+

Medium

Local

Long term

community identity and

Option 2 +

=+

+

High

Local

Long term

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE1 7 Conservation Areas

| \ Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
welfare and value Both options woslkkk to retain the character and quality of Conservation Areas and would therefore provide pratlelitige amtittatioes thatprovide

diversity, improve equity
and equality adpportunity

areas with a sense of place

and strengthen community identity. Both options therefore have the poten

greater level of protection to addilisoailbuildings and featur

tia tmpave@othe pbftte providing a
estdhs a greater level of certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this ¢

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the resident |  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population Both options are unjikelhave a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are unlikely to havera thigrbgrihenpac
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and, inequalities in healtl] Optior2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyingphaveratbiglifzntive.

S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

local neighbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

quality

Both options aunalikely tbave any sig

nificant impact upon local neighbourho

od quality. As such, both options are unlikely to havenalsigoifjeativémy

Environment

E1.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen{ Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikelyittphatvera thigrabgzriive.
E2.Protet¢, enhance and Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon biodirdesitya flAsasuch, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the ol

E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significstnipaypaontributions to climate change. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impac
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikehate a significant impact upon reducing the impacts of climate change. As such, both options are unlikelympdetvenatisegni
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE1 7 Conservation Areas

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence | Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

Timescale
5-10
years

0-5
years

10+
years

Option Certainty | Scale Mitigation

consumption and
production

Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumpisndmdptiodytitos @e unlikely to have

E6.Conserve lad
resources and reduce lar
contamination

significant impact on the objective.
Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon land resources and contamination. As such dbptb bptiers sifigantliknpact on the objec

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options assgmifikaht tcmpageon the objective.
E8.Protect and improve g Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon air quality. As such, both optibageasesigiikebntaimpact on the objective.
E9.Protect and enhance | Option 1 + + + Medium More Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium than Long term | of place and peptions of
distinctiveness of local the area.

landscape and townscap|
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect 21 Conservation Areas within the Borough. The proposed policy Hiainmdates teQaresedevelopment in thi
areas to be of a higlmdtad and states that buildings of quality within these areas should be retained and, where appropriatenstipeostmte Batheoybii|
potential to have a major positive impact on the objectiveabjddtysublating to protectingrdnratheing conservation arddewever, as option 2 would leq
the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, features and townscapes it has the potential ¢tatenepachoretbigoifijective. In addition, it i
recognised thiatorporating historic buildings within a Conservation Area may make it easier to obtain funding to protetbandesdtaraedndingly,
Option 2 has the potential to have a major significant impact on the objective.

Economic

EC1. Enhancer a f f @
high performance and
sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Option 1 + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

Extending Conservafiogas could place some additional restrictions on development in certain parts of the Borough. Neverthelgssstdae@eacisioh
the Conservation Areas are unlikely to impact on the key locations for economic developmentanettieeBefiaregimiikelly to significantly affect econor
growth. In additiomtecting and enhancing buildings and features of historic interest could help create more attractive ghaed twlile thedefore hay
positive impact on thgective. As such, both options could have some positive impact on the objective. There is however oirlfyaoicer leiseinopaet tax
is recognised that there are a range of factors that influence investment decisions.

EC2Reducing digarities

Opton1| 0 [ 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE1 7 Conservation Areas

| \ Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
by releasing the potential| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl] Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparitiesptiansuate, bolikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
in areas of disadvantage

EC3Enhance T| Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination Both options are unlikely to have a significant impacoupodt oraff i mage as a tourism destination. As
objective.

EC4Encourage the long Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

term sustainability of Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | creation and deprivation.

Trafford6s | Theproposed policy on Conservation Areas requires new development in these areas to be of a high staniddingaraf siaadt/théthbuthese areas sl

be retained anghere appropriate, improved. A significant proportion of Altrincham town centre is within/adjoins a conseoyditns dnescfore hatve th
potential to have a positive impact on the sustainability of Altrincham town centrenanetsuelogient respects and enhances the character and qu

area.
EC5Improve the social Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

performance of the Both options are unlikely to havefasigne nt i mpact wupon the social and environmentala p
economy significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

Both of the proposed options relating to conservation ahea® woudiynificant impact on the overwhelming majority of the objectives. Both options would 2ieGtifysandafiootelrte
within the Borough and would require new development in these areas to be of a high standard and wafldueatyineithiidimgse areas to be retained and, where appropria
Both options therefore have the potential to have a major positive impact on the objective relating to todrnsmagepdsanaeten@act on the objective mtoetammunity iden
However, as option 2 would lead to the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, featurehasdhevposeapaisto have a more significant impact on thbatbgleties {
townscape character tngdle is a greater level of certainty that it would havearagagitivethe objecthag relates to community identity

Given that a significant proportion of Altrincham town centre is within/adjacent to a conservation area, dvetts@piopssitieddirnpact on the objective of encouraging the
sustainability of T r eotedting rard éshanting wuildingseandt feateires. of historic antérdst douldohelp crepte more attractive plsic@&otio dipgoasdcio
therefore also have some positive impact on t healowheyebof deitainty over¢his anpactragit is recoghised that
range of factors that influenvasiment decisions.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Ashley Heath Conservation Area Boundary Options

Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP

Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:

1 Include the open space to the south of Ashley Mill Lane North (Proposed Boundary Extension A);

1 Include Woodhatch, The Ridge and Owl Pen along the south side of York Drive, Carremore and York Cottage to the

north side of York Drive and nos. 51, 53, 55 and 60 South Downs Road (Proposed Boundary Extension B);

9 Include the Church of St Emilie, the Convent of St Emilie, the Lady of the Vale Nursing Home and the Lodge and
areas of open space to the north and south of the Convent (Proposed Boundary Extension C); and

1 Re-draw the boundary to exclude Blenheim Close.

| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between | Extending the Ashley Heath Conservation Area could place somestidtitionain development in this area. Nevertheless, much of the land that wot
availability and demand | through the proposed boundary extensions A and C comprises of land that is within the Green Belt aoyl GdvielSisatsgifraticy R2 and onrojpiR dds
Map ENV17 as an area where landscape character would be protected. In addition, the majority of this aredigelesigidatedrasaiher sections are
within Flood Zones 2 or 3a or form part of the Ashley Heath Waaes88iisdand is unlikely to come forward for housing development even if it wa
in the Conservation Areatlagproposed extensions to the Conservation Aregefmanlikely to have a significant impact on housing delidenpugtBeth
options arthereforenlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicel Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are wlliko have a significant impact upon the accessibility of essential services and facilities and, as sucttikbbthoobticesaignificant
effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode an¢ Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travelopiboies Asesuiclkedptto Easignificant impac

qudity of life to all on the objective.

communities.

S4.Reduce crime, disordd Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and feahpbothmaptisss are unlikely to have a significant impact on th¢
S5. Reduce poverty and [ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upow goe&tgrclusion. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on th
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Longerm
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Both options woskkk to retain the character and quatihieyf Heatbonservation Area and would therefore provide protection to historic buildings an
can providanarea with a sengkplace and strengthen community identity. Both options therefore have the pqtestibleonpaet on the objediiption 2

would however result in protection being gigerater numbehafh quality buildings and features that pusitve contribution to the character of time are
particulaproposed extension B includes two listed lauttithgsproposed boundary extension C incluaéyg tfiehe Vale Nursing Haoouge and Church of
Emilievhich the Ashley Heath<@rvation Area appraisal listakifig a positive contribution to the character ofTthe preposed boundary extensions A ¢
would also provide additional protection to areas of open space that contribute to the sense of placa amechdrich kegwtews both in and out of the
Conservation Area. As a result, thepeaer level of certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Ogion 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and skills of the resident | Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both optioas aignifiikelyitepact on the objective.
S8.Improve the hetl Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and, inequalities in healt] Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyirphaverathigpefitivet
S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
local neighbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Both options analikely thave any significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, both opttorisaeeausigeficant impact on the objeci
Environment
E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact uposuthffimtAptions are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Option 1 is unlikely to have a signifipaist upon biodiversity, flora or fauna. Two of the extensions proposed to the Conservation Area under optiol
extensions A and C) would result in a designated SBI and an aaefoahisupaithof a wildlife corridor being incorporated into the Conservation Area.
provide additional protection to these areas. As such, Option 2 has the potential to have some positivevegigurotectireg dbigetitiersity aital dauna.
There is however only a low level of certainty over this impact as it is recognised that there are othéRpatidiest withalleacly protect the biodiversity
of these areas.

E3.Reduce contributions| Opton 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to climate change. As such, bytto diatiena signifidéa impact on the objel
E4.Reduce impz of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing the impacts of climate change. As surdikethtb bptiers sigmificant imptet on
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumption and Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacsdfocodsatiguti As such, both options are unlikely to |
production significant impact on the objective.
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and reduce lar]  Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term

contamination

Option 1 is unlikedyhave a significant impact on the objective. Two of the extensions proposed to the Conservation Area uheeruptioaudt (A arard
greenfield area being included within the Conservation Area which may reduce the liketiboaprefaasedrma development. As such, Option 2 has t}
potential to have some positive impact on this objective. Nevertheless, much of this land is within thecGdeatifidely &utesSttategy Policy R2 and o
UDP Proposals Map ENVBhasea where landscape character would be protected. In addition, the majority of this area is designdteciad athddlifi
sections are either within Flood Zones 2 or 3a or form part of the Ashley Heath Woods SBI. Asay tesulblittét/lemdome forward for development
irrespective of whether or not it is included in the Conservasicudkrethere is only a low level of certainty that Option 2 would have a significant imj
objective.

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options are ufidietyrtphateratbigiobjective.
E8.Protect andmprove airf Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon air quality. As such, both options are untkelyinopaavem thigrofjective.
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
E9.Protectand enhance Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions ¢
distinctiveness of the area.

landscape and townscap|
character and cultural
facilities

Bothoptions would identify and protect the Ashley Heath Conservation Area and therefore have the potentialdotimavtha pbgttigemplthough Optid
would remove an area of land from the current Conservation Area bourctarigitissraydarn housing which the Ashley Heath Conservation Area Ap
considers to be intrusive to the ConservatitueAcethe choice of materials and poor quality, unsympathetic design.

Option 2 would however result in protection beimg gineatdér number of high quality buildings and features that make a positive contribution to the
area. In particulproposed extension B includes two listed launttithgsproposed boundary extension C incluadyg tiehe Valirsing Homeodge and
Church of St Emilibich the Ashley Heath Conservation Area appraisal lists as making a positive contribution to the chiaegutepa$eldebarezdary
extensions A and C would also provide additional protectmfrofzearepace that contributes to the character and setting of the Con<eovestmuémgas
Option 2 would lead to the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, features, townscapes atldeopetesfialciestinlias reigneificant impact
on the objective.

Economic
EC1. Enhancd{ Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high performance and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Extending the Ashley Heath Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development issthisiateaf e ktitetieat would be inc
through the proposed boundary extensiorS éoamatises of land that is within the Green Belt and whichbg @erdifechtegy Policy R2 and on UDP Pr
Map ENV17 as an area where landscape character would be protected. mnagaidtyiard thie area is designated as acwilitiée and other sections are e
within Flood Zones 2 or 3a or form part of the Ashley Heath Woods SBI. As a result, this land is unlikelydonoonie demetodrfemt even if it was not
included in the Conservation AreeotBgting lildings and features of historic interest both options could however help to create/retain attractive pdiy(
in the Borough which may have some positive impact on the objective. As such, both options could have sdhaeopiesitive ifipax anhowever only |
level of certainty over this impact as it is recognised that there are a range of factors that influence .investment decisions

EC2Reducing disparities

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl,
in aeas of disadvantage

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both optiona argnifintéetyrtgohei/en the objective.

EGB.Enhance T| Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination Both options are unlikely to have a signif i c aardunlikgnphave a signifcannimpaat anf|
objective.

EC4Encourage thelong| Option1 | 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal

Page 932



| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Trafford6s |TheAshleyHeath Conservation Area is not located in pdrtioulady pr oxi mity to one of Traffordds t oy
significant impactonthedoegr m sustainability of Traffordés town centres.

EC5Improve the social Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

performance of the Both options are unlikely to have a signif i can$sudhnptaoptionsarp unlikelyttdhhavi
economy significant impact the objective.

Sustainability Summary

The choice of boundary option for the Ashley Heath Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant iofghet usthmatdjoripbject®@ts options woslkekk to retain the chara
and qality ofAshley Heath Conservationakr@avould therefore provide protection tabhiitonigs and features that prihvgdeca with a sense of place and strengthen communifsidg
result, both options have the potential to have anuesitivethe objectivthat relates encouragga sense of community idehtiiyweveQption 2 would result in protection being giY
greater numberhdgh quality buildings and features that make a positive contribution to theeclraaecteénasuld algpoovide protection to areas of open space that contribute to t
place and which provide a number of key views both in and out of the existing CoGssrsedioenfitieere is greater level of certaintyttiatption would have a positive impact {
objective.

Similarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protecting dapéschpmaeted, tOptisn 2 would have the potential to have a m
impact on this objective as it would provide protection to a greater number of historic buildings and featuttes thahsoapébafehe area and woudtbaide protection to areas of
space that contribute to the character anofseitir@onservation Afeeo of the extensions to the Conservation Area proposed by Option 2 (extensions A and C) would result in
an area of land that forms part of a wildlife corridor being incorporated into the Cortsisrwatiod pr@add additional protection to these areas. As such, Option 2 could also he
impact on the objective of protecting biodiversity, flora and fauna. There is however only a low level mhgactaastyt iveedbignised there are other policies in the Local Plan
already protect the biodiversity value of these areas. Option 1 would be unlikely to have any significantiveBath aptibissobfuld have the potential to have some positivihe
objective of enhancing Traffordds economic per $ewingiamehreseurcesOpt i on 2 coul d al so

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the sustainability objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; i minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain
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Bowdon Conservation Area Boundary Options
Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP
Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:
1 Include the area to the north of Stamford Road (but excluding the three houses on the corner of Cavendish Road and
Ashley Road), west of Ashley Road and south of Cavendish Road (Proposed Boundary Extension A);
91 Include Bowdon Cricket Club, the houses on the west side of Grange Road down to York Road, 69 i 73 South
Downs Road and the area between South Downs Road and Langham Road (Proposed Boundary Extension B);
1 Include the area to the south west of Vale Road (Proposed Boundary Extension C); and
1 Re-draw the boundary to exclude three modern houses on the north side of Ledyard Close.
\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 5-10 | 10+ Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing markebetween
availability and demand

Extending the Bowdon Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development in this areaf thevardelessywvould dedad
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of areas of existing residential development and areae afrepdy ppatectinfioye Strategy
Policy R5. As a result, this land is unlikely to come forward for housingdavé dprsennot included in the Conservation Argagpabttbextensions to |
Conservation Area are therefore unlikely to have a significant impact on housing delivery in the BorougiteRothwopikehs tarbakie a significact ionp

the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility] Option 1 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicl Option 2 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the accessibilityvifesseanti@icidies and, as such, both options are unlikely to have a ¢
effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Optdn 2 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travelopioies Aseesuclikédptto have a significant ii

on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordg

Option 1

o

o

Medium

N/A

N/A

andthe fear of crime

Option 2

Medium

N/A

N/A
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| Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As suchkdigttodygtiena argnifidant impact on tttevebj
S5. Reduce poverty and [ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, botto dyatiena aigaiaritkietypact on the objective.
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Both options woskgk to retain the character and quality of Bowdon Conservation Area and could therefore provide puitdiotsratedHisadues that
provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community identity. Both options therefatedhbhagdlspet@usitive impact on the oljgative 2
wouldchowever result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings and features thatibugion daoptbstisleacacter of the area,
including a number of &mts Crafts houses, substantial Victorian Gothic and Qstydm Wouses in proposed extension ared Eeatli®y cricket pavilion in
proposed extension area B, and two historic buildings and a nuntb@emntumyidi@@ses in classidal istyproposed extension area C. In particular, the
Conservation Area Appraisal for Bowdon identifies a significant number of buildings in each of these areasastritakiog topbsittharacter of the art
lists the Clubhouse and LyelfgaBowdon Bowling & Tennis Club in extension area A, the Bowdon Cricket Club pavilion in extension ateg®&iand {
extension area Cpasssible nominations for a future of Locally Important®Bualdesydt, there is a greatdrdegertainty that Option 2 would have a positi
impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and skills of the resident | Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
population Both options are unlikely to have a sigimfact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on thy
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and, inequalities in healtl]  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A NA
of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyingphaveratbigmlifzotive.
S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
local neighbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Both options aualikely tbave any significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, both options are unlikely to havenatsigolfjeativény
Environment
E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environenmt Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikelyitgphaver thigrubgiive.
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restoe open space, Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | Potential secondary impag

biodiversity, flora and

on health
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SA Objective

Timescale Nature of Effect
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Option 1 is unlikely to have a significant impactivpesithidbra or fauna. One of the extensions proposed to the Conservation Area under option 2
extension B) would result in a cricket ground being incorporated into the Conservation Area. This wouldtpotivideatidéiaredpén space and could
therefore have some positive effect on the element of the objective that relates to protecting open spaady Ehieng isvedweeertainty over this impax
is recognised that there are other policies in fPlahditall already protect such areas of open space from development.

E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon cordliipat@itange. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a signifisetntiop reducing the impacts of climate change. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significaj
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium NA N/A
consumption and Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumpisndmdptiodytitos @e unlikely to have
production significant impact on the objective.
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and redud¢and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | Potential secondary impag

contamination

on health

Option 1 is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective. One of the extensions proposed to thedorgsivat(pfopased extension B) wol
result in a cricket ground being incorporated into the Conservation Area. This would provide additionedmbtgaiosgadiiaradt could therefore have
positive effect on the element of geéivabihat relates to conserving land resources. There is however only a low level of certainty overcthisiseokitte
there are other policies in the Local Plan that already protect such areas of open space from development.

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options are ufidietyrtphat/eratbigiobjective.
E8.Protect and improve g Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon air quality. As such, both options are untkelyinopaatea tigrobjective
E9.Protect and enhance | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Loal Long term | of place and perceptions ¢
distinctiveness of the area.
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SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

landscape and townscap|
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect the Bowdon Conservation Area and therefore have the potential tct loavihe pbjgititred midthough Option 2 \
remove an area of land from the current Conservation Arediscamedacpntains three moderestbas do not make a significant contribution to the spe
interest of the Conservation @ptan 2 would however result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings aadpfesitives t
contribution to the character of the area. In particular, the proposed boundary extension A would resudtnid @naftmbeusésg\rsibstantial Victorian G
and Queen Angag/le houses being included within the Conservattom gkogssed extension B would lead to the incorporatiGemiiayl&icket pavilion al
proposed extension area C contains two historic buildings and a nuthBemtdinpidol@da. particular, the Conservation Area Appraisal fodBotifidenea

significant number of buildings in each of these areas as making a positive contribution to the charadtethef @lal@reassndrs Lychgate for Bowdon
Bowling & Tennis Club in extension area A, the Bowdon Cricket Certigresidioaiiea B and the Soap Cottage in extensionparssbawminations for
future of Locally Important Buil@iagsequentlss Option 2 would lead to the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, features, townscay
spaces it has the potential to have a more significant impact on the objective.

Economic
EC1. Enhancq Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondarynpacts on job
high performance and Option2 | + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Extending the Bowdon Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development in this areaf evaridelessywvould be included
through theroposed boundary extensiomprises of areas of existing residential development and areas of open space that are alGzadyStrategyed |
Policy R5. As a result, this land is unlikely to come forward for significant economic déitelgzmentirsleded in the Conservation AretedBggbuilding
and features of historic interest both options could however help to create/retain attractive places te Beecughinbeshim#ly have some positive imj
the objetive. As such, both options could have some positive impact on the objective. There is however only aolmv thiseinopaeriainityis recognised
there are a range of factors that influence investment decisions.

EC2Reducing dispdies

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. Aasaca,unditefptiohave a significant impact on the objective.

ECZEnhance T/{| Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination Both options are unl i kel ysimage ahastoursm destigatian.nAs suchcbatin dptionsrane antikely to hawe @ sighificant]
objective.

EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Traf fordos

| The Bowdon Conservation Area is located in relatively close proximity to the Hale District Centre. Neeeeth¢hegthit ishoiosiof boundary option for

Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impacttenntheulstadinb i | i ty of Traffordds town centres

EC5Improve the social

Optonl1]| 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | N/A | N/A | |
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
performance of the Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the sociedand erwiton per f or mance of Traffordds e
economy significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

The choice of boundary option for the Bowdon Conservation Area is unlikely to have a sighdicaamjoiityattiom sustainability objectives. Both optesskwouktain the character
quality aheConservation Area and would therefore provide protectiobuddmisterand features that can provide areas with a sense ofrplagta@md@mmunity identity. As a resy
options have the potential to have a positive ithpambjectibat relates emcouragga sense of community identity. Ho®@gtien 2 would result in protection being given to a grea
ofhigh quality buildings and features that make a positive contribution to the character of the area. Congezpientgyehefecestainty that this option would have a positive in
objective.

Similarly, although both optiond lcaué a positive impact on the objective that relates to protecting landscape and townscape character, Optmriehtrabutd Heare & major po
impact on this objective as it would provide protection to a greater nunmbgtdogbiatutideatures that contribute to the townscape of the area, including a number of Arts g
substantial Victorian Gothic and Queestylammuses in proposed extension aredh&emtl®y cricket pavilion in the proposed exteasiyraad two historic buildings and a numbg
19h Century houses in classical style in proposed extension area C. One of the extensions to the Conservatigutidmez (epdposenhB) @ould result in a cricket ground beinglil
into the Conservation Area. This would provide additional protection to this area of open space and couldpbsiteferefteztesdhes objectives that relate to protecting oper]
conserving land resources. There is howevemolelyeh ¢ certainty over this impact as it is recognised that there are other policies in the Local Plarsticht atesesdgfmpsecspace
development. Option 1 would be unlikely to have any significant impact on these objdctives.sBotwapu | d have the potenti al to hav)
economic performance.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the sustainability objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain
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George Street Conservation Area Boundary Options
Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP
Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:
1 Include the buildings along the east side of George Street, inclusive of nos. 3-13 Shawodés Roadl8
Regent Street (Proposed Boundary Extension A); and
9 Include nos. 2a and 2b Cross Street and extensions to no. 69 George Street (Proposed Boundary Extension B).
| \ Timescale Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between
availability and demand

Extending the George Street Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on developmentdssthisiarieaf ey &titethat would be ing
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existingewetopareiati within Altrincham town centre. These areas are therefore unlikely |
forward for significant housing development irrespective of whether or not they are included within the @oopéioratiareAheaetdoe unlikely to have |
significant impact on the obj

ective.

S2. Improve accessibility] Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicl Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon thecies=ssilidibgervices and facilities and, as such, both options are unlikely to have
effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium NA N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travelopioies Aseesuclikédptto have a significant ii

on the objective.

S4.Reduce crimedisorder| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As suchkdigttodytiena argnifidanaaingn the objective
S5. Reduce poverty and [ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, botto dgztiana aignifidékedympact on the objectiy
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term
welfare and value Both ptions woukkek to retain the character and quality of George Street Conservation Area and could therefore providdpifdiegi@ntbfbeians ti

diversity, improve equity | provide the area with a sense of place and strengthen community identitheBetbregtmrethe potential to have some positive impact on ti@pdioje &i
and equality of opportunif would however result in protection being given to additional buildings and features that make a positisleacantebofitimetartisa and, as a resulis there
greater level of certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the resident | Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population Both options are unlikehate a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are unlikely to have atbigmbgariivienpact on
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and, inequalities in healtf Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyingphaveratbigmlifzntive.

S9.Protect and improve Option 1 + + + Low Local Longerm Improved perceptions of tf

local neighbourhood Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | area

quality The George Street Conservation Area is included in the English Heritage Conservation Areas at Risk Regigteza hgpGosakivat@orge Street not

that thissipartly due to unsympathetic alterations and additions, the poor quality of shop fronts, the impact of unsyengmtretithedesdisétraditional
features and architectural deBaitk options have the potential to have a positive flhgpabjeztive as including these areas within a Conservaipmakea
easier to obtain funding to address some of these negative factors. There is however only a low levelinpeettamtyisvectigrisedhieanclusion of ar
areawithin the Conservation Area does not guarantee that funding will be obtained to improve it.

Environment

E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are wllikto have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significantimpact on the objecti
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

biodiversity, flora and Both options are unlikely to have a significant imppenugeace, biodiversity, flora and fauna, geologicahamhgkegical featurks such, both options aj
fauna, geological and geq unlikely to have a digant impact on the objective.
morphological features

E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to climate change. ssssedmlbaly tptave a significant impact on the ob
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Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing theatepaws@é chs such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impg
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumption and Both options are unlikelyave a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and production. As suntikeboth batiers 4
production significant impact on the objective.
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and reduce lary  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
contamination Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon conserving land resources and reducingdad lcontaimamdioos are unlikely to hay
significant impact on the olgecti
E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options are uintiketyrtgppheveratigective.
E8.Protect and improve § Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon air quality. As such, both options are untkelyitopaateeesidpjttive.
E9.Protect and enhance Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions ¢
distinctiveness of the area.
landscape and townscap{ Both options would identify and protect the George Street Conservation Area and therefore have the poteritigldotimvéha pbgitymion 2 would
character and cultural result in protection being given to a greater nugtbquefity buildings and features that make a positive contribution to the charaCterseithendlkhes
facilities option has the potential to have a more sigogitia@npact on the objective.
Economic
EC1. Enhanc{ Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high performancand Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.
sustainable economy to | Extending ti&eorge Street Conservaiea codlplace some additional restrictions on development in this area. Ntedtietetse special interest of th
provide a powerful area could enhance the image of Altrincham town centre and ensure that it remains an attractive placefAt® sisih aiid optestsrcould have some pos
contribution to regional | impact on the objective. There is however only a low level of certainty over this impact as it is recognisegbtbafahtres dnaiinfluence investment d
growth and shopping patterns.
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
EC2Reducing diparities Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
by releasing the potentiall Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparitieepAsrsuale batlkely to have a significant impact on the objective.

EC3ZEnhance T|

Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

image as a tourism

Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

destination

Both options wopldtect the special interest of thiaradeauldherefor&enhancéhe image of Altrincham town centre. Given that Altrincham is the princi

centre in the Borough, both options have the potential to have some positivE impafctfoor d s i ma.ge as a touri sm ¢
EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
term sustainability of Option 2 + + + High Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

Traf fordos

| The Gege Street Conservation Area is located entirely within Altrincham town centre. The choice of boundary featheuthsges/atioreAmplications

development in the area and significantly extending conservation area boundariesdararestiicteievelopment opportunities. Nevertheless, the pro
extensions to the Conservation Area largely cover areas that already contain commercial development anquidtéstiegabeispe cratinterest of the ar
could have a ptige impact on perceptions of Altrincham town centre and a positive effect on the long term sustainatsilisypafrtieaileehtienpldrtant givi
that the George Street Conservatioppmagsal notes that around a sixth of the builtBn@eriservation Area and proposed extension are currently vac
the ground floor shop and the upper&tosush, both options have the potential to have a positive effect on the objectiv@phievértiveldds;esult in
protection bey given to additional buildings and features that make a positive contribution to the character of thieesiecia. sAgoeatinddyd of certainty)|
Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

EC5Improve the social

and ewironmental

performance of the

economy

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a signi f i can$sudhnpttaoptionsuanpkelyito have a

significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

SA Objective

The choice of boundary option fGetirge Stre€onservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impact on the majority of the sustainability objegtivégpr&ettt tpispscial inte
of the areandcouldhereforbave a positive impact on perceptions of Altrincham tohsxeeddd ot h opt i ons have the potential to h
economper f ormance; the image of Trafford as a tourism destination; and the | or

Both options would helgtain the character and quathg@bnservation Area and would therefore provide protectiohuidmgteiand features that prinddeca with a sense of place
strengthen community identity. As a result, both options have the potential to have a pbsitbigdotiptictt orlates Bncouragga sense of community identity.vdo®etion 2 wou
result in protection being given to additional buildings and features that make a positive contributiohamtee@basagiesrtfyt, there ggeater level of certainty that this option wol
a positive impact bistobjectiv8imilarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protectiotgto@psicap2 would have the potential t
major positive impact on this objective as it would providéopaaiestitan number of buildings and features that contribute to the townscape of the area.

The George Street Conservation Area is included in the English Heritage Conservation Areas at Risk Registeedl ApptaisserfcatiGeorge Stotes that this jgrtly due to th
unsympathetic alterations and additions, the poor quality of shop fronts, the impact of unsympathetic adicssisgneatisiaral thatures and architecturalBigtaibptions have

potential to hamepositive impact on the obj¢bttveelates to improving local neighbourhoagisgnalitging these areas within a ConservatioayAreke éasier to obtain funding to adf
some of these negative factors. There is however only aef losvtiargt over this impact as it is recognibeditichision of an angthin the Conservation Area does not guarantee th
will be obtained to improve it.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of ityeobjmsttireshil

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain
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Goose Green Conservation Area Boundary Options
Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP
Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:
1 Include the bridge to the south east of the existing Conservation Area (Proposed Boundary Extension A);
1 Include the green space to the north east of the existing Conservation Area (Proposed Boundary Extension B);
9 Include the structure to the south of no. 22 Back Grafton Street (Proposed Boundary Extension C);
1 Remove no. 2 Goose Green from the Stamford New Road Conservation Area and include within the Goose Green
Conservation Area; and
1 Re-draw the boundary so that it is aligned to include the new development, nos. 15-20 Goose Green.
| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between
availability and deamd

Extending the Goose Green Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development in thieeguezp déedkeettelesions to the
Conservation Area arenalfiest in scale and, as a result, are unlikely to have a significant impact on housing delivery in the Bane tiyér.cButh wplticeyg
have a significant impact on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility] Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicl Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

andfacilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the accessibility of essential services anthfamilitiesptindsasesunlikely to have a signifil
effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options are unlikely to have a significantgorpaansport infrastructure and choice of travel mode. As such, both options are unlikely to have 4

on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordd¢ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As suchkdigttodytiana argnifidant impact on the obj
S5. Reduce poverty and [  Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
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| Timescale Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, botto dyztiena aignifidieefympact on the objectiy
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

wdfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Both options woskkk to retain the character and quality of Goose Green Conservation Areeefore pooldde protection to himtiddings and features th
provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community identity. Both options therefore have the gasititial ito resteosotine objectipéion 2
would however rltsn protection being given to additional buildings and features that make a positive contribution to tee,chatadieg dfi¢heriaige to tl
south east of the Conservation Area. As a result,gheateislevel of certainty thatrOptimuld have a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and skills of the resident | Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upmmsj@aldishills. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the obj
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and, inequalities in healtt{  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population

Both options ardike

ly to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significariiviepact on the objec

S9.Protect and improve

Option 1

0

0

0

Medium

N/A N/A

local neighbourhood
quality

Option 2

+

+

+

Low

Local Long term

Impoved perceptions of th
area

Option 1 is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective. Option 2 would result in the strutttergat@ageepsentisedBack Grafton Street being
included within the Conservation Area (proferssidrearea C). This structure is thought to date from the érdesitting &At, as noted in the Goose Gree
Conservation Area Appraisatutrisntly vacant and in a state of dereliction. Incorporating this structure within the &£oresemakiesbsier to obtain fundi
to enhance this building which would have a positive impact on local neighbourhood quality. Option 2 thatefohahasdneegobsitive effect on the
objective. There is however only a low levainty cesr this impact as it is recognised that including this structure within the Conservation Area doe|

funding will be obtained to improve it.

Environment

E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium NA N/A
traffic on the environmen| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikelyitphatvera thigrab{zriive.
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on qud
biodiversityflora and of life
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SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Option 1 is unlikely to have a significant impact upon biodivefaiipafiama of the extensions proposed to the Conservation Area under option 2 (prc
extension B) would result in an area of green space being incorporated into the Conservation Area. Thisalquict@ctiviaéoatthiktirea of green spac
coud therefore have some positive effect on the element of the objective that relates to protecting open space.

E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely todaignificant impact upon contributions to climate change. As such, both options are unlikely to have alseyolfjeativenm
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both optins are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing the impacts of climate change. As such, botio bptiers significkielimpact on thi
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumption and Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumpisncdmdptodptions &e unlikely to have
production significant impact on the olgectiv
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and reduce larf  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
contamination Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon conserving land resources and reducingdaut lcoptaimapitns are unlikely to hay
significant impact on the objective.
E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact gpailityatersuch, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
E8.Protect and improve § Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impaajugdip. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
E9.Protect and enhance | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Se®mndary impacts on sen
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions

distinctiveness of

the area.

landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect the Goose Green Conservation Area and therefore have the poteimipbict bavihe pojg#iBoth options
therefore have the potential to have some positive impact on ti@ptibje&iweuld however result in protection being given to additional buildings an
make a positive contribution to the character of thedireathindbridge to the south east of the Conservalionsteazenil@ption 2 has the potential to hg
more significant impact on the objective.
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Economic
EC1. Enhanc{ Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high performance and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
cortribution to regional
growth

Extending th&@oose Gredbonservation Area could place some additional restrictions on tretlétopraaniNevertheless, the proposed extensions to thg
Conservation Area are modest in scale and are unlikely to have a signifieaom@mpectemelopment. In adgitidacting the special interest of this area
enhance thenage of Alhcham town centre and ensure that it remains an attractive place to vishasddhyésttimoptions could have some positive im
the objective. There is however only a low level of certainty over this impact as it is rec@gaiagdigat théactors that influence investment decision
shopping patterns.

EC2Reducing disparities

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both optiona argnifindduetyrigphet/en the objective.

ECZEnhance TI
image as a tourism
destination

Option 1 + + + Medium Local Lorg term Secondary impacts on job

Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

The Conservation Areantirelyvithin Altrincham town centre. Both optionsatectidhe special interest of this area and could therefottecanteyeef
Altrincham town centre. Given that Altrincham is the principal town centre mthé Borooeght i ons have the potenti al
as a tourism destination

EC4Encourage the long
term sustainabilitgf
Traffordo6s

Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

Option 2 + + + High Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

1 The Goose Green Conservation Area is located entirely within Altrincham town centreuiitiargHoic@fConservation Area could have some implic

development in the area and significantly extending conservation area boundaries in a town centre can rpsttichitiege Npretiialpss, the proposec
extensions to the Go@reen Conservation Area are minor in scale and it is recognised that protecting the special interest ®ftiigsitiea icopéthan

perceptions of Altrincham town centre and a positive effect on the long term sustainabitguafithbatbramioAs have the potential to have a positive
the objective. Nevertheles®pdi®n 2 would result in protection being given to additional buildings and features that make a positiglearantabofitimetg
area, inclinlg the bridge to the south east of the Conservation Areayéadee is\vael of certainty that it would have a positive impact on this objective.

EC5Improve the social
and environmental
performance of the

economy

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a signif i can$sudhmptaoptionsarp unlkelyttdhave

significant impact on the objective.

Sustainabilifsummary
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

SA Objective

The choice of boundary option for the Goose Green Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant iofhet susthmafdjoribbjectives. Both optiorseelotddetain the charal
and quality tdieConservation Arealamould therefore provide protection tothidttirigs and features that can provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community i
both options have the potential to have a positive thpabjeniivhat relates #ncouragga sense of community identity. Ho®etien 2 would result in protection being given to
buildings and features that make a positive contribution to the character of the area, including the briddehe @enseutlrieasta. Consequently, thergrisager level of certainty
this option would have a positive impact on this objective.

Similarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protecting, tGptimtahevahidréictee the potential to have a major positive im|
objective as it would provide protection to a greater number of buildingthahddetitbuts to the townscape of the area. Option 2 would also result in an aceabeirggercospora
into the Conservation Area and could therefore have some positive effect on the objective that relates wepByamimyazpeO=En 1 would be unlikely to have any significant |
objective. In additi@gion 2 would result in the structure to the sbatlgashge premiseBaxck Grafton Street being included within the Conservation Area. As noted in th
Conservation Area Appraisal, this structurerfly vacant and in a state dtti@nelincorporating this structurethét@onservation Area may meésidér to obtain funding to enhan
building and, as a result, Option 2 could also have a positive impact on the objective of improving localyneighbourhood quali

By prtecting the special interest of this area, both options have the potential to have a positive impact orchansdaptionsesftBtitinoptions could therefore have a positive effe
objectives of enhanciengTmathféoodddsi mapmdasca@Erndpirvmntdlees tli mmg i toearm sustainahb

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the sustainability objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain
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Old Market Place Conservation Area Boundary Options
Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP
Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:
91 Include the northern section of Church Walk, gate posts to the former Townfield House, Beech Hurst, Groombridge
House and the historic buildings adjoining St George
91 Include both sides of Victoria Street, the north side of Stamford Street, the buildings on the north east sides of
Stamford Street and the structures on both sides of Springfield Road (Proposed Boundary Extension B);
f Includenos.10-22 Shawdés Road (Proposed Boundary Extension C
9 Include no. 28 High Street (Proposed Boundary Extension D);
1 Include nos. 1-8 Groby Road, The Knowles and Stoneleigh on Dunham Road and Doonfoot on Regent Road
(Proposed Boundary Extension E);
1 Include the properties on the north west side of Groby Place (Proposed Boundary Extension F); and
1 Include the properties on the south side of Townfield Road and the east side of Richmond Road (Proposed Boundary
Extension G).
\ \ Timescale \ Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between
availability and demand

Extending the Old Market Place Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on develmvertheieshisrarea of the land that would b
included through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existing development and the Conservatien @itk Agatadatéohighlights that ti
are few opportunities for new developghenuighin the existing Conservation Area or the proposed extensions. Both options are therefore unliety |
impact on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicel Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the accessibility of essential services anthfamiitiesptindsassunlikely to have a signifil
effect on the objective.

S3. Enhancednsport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal

Page 949



SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastrectfiteazetbdie. As such, both options are unlikely to have a signifi
on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disord¢ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to hagaificsint impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, both options are unlikely to have a bigoifiEeitvir
S5. Reduce poverty and Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both ofbns are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, both optiona amgnifitéwelyrtgpaetven the objective
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Both options woskkk to retain the character and quality of the Old Market Place Conservation Area and could thereforenjstovidbel ifntistgstaordto
features that provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community identity. Both options therdftrdnhiew e timeepotsittiee impact on the ob
Option 2 would however result in protection being gireatetonumber of high quality buildings and features that make a positive contribution to the |
area. For instance, the Old Market Place Conservation Area Appraisal identifies a series of buildings inedehsibtharptspbeeake a positive
contribution to the character of the area and notes that proposed extension argagbocmtinstures that have retained a high level of historic chare
including the Ll@entury residences along The Mount and RiaradofAd &result, there is a greater level of certainty that Option 2 would have a posit
this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the resident | Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population Boh options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both optioas aignifikelyingpaat on the objective.
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medim N/A N/A

and, inequalities in healtl]  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyingphaveratbiglifntive.

S9.Protect and improve Optio 1 + + + Low Local Long term | Improved perceptions of tf

local neighbourhood Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | area

quality

The Old Market Place Conservation Area is included in the English Heritage Conservation Areas at Risk RiegisieeaTAepCosakioddic Market Plag
notes that thisgartly due to thesympathetic alterations or additions, the poor quality shop fronts, the impact of unsympathetic signs ahthadussti¢
traditional featur@nth options have the potential tahzotive impact on the objective as including these areas within a Congtayatiake’daaier tc
obtain funding to address some of these negative factors. There is however only a low level of certaintit ®/ezdbgmisguhtiiagsinclusion of an a
within the Conservation Area does not guarantee that funding will be obtained to improve it.
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Environment

E1.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Boh options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikely topsat@m sigrofipactivem

E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphologickfeatures

Both options are unlikely to have a significant imppenhugmace, biodiversity, flora and fauna, geologicaharphglegical featurks such, both options ai
unlilely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to ésrateh;hmotbeptions are unlikely to have a significant impact on the
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact updmer@dpeictg of climate change. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant i
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumption and Both ofions are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption andptodyxtions de sudhely to have |
production significant impact on the objective.
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and reduce larf  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

contaminatio

Both options are unlikely to

have a significant direct impact upon conserving land resources and reducingdasut ltootaimamioos are unlikely to ha
significant jmact on the objective.

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options are uiidiéelyripaetveratbigopbjective.
E8.Protect and improve g Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant im

pact upon air quality. As such, both options aregmifiiéahy bmpasecm she objective.

E9.Protect and enhance

Option 1 |

+ |+

| + | Medium | Local |

Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
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Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions ¢
distinctiveness of the area

landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect the Old Market Place Conservation Area and therefore have the finteitiglaot lnavihea pbedypdion 2 would
however result in protection beiag to a greater number of high quality buildings and features that make a positive contribution to tha.Ebarastancs
the Old Market Place Conservation Area Appraisal identifies a series of buildings in each of tba prepssbdtaxiaksia positive contribution to the cf
of the area and notes that proposed extension area @ucoatairsstructures that have retained a high level of historic character, inClewling/ the 19
residences along The MountighchBnd Roafonsequentlgs Option 2 would lead to the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, feature
townscapes it has the potential to have a more significant impact on the objective.

Economic
EC1. Enhancq{ Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high perfomance and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Extending the Old Market Place Conseredicould place some additional restrictions on development in this area. Nevertheless, much of the lang
included through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existing development and the Conservatien@ice i AgkPasal agttlights that the
are few opportunities for new development either within Genseistaigpn Area or the proposed extelmsamditiomprotecting the special interest of this g
particularly the south and eastern parts ofstne&@imn Area, could enhance the image of Altrincham town centre and ensure that it remains an attrg
and invest iAs such, both options could have some positive impact on the objective. There is however only a e elvisl iofijgactaastit is recognised
there are a range of factors that influence investment decisions and shopping patterns.

EC2Reducing disparities

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl,
in areas of disadvantage

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both optiona argnifintduetyrigphet/en the objective.

EC3ZEnhance T

Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

image as a toigm

Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

destination

The Conservation Area is partly within Altrincham town centre and forms a key gateway inbptibe<amupt@etit the special interest of this area an|
therefore enhance the image of Altrincham town centre. Given that Altrincham is the principal town centreoptitines Barautite potential to have som

positive impactonfTfaor d6s i mage .as a tourism destination
EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
term sustainability of Option 2 + + + High Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Trafford®&s | TheConservain Area is partly within Altrincham townTdentieoice of boundary for the Conservation Area could have some implications for develo|
and significantly extending conservation area boundaries in a town centre can restigiataveikgsnbiavertheless, the proposed extensions to the
Conservation Area largely cover areas that are outside of the town centre and it is recognised that pristeetingf the gecattime Conservation Area
within the town aentould have a positive impact on perceptions of the centre and a positive effect on the long term sustainhisilis/pertioeleety
important given th@Conservation Argppraisal notes ttizgre are a number of the buildingsGorikervation Area and proposed extensions are curren
or partially vacaAs such, both options have the potential to have a positive effect on the objectivephNev& teldds;esult in protection being given t
additional buildiregsd features that make a positive contribution to the character of the area. Accordingly, there is a gretitat (@pgbofZ entailnl have |
positive impact on this objective.

EC5Improve the social Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

performance of the Both options are unlikely to have a signif i can$sudhmptaoptionsarp unlkelyttdhave
economy significantipact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

The choice of boundary option fQidharket Place Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impact on the majority of the sustothhilitionisiectiserk to retain th
charater and quality of the Conservation Area and would therefore provide protetidingsestorieatures that can provide the area with a sense of place and strengthen c«
As a result, both options have the potential to bitive &muact time objectibat relates encouragga sense of community identity. Ho®@gtien 2 would result in protection being gi
greater number of high quality buildings and features that make a positive contributiorotdhtheucrearbctearticuta, Old Market Place Conservation Area Appraisal identifies
buildings in each of the proposed extension areas that make a positive contribution to the character ofahprapsaddxigtesith arean®nsumerous structures that have reta
high level of historic character, includint) @entl®y residences along The Mount and RichmdbohReaquently, there ggeater level of certainty that this option would have a pos
onthis objectiv8imilarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protectingdapdstagacted ©Optisn 2 would have the potential
major positive impact on this objective as itovmlddpotection to a greater number of historic buildings, features and townscape that contribute to tb&. character of the ar

The southern and eastern parts of the Conservation Area are within Altrincham town centre. Potbeoptionspialuidterest of the area and could therefore have a positive
perceptions of Altrincham town centre. Ashesuh opti ons have the potenti al to have a pos ihdingeof Teaffofdag
tourism destinati on; and the long term sustainability of Traffordés town ce|

The Old Market Place Conservation Area is included in the English Heritage Conservation Areas at Risk Registére Boterdjaticoshapesitive impact on the objective as in(
these areas within a ConservatiomAyeaakeéasier to obtain funding to address some of these negative factors. There is however only a low levelnpeettamtyisvectigeised
the inclusion of an area within the Conservation Area does not guarantee that funding will be obtained to improve it.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the sustainability objectives.
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South Hale Conservation Area Boundary Options

Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP

Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:

f Include all structures along Ollerbarrow Road (with the exception of two late 20™ Century properties to the south end
of the street), nos. 129-135 Hale Road, nos. 1-11 along the west side of Queens Road and nos. 127-133 along the
west side of Claremont Grove (Proposed Boundary Extension A);

Include the properties along both sides of Bower Road up to no. 134 (Proposed Boundary Extension B);

Include nos. 8 and 24 Warwick Drive (Proposed Boundary Extension C);

Include nos. 61-73 Park Road in between Appleton Road and Lindop Road (Proposed Boundary Extension D);
Include nos. 29 and 31 Arthog Road (Proposed Boundary Extension E);

Include nos. 217, 219 and 221 Hale Road and no. 2 Egerton Road (Proposed Boundary Extension F);

IncludeSt Peterds Assembl y (PRopased8oundary EXtensionlG); 8xd a d

Re-draw the boundary to exclude nos. 7-15 Riddings Road.

=A =4 =8 -8 -8 -89

| \ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Social

S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
housing market between | Extending tigouth Hal€onservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development in this aneaidk=\ibetHalesshat would be include
availability and demand | through the proposed boundary extensions comprisestwalligisgE proposed extensions to the Conservation Area are therefore unlikely to have
impact on housing delivery in the Borough. Both options are therefore umBighyficahaimpact on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicel Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the afoeessittifit services and facilities and, as such, both options are unlikely to have

effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode an¢ Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travelopiboies Asesuiclkedptto have a significant il
quality of life to all on the objective.

communities.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
S4.Reduce cme, disorderf Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As suchkdlgttodyiena asignifidisupiagict on the objectivi
S5. Reduce poverty and [ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, bgttodpaioms aignifitizat impact on the objectiy
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Bothoptions wougebek to retain the character and quality of South Hale Conservation Area and could therefore providebpitutigitoartd faataries that
providehearea with a sense of place and strengthen community identity. Betbfopgibagdtthe potential to have some positive impact on tHepmilgadi
would however result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings and feature s dmétiibugios aoptbstoharacter of the area
including several which are very similar in age, materials and style to those that are already included inghA<anssulatiberdigeater level of

certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve galifications Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and skills of the resident [ Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both optives aiditalitélggact on the objective.
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and, inequalities in healtq Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As cusharbathliépty to have a significant impact on the objective.
S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
local neighbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Both options analikely thave any significant impact upon lgtddmehood quality. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on |
Environment
E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen{ Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options ardikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significactivenpact on the obje
E2.Protect, enhance and| Optio 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(

morphological features

Both options are unlikely to have a significant imppenugmace, biodiversity, flora and fauna, geologicaharphgkgical featurks such, both options ai
unlikely to have grsficant impact on the objective.
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to climate changéoAs axehnhlodhydp have a significant impact on the ok
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing thimatgabtngec As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant imp;
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

consumption and
production

Both options are urljike have a signi

ficant direct i

mpact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and production. A€ surdlikehoth bptiers ¢

E6.Conserve land

resources and reduce lar

significant impact on the objective.
Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

contamination

Both options are unlikely to have a significant dir
significant impact on thectibg

ect impact upon conserving land resources and reducingdasud lcontaimamioos are unlikely to hay

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options are uiidiketyrtgpheai/&ne sigjeictive.
E8.Protect and improve g Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon air quality. As such, both options are untkelyitopaarethesigjiictive.
E9.Protect and enhance Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions ¢

distinctiveness of

the area.

landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect the South Hale Conservation Area and therefore have the potentrgldotimvéha pogtitiee. Although Optior|
would remove an area of land from the currentt@on&ezazboundary, this area contains a numHateo2fh@entury housingption 2 would however resy
protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings and features that make a positivearantebaofitmetatihirathding several which al
very similar in age, materials and style to those that are already included in the CdDseseafimgedption 2 would lead to the protection of a greg
number of historic buildings, features, townstapesn apaces it has the potential to have a more significant impact on the objective.

Economic

EC1. Enhanc|{

Option 1 |

L

+

| Low

| Local |

Long term | Seondary impacts on job |
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\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
high performance and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Extending tt#outh Hal€onservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development in this area. Nevertheless, roudth lof thellmtetitl
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of areas of existing residential idavdikeinémtante forward for significant economic develo
even if it was not included in the Conservation AstactBg fbuildings and featfreistoric interest both options could however help to create/retain att
to live and invest in the Borough which may have some positive impact on the objective. As such, both opfiostivelid festeoadime objective. Ther

however only a low level of certainty over this impact as it is recognised that there are a range of fauEsBibat deltisiores

EC2Reducing disparities| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potentiall Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl] Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both optiona aignifindietyrtphaten the objective.

in areas of disadvantage

ECZBEnhance T| Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination Both options are unlikely to have a signi f i c aardunliketypodhave a sigmfinpactDm thef
objective.

EC4Encourage the long Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Traf fordos

1 The north western part of the South

Hale Conservation Area is adjacent ticti@ehiade Restertheless, it is

considered that the choice of boundary o

EC5Improve the social

and environmental

perfornance of the

economy

Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impacttorethedongs ust ai nabi |l ity of Traffordbés town
Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a signif i can$sudhrptaoptionsarp unlkelyttdhave

significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect

Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

SA Objective

The choice of boundary option for the South Hale Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant imptet enstiaénatzi|jityitybgectives. Both optionseeloiddretaing characte
and quality tdieConservation Area and would therefore provide protectiobuddiigeriad features that can provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community i
both options have the potential t@hmositive impact ttve objectivthat relates #ncouragga sense of community identity. Ho®etien 2 would result in protection being given to
number of high quality buildings and features that make a positive contribuatiter tof ttee @lrae. Consequently, theypeeiex level of certainty that this option would have a positiv
this objective.

Similarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protettnwgdanfdscalparactdr, Option 2 would have the potential to have a n
impact on this objective as it would provide protection to a greater number of historic buildings and featmtbe tiostrsmatobudf the area, includingveeiokralre very similar in |
materials and style to those that are already included in the Conservation Area. Both options would haveethe paiemiial topha s i t i ve ef f ect on t
performance.

Neither opth would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the sustainability objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Stamford New Road Conservation Area Boundary Options

Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP

Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:

1 Include the structures and open spaces to the east of Back Grafton Street (Proposed Boundary Extension A);

1 Include the railway Bridge on Moss Lane (Proposed Boundary Extension B);

1 Include the railway tracks to the extent of the railway platform and the historic associated railway structures to the

west and east side of the tracks (Proposed Boundary Extension C);

Include the forecourt of the bus station to the road line (Proposed Boundary Extension D);

Include the former bowling green to the rear of no. 46 Railway Street (Proposed Boundary Extension E);

Include nos. 7a-15 Regent Road and the southwest side of Regent Road up to New Street (Proposed Boundary

Extension F);

 Remove no. 2 Goose Green from the Stamford New Road Conservation Area and add it to the Goose Green
Conservation Area.

=A =4 =

| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Aclave a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between | Extending the Stamford New Road Conservation Area could place some additional restricticinstiois desaldyevertheless, much of the land that wo
availability and demand | included through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existing commercial development, a raillVagsandraasuarstétierefore unlikely to
forward for significant mmudevelopment irrespective of whether or not they are included within the Conservation Area. Both opitiehstarbather@fore

significant impact on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility| Optiorl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicel Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the accessibility of essential services anthfdmiitiesptindsassunlikely to have a signifi
effect on the jelstive.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode anq Option 2 would result in both the railway and bus station HeenGanitieirvation Area. However, the inclusion of these stations within the Conservatid

quality of life to all unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travel mode. As suchkélgttodpiona aignifidizpizict on the objectivy

communities.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| Timescale | Nature of Effect
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

S4.Reduce crime, disordd Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime.r&sasaclizelly tiptiave a significant impact on the o
S5. Reduce poverty and [ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty asibsobislsextiuboth options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the {
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Optio 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Both options woskkk to retain the character and quataynédrd New Rdaoinservation Area and could therefore provide protectiohuidiigernd
features that provide the area with a sense of gieagthdn community identity. Both options therefore have the potential to have some positive in|
objectiveOption 2 would however result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings aadofesitivesntinidimnakeo the
character of the area, including no. 15 Regent Road and the railway station, both of which are considereAimatApLaissttodtietandmark structurg

a result, there iggeater level of certainty that Optiand?h&ge a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the resident [ Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualikdorssasuch, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the obje
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and, inequalities in healtq Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population Both options are unlikelyave a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

local neighbourhood Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | Improvegerceptions of the

quality

area

Option 1 is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective. Option 2 would result in the structuresrendagperh BpakeSrafton Street being incl
within the Conservation Area (proposed extensjoiT hiearAa is listed in the Stamford New Road Conservation Area Appraisal as having a negatiy
character of the area due to there beirtyiee of surface treatments, unkempt areas and some areas of graffiti. IncorporatintyehiSoaseEawaitioin Area
make ieasier to obtain funding to enhance the area which would have a positive impact on local neighbourhooeéfgualiigs @i pot2tiiat to have sg
positive effect on the objective. There is howevewdelyehof certainty over this impact as it is recognised that including this structure within the Co

does not guarantee that funding will be obtained to improve it.

Environment

E1.Reduce the effect of

Optiorl

Medium

N/A

N/A

traffic on the environment

Option 2

0
0

0
0

0
0

Medium

N/A

N/A
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Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikelyintphatem thigribsiive.
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open spac Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Both options are un
unlikely to have a si

gnificant impact

likely to have a significant imppenugace, biodiversity, flora and fauna, deoldgjeanorphological featurks such, both options ai
on the objective.

E3.Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikehate a significant impact upon contributions to climate change. As such, both options are unlikely to hetvenatiséggobijeative
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Bothoptions are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing the impacts of climate change. As suchkédyptto dyatiena signifidant impact on th
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

consumption and
production

Both options are un
significant impact on theabivie.

likely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumpisndmdptiodytitos @e unlikely to have

E6.Conserve land

Option 1

0

0 0

Medium

N/A

N/A

resources and reduce lar

Option 2

0

0 0

Medium

N/A

N/A

contamination

Both options are un

significant impact on the objective.

likely to have a significant direct impact upon conserving land resources and redimmg\&Rsdagriathioations are unlikely to hg

E7.Protect and improve

water quality

E8.Protect and improve g

quality

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impatéugoality. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are un

likely to have a significa

ictquality. As such, both

options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E9.Protect and enhance

Option 1

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long ten

the diversity and

distinctiveness of

Option 2

++

++ ++

Medium

Local

Long term

Secondary impacts on sef

of place and perceptions ¢

the area.
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SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

landscape and townscap|
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect the Stamford New Road Conservation Area and therefore have thesitigteitipbit tise@bjectiv@ption 2

would result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings and features that malanagtsitivkacantar of the area, includin
15 Regent Road and the railway station, both of wbingidered by the Conservation Area Appraisal to be landma@osisacueefss Option 2 would le;
to the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, features anittiawtiseggmsntial to have a more significant ineaabjective.

Economic
EC1. Enhancq Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high performance and Option 2 + + + Low Lacal Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Extending ti&tamford New Road Conservatiancould place some additional restrictions on development in this area. Nevertheless, much of the |4
included through the proposed boundary extensions is occupisdybginttidotistations or by existing commercial devielapiolidatprotecting the special
interest of this area could enlthadmage of Altrincham town centre and ensure that it remains an attractive place to ¥isisacld, inetstyrts could havi
some positive impact on the objective. There is however only a low level of certainty over this impachathitie sxecgmnisegktbf factors that influence
investment decisions and shopping patterns.

EC2Reducing disparés

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl,
in areas of disadvantage

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As sarchublitlelgtidres/e a significant impact on the objective.

EC3ZEnhance TI

image as a tourism

destination

Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job)
Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | creation and prosperity.
Both ptions woulgtotect the special interest of thiaradeauldhereforenhance the image of Altrincham town centre. Given that Altrincham is the prin

centre in the Borough, both options have the potential to have some positiveoimpadien Tiafmage as a touri sm desti
EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
term sustainability of Option 2 + + + High Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

Traf fordos

| The Stamford WéRoad Conservation Area is located entirely within Altrincham town centre. The choice of boundary for theutbihaeevsbiore Area

implications for development in the area and significantly extending conservation area boundaes iresttmivdesazitqement opportunities. Neverthe
proposed extensions to the Stamford New Road Conservation Area largely cover areas that are already deviskxhdthapdotastiregdige special inter|
the area could have a pasitnpact on perceptions of Altrincham town centre and a positive effect on the long term sustainabilishpbtith optitres As
the potential to have a positive effect on the objective. N&ptithre2sspuld result in protdsting given to additional buildings and features that make
contribution to the character of the area, including no. 15 Regent Road and the railway station, both of mhibb &ensengatenedirea Appraisal to be
landmark structsréccordingly, there ggeater level of certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

EC5Improve the social

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
performance of the Boh options are unlikely to have a significant i uopbothoptianpaverunlikely® have
economy significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary
The choice of boundary wftiothé&stamford New Rdadnservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impact on the majority of the sustainability objectivdgprétettt tpeicpso]|
interest of the araadcouldhereforbave a positive impact on perceptidtisrmham town cendre a resubboth options have the potential to have a positive effect on the objective]
Traffordbés economic performance; the image of @tbwnadntres.r d as a tourism destinaj

Both options would helgtain the character and quatity Gbnservation Area and would therefore provide protectiobuddiigterand features that can provide areas with a sen|
and strengthen community idétgtityresult, both options have the potential to have a positithénopgitotbat relates emcouragga sense of community identity. Ho®gtien 2 wou
result in protection being given to additional buildings and features thidivenakatabpi®n to the character of the area, mzlddirigegent Road and the railway station, both of
considered by the Conservation Area Appraisal to be landmark@tsexjueagly, there ggeater level of certainty thatpticn would have a positive impact on this objective.

Similarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protesticteto@mpdape would have the potential to have a major positive i
objective as it would provide protection to a greater number of buildings and features that contribute te tredownsadgii@iption 2 would result in the structure to the eas|
Grafton Street being included within the GiomsArea. As noted inSkemford New Rdadnservation Area Appraisal, this area has a negative impact on the character of the i
being amixture of surface treatments, unkempt areas and some aredscofppedfitig this are@iwithe Conservation Area may neaeeit to obtain funding to enhance it and, as
Option 2 could also have a positive impact on the objective of improving local neighbourhood quality.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain engauft the sustainability objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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The Devisdale Conservation Area Boundary Options
Option 1 | Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP
Option 2 | Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:
91 Include properties on Bradgate Road, Foxhill, Hill Rise, Bonville Road, Dorset Road and the properties and open
space to the south of Oldfield Road/Lane (Proposed Boundary Extension A);
1 Include properties to the east and west of Bow Green Road and to the north of Stanhope Road (Proposed Boundary
Extension B); and
1 Remove the plot at the top of The Downs/bottom of Woodville Road, including The Narrows, which is now occupied
by the 1908 Telephone Exchange and later buildings and the houses on Cedar Avenue, and transfer these to The
Downs Conservation Area
| \ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between
availability and demand

Extending The Devisdale Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development in thisuateaf Maretttielessyuld be included
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existing dwellings. Proposed extension area A doe$ apeoremdte\svarteless, this opel
presently forms part of Dunham Forest Golf Clulithis @itten Belt, forms part of wildlife corridor and idid€atiBeStrategy Policy R2 and on UDP Pro|
Map ENV17 as an area where landscape character would be protected. As a result, this land is unlikely tcicgnteVetommizfeehdiit was not includ
in the Conservation Area angrtipmsed extensions to the Conservation Area are therefore unlikely to have a significant impact on hoosug tileBoén,
options are therefore unlikely to have a significaahithpaobjective.

S2. Improve accessibility

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential service

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon
effect on the objective.

the accessibilityvafessaadtfakciidgires and, as such, both options are unlikely to have a s

S3. Enhance transport

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve

Optio 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

choice of travel mode and
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travelopioies Aresuclikdiptto have a significant il
on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordg

Optonl1]| 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium [ N/A | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
and he fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As suchkdigttodygtiena argnifidant impact on theebj
S5. Reduce poverty and [ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, bottodyatiena aiga#niikeipact on the objective.
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

Both options woskkk to retain the character and quality of The Devisdale Conservation Area and could therefore providebpiititengtartd féstories t|
provide the area with a sense of place and strengthen community identity. Both optiong thetexities tralvavi some positive impact on the ahpeictiva,
would however result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings and feature < dmétiibugios aoptbsitoharacter of the area
result, theris agreater level of certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and skills of the resident | Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
population Both options are unlikelyave a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are unlikely to havem tigrofigestivienpact
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and, inequalities in healtt{  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyingphaveratbigmlifzotive.
S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A NA
local neighbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Both options aualikely tbave any significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, both options are unlikely to havenatsigoifjeativény
Environment
E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environment Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikelyittphatvera thigabgzriive.
E2.Protectenhance and Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Both options are unlikely to have a significant imppenugmace, biodivgrdiora and fauna, geological andaypbological featurks such, both options ar
unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E3.Reduce contributions

Option 1

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

to climate change

Option 2

0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to climate change. As such, bgptto diatiena signifidéda impact on the objel
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing the impacts of climate change. As surdikethtb bptiers sigmificant impact on t

objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumpion and Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmental impacts of consumgisncdmdptiodptions &e unlikely to have
production significant impact on the objective.
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and reduce lary  Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term

contamination

Option 1 is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective. On@n$ thepgtatsto the Conservation Area under option 2 (proposed extensiol
result in an area of open space being incorporated into the Conservation Area. This would provide addgiared pfaipetiospiactand could have sor|
positie effect on the element of the objective that relates to conserving land resources. There is however @ihfyadear kNveinpeet as it is recognis|
this area of land is subject to a number of constraints and it may thi&edjoiee cemenforward for development irrespective of whether or not it is inclu
Conservation Area.

E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
water quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to hageificsint impact upon water quality. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objectiv,
E8.Protect and improve § Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely te hasignificant impact upon air quality. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
E9.Protect and enhance | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions
distinctiveness of the area.

landscape and townscap|
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would identify and protect The Devisdale Conservation Area and therefore have the pitiemfiaipachavethepolsjeabption 2 would
however result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality buildings and features thatigion agpthstileacacter of the area.
Consequentlgs Option 2 would lead to ttegbion of a greater number of historic buildings, features, townscapes and open spaces it has the poter
significant impact on the objective.

Economic

EC1. Enhanc|{

Option1| + | + | + | Low | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on job|

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
high performance and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powul
contribution to regional
growth

Extending The Devisdale Conservation Area could place some additional restrprtiens iortlis\aiea. Nevertheless, much of the land that would be
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existing dwellings. Proposed extension area A doe$ apeor famdtcd\mveartbeless, this oper
presently foeyart of Dunham Forest Golf Club, is within the Green Belt, forms part of wildlife corridby &t ésSteréfigdPolicy R2 and on UDP Pro)
Map ENV17 as an area where landscape character would be protected. As a resutelthts leordasfanliard for economic development irrespective ¢
or not it is included in the Conservation Aprapdbed extensions to the Conservation Area are therefore unlikely to unduly restrict econBgnic devel
protecting buildingedafeatures of historic interest both options could however help to create/retain attractive places to Beecargth imbésh im#yehave s
positive impact on the objective. As such, both options could have some positive impaciTtetbésdigaativer only a low level of certainty over this ir
is recognised that there are a range of factors that influence investment decisions.

EC2Reducing disparities| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl] Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both optiona aignifiticetyrtgphat/en the objective.

in areas of dadvantage

EC3Enhane Tr af { Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination Both options are unlikely to have a signif i c aardunlikelypodesssignifigard impact oratH
objective.

EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Traffordds |Thenorth eastern part of the Conservation Area is located inselptivelypity to Altrincham town centre. Nevertheless, it is considered that the choif
option for the Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impacteom the longt st ai nabi | ity of Traffordos

EC5Improve the soal Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

performance of the Both options are unlikely to have a signif i can$sudhrbottabpns areiynlixely tothave aj

economy

significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect |

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty ‘ Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation

years | years | years synergistic

The choice of boundary option for The Devisdale Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impte sastianaigjiyitybgéctives. Bavmoptouldeek to retain the chara
and quality of the Conservation Area and would therefore provide protediigldiogkistodideatures that can provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community i
both optiortsave the potential to have a positive imfhecbbjectivthat relates #ncouragga sense of community identity. Ho®etien 2 would result in protection being given to
number of high quality buildings and features that makecargdbitition to the character of the area. Consequentlgréatee isvel of certainty that this option would have a positiv
this objective.

Similarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objectieeptivdtcttafdandscape and townscape character, Option 2 would have the potential to hav
impact on this objective as it would provide protection to a greater number of historic buildings and featuttes thanhsoapdheat area. Both options would have the potential to h
positive effect on the objective of enhancing Traffordds economic perfor man|

One of the extensions proposed to the Conservation Area under option 2 (proposed extension A) eeoafcbpesupaa@ntaing incorporated into the Conservation Area. This |
additional protection to this area of open space and could have some positive effect on the objective tingt leridtessioucoasefhere is however orligvallofvcertainty over this in
as it is recognised that this area of land is subject to a number of constraints and it may therefore bevatlikelydayelmpmént irrespective of whether or not it is included in the
Area. Ogion 1 is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the sustainability objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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The Downs Conservation Area Boundary Options

Option 1

Retain the existing Conservation Area boundary as defined by the UDP

Option 2
1

= =A =4 =4 =4 =

Make the following amendments to the existing Conservation Area boundary:

Include the plot at the top of The Downs/bottom of Woodville Road, including The Narrows, which is now occupied by
the 1908 Telephone Exchange and later buildings and the houses on Cedar Avenue, which are currently part of the
Devisdale Conservation Area (Proposed Boundary Extension A);

Include Cedar Court, which is currently part of the Devisdale Conservation Area; nos. 76-80 New Street and
Copperfield Court (Proposed Boundary Extension B);

Include all of the L-shaped building of 16 The Downs (Proposed Boundary Extension C);

Include the area of garden on the south side of New Street (Proposed Boundary Extension D);

Include the north side of New Street to the west of 24 New Street (Proposed Boundary Extension E);

Include the row of Victorian commercial buildings on the south side of Lloyd Street (nos. 4-16) (Proposed Boundary
Extension F); and

Include the rest of Oxford Road and Hale Road from Oxford Road up to Ashley Road (Proposed Boundary Extension
G).

SA Obijective

Nature of Effect

Permanence | Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

| |
Option 0-5
years

Certainty | Scale Mitigation

Social

S1. Achieve a bette
balance and mix in the

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between
availability and demand

Extending The Downs Conservation Area could place some additional restrictions on development laghjsrarela oNthetémel that would be includef
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existing development and the Conservation Area ApigalggitothEhéHeosvae few

opportunities for new development either witlstirtpeCexiservation Area or the proposed extensions. Both options are therefore unlikely to have a
on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicel Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon the accessibility of essential services anthfamilitiesptindsasswnlikely to have a signifi
effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructire, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choisesottrabethrautéeons are unlikely to have a significan
on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disord¢ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikely to have a significant ongachapdisorder and fear of crime. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impag
S5. Reduce poverty and Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Both options are unlikelyave a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, both options are unlikely to havenatiségobjeativanps
S6.Encourage a sense off Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
community identity and Option 2 + + + High Local Long term

welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of ggortunity

Both options woskkk to retain the character and quality of The Downs Conservation Area and could therefore providebpilotiectsoarto faatoitist
provide areas with a sense of place and strengthen community identity. Both options therefore have the pusititial ito besteosotine objeddipéion 2
would however result in protection being given to a greater numbay dfuiidjhgpiatid features that make a positive contribution to the charactes af
result, there igyeeater level of certainty that Option 2 would have a positive impact on this objective.

S7.Improve qualifications| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the residen Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both optivasaignifiikelyinopact on the objective.
S8.Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and, inequalities in healtq Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, both options are unlikelyinphaveratbiguififrive.

S9.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

local neighbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

quality

Both options analikely thave any significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As suchatetmblpely to have a significant impact on the obj

Environment

E1l.Reduce the effect of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant angeaffiagpAs such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
E2.Protect, enhance and| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
restore open space, Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SA Objective

\ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
Option 0-5 | 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Both options are unlikely to have a significant imppenugace, biodiversity, flora and fauna, geologicaharphglemical featurks such, both options ai
unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E3 Reduce contributions| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
to climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to climate change. As such, bytto diatiena signifidikepact on the objective
E4.Reduce impact of Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
climate change Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing the impacts of climate change. Asesuclikdigtto dytiana aignificant impact on {
objective.
E5.Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumption and Both options are unlikely to have a significant diregtamyfecenvironmental impacts of consumption and production. As such, both options are unli
production significant impact on the objective.
E6.Conserve land Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
resources and reduce larf  Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
contamination Both options are unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon conserving land resources and reducingdaut lcoptaimapitns are unlikely to hay
significant impact on the objective.
E7.Protect and improve Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
waterquality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, both options are ufidietyrtphat/eratbigiobjective.
E8.Protect and imprevair| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
quality Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon air quality. As such, both options are untkelyinopaavem thigrofjective.
E9.Protect and dmance Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on sef
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | of place and perceptions
distinctiveness of the area.

landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

Bothoptions would identify and protect the South Hale Conservation Area and therefore have the potential totlwavtha pbgtitigaptioec? would
however result in protection being given to a greater number of high quality burikBriystamakead positive contribution to the character of the area.
Consequentlgs Option 2 would lead to the protection of a greater number of historic buildings, features, townscapémarieopete spalceshave a m(
significant imgtaon the objective.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Economic
EC1. Enhanc{ Optionl + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
high performance and Option 2 + + + Low Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Extending The Dov@tnservatiohrea could place some additional restrictions on development in this area. Nevertheless, much of the ladetthat wq
through the proposed boundary extensions comprises of existengf dedalopi@onservation Area Appraisal for The Downs highlights that there are |
opportunities for ngewelopment either within the existing Conservation Area or the proposkdasiitiogipotecting the special interest of this area,
partialarly the northern character zone, could enhance the image of Altrincham town centre and ensure thatdtplacaiesvésitattrddtivegtsrsuch,
both options could have some positive impact on the objective. There is hoveverafrdgrdimty over this impact as it is recognised that there are a
factors that influence investment decisions and shopping patterns.

EC2Reducing disparities

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potential

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl,
in areas of disadvarga

Both options are unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparities. As such, both optiona argnifinddwetyrigphet/en the objective.

EC3Enhance Traffdrd s

Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|

image as a tourism

Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

destination

The northern part of the Conservation Area is within Altrincham town cenlteyagatdéaraysiato the centre. Both optiongrateatdhe special interest of {f
area and could therefore enhance the image of Altrincham town centre. Given that Altrincham is the primeiBaltogh,desttreoptibns have the poten

have some positive impact on Traffordbs image as a tourism desti.i
EC4Encourage the long | Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job|
term sustainability of Option 2 + + + High Local Long term | creation and prosperity.

Traf fordos

| Thenorthern part of the Conservation Area is within Altrincham fbhenateite of boundary for the Conservation Area could have some implications

development in the area and significantly extending conservationiaséa bdonsacentre can restrict development opportunities. Nevertheless, the |
extensions to the Conservation Area largely cover areas that are outside of the town centre and it is reupgiméssplettiat jpristesstt of the part of the
Conservation Area that is within the town centre could have a positive impact on perceptions of the cemtteanielpogiteeresustainability of the c;
This is particularly important given that the Conservappnadsglanotésat there are a number of vacant commercial properties in the ConsAsvatioh, A
both options have the potential to have a positive effect on the objective Opévarthelesk] result in protection being given to additionaldfsbtings ar|
that make a positive contribution to the character of the area. Accordingly, there is a greater level of Zevtailthhthat @ptisitive impact on this objec

EC5Improve the social
and environmental
performance of the
econany

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
Both options are unlikely to have a signifi cans$sudhnpttaoptionsarp unlikelyttdhave

significant imgtaon the objective.
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| \ Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

Sustainability Summary

The choice of boundary option for The Downs Conservation Area is unlikely to have a significant impact susthmatdljorigbggatinees. Both optionseedutd retain the charactet
qually of the Conservation Area and would therefore provide protectiomilthrigjstand features that can provide the area with a sense of place and strengthen community iden
options have the potential to have a positiverithpambjectivtbat relates emcouragga sense of community identity. Ho@ptien 2 would result in protection being given to a greal
of high quality buildings and fedhatesiake a positive contribution to the character oCtbesamently, there greater level of certainty that this option would have a positive in
objective.

Similarly, although both options could have a positive impact on the objective that relates to protecting dapdschpmetedpiions? would have the potential to have a majc
impact on this objective as it would provide protection to a greater number of historic buildings and feabuites thanhsoagpréaf the area.

The northern part of the Congmrvatea is within Altrincham town centre. Both optipnsteadutiie special interest of the area and could therefore have a positive impact o
Altrincham town centre. As a,testhitoptions have the potential to have a positive efen t he obj ecti ves that relate to Traffo
and the long term sustainability of Traffordés town centres.

Neither option would have a negative or uncertain impact on anyalithe shaiives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain
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Policy HE2 T Heritage Assets

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix ingh
housing market between
availability and demand

The policig unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in the housing marketeTindikelicioibdverafeignificant ef
on tle objective.

S2. Improve accessibility

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

for all to essential service
and facilities

The policy is unlikeliidgeanyimpacsignificantpon accessibility for all to essential services andrdditiggmlicy is therefmikely to have a significant i
on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A

infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

The policy is unlikeliidgeanysignificant impact upon trabggfoastructure and choice of travel mode. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impa
objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordg

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and the fear of crime

The policy is unlikelgdgeanysignificant impact upon ¢ritiserder and fear of crime. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objecti

S5. Reduce poverty and

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

social exclusion

The policy is unlikelipgweanyimpact upon poverty and social exclusion. Assudlkely to have a significant impact on the objective.

S6.Encourage a sense of

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | [

community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

By identifyirand protecting Historicarka nd Gar dens and providing support for br themplicyhgll
provide protection to hisbaiidings and features that can provide areas with a sense of place and straitgtidentityninhe policy therefore has the pots
have some positive impact on the objective.

S7.Improve qualifications

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and skills of the resident
population

The policy is unlikeliidgeanyimpact upon qualificatiomksills. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

S8.Improve the health

+ | + | + | Low | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on quality

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The policy provides protection toiddizdoks and Gardens. It is recognised that some of these areas provide opportunities for sport and/ootectieatio]
these features could therefore have some positive effect on the objective. There is however onlytg velekiel mhpadiaas the protection of historic |
and gardens does not guarantee that local residents will choose to use these areas for sport and/or recreation.

S9.Protect and improve

0 | 0o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE2 i Heritage Assets

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

0-5
years

Certainty Scale Mitigation

synergistic

Secondary, cumulative, ‘

local neighbourhood
guality

The policig unlikely teaveanysignificantripact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective

Environment

E1.Reduce the effect of

0 | o | 0 | Medum | NA | N/A | |

traffic on the environment

The policy is likely thavea significant impact upon traffic. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E2.Protect, enhance and
restore open space,

+ + + Medium Loal Long term | Secondary impacts on health g
welbeing

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

The policy provides protection to Historic Parks and Gardens and encourages the enhancement of these areakha$hkeppbityrtiered have some pq
effect on the objectiverofgeting and enhancing open space and could also have a positive effelofeatitbé enguring residents have access to high q
open space.

E3.Reduce contributions

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

to climate change

By encouraging thaise of hildings, the policy could have some positive impact on carbon emissions by reducing the need to construthe&gduitld
considered that the policy is unlikalyegosignificant impact upon contributions to climate changieisisrgikely to have a significant impact on the obje

E4.Reduce impact of

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

climate change

The policy is unlikelipdwea significamhpact upaeducinghe impacts dfroate chang@s such, it is unlikely to haign#disant impact on the objective.

E5.Reduce the

0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | N/A N/A | |

environmental impacts off
consumption and
production

The policy is unlikelpdwea significamhpact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and productisrum&slycto, fitsive a significant impact or
objective.

E6.Conserve land

0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

resources and reduce lar
contamination

By encouraging thause of buildings, the policy could reduce the need to release greenfield sitestooneedthedBs housi ng needs.
the reuse of these buildings is unlikely to make a significant contribution to the overall development needs i, Tisafiiclikedyith e ignificanipon
land resourcesdcantamingon.

E7.Protect and improve

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

water quality

The policy is unlikelijdgea significaimhpact on water quality such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E8.Protect and improve g

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

quality

The policy is unlikelgdwea significant impact on air quality. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E9.Protect and enhance

the diversity and

++ ++ ++ Medium | More tharf Longterm | Secondary impacts on sense 0
local place and perceptions of the ai

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE2 i Heritage Assets

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

0-5 Scale

years

Certainty Mitigation

Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap!
charater and cultural
facilities

The policy provides protection to the Historic Parks and Gardens in the Borough and also encouragesdsaihyatoptiiagemmpse heritage assets that ¢
included on the 6éat riskébé register. As noted im
English Heritage. Thécgdherefore has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objeetbetidbBgsialiing to protecting and enhancing
conservation areas and protecting and enhancing registered historic parks and gardens.

Thaffoppot hiang at]

Economic

EC1. Enhance Tfab r d
high performance and

+ + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job creg

and deprivation.

sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Protecting and enhancing buildings and features of historigléhteripstramte more attractive places to live and invest and could therefore have a po
the objective. There is however only a low level of certainty over this impact as it is recognised thatféttresareatindingaacd shwent decisions.

EC2Reducing disparities

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releasing the potential
of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

The policy is unlikeliidgea significaimnpacbn reducing economic disparities. As suchkélystarhave a significant impact on the objective.

EC3GEnhance T 0 [ 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

image as a tourism The policy isunlikelptave a signi ficant i mpact on Tr af ytohadea significard igygact ansthe abjettiveu r

destination

EC4Encourage the long + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on job creg

term sustainability of and deprivation.

Traffordds | The poliggrovides encouragement for appropigteops al s t hat bring into use heritage assets
the policy, there are presently five c¢onser e dhrdobtimeseaxonseaaioniaras [Oldaiark

Place, George Street and Stamford New Re@t)rdaglcent to Altrincham town centre. Consequently, encouragiagfhesteric assets in these areas (
have a positive impact on perceptionadiditriown centre and therefore help to support the long term sustainability of this centre.

EC5Improve the social

0 | 0o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and environmental
performance of the

economy

The policy is unlikelpdwea significamhpacon the sociashad envi r onment al performance of Traffordi

the objective.

Sustainability Summary
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Policy HE2 i Heritage Assets

Timescale \ Nature of Effect
5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence
years | years

0-5
years

SA Objective

Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
synergistic

The policy relating to heritage assets would have no significant impact on the overwhelmiodjecsjoeiy BY thevidimgtection to the Historic Parks and Gardens and en
appropriate proposals that bring into use heerhaveaagmajorpasiive impact orthvphiatingeto towmscdpel othazadt
on its subbjectives concerned with protecting and enhancing conservation areas and protecting and enhancing regsigrgdrdésterid pankotection afforded to Historic H
Gardens and the sogdor the enhancement of these areas mean that the policy would also have the potential to have someopgesitiveeffdating thenealth; open space; and c(
welfare.

There are five conservation areas in Trafford that ard ideatdi bei ng 6éat riské by English Heritage, t hr ehe rasé of
historic assets in these areas could have a positive impact on perceptions of Altrincham town ceelpet@rsdigperefiie Ibng term sustainability of thiBrogttielg and enhang
buildings and features of historic interest could help create more attractive places to live and invest dsul ltavegdstrarefoositive impact on the objectiveat i ng t o
performance. There is however only a low level of certainty over this impact as it is recognised that thenes dahattimfngecsf fia/estment decisions.

The policy would not have a negative or uncextaomimupy of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE3 i Archaeological Features |

\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balane and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedfieps unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in th
market. The policy is therefore unlikely to have a significant effect on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility
for all to essential service
and facilities

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedflagvaild not havanyimpacsignificantpon accessibility for all to essential services and fa
and the policy is therefore unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport
infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedlagvould not haaysignificant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travel
such, it is unlikely teédra significant impact on the objective.

S4.Reduce crime, disordg
and the fear of crime

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedflagdvould not haaaysignificant impact upon crime, disorder afidfieae. As such, it is unlik
to have a significant impact on the objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and
social exclusion

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedflagvould not haaayimpact upon poveatyd social exclusion. As such, it is unlikely to hawv
significant impact on the objective.

S6.Encourage a sense of
community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Identifying Watkehll Scheduled Ancient Monument arlitied®apwould not haaayimpactiponcommunity identity and welarsuch, it is unlikely to have
significant impact on the objective

S7.Improve qualifications
and skills of the resident
population

0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticies thiavould not haaayimpact upon qualifications and skills. As such, it is unlikely to have
impact on the objective.

S8.Improve the health

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE3 i Archaeological Features

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
and, inequdies in health | Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedtiagvould not haaayimpact updmealthAs such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact |
of the population objective.
S9.Protect andmprove 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |

local neighbourhood
quality

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticediagvould not haaayimpact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, it is unlikely to h
significant impact on the tiagec

Environment

E1.Reduce the effect of

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

traffic on the environment

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedlag’s unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, it is unligggificdravienpa
on the objective.

E2.Protect, enhance and

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedflag’s utikely to have a significant impacbppnrspace or biodiversisysuch, it is unlikely to
have a significant impact on the objective.

E3.Reduce contributions

0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

to climate change

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Mamuthed®iciesviapis unlikely to have a significant impact upon contributions to climate change. As suc|
have a significant impact on the objective.

E4.Reduce impact of

0 0 | 0 | Medium [ NA | N/A | |

climate change

Identifying Watch Bigheduled Ancient Monument oalitiedvlapis unlikely to have a signifiogract upaeducinghe impacts dfroate changés such, it is
unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E5.Reduce the

0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

environmental impacts of
consumpin and
production

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monument on the Prigposkitelyisphave a signifiogact upon the environmental impacts of consumption
production. As such, it is unlikely to havicarsigmpact on the objective.

E6.Conserve land

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

resources and reduce larn
contamination

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedlapg’s unlikely to have a signifiggoriand resourcemdcontamirtam. As such, it is unlikely to
have a significant impact on the objective.

E7.Protect and improve

0 0 | 0 | Medium [ NA | N/A | |

water quality

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticedfiag’s unlikely to have a significapact on watqualityAs such, it is unlikely to have a signif
impact on the objective.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE3 i Archaeological Features |

Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
E8.Protect and improve g 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

quality

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiegiapgs unlikely to have a significant iompatquality. As such, it is unlikely to have a signifig
impact on the objective.

E9.Protect and enhance
the diversity and

+ + + Medium Local Secondary impactssense of

place and perceptions of the ai

Long term

distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticied¥lap is likely to support the protection of this designated archaeological asset. The polic
the potential to have a positpecimn the subjective of protecting and enhancing sites of archaeological importance.

Economic

EC1. Enhanc

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

high performance and
sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

Identifyig Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenbtcigidddpis unlikely to have a significanp act on Tr af f or dé s

it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

econo

EC2Reducing disparities

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by relasing the potential
of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticieglapghs unlikely to have a significgracon reducing economic disparities. As isughljiely to
have a significant impact on the objective.

EC3ZEnhance T

0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

image as a tourism Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticiedlags unlikely to have a significgpaconTr af f or dds i mage as a
destination unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

EC4Encourage the long 0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

term sustainability of Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Anciemtevioon theoRciesviapis unlikely to have a significgpico n t he sust ainability o
Traffor dos | unlikelyto have a significant impact on the objective.

EC5Improve the social 0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and environmental Identifying Watch Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumenticied¥iapg’s unlikely to have a significgggco n t he soci al and envir

performance of the

economy

economy. As such, itis unlikely to have a signifitam theoabjective.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Policy HE3 7 Archaeological Features

Timescale | Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years | years synergistic

Sustainability Summary

The proposed policy relating to archaeological features would have no significant impact on the overwhebj@otives|difity nfethtficatigviaséh Hill Scheduled Ancient Monumen
Policie Map is likely to support the protection of this designated archaeological asset. The policy therefore ha® thgpsiterdianfmatiaondbjective that relates to protectin|
enhancing townscape character anbatgective of proting and enhancing sites of archaeological importance.

The policy would not have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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AppendixR

Natural Environment
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NE1 i Natural Environment Assets

Option 1 Carry forward all the separate allocations from the UDP

Option 2 Il nclude a policy to identify and allocate al/l assets by
National (SSSIs) Regional/ County (Grade A SBIs) and Local (Grade B and C SBI, Local Nature Reserves, woodlands) to
determine hierarchy of importance with more strategic, linear assets being protected under Core Strategy policy R3.

NE1 i Natural Environment Assets

| Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

hou_sing .market between| The approach to thetection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a betteréhtaunsiaganthrkit iartt, §
availability and demand | such, both options are unlikely to have a significant effect on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility] Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

for all to essential servicgl Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and facilities The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upandchfzebses dsagisesh, both options are|
unlikely to have a significant effect on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

infrastructure, improve Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A NA

choice of travel mode anq The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upturéranspdrbinérastiravel mode. As such,

quality of life to all options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

communities.

S4. Redee crime, disorde| Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and the fear of crime Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upbfeariofesroisardaisaoth options are
unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
S5. Reduce poverty and Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
social exclusion Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approach to the protection of natural environment asdgt® ibawdikesignificant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, both option
have a significant impact on the objective.

S6. Encourageasensed Option1| 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE1 i Natural Environment Assets

| ! Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
community identity and Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
welfare and value The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upana@elareithgisatiy both options are u

diversity, improve equity | to have a significant impact on the objective.
and equality foopportunity

S7. Improve qualificationy{ Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and skills of the resident [ Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

population The approach to the protection of natural environment assets limualiksigridicant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are |
a significant impact on the objective.

S8. Improve the health Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and, inequalities in healt] Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of the population The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact uptin dytédiins Asesuclikddy to have a significe
impact on the objective.

S9. Protect and improve | Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

local neigbourhood Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

quality The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact updrgladaynAigkbohrtmbh options are tmlik

have a significant impact on the objective.

Environment
El. Reduce the effect of | Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
traffic on the environmen| Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
The approach to the protection of natural environment assets limualiksigridicant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikely to have a
impact on the objective.

E2. Protect, enhance and Option 1 ++ ++ ++ Medium | Boroughh Longterm | Secondary impacts on
restore open space, wide perceptions of the Boroug
biodiversity, flora and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium | Boroughh ~ Longterm

fauna, geological and ge( wide

morphological features | Both options would lead to the protection of designated natural environment assets and would theredorarfetipabhahitetbigpes across the Boroug|
options would prevent development from having an adverse impact, either directly or indirectly, on a SSSt dadelapritcahih@enwauld have a nega
impact on a SBI if it is demorsstteiethere are no satisfactory alternative means of delivering the proposal and that the social or ecaterelofreeetit
clearly outweigh the harm to the asset. As such, both options should have a major positive impactitnshebjgetitigebodnserving and enhancing |
natural environment.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE1 i Natural Environment Assets

Timescale

Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
E3. Reduce contributions] Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts
to climate change Option 2 + + + Medium | Local Long term | associated with climate
change

Both ojpdns would lead to the protection of areas of woodland, including Ancient Woodland. The protection of thesmu bt éay efanmoéoidl impact (
efforts to reduce contributions to climate change by resulting in the sequestrasiadeofroantibe dimosphere. As such, both options have the potenti

positive impact on the objective.

E4. Reduce impact of

Option 1

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long term

climate change

Option 2

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long term

Both options would

lemthe protection of areas of woodland

, waterbodies, tr

ees and other areas of greenfield land. As such Jeothpasiibres intuad th
reducing the impacts of climate change by helping to moderate higher summer temperaturegréawt alstaednteBoth options therefore have the pq
to have a positive impact on the objective.

E5. Reduce the

Option 1

0

0 0

Medium

N/A

N/A

environmental impacts of

Option 2

0

0 0

Medium

N/A

N/A

consumption and
production

The approach the p
unlikely to have a si

rotection of natu
gnificant impact

ral environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upon land resourceSsaswthpbtamipatimns are
on the objective.

E6. Conserve land
resources and reduce lar

contamination

Option 1 + + + Medium | Boroughh ~ Long term
wide

Option 2 + + + Medium | Borough  Long term
wide

Both options would
would lead to the protection

lead to the protection of designated natural environment assets. By seeking to res
of greenfield land and could therefore have some positive impact on the cangepation of land res

istideadlepsebnidiaiteselassets, both optic

E7. Protect and improve

Option 1

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long term

water quality

Option 2

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long term

Secondary impscin

biodiversity

Both options would
the potential to haveoaifive impact on the objective of protecting water qual

lead to the protection of designated natural environment assets, a number of whic
ity.

h incladeremiesbsdiesttaogtions therefore

E8. Protect and improve |

Option 1

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long term

quality

Option 2

+

+ +

Medium

Local

Long term

Secondary impacts on he:

Both options would lead to the protecteasaifavoodland, including Ancient Woodland. The protection of these areas of woodland could have a be
guality by resulting in the absorption of pollutants from the atmosphere. As such, both options could hanehegigsittireeimpact

E9. Protect and enhance

Option 1 |

+

[+ [ + |

Medium |

Local |

Long term | Secondary impacts on |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE1 i Natural Environment Assets

! Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
the diversity and Option 2 + + + Medium Local Long tam perceptions of the Boroug

distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would lead to the protection of natural environment assets, a number of which contribute tad¢hefdhd€ameighala@ddition, a numbe
the Local Nature Conservation Sites that would be protected inclulls arstayargens. Consequently, both options have the potential to have some
on the objective of protecting landscape and townscape character.

Economic

EC1. Enhancq Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

high performance and Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

sustainable economyto | The approach to the protection of natural env icpesformaace and ecsnsnasuds boths

provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

EC2. Reducing disparitiey Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potentiall Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl] The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact wgsAseducinddispaptions are unlikely to h:

in areas of disadvantage | significant impact on the objective.

EC3. Enhancq Optionl 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination The approach to the protection of natural env bsatounsmalestinatians/As sucts boih spf
are wlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

EC4. Encourage the longl Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Traffordos | Theapproach tothe protection of natural environmergassets | i kel y to have a significant i mpact
are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

ECS5. Improve the social Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

performance of the
economy

The approach to the protection of natural environment assets is unlikely to have a significant impact upon tbensat&lrand &niv
As such, both options ali&ely to have a significant impact on the objective.

perf or me

Sustainability Summary
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NE1 i Natural Environment Assets

! Timescale Nature of Effect

Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
synergistic

5-10 Scale | Permanence

years

10+
years

0-5
years

SA Objective | Option Certainty

Both of the proposed approaches to the protection of natural environment assets would have the potentiaipachaveaamuosiisedf objectives, particulatiyathadate to climd
change. Both options would lead to the protection of designated natural environment assets and would therafeaeidtglpftdabiatsypes across the Borough. As such, both o
have a major positive impath® objective relating to biodiversity.

Both options would lead to the protection of areas of trees and areas of woodland, including Ancient Woaufidinels& Feapraeatimrid help to remove pollutants from the atm|
both optionsould therefore have a beneficial impact on the objectives that relate to air quality and reducing contiimgienshe pliotattian afforded to areas of woodland, wij
trees and other areas of greenfield land should also dnstir@ptians also have some positive impact on the objectives that relate to conserving land resources; oédliniady
change; and protecting water quality.

Both options could also have some positive effect on the objectivdarigscapetiagd townscape character by leading to the protection of a number of historic parks and gard|
contribute to the landscape character of the Borough.

Neither option would have a negative or an uncertain impact on taipaifitity chjgctives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE2 1 Landscape Character Areas

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix ithe
housing market between
availability and demand

The policy identifies key landscape character areas that will be protected or enhanced but does not elwhigkeweltpnpasiaiing place in these area
as sich, the policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon the provision of housing. Consequently tthiegyeliaysignifitkalyimpact on the object

S2. Improve accessibility

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

for all to essential service
and facilities

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon access to services and facilities. As such, itsignifitiasiyitogzerte@n the objective.

S3. Enhance transport

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |

infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode and
qualityof life to all
communities.

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon access transport infrastructure and choice of titaigalmikely. tAshsweha significant impact on
objective.

S4. Reduce cenie, disorder

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and the fear of crime

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, isignifiikelyitopaavemthe objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

social exlusion

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, it is ufiikelyitoplaavem thigrobjective.

S6. Encourage a sense g

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

community identity and
welfare and vadu
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identity and welfare. As such, it ignifiikelyitgplaatvem thie objective.

S7. Improve @lifications

0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and skills of the resident
population

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, it is unlitahy itmpasteon signdbjective.

S8. Improve the health

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, it is unlikely to have a signifigactiveapact on the

S9. Protect and improve

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE2 1 Landscape Character Areas

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale
5-10
years

0-5
years

10+
years

Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

Mitigation

Certainty ‘ Scale

local neighbourhood
qudity

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, it is ufitkelyitopaatea tigrabjective.

Environment

E1l. Reduce the effect of
traffic on the environment

0 | o | 0 | Medum | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, it is unlikely to have a signifigaativepact on the

E2. Protect, enhance ang
restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

+ + + Medium | Borough Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
wide of the area.

The policy provides protection for key landscape character areas in the Borough. These areas contain dudingerafdutiéitdis)edger and river valley
The policy will therefore provide protection to a number of habitats and it also specifies that any developsecmtga®pobdle assessed against the in
they would have on features of importance to wildtifeer@ignsee policy has the potential to have some positive effect on the objectbjedive it sub
conserving and enhancing the natural environment.

E3. Reduce contributions
to climate change

+ + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts asgedi with

climate change

The policy provides protection for a series of landscape areas. A number of these are characterised by ateaprofteciotaidrest wooded areas ¢
have some beneficial impact upon contributions toariigeaby cbsulting in the sequestration of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere. As such, the p(

E4. Reduce impact of
climate change

potential to have a positive impact on the objective.
+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The policy provides pitaiador a series of landscape areas which comprises predominantly of greenfield land and a number of whichraasabfaracte
woodland. Whilst the policy does not preclude all development in these areas, it would afford sorey fratectmihet twnkibute to the character of tf
and could therefore provide protection to areas have the potential to provide shade, shelter and urban cosdingededelhaftsheipce watafiun

Consequently, the policy hgsateatial to have a positive impact on the objective aijeitsigeilof minimising the risk of flooding.
E5. Reduce the 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A
environmental impacts off The policy is unlikely to have a significahtijpopabe environmental impacts of consumption and production. As such, it is unlikely to have a signifi
consumption and objective.
production
E6. Conserve land + + + Medium | Borough Long term
resources and reduce lan wide

contamination

The policy providestpction for a series of landscape areas which comprises predominantly of greenfield land. Whilst the palydbyvesopo enéeatud
these areas it does have the potential to have some paositive impact on the objective of consesving land resour

E7. Protect and improve

+ | o+ | o+ Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on biodiver

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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NE2 1 Landscape Character Areas

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale
5-10
years

0-5
years

10+
years

Certainty Scale Secondary, cumulative,

synergistic

Mitigation

water quality

The policy provides protection for a series of landscape areas which comprises predominantly of greertiiede larchsSavaeifestand other
watercourses. Whilst the policy does not preclude all development in these areas, by providing protectitratatirarkaytéeattinescharacter of these 4§
the policy could have help protect water quality. As slikblittshave a significant impact on the objective.

E8. Protect and improve |
quality

+ + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on health,
particularly amongst those whq
suffer from respiratory illnesses

The policy provides protectiorséies of landscape areas. A number of these are characterised by areas of woodland and the protection aithielse
have some beneficial impact upon air quality by helping to remove pollutants from the atmosphere. As syobtethitap tdityabasthositive impact on t

objective.
E9. Protect and enhance ++ ++ ++ Medium | Borough Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
the diversity and wide of the eea
distinctiveness of The policy seeks to preserve the key | andscape aidareas. dhepaolicywould therefog

landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

protect the key landscapes that that make a major contribution to the cBaracigh ahthspecifies that any development proposals in these areas wi
against the impact they would have on landscape quality. The protection of these landscape character angesitdceiicdhabsct loavina setting of a num
designated heritage assets. The policy would therefore have a major positive impact on the objective.

Economic

EC1. Enhanc:¢
high performance and
sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The s unlikely to have a significant itohawe asignificanbimpad onahe dbfeq

EC2. Reducing disparitief
by releasing the potential
of all residents particadly

in areas of disadvantage

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As such, it isnifiikelyitgpbavem thig objective.

EC3. Enhanc/{
image as a tolstin
destination

+ [+ [ '+ ] Medium [ Local [ Longterm ]|

The policy would provide protection for the wooded estate land that forms the setting for Dunham Hall,rwtiéh s orle efyiraffoo ur i s m a ¢
policy has the potential to suppariafe of Trafford as a tourism destination and could therefore have a positive impact on the objective.

EC4. Encourage the long

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE2 1 Landscape Character Areas

Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
term sustainability of The policy is unlikely to have a significant inmpactupce s ustainability of Traffordés town cent
Traffordbs |
ECS5. Improve the social 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
and environmental The policy is unlikely to have a signific i mpact upon the social and environment al pimpadt o
performance of the on the objective.
economy

Sustainability Summary

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on a number bf phjéctiler, preserve the key landscape character areas of the Borough and potentially protecting th
of designated heritage assets, the policy has the potential to have a major positive impact on landscape character.

The policyauld also have a positive impact on a number of other environmental objectives. The policy would providesoapectbartxiezyal@as in the Borough. These areag
range of habitats and woodland and the protection of thesd trefareuhave the potential to have some positive impact on the objectives relating to biodiversity; coaseweéne
quality; reducing contributions to climate change; and improving air quality. By protecting these ldratsthaveoionajon positive effect on the objective of reducing the imp;
change by helping to moderate higher summer temperatures and reduce stofaice water run

The policy would provide protection for the wooded estate landthatfosnet t i ng f or Dunham Hall, which is one of olhavad
positive impact on the objective of enhancing the image of Trafford as a tourism destination.

The proposed policy wooldhave a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE3 1 Landscape Views

| Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Ackeve a better 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The policy identifies key landscape views that will be protected or enhanced but does not eliminate thenparssibkityggbldeddtse areas and, as sucl
the policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon the provision of housing. Consequently, the peliaysignifikelyinopaat on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility
for all to essential service
and failities

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon access to services and facilities. As such, itsignifitiasltyitogzerte@n the objective.

S3. Enhance transport
infrastructure, improve
choice of vel mode and
quality of life to all
communities.

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon access transport infrastructure and choice of titaigalmikely. tAshsweha significant impact on
objetive.

S4. Reduce crime, disord
and the fear of crime

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, isignifiikelyitopaavemthe objective.

S5. Reducpoverty and

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |

social exclusion

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, it is ufitkelyitoplaatem thigrobjective.

S6. Encourage a sense g

0 | 0o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |

community identitgnd
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identity and welfare. As such, it ignifiikelyitgplaavem thie tibgc

S7. Improve qualification

0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

and skills of the resident
population

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, it is unliteaty o pacteon sindbjective.

S8 Improve the health

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon health. As such, it is unlikely to have a sigrifijactivenpact on the

0 0

S9. Protect and improve

0 Medium | N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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NE3 1 Landscape Views

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

0-5
years

Mitigation

Certainty ‘ Scale

Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

local neighbourhood
guality

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As such, it is ufitkelyitopaatea tigrabjective.

Environment

E1l. Reduce the effect of

0 | o | 0 | Medum | NA | N/A | |

trafficon the environment

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic. As such, it is unlikely to have a signifigaativepact on the

E2. Protect, enhance ano
restore open space,

+ + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on the ima
the local area

biodiversity, flora and
fauna geological and geo
morphological features

The policy provides protection for the rural wooded views between the River Bollin and Altrincham town oétrse Vieysrotedtidrelp to retain these
areas of woodland and other habitats in the area. Consequently, the policy has the potential to have sohsegijsdiie effetitesblective of conservi
and enhancing the natural environment.

E3.Reduce contributions
to climate change

+ + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts associated

climate change

The policy provides protection for the rural wooded views between the River Bollin and Altrincham town oéttieselivedpbteeticencould have some
beneficial impact upon contributions to climate change by resulting in the sequestration of carbon dioxide Assuitte dtempstibghas the potential tq
a positive impact on the objective.

E4. Reduce impaat

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm |

climate change

The policy provides protection for the rural wooded and well landscaped views between the River Bollin artceAltechantetbion oEthese views coy
to retain these areas of woddlad open space in the area. The policy could therefore provide protection to areas have the potentiallter @osideosim
cooling and which help reduce levels of surface-efat@onsequently, the policy has the potential posisive anpact on the objective andatgjesctve of

minimising the risk of flooding.

E5. Reduce the

o [ o | o Medium | N/A | N/A | |

environmental impacts off
consumption and
production

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon thatahiritpaate of consumption and production. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant
objective.

E6. Conserve land

+ | + | + | Medium [ Local | Longterm | |

resources and reduce lar
contamination

The policy provides protection for the rueal ambebvell landscaped views between the River Bollin and Altrincham town centre. The protection of th
to retain these areas of woodland and open space in the area. Consequently, the policy has the potentia &ifhabe SwrobBasivie.

E7. Protect and improve

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

water quality

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon water quality. As such, it is unlikely to haveoa tgniljactivepact

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE3 i Landscape Views |

Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
E8. Protect and improve + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on health,

quality

particularly amongst those whq
suffer from respiratory illnesses

The policy provides protection for the rural wooded views between the River Bollin and Altrincham totioncefrtinese veopidedcareas could have son
beneficial impact upon air quality by helping to remove pollutants from the atmosphere. As such, the ptiid\akiasathegtiveritigbact on the objective

E9. Protect and enhance
the diversity and
distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
of the area

The policy seeks to protect and enhance a number of key landscape views that makeé sonmajortcantribiuth e of the

the potential to have a major positive impact on landscape character.

gual ity

Economic

EC1. Enhanc
high performance and
sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution taegional
growth

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

policy is unlikely to have a significant itofae a significanbimpact ondhte 6bfec

EC2. Reducing disparitie
by releasinghte potential

of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As such, it isnifiikalyitgpaavem thig objective.

EG3. Enhance 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

image as a tourism The policy is unlikely to have a signif i can tohavergsmrfitantimpacton the ohjéctive. r
destination

EC4. Bcourage the long 0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

term sustainability of The policy is unlikely to have a signif i cantytoihangpassigrificantimpact ohjdvtaeh s u <
Traffordfs

EC5. Improve the social 0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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NE3 1 Landscape Views

Timescale \ Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
and environmental The policy is unlikely to have a significant ismh, #@isunlikelytaghasignificant ispac
performance of the on the objective.
economy

Sustainability Summary

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on a number of objectives. In particular, by protectingnbadarkenizingscape views that make a major corirébgtiatitya
the Boroughods | andscape, the policy has the potenti al to have a major posit]|

The policy would also have a positive impact on a number of other environmental objectives. The policy evoulthprowrdevpootiedi views between the River Bollin and Altrir
centre. The protection of these views could help to retain these areas of woodland and other habitats inhérefareahand theuftbtential to have some positive ingabjemtive
relating to biodiversity; conserving land resources; reducing contributions to climate change; and improdtectngoihelis. aias the policy could also have a major positive
objective of reducing the imphclisnate change by helping to moderate higher summer temperatures and reduce sififface water run

The proposed policy would not have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Green Infrastructure Policy Options

for enhancement for all or some of the following: waterways with a buffer, the three areas identified as BOAs (Stretford
Meadows, Wellacre, CarringtonMos s| and) and AGI opportunity areaso.

Option 1 Protect all existing open space in the UDP that has a Gl function (e.g. Protected Linear Land, Wildlife Corridor, Mersey
Valley) and rename and identify them on the Policies Map as Strategic Gl.
Option 2 Protect and identify allthe e xi st i ng UDP sites as fAStrategic Gl O but n

Green Infrastructure

Policy Options

Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Obijective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a her Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
balance and mix in the Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

housing market between
availability and demand

unlikely to have a significant effect on the objective.

The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving arbitiartbalbnosiagdnarket and, as such, both optio

S2. Improve accessibility

and facilities

for all to essential service

Option 1 + + + Medium | Boroughh  Longterm | Secondary impacts onityud
wide of life

Option 2 | ++ ++ ++ Medium | Borough  Long term
wide

have a greater impact on the objective.

Both of the options would help protect areas of green infrastructure and should therefore have a positivexiapagtareascoégsdenspace. As such, |
options have thetgratial to have a positive impact on the objective. However, by identifying and protecting a greater nuridre dfs(s Ithsqaite iidipd to

S3. Enhance transport
infrastructure, improve
choice of travehode and
quality of life to all
communities.

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

have a significant impact on the objective.

The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructatere cAsise@dinsoptions are unlikely to

and the fear of crime

S4. Reduce crime, disord

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

impact on the objective.

The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to hignena igigraict upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, both options are unlikely to ha

S5. Reduce poverty and
social exclusion

Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Green Infrastructure Policy Options

SA Objective

|
Option 0-5
years

Timescale

5-10
years

10+
years

Certainty

Scale

Nature of Effect

Permanence

Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

Mitigation

The approado green infrastructure i

on the objective.

s unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exc

lusion. Asesualikblgttodpaiema aignificant ir|

S6. Encourage a sense 0

Option 1 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

community identity and

Option 2 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

welfare and value
divesity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely t

impact on the objective.

0 have a significant impact upon community identity anthvogifiares dardilady to have a significani

S7. Improve qualification

Option 1 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

and skills of the resident

Option 2 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

population

The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely t

the objective.

o hizcand isigiaict upon qualifications and skills. As such, both options are unlikely to have a sign

S8. Improve the health
and, inequalities in health

of the population

Option 1 + + + Medium | Borough  Long term
wide

Option 2 + + + Medium | Boroughh ~ Longterm
wide

Secondary iragts on qualit)
of life

Both options would

informal regation.

lead to the protection of areas of greenspace and could therefore have a positive dffeehoouttas mlgjextitieipation in sport and

S9. Protect and improve

Option 1 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

local neighbourhood

Option 2 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

quality

The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhood gptiditys Aesudikebptio have a significant |

on the objective.

Environment

E1. Reduce the effect of

Option 1 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

traffic on the environmen

Option 2 0

0

0

Medium

N/A

N/A

The approach to green infrastructure is unkikeyat

eipnificant impact upon traffic. As such, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact or

E2. Protect, enhance ano
restore open space,

biodiversity, flora and

fauna, geological and ge

Option 1 + + + Medium | Borough  Long term
wide

Option 2 | ++ ++ ++ Medium | Borough  Long term
wide

Secondary impacts on
perceptions of the area.
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Green Infrastructure Policy Options

| \ Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic

morphological features | Both options would lead to the protection of areas of existing green infrastructure and would therefore tiatkeeagijedtive e@ation 2 is however likel
have a more significant impact on the objective as it would not only protect Gl that is identified by thetdDiddoptetecibalspwaterways with a buffy
Gl opportunity areas most ggalgifidentified BOAs named in GM Ecological Framework as important areas for improving biodiversity .

E3. Reduce contributions] Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
to climate change Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term
Both options wouddd to the protection of areas of existing green infrastructure. Tree planting associated with the managemeiriraad eflgaeesmer
infrastructure has the potential to reduce contributions to climate by resulting in the sequegtrsatieriroficéinbatmosphere. As such, both options ha|
potential to have a positive effect on the objective. However, by identifying and protecting a greater npiidre? dfaSlthegette@ial to have a greater
on the objective.

E4. Reduce impact of Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
climate change Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term
Both options would lead to the protection of areas of existing green infrastructure. These areas of gre¢hdrnfoaetialduprdade shade, shelter and |
cooling which would help reduce the impact of the higher summer temperatures that are predicted as a resnladtitionatbetmageas of green
infrastructure can reduce levels of surface vedtenditherefore have the potential to lessen the impact of extreme weather events that are predict
increasingly frequent due to climate change. As such, both options have the potential to have a positineefiestervethéphjdging and protecting a
greater number of Gl assets, Option 2 has the potential to have a greater impact on the objective.

E5. Reduce the Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
environmental impacts off Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A
consumption and The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon the environmemébimgaattgroficotisnmAs such, both optic
production unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.
E6. Conserve land Option 1 + + + Medium | Borough  Long term
resources and reduce lan wide
contamination Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium | Borough  Long term
wide
Both options would protect areas of greenfield land from development and would therefore have eopssitisegrigrattesources. However, by identif]
protecting a greater number of Gl assets, Option 2 has the potential to have a greater impact on the objective.
E7. Protect and improve Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondarynpacts on
water quality Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | biodiversity

Both options would protect areas of greenfield land from development, a number of which are located ineclosernsesi@ijtyido avould however giv|
greater protectiantuffers to waterways and, as such, has the potential to have a more significant impact on the objective.
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Green Infrastructure Policy Options

Timescale

Nature of Effect

SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
E8. Protect and improve { Option 1 + + + Medium | Boroughh  Longterm | Secondary impacts on hes
quality wide
Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium | Borough  Longterm
wice

lead to the protection of areas of existing green infrastructure. Tree planting assocratatt asittl Hreéhareoesgent of areas of green
doy dielpiradjtsto remove pollutants from the atmosphere. As such, both options have th

Both options would
infrastructure has the potential to have a beneficial impact

have a positive effect on the objective. However, by identifying a greater number of Gl opportunities, /@iali tm [2alvesatigegadés impattteonbjective.
E9. Protect and enhance| Option 1 + + + Medium Local Long term
the diversity and Option 2 ++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term

distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

Both options would protect afgaeenfield land that contribute to landscape character from development and would therefore have a pbgttigempsg
However, by identifying a greater number of Gl opportunities, Option 2 has the potential to have a griejgetnieapact on the

Economic

EC1. Enhanc Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

high performance and Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

sustainable economy to | The approach to green infrastructure ipunkkel have a significant i mpact upon Traffordos

provide a powerful a significant impact on the objective.

contribution to regional

growth

EC2. Reducing disparitiey Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

by releasing the potentiall Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

of all residents particularl] The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing disparitiess Asesushkdigttodgiana significant impreet ¢

in areaof disadvantage | objective.

EC3. Enhanc Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

image as a tourism Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

destination The approach to green infrastructure i s un InatiGneAs gucht bmth bptonseare anlikely tg imaj
significant impact on the objective.

EC4. Encourage the longl Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

term sustainability of Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Green Infrastructure Policy Options

! Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective Option 0-5 5-10 | 10+ | Certainty | Scale | Permanence | Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years | years | years synergistic
Traffordo&s 1|Theapproachtogreenmfst ructure i s unlikely to have a signifi candgareiuntikelgtohavels
significant impact on the objective.

ECS5. Improve the social Option 1 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

and environmental Option 2 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

performance of the The approach to green infrastructure is unlikely to have a significant impact upon the social and envirorimental parfoimancecb6 s econ o
economy unlikely to kia a significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

Both of the proposed approaches to green infrastructure would have a similar impact on the objectivestitmpavtoldgpyditettt apeas of greenspace from developmightremdfon
have a positive impact on access to greenspace; health and on conserving land resources. However, by rdgattiygsgeantuprbeeati§ Gl assets, Option 2 has the potential to hi
impact on each of these objectives.

The protection given to Gl by the two options would ensure that both approaches would also have a positivéveapthet osldtes tobpgatliversity; reducing the effects of clime
landscape character; and water quality. In addifilamtitrgeassociated with the management and enhancement of these areas could have a positive impact ore a@inangsith|
absorbing pollutants and carbon dioxide from the atmosphere. As such, both options have the potertiaftechavetiaepoisjéctives of improving air quality and reducing col
climate change. However, by identifying a greater number of Gl opportunities, Option 2 has the potentiglkict bavesayedfatersmobjectives.

Neither optiovould have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl1 7 Green Infrastructure

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon the provision of housing and is therefore untkelyitopzaire thesigidctive.

S2. Improve accessibility
for all to essential service
and facilities

+ |+ | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure sites that will be protected and enhanced and seekspmentuge tiwdtiogpact adversely on exis|
proposed access to these areas. The policy could therefore enhance access to open space and thereby haverstmeeobgesitive impact

S3. Enhance transport
infrastructure, improve
choice of travel modmnd
quality of life to all
communities.

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on health. |

The policy promotes access to a number of Green Infrastructure sites. It also specifically seeks to encalirdgmothecess &adldeWatde &zat promotes
the use of footpaths and cycleways to access this strategic green infrastructure site. The policy thereforedvassibie g piesitiae impact upon choice
mode and the sabjective of improving participation in aadtkaygling.

S4. Reduce crime, disord
and the fear of crime

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, isignifiikelyitopaavemthe objective.

S5.Reduce poverty and
social exclusion

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, it is ufikelyiteoplaatem thigrobjective.

S6. Encourage a sense g
communityidentity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identity and welfare. As such, it ignifiikelyiteplaatée sbjective.

S7. Improve qualification:s
and skills of the resident
population

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, it is unliteahy itmpasteon signdbjecti

S8. Improve the health
and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on quality q
The policy seeks to protect and enhance a series of green infrastructure sites and could theigfatopromioferpeal recreation. The policy also prote
Water Park, which is a major regional centre for water sports, and promotes the use of bridleways and cydtrat@gsdqemessthstructure site. The
therefore halsd potential to increase participation in recreation, walking and cycling and could therefore have a majwattbsitimnieveacthare is not :

high level of certainty about this impact as the retention of sports facilities doethaiopgoplantidechoose to participate in sport or recreation.

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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Gl17i Green Infrastructure |

\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
S9. Protect and improve + + + Medium Local Long term

local neighbourhood
quality

The protection of green infrastructure sites can have a positive impact on neighbourhoogtopredityf andapescé\s such, the policy has the potential t
some positive impact on the objective.

Environment

E1. Reduce the effect of
traffic on the environment

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy promotes the use of public transport, walldhiggattdaccess Sale Water Park. It is however considered that the policy is unlikely to have
impact on traffic and is therefore unlikely to have any significant impact on the objective.

E2. Protect, enhance ang
restore open space,
biodivesity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
of the area

The protection and enhancement of green infrastructure has the potential to provide a rangeieh@bitgielfoy sgentifies a series of green infrastruc
that will be protected and enhanced. The policy therefore has the potential to have a major positive imgabeabjbetiele thantetate to protecting an
enhancing operesp. The policy also specifically states that the Broad Ees Dole Local Nature Site at Sale Water Park wjiblieyniagmtdorechdhthe

potential to have a major positive impact on the elements of the objective that relateta amtifaerstyafid on theobjdrtive of conserving and enhang

E3. Reduce contributions
to climate change

the natural environment.
+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure sites that will lrdhairttameast. Tree planting associated with the management and enhancen
green infrastructure has the potential to reduce contributions to climate by resulting in the sequestratiommoftediorodphede. As such, by praedtin
enhancing areas of green infrastructure, the policy has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E4. Reduce impact of
climate change

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructutensité®thrintained and enhanced. These areas of green infrastructure have the potential to p
shelter and urban cooling which would help reduce the impact of the higher summer temperatures that arefpriadiate d¢lsarg easialition, these areas
green infrastructure can reduce levels of surface-ofhtard timerefore have the potential to lessen the impact of extreme weather events that are pr
increasingly frequent due to climate change. Conslegpetity, has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objeciieativatsfauinimising

E5. Reduce the
environmental impacts of
consumption and
production

the risk of flooding.
0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikeljhave a significant impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and production. As such, itiggificige impdeivenats
objective.

E6. Conserve land

+ +

Medium | Local | Longterm |

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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Gl1i Green Infrastructure

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

0-5 Scale

years

Certainty Secondary, cumulative, ‘ Mitigation

synergistic

resources and reduce lar
contamination

Thepolicy provides protection for areas of existing green space and would ensure that these areas of greeafield fandereloptreht. The policy the
has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E7. Protect and improve

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on biodiver

water quality

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure sites that will be maintained and enhanced. Thessracascof@naandefiate surface watdf rate
and minimise incidences of surface water and sewer flooding, both of which can have a detrimental impacsequeatsy, thalitglicohas the potential
have a positive impact on the objective.

E8. Protect and improve
quality

+ + + Medium Local Secondary impacts on health,
particularly amongst those whq

suffer from respiratory illnesses

Long term

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure sites that will be maintained and enhanced. A nuenbituaitimecle ses@imity to AQMAS. Tree
planting associated with the management and enhancement of areas of green infrastructure has the poteditiahpattawe aitbegnalityi by helping to re
pollutants from the atmosphere. As suclediyngrand enhancing areas of green infrastructure, the policy has the potential to have a positive impa

E9. Protect and enhance
the diversity and

++ ++ ++ Malium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
of the area

distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

The policy seeks to protect and enhance a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas across the Borforghaehih @ gatetiial to have a major
positive impact ondacape character.

Economic

EC1. Enhanc

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

high performance and
sustainable economy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth

policy is wunlikely to havemaaceandegcononiyiAs suohtitisiunikely tothaveigosignificamtimgdctfon th

EC2. Reducing disparitie

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releasing the potential
of all residents particularl

in areas of disadvantage

The policy is unlikely to laasignificant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant ieapact on the object

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl1i Green Infrastructure

| Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
EC3. Enhanc/{ + + + Medium | More tharf Longterm | Secondary impacts on job ared
image as a tourism local and prosperity.
destination The policy provides protection for Sale Water Park, which is a regional centre for water sports, nature rooalsexsagadioanByrgootecting this area an

encouraging the provision of appropriate facilities,abelgdiedp support this important visitor attraction and have a positive impact on the image of
tourism destination.

EC4. Encourage the long 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

term sustainability of The policy is unlikelydovhe a si gni fi cant i mpact wupon the sustai nab pdction tle olectivel r :
Trafford6fs ]

EC5. Improve the social 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and environmental The policyisnl i kely to have a significant i mpact upon t h dkelgtohavea kignificand img
performance of the on the objective.

economy

Sustainability Summary

The policy has the potential to have a positiveimg number of objectives. In particular, by protecting a regional centre for water sports, protecting afid)er@mimnfiagtarcture
recreational use and promoting walking and cycling, the policy has the potential to tieeénapactj@npbsi objective relating to health. By protecting these areas of green infras
could also have a major positive effect on the objective of reducing the impacts of climate change by hdlpmgutomerderapeagand reduce surface wateoffu®ther objectiy
that the policy could have a major positive impact on are those that relate to biodiversity and landscape character.

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure sites that will benoh@inkeinedd. Tree planting associated with the management and enhancement of these areas c(
impact on air quality and climate change by absorbing pollutants and carbon dioxide from the atmospherasitheymitetitiajiaicy some positive effect on the objectives of imy
quality and reducing contributions to climate change. In addition, the identification and enhancement otcthesaitgeanindratéo have some positive effect on thethuddjeetates {
local neighbourhood quality; water quality; and conserving land resources.

By promoting enhanced access to areas of green infrastructure, particularly by walking and cycling, theghdtidyavassthragptesitive impaloe abjectives relating to the accessil
facilities and choice of travel mode. The policy could also have some positive effect on the image of Tredfordtias &yqnasectihg Sale Water Park and giving encourage
provisionf@appropriate facilities at this site.

The proposed policy would not have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; i minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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GI27 Green Infrastructure Opportunity Areas

Nature of Effect

Timescale \

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The policy is unlikely to have a significant imphet ppeision of housing as the major Gl opportunity sites are in Green Belt and are not identified f
sites identified as a wash over existing designations could potentially enhance a housing site. Howevealdtet® detarsuifiieitns at present. Conseq|
the policy is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility

+ |+ | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

for all to essential service
and facilities

The policy identifies a series e grirastructure opportunity areas that will be enhanced and promotes greater access to these areas fahiafooltie/ 1
could therefore enhance access to open space and thereby have some positive impact on the objective.

S3. Enhance traport

+ | + | + | Medium Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on health. |

infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

The policy promotes access to/through a number of Green Infrastructure sites by walkpay@ndarydimgpniifies Altrincham Sewage Works as havin
potential to provide active travel routes between Carrington and Sale West and identifies the potentiahtbaydatbrikepathssaCarrington Mossland
Sale West witlaington and Partington. The policy therefore has the potential to have some positive impact upon choitieedukabjativel efantprovi
participation in walking and cycling.

S4. Reduce crime, disord

o | o | o Medium |  N/A | N/A | |

and the fear of crime

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, isignifiikelyitopaavemthe objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and 0 | 0o | o | Medium | NA | N/A |
social exclusion The policy imlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, it is unlikely to haverm tsigribigsnthvienpact
S6.Encourageasensed 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium N/A | N/A |

community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of omptunity

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identity and welfare. As such, it ignifiikelyintplaavem thie objective.

S7. Improve qualification:s

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and skills of the resident
populaion

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, it is unlitahy itmpasteon signdbjective.

S8. Improve the health

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on quality q

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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GI27 Green Infrastructure Opportunity Areas

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

0-5
years

Certainty Scale Secondary, cumulative,

synergistic

Mitigation

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The policy seeks to enhance a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas and promotes the use of tihes& hegaalifty peoneates access to/thrc
number of Gnednfrastructure sites by walking and cycling. In particular, it identifies Altrincham Sewage Works asdprinvigthagistettéalel routes
between Carrington and Sale West and identifies the potential to create footpaths ess yatetigiamadossland to link Sale West with Carrington a|
Partington. The policy therefore has the potential to increase participation in recreation, walking andrejotiatave oudgothpositive impact on heal,
However, there is adtigh level of certainty about this impact as the retention of sports facilities does not guarantee thab paoiidgaié anepset or
recreation.

S9. Protect and improve
local neighbourhood
quality

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The povision of green infrastructure can have a positive impact on neighbourhood quality and perceptions of aolieydzatheuntietitéal to have son
positive impact on the objective.

Environment

E1. Reduce the effect of
traffic on the enkdnment

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy promotes access to/through a number of Green Infrastructure sites by walking and cyclingfids pétrtimchamitSdesstije Works as having tl
potential to provide active travel routes betwegtoiCamd Sale West and identifies the potential to create footpaths and cycle links across Carringtg
Sale West with Carrington and Partington. It is however considered that the policy is unlikely to haveratsiffinifiechig ihgratbre unlikely to have any
significant impact on the objective.

E2. Protect, enhance ang
restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept

of the area

The provision of green infrastructure has the potential to provide a range of habitats for species. Tteripslmfygoeamifigfsestsucture opportunity area
will be enhanced. The policy therefore has the potestialrt@mjor positive impact on the elements of the objective that relate to protecting and enhaj
The policy also states that a number of these green infrastructure opportunity areas will be enhanced trsitpravacthieosbatie, it is specified that
enhancements at Wellacre will include habitat creation/management. The policy also promotes enhanced biodivensiBoreshisedti6g and that the [
the west of Roaring Gate Lane will be enhanced adifordtsagcological interest. The policy therefore has the potential to have a major positive im|
elements of the objective that relate to biodiversity, flora and fauna, avlyjentileecfonserving and enhancing the natural nvironme

E3. Reduce contributions
to climate change

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | [

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas that will be maintained and entessomiat€rbwiptatittnmanagement and
enhancementarkeas of green infrastructure has the potential to reduce contributions to climate by resulting in the segliecesttatfoomotivadtaosphere
such, by enhancing areas of green infrastructure and encouraging tree planting asexsitesbsuasf deeStretford Meadows, the policy has the potenti
positive impact on the objective.

E4. Reduce impact of

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl21 Green Infrastru

SA Objective

cture Opportunity Areas
Timescale

5-10

years

Nature of Effect
0-5 Permanence

years

10+
years

Certainty Scale Secondary, cumulative,

synergistic

Mitigation

climate change

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure opportoaitwitirbasnaintained and enhanced. These areas of green infrastructure have the pc
shade, shelter and urban cooling which would help reduce the impact of the higher summer temperatures tieattiref mladatedtemigaddition, thest
areas of green infrastructure can reduce levels of surfaceffiatertherefore have the potential to lessen the impact of extreme weather events thai
become increasingly frequent due to climate change. Gorkeqadicly has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objeetibeetidkitsf sul]

E5. Reduce the
environmental impacts off
consumption and
production

minimising the risk of flooding.
o | o | o Medium | N/A | N/A | |

The policy is unlik& have a significant impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and production. As sucla gignifidéljnmpdeiven th
objective.

E6. Conserve land
resources and reduce lar
contamination

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The policyeeks to enhanageas of existing green space and would ensure that these areas of greenfield land are not released for cletledopfoenhak
the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E7. Protect and improve
water quality

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on biodiver

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas that will be maintained and enhagiesnh iffiestractaie afan moderate surfac
runoff rates and minimise incidences of surface water and sewer flooding, both of which can have a detrimamétympacsequsatsr, the policy has
potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E8. Protect and improve |
quality

+ + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on health,
particularly amongst those whq

suffer from respiratory illnesses

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas that will be maintained and enhasearhpbrunityesireiih such as Stretford
Meadows and the open land to the south of the M60, are situated in close proximity to AQMAs. Tree plareintgpassmrized avithehhancement of al
green infrastructure has the potential to baeéaabimpact on air quality by helping to remove pollutants from the atmosphere. As such, by enhan
infrastructure and by encouraging tree planting at a number of these sites, including Stretford Meadowstehtaim iayvaaspbsifive impact on the
objective.

E9. Protect and enhance
the diversity and
distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap!
character and cultural
facilities

++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept

of the area

The policyeeks to enhance a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas across the Borough. The policy thetdforabhas thajooteositive impac
landscape character.

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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GI27 Green Infrastructure Opportunity Areas

Nature of Effect

Timescale \

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic

Economic
EC1. Enhanc 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
high performance and The policy is wunlikely to have a significant itohawe a significanbimpadt ondahe dbfec
sustainable ecomoy to
provide a powerful
contribution to regional
growth
EC2. Reducing disparitie 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releasing the potential
of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As such, itsgynifidesiy itoeteoa the objective.

EC3. Enhanc 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

image as a tourism The policy is unlikely to have a signi f i can tohavergsaficantimpgcoon thelobjectivé. o r
destination

EC4. Encourage the long 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

term sustainability of The policy is unlikely to have a signifi cantytoihangassignificantimpact oh thesobjective
Traffordfs |

EC5. Improve the social 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and environmental The policy is unlikely to have a signif i emmomy. Asspch,d ts unlikphotohave la significand

performance of the

economy

on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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GI27 Green Infrastructure Opportunity Areas

Timescale \ Nature of Effect
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on a number of objectives. In particular, by protentiag afidyje@mamtnagiute for recreational use and promoting wall
cycling, the policy has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objective relatimtateingadths BY green infrastruatpportunitihe policy could also have a majorep
effect on the objective of reducing the impacts of climate change by helping to moderate higher summer tenmefateesterdwidOther objectives that the policy could have
positive impact on are those that relate tositipdive landscape character.

The policy identifies a series of green infrastructure opportunity areas that will be maintained and enhasserlatBeeviphatitenghnanagement and enhancement of these areas
positive impact on aialggy and climate change by absorbing pollutants and carbon dioxide from the atmosphere. As such, thegbdtidyahasstiragptesitive effect on the obje(
improving air quality and reducing contributions to climate changethinidddiifacation and enhancement of these green infrastructure sites could also have some positiveesf
that relates to local neighbourhood quality; water quality; and conserving land resources. In addition, byspresetingresisanicgrben infrastructure, particularly by walking ang
policy has the potential to have some positive impact on the objectives relating to the accessibility @bfacditiesaadiechoic

The proposed policy wouldavet & negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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GI3i Site Specific Green Infrastructure

Nature of Effect

Timescale

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in sreubbipissngniitealyetio Aave a significant ir
on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

for all to essential service
and facilities

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon access to essahfetitedcas such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on
objective.

S3. Enhance transport

0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode and
quality of life to all
communities.

The proposed policy is unlikeBva significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travel mode. As such, it is unlikelyinopaavea thi¢
objective.

S4.Reducecrime,disord 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and the fear of crime The proposed policy igalyl to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. As such, it is unlikely to hav®a gigrofijectivenpa
S5. Reduce poverty and o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

social exclusion The proposed policy is unlikely to hgwndiaasit impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the
S6.Encourageasensed 0 | 0 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identity and welfare. Ashawveha isignifitiaetyingact on the objective.

S7. Improve qualification:s

0 [ o | o | Maium | NA | N/A | |

and skills of the resident
population

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such aitsignifilieelly itogzanten the objective.

S8. Improve the health

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant direct impact upon health. As such, it is unlikelyitopaatea gigrofigactive.

S9. Protect and improve

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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GI3 i Site Specific Gr

SA Objective

een Infrastructure

| Timescale
0-5 5-10

years | years

Nature of Effect
10+ Permanence

years

Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

Mitigation

Certainty ‘ Scale

local neighbourhood
guality

The provision of green infrastructure can have a positive impact on neighbourhood quality and perceptionthefpolicydmsithsymtential to have so
positive impact on the objective.

Environment

E1l. Reduce the effect of
traffic onthe environment

0 | o | 0 | Medum | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic and, as such, is unlikely to have a sigmiijactivepact on th

E2. Protect, enhance ang
restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
faunageological and geo
morphological features

++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
of the area

The provision of green infrastructure, including trees, has the potential to provide a range of habitatEjoresjesi¢se Fhepsibn of green infrastructu
new development and encourages this to take any reasonable opportunities to connect to, or enhance, theeaxistragtGtcategibl&work. The policy
therefore has the potential to have a raijoe popact on the objective and on-tiigesttlve of conserving and enhancing the natural environment.

E3. Reduce contributions
to climate change

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | [

Tree planting has the potential to reduce contributions toedinitiitg bythe sequestration of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere. As such, by requit
development to contribute to the green infrastructure through, inter alia, tree planting, the policy has sheosdteatialgadian the olgiectiv

E4. Reduce impact of
climate change

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm |

The provision of green infrastructure, including trees, has the potential to provide shade, shelter and wdddrhetpliedushitievimpact of the higher <
tempeatures that are predicted as a result of climate change. In addition, green infrastructure can reduce laveisfbbsdrtaesei@thave the potenti
lessen the impacts of extreme weather events that are predicted to becorfreqnergadiregly climate change. Consequently, by requiring new devel;
contribute towards green infrastructure provision, the policy has the potential to have a major positivévergad itsrstiljedieet of minimising the risk

E5. Reduce the
environmental impacts off
consumption and
production

flooding.
0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and psachlitein tdbaueifigant impact on the
objective.

E6. Conserve land
resources and reduce lar
contamination

0 | 0o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon land resources or contamination. As such, it ignifitiaetyigadtavethesobjective.

E7. Protect and improve
water quality

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on biodiver

The provision of green infrastructure can moderate surfaeaffiwates ramd volumes and minimise incidences ofserfacd sewer flooding, both of whic
have a detrimental impact on water quality. Consequently, by requiring new development to contribute towesgs arstmintnaspelcy has the poten;
have a positive impact on the objective.

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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GI3 i Site Specific Green Infrastructure

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
E8. Protect and improve + + + Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on health,

quality

particularly amongst those whq
suffer from respiratory illnesses

The policy requires new development to contribute to green infrastructure iagdéietsuppaublicy explains that this will often be achieved through t
Tree can play an important role in improving air quality by removing some pollutants from the atmosphereliGonse doembetitapto have a positivi
impact on the objective.

E9. Protect and enhance

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

the diversity and
distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon landscape and tosteiscapsutiard is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

Economic

ECl1. Enhanc 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

high performance and The proposed policynislui kel'y t o have a significant i mpact upon Tr a fificantintpécson the
sustainable economy to | objective.

provide a powerful

contribution to regional

growth

EC2. Reducing disparitie 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releasing the potential
of all residents particularl
in areas of dadvantage

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As sweha isignifitiietyinghct on the objective.

EC3. Enhanc 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

image as a tourism The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si qlikelyftahava adignificanpirapact on the ¢
destiration objective.

EC4. Encourage the long 0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

term sustainabilitgf The proposed policy is unlikely to have a s.iigunlikdlyitachave & sighiffagneimopact an phe
Traffordds | objective.

ECS5. Improve the gl 0 | 0o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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GI3 i Site Specific Green Infrastructure

Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
and environmental The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si gnadmy.iAssuchtitisiumikels o haveuap ¢
performance of the significant imgteon the objective.
economy

Sustainability Summary

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on a number of objectives, particularly those thatakisseds.eFvirgmavesion of green infrastructure, including trees, hés
to provide a range of habitats for species and can also play an important role in moderating the urban medtdsfandusféast aaderaffimnates and volumes. Consequently, by r
new development to contribute towards greanctofestrovision, the policy has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objectives that asldtees thudiroglither Sitypact
climate change; and some positive effect on the objective of improving water quality.

The planting wées can also have a positive impact on air quality and climate change by absorbing pollutants and carlmospbeice fKerautie sghe policy has the potential to h
positive effect on the objectives of improving air qualityngnebrédbations to climate change. In addition, by requiring the provision of green infrastructure, trevpa@ye@alsits
effect on the objective that relates to local neighbourhood quality.

The proposed policy would not have genegaticertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl47 Allotments

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years | years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balanceand mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in the houdiig unikedy. td$aueta significant iompidoet
objective.

S2. Improve accessibility

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

for all to essential service
and facilities

Allotments are unlikely to be classified as an essential service or facility and, as such, the policy ignifideely itoptpoa accessibility for all to essel
services and facilities. Consequently, both options are unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport

0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode and
quality of life to all
communities.

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of travel niikedy feshsauehaisignificant impact on the ob)

S4. Reduce crime, disord

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and the fearfacrime

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. fstaweEhaisignifiikaelyimpact on the objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and

o [ o 0 | Medim | NA | N/A | |

social exclusion

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As swehaisignifiiiatyingphat on the objective.

S6. Encourage a sense g

o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

community identity and
welfare and value
diversty, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identity and welfare. Ashawveha isignifitiaetyingact on the objective.

S7. Improve @lifications

+ | + | + | Medium [ Local | Longterm | |

and skills of the resident
population

Allotments, particularly if they are available for community use, can provide education opportunities. Angoedistihg bilginoéests and seeking totkec
provision of new allotments, the policy has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

S8. Improve the health

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on quality q

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The provign and retention of allotments can contribute to the healibingdfublt population and, as such, the posed policy has the potential to have
impact on the objective.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl47i Allotments

\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
S9. Protect and improve 0 0 0 Medium NA N/A

local neighbourhood
guality

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As sueha isignifidietyirrgphat/on the objective.

Environment

E1. Reduce the effect of 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
traffic on the environmen{ The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon traffic and, as such, is unlikely to have a sigrifijectivepact on th
E2. Protect,enhanceand + | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphologial features

The policy provides protection for existing allotments and encourages the provision of allotment areas itheegfateVieisptine potiential to support the
objective by providing protection t@tkaseof open space. It is also recognised that allotments have the potential to provide habitat for speities an
policy could also have a positive impact on the elements of the objective that relate to biodiversity, flora and fauna.

E3 Reduce contributions 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
to climate change The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon greenhouse gas emissions and, as such, is uniiketynpaeiverats@oliiective.
E4. Reduce impact of + | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

climate chang

The policy provides protection for existing allotments and encourages the provision of allotment areas ithecgfalevietsptine moténtial to support the
objective by retaining and providing areas paopewvhich can help moderate the higher summer temperatures and also reduce sfffadeevpatéryrun
therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E5. Reduce the

0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

environmental impacts of
consumption and
production

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon the environmental impacts of consumption and psathliten td\bavela, dignificant impact or
objective.

E6. Conserve land

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | [

resources and reduce lar
contanination

The policy provides protection for existing allotments and, as a result, would help to conserve these giegnfiedceditesh@ibehe potential to have a
impact on the objective.

E7. Pratct and improve

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on biodiver

water quality

Retaining areas of open space, such as allotments, can help moderate sudemd/at@rimise incidences of surface water and sewer floodintawhiz)
detrimental impact on water quality. The policy therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E8. Protect and improve |

o [ o | o Medium |  N/A | N/A | |

quality

The policy is unlikely to have a significant impact @hionaidgas such, is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E9. Protect and enhance

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl47i Allotments

SA Objective

Nature of Effect \
Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
synergistic

Timescale \

0-5
years

5-10
years

10+
years

Certainty Scale

the diversity and
distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

The policy is unlikely to hargrdficant impact upon landscape and townscape character. As such, it is unlikely to have a significarivénpact on the

Economic

ECl1. Enhanc 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

high performance and The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si gn iurflikelgtahave aisignficamt impactor
sustainable economy to | objective.

provide a powerful

contribution to regional

growth

EC2. Reducing disparitie 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releasing thpotential
of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As sweha isignifiiietyingphct on the ahjectiv

EC3. Enhanc 0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

image as a tourism The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si qlikelyftahava adignificanpirapact on the ¢
destination oljective.

EC4. Encourage the long 0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

term sustainability of The proposed policy is unlikely to have a s.iigunlikdlyitocchave mgigantmpc onthe p ¢
Traffordos [ objective.

ECS5. Improve the social 0 [ o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and environmental The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si gndmf iATsach,ttis untikphate Havea p ¢

performance of the

economy

significant impact on the objective.

Sustainability Summary

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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Gl47i Allotments

Timescale | Nature of Effect
5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence

SA Objective 0-5
years | years

years

Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
synergistic

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on a wide range of objectives. The retention of existny @listorenfsnew alldtareas have the potential to contribute tc
and welbbeing and provide education opportunities. As such, the policy has the potential to have a positive impdieesriiae retatialtobjealth and education and skills.

The policy wdudlso have a positive effect on a wide range of environmental objectives. In particular, it would leathtesthgrpeatéetibritefs and would therefore have a positiv
the objective concerned with land resources. The prttestosreds could also help reduce surface wiétendimitigate the urban heat island effect. The policy therefore has tl
have a positive effect on the objectives related to water quality and reducing the impacts of climéity ctiemdmsThe potential to have some positive effect on the objec
biodiversity and open space.

The proposed policy would not have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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AppendixT

Sport and Leisure
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SP1 7 Existing Sports and Leisure Facilities

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in sreubbpugirgumigickbt té have a significant
on the objective.

S2. Impree accessibility
for all to essential service
and facilities

+ + + Medium | Borough

wide

Long term

The policy provides protection for indoor sports facilities and encourages appropriate enhancements teutiecthe faailktietlisedrto fod potential. It
therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective by supporting the retention of these local facilities.

S3. Enhance transport
infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities

0 | 0 | 0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of, itaselntioely.tdhraueha significant impact |
objective.

S4. Reduce crime, disord
and the femof crime

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. fastmwehaisignifiikalyimpact on the objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and
social exclusion

o [ o 0 [ Medium | NA | N/A | |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As swehaisignifiiatyingphat on the objective.

S6. Encourage a sense g
community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

+ [+ + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

The policy provides protection for indoor sports facilities and encourages appropriate enhancements tsutiecthefaailktietlizedrto their full potential.
therefore has the potential to have a positive impact upon community welfare by supporting the retentionrerse dotelramemmeaniy facilities.

S7. Improve qualification
and skills of the resident
population

0 | 0o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such, itsgoifideslt itogenteoa the objective.

S8. Improve the health
and, inequalities in healtH

++ ++ ++ Medium | Borough

wide

Long term | Secondary impacts on quality ¢

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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SP1 7 Existing Sports and Leisure Facilities

SA Objective

Nature of Effect
Permanence

Timescale
5-10
years

0-5
years

10+
years

Secondary, cumulative,
synergistic

Mitigation

Certainty ‘ Scale

of the population

The policy provides protection for indoor sports facilities and encourages appropriate enhancements teutlecthejaaiiietliwedrto their full potential.
Consequently, the polisytha potential to have a major positive impact on the objective by providing support for participationaresporot lddvigivéaye
certainty about this impact as the retention of sports facilities does not guarantee thaggewpkrtiaipake in sport or exercise.

S9. Protect and improve
local neighbourhood
quality

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhood quality. As sueha isignifalikeimpadtaan the objective.

Environment

E1l. Reduce the effect of
traffic on the environment

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on air quali

and greenhouse gas emissiong

The policy provides protection for indoor sports facilities ageseaquropriate enhancements to these facilities to ensure they are utilised to their full
recognised that the loss of these facilities could result in Trafford residents having to travel furthenésefdeititie aeoassuich, the policy could have |
positive impact on the objective andatgeciives relating to managing traffic flows and improving levels of traffic related noise. There is holaver o
certainty about this impact as it is unebgtier any increase in traffic flows resulting from the loss of a leisure facility would be significant.

E2. Protect, enhance ang
restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

The poposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon open space, biodiversity and geological feemlikely. tashswehaisignificant impact or|
objective.

E3. Reduce contributions
to climate change

+ | + | + | low | Local | Longterm | [

The policy provides protection for indoor sports facilities and encourages appropriate enhancements tautieetbefeaiiiet|twedns their full potential.
recognised that the loss of these facilities could result in Tradrdviegidetavel further in order to access these facilities which could result in incri
greenhouse gas emissions associated with transport. There is however only a low level of certainty aboot#risimphettzeritisy increasfin flows
resulting from the loss of a leisure facility would have a significant impact on climate change.

E4. Reduce impact of 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

climate change The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant effect upon efftiresitopachsoaf climate change. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant imp
objective.

ES. Reduce the 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

environmental impacts of|
consumption and
production

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significamtdmpiecenvironmental impacts of consumption and production. As such, it is unlikely to have
impact on the objective.

Local Plan: Land Alloc
Page 1021

ations Sustainability Appraisal



SP1 7 Existing Sports and Leisure Facilities

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
E6. Conserve land 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

resources and reduce lar
contamination

The proposed policy is unlikely ta lsy@ficant impact upon land resources and land contamination. As such, it is unlikely to have a sigoifiatitvin|

E7. Protect and improve

0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

water quality

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a sigmifecntpon water quality. As such, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective.

E8. Protect and improve
quality

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on health,
particularly among those who g
from respiratory illnesses

The policy provides protection for indoor sports facilities and encourages appropriate enhancements teutieethejaaiiietliwedrto their full potential.
recognised that the loss of these facilities could result in Teatfohdvegicto travel further in order to access these facilities which could result in inci
emissions that have a detrimental impact on air quality. There is however only a low level of certaintyitabauntcitaimpéettasy increase in traffic flo
resulting from the loss of a leisure facility would have a significant impact on climate change.

E9. Protect and enhance

0 [ o | o | Maium | NA | N/A | |

the diversity and
distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon townscape and landscape character.tdfiauely gignifidéelympact on the objecti

Economic

ECl1. Enhanc 0 | 0o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

high performance and The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si gn iurflikelygta have aisigngicamt impt or
sustainabé economy to | objective.

provide a powerful

contribution to regional

growth

EC2. Reducing disparitie 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releasing the potential
of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic digiparitidikefstsutdye a significant impact on the objective.

EC3. Enhanc

0 | 0o | 0o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SP1 7 Existing Sports and Leisure Facilities

Timescale Nature of Effect
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
image as a tourism The proposed policy is unlikely to have auchiigunlikdlyitochave a signifitgntancpact on fhe
destination objective.
EC4. Encourage the long + + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
term sustainability of of the area and job creation.
Traffordds |Thereareanumberdfinor sports facilities that are | ocated wi t handAltrmeham Leisue |

Centre. By ensuring the protection of these facilities unless there is no current or futureondieehorttierpalidyf could have a positive impact on this o
supporting the retention of a facility that encourages visitors to the town centre and/or facilitates Imdeedwvepeniylzele@idevel of certainty about this

ashe extent to which existing |eisure facilities encourage | inke
EC5. Improve the social 0 | o | 0 | Medum | NA | N/A | |
and environmental The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significamp act wupon t he social and environment al pe
performance of the significant impact on the objective.

economy

Sustainability Summary

The proposed policy relating to existing sports and leisure facilitiesntiabtth@ge a positive impact on a number of objectives. In particular, by providing support for padi
exercise, the policy has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objective relating to he #thigseTaeilidentiauldfalso have a positive effect on the objectives relat|
to services and facilities; and community welfare.

The policy also has the potential to have a positive effect on a number of environmental objectiteb. &pedifioalysasof t he sports and | ei su
travel further in order to access these facilities, a policy which provides protection to these facilitieshzas thenpeteositive impact on dutivay relating to reducing the effects ¢
on the environment; reducing contributions to climate change; and improving air quality. Given that a nufabititie$ gresbdaimden close proximity to town centres, the proj
could also have a positive effect on t he ec o iogsupportobthe eetentionwofefacilitieslthattatirattyisitoreto theseci

The proposed policy would not have genegaticertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; I minor negative; T T major negative; ? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SP2 i1 School Playing Fields

\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a ket 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in shebbuiirsgumisckbt té\ hasigraficant impal
on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility
for all to essential service
and facilities

+ + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | |
The policy provides protection for school playing fields and encourages their dual use by the h@gmlicgrtimacefitye has the potential to have a posif
impact on access to sport and recreation facilities and could therefore have a positive impact on the objective.

S3. Enhance transport
infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode ang
quality ofife to all
communities.

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |
The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of, itaselntikelg.tdshaueha significant impact |
objective.

S4. Reduce crimdisorder
and the fear of crime

o | o |
The proposed policy

0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |
is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. #shawehaisignifitkalyimpact on the objective,

S5. Reduce poverty and
social exclusion

o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As swehaisignifiiiatyingphat on the objective.

S6. Encourage a sense g
community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

0 0 0 | Medium | NA | N/A |
The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community welfare and identity. Ashsweha isignifitiatyirtgoact onbjleetive.

S7. Improve qualificationy
and skills of the resident
population

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualifications and skills. As such aitsig nifitiieelyitogeeten thectise.

S8. Improve the health
and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on quality q
The policy provides protection for school playing fields and encourages their dual use bitlye @dtseqaently, the policy has the potential to have i
positive impact on the objective by providing support for participation in sport and recreation. Howevyé¢hefecertainty hlybut this impact as the re

of sportfacilities does not guarantee that people will choose to participate in sport or recreation.

Local Plan: Land Alloc
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SP2 1 School Playing Fields

Timescale Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
S9. Protect and improve 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

local neighbourhood
guality

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local giglityoddheandh, it is unlikely to have a significant impact on the objective

Environment

E1l. Reduce the effect of
traffic on the environment

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on air quali

and greenhouse gas emissions

The policy prog&protection for school playing fields and encourages their dual use by the wider community. The polioyecthddhdest dfonesadiznts |
near schools to travel in order to access sports facilities. As such, the policy cixgdmaeaeteopdbie objective and ibbjadbives relating to managing tri
flows and improving levels of traffic related noise. There is however only a low level of certainty alsoundeitdimpalcetieeit any reduction in traffic flc
associated with the policy would be significant.

E2. Protect, enhance ang
restore open space,
biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept

of the area.

The policgrovides protection for school playing fields.
support the elements of the objective that

It is recognised that these areas could be of some biodaghkityheapadientdaathe potential t
relate to biodiversity, flora and fauna.

E3. Rduce contributions
to climate change

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts associated

climate change

The policy provides protection for school playing fields and encourages their dual use by the wider comiduhéyefohe makcthemeed for residents |
near schools to travel in order to access sports facilities which would result in an associated reductiomriisgjmrenasssaaiad avith transport. As suc|
policy could have a positive impact on ttieeobjdwere is however only a low level of certainty about this impact as it is uncertain whether anipwesiug
associated with the policy would have a significant impact on climate change.

E4. Reduce impact of
climate change

+ |+ |+ | Medim Local | Longterm | [

The policy provides protection for school playing fields. It therefore has the potential to support theyabyeasivé bgertapdne which can help moder:
higher summer temperatures and also reduce surfaneffiaiéerpolicy therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E5. Reduce the
environmental impacts off
consumption and
production

o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impactwipmmtastal impacts of consumption and production. As such, it is unlikely to have a
impact on the objective.

E6. Conserve land

+ | + | 4+ | Medium | Local | Longterm | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SP2 1 School Playing Fields

SA Objective

Nature of Effect \
Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
synergistic

Timescale \
5-10 10+
years | years

0-5
years

Certainty ‘ Scale

resources and reduce lar
contamination

The policy provides protection for platyirg fields and thereby seeks to ensure that these areas of greenfield land are not released for developme!
therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E7. Protect and improve

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondaryimpacts on biodiver

water quality

Retaining school playing fields can help moderate surfaeefixatdrth@meby minimise incidences of surface water and sewer flooding which can hay
impact on water quality. The poliefotiednas the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E8. Protect and improve
quality

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on health,
particularly among those who g
from respiratory illnesses

The policy provides pratedtir school playing fields and encourages their dual use by the wider community. The policy could theré&oresietdunts likra
near schools to travel in order to access sports facilities which would result in an associatécutadaatissioms that have a detrimental impact on air
such, the policy could have a positive impact on the objective. There is however only a low level of paxthedyitabaurtdbitaimwhether any reductiol
traffic flogvassociated with the policy would have a significant impact on air quality.

E9. Protect and enhance

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

the diversity and
distinctiveness of
landscape and townscap
character and cultural
facilities

The proposed policy is unlikebva significant impact upon townscape and landscape character. As such, it is unlikely to have a sigoiifieetivémpe

Economic

ECl1. Enhanc 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

high performance and The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si gn iurflikelgta have aisigngicamt impactor
sustainable economy to | objective.

provide a powerful

contribution to reignal

growth

EC2. Reducing disparitie 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

by releaing the potential
of all residents particularl
in areas of disadvantage

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon reducing economic disparities. As swehaisignifii&etyirmphct oolifective.

EC3. Enhanc

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SP2 1 School Playing Fields

Timescale \ Nature of Effect

SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years ‘ synergistic ‘
image as a tourism The proposed policy is unlikely to have a si qlikelyftohava adignificanpirapacto u p ¢
destination objective.
EC4. Encourage the long 0 [ o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |
term sustainability of The proposed policy is unlikely to have a s.iigunlikdlyitoohaastgnificampngacton the ¢
Traffordods | objective.
EC5. Improve the social 0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |
and environmental The proposed policy is unlikely to have a sisgconomyi Asauch, itis unlkelydtd have a ¢
performance of the significant impact on the objective.
economy

Sustainability Summary

The proposed policy has the potential to have a positive impact on a number of objectives. In particuldrplayingpféedtisgpad@aaging their dual use by the wider community,
could provide support for participation in sport and recreation and thereby have a major positive impacitiog tbehehjdttiVeegdolicy would also have a positive effefgabive

relating to access to services and facilities.

The policy also has the potential to have a positive effect on several environmental objectives. Specifitadiye tfaritties wseild reduce the need for people living neairaebloio
order to access sports/leisure facilities. Accordingly, the policy has the potential to have some positivetirapaetiaiimght obgucing the effects of traffic on the environme
contributions to climate change; aodimgpair quality. The retention of playing fields could also have a positive effect on the objective of wctlichagehehangadiy helping to mo
higher summer temperatures and reduce surface-gfatén addition, the policydvMoave some positive impact on the objectives concerned with biodiversity; conserving lar,

improving water quality.

The proposed policy would not have a negative or uncertain impact on any of the objectives.

Key for effects
++ major positive; + minor positive; 0 neutral; T minor negative;

T T major negative;

? uncertain

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SP3i Golf Courses

\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
Social
S1. Achieve a better 0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

balance and mix in the
housing market between
availability and demand

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon achieving a better balance and mix in sreubbpugirgumigickbt té\ have a significant
on the objective.

S2. Improve accessibility

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

for all to essential séces
and facilities

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon access to essential services and farilike; tshmuehaisignificant impact on the
objective.

S3. Enhance transport

0 | o | o0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

infrastructure, improve
choice of travel mode ang
quality of life to all
communities.

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon transport infrastructure and choice of, itaselntikelg. tdhausignificant impact on tl
objective.

S4. Reduce crime, disord

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and the fear of crime

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon crime, disorder and fear of crime. #shawehaisigedikiehpact on the objective.

S5. Reduce poverty and

o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

social exclusion

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon poverty and social exclusion. As swehaisignifiietyintphat on tleetols.

S6. Encourage a sense g

o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A |

community identity and
welfare and value
diversity, improve equity
and equality of opportunit

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon community identityuehl ivislfanékélg £ have a significant impact on the objectiv

S7. Improve qualificationy

0 | o | o | Medium | NA | N/A | |

and skills of the resident
population

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon qualificationscdma skillslikelysto have a significant impact on the objective.

S8. Improve the health

++ | ++ | ++ | Medium | Local | Longterm | Secondary impacts on quality q

and, inequalities in healtH
of the population

The policy provides protection for existaugigas. Consequently, the policy has the potential to have a major positive impact on the objective duy pi
participation in sport. However, there is not a high level of certainty about this impact as the retestibe ®hibtegpaaizcilitie that people will choose to
participate in sport or exercise.

Local Plan: Land Allocations Sustainability Appraisal
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SP3i Golf Courses

\ Timescale \ Nature of Effect \
SA Objective 0-5 5-10 10+ Certainty Scale Permanence Secondary, cumulative, Mitigation
years years years synergistic
S9. Protect and improve 0 0 0 Medium N/A N/A

local neighbourhood
guality

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significant impact upon local neighbourhicbd itisalitfikét/so have a significant impact on the objective.

Environment

E1l. Reduce the effect of
traffic on the environment

Include an additional criteranalates to th
impact of new golf courses on the local
highways network.

Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts on air quali

and greenhouse gas emissions

The policy provides protection for existing golf courses. It is recognised that the loss of these faclliaéfebradidesuk maving to travel furthertim ords
access these facilities and, as such, the policy could have a positive impact on the objelojfactieesl ritdasinly to managing traffic flows and improving
traffic related noise. There is however only a low level of cettamimplouas it is uncertain whether any increase in traffic flows resulting from the |
facilities would be significant. In addition, the policy lists a series of criteria that will be used to jfoiggotievo pregobalsthiofisriteria does not includg
impact of the proposals on traffic and the functioning of the local highways network.

E2. Protect, enhance ano
restore open space,

++ ++ ++ Medium Local Long term | Secondary impacts on percept
of the area.

biodiversity, flora and
fauna, geological and ge(
morphological features

The policy seeks to not only protect existing golf courses but also encourages appropriate enhancemerttsittutteciuigecéensnfkasuch, it has the po
to have a posiiimpact on the objective. The policy also specifies that any new golf courses will be judged againsthieyeralil Heyeféecthe
conservation of natural habitats. As such, the policy should also help protect biodivensitgnflccaldddhéae a positive effect on-tigestilbe relating to
conserving the natural environment.

E3. Reduce contributions
to climate change

+ + + Low Local Long term | Secondary impacts associated

climate change

The policy provides protetioexisting golf courses. It is recognised that the loss of these facilities could result in Traffordnasd&ntheaiirgder to
access these facilities which could result in increased greenhouse gas emissions assodialdweretis tnansgp@r only a low level of certainty about thi
as it is uncertain whether any increase in traffic flows resulting from the loss of these facilities woutdgsotea slgniteactiange.

E4. Reduce impact of

+ | + | + | Medium | Local | Longterm | [

climate chang

The policy provides protection for existing golf courses. It therefore has the potential to support theyabgasivé byaptspisine which can help moder;
higher summer temperatures and also refhoeeveater rwoff. The policy therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the objective.

E5. Reduce the

o [ o 0 | Medium | NA | N/A | |

environmental impacts off
consumption and

production

The proposed policy is unlikely to have a significauppémplae environmental impacts of consumption and production. As such, it is unlikely to have
impact on the objective.
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