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This document can also be made available in alternative formats, including 
large print and Braille. For further details please contact the LDF Help-line 

on 0161 912 4475 
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1. Introduction 
 
1.1 The Sustainability Appraisal of the three spatial options for The Core Strategy 

Preferred Options stage was carried out using the methodology set out in the 
approved Sustainability Appraisal (SA) Scoping Report for the Core Strategy 
(June 2007).  

 
1.2 The SA Scoping report identifies twenty three sustainability objectives and 

sixty four sub objectives that reflect Trafford’s priorities for achieving a 
sustainable borough. The objectives are grouped into social, environment and 
economic objectives. A full list of the objectives and sub objectives is attached 
in Appendix 1. 

 
1.3 Sustainability Appraisal has been an integral part of developing the spatial 

options for Trafford’s Core Strategy. Through this report the effect of the 
spatial options on social, environmental and economic considerations has 
been appraised, changes made and options reappraised to produce spatial 
options that are as sustainable as possible. Mitigation comments have also 
been included that will be taken forward into more detailed policy formation 
following the Preferred Options consultation.  

 

2. The Sustainability Appraisal Process 
  
2.1 The SA was carried out in 4 stages. 
 

• Stage 1 – An appraisal of the draft Spatial Options 
• Stage 2 – An appraisal of the final  Spatial Options 
• Stage 3 – Critical friend appraisal 
• Stage 4 – Ratification panel approval 
 

2.2 Stage 1 – An appraisal of the Draft Spatial Options 
An initial SA was carried out on the three draft spatial options in February 
2008.  
The appraisal was carried out using three panels of independent experts 
working in Trafford from services such as Strategic Housing, Parks and 
Countryside, Traffic and Transportation. These panels were split into a social, 
an environmental and an economic panel. The membership of the panels is 
listed in Appendix 2. 

 
2.3 The panel representatives met as three separate panels in February 2008 and 

appraised each of the three draft spatial options for The Core Strategy. The 
diagrammatic plans illustrating these draft options can be found in Appendix 
3. The panels scored each draft option against every sustainability objective, 
relative to their group i.e. nine objectives for the social panel, nine for the 
environment panel and five for the economic panel. At the meetings each 
panel agreed a consensus score and comment for each of the objectives. The 
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list of general comments made as being applicable to all the options can be 
found in Appendix 4. 

 
2.4 Comments on possible mitigation and recommendations to improve the 

options were discussed and these were taken into account in revising the 
options. A commentary summarising these changes is attached as Appendix 
5. 

 
2.5 Stage 2 – An appraisal of the final Spatial Options 

In May 2008 a combined panel made up of representatives of the three 
separate panels met to appraise the final Spatial Options for the Core 
Strategy Preferred Options. Their scores and comments together with the 
scores and comments from the February SA are available in a separate 
document providing supporting information to the final SA.  

 
2.6 Stage 3 – Critical friend appraisal 

This stage involves stakeholders external to the Council with expertise in 
particular subject areas. Both appraisals from February and May were e 
mailed out to organisations and comments collated. These scores and 
comments have been used to form the final SA displayed below. The detailed 
comments and individual scores can be found in the separate SA supporting 
document. 

 
2.7 Stage 4 – Ratification Panel Approval 

This panel made up of senior Council Directors and Managers and a 
community representative from Trafford Partnership met to agree scores 
where the panel and critical friends arrived at a different score , add additional 
comments and approve the final SA. Their comments are also included in the 
supporting SA document. 

 

3. Ratified Sustainability Appraisal 
 

The table below is the final ratified Sustainability Appraisal of the 3 spatial 
options. 

 
Key 
S  Short term (next 5 years) 
M  Medium term (5- 10 years) 
L  Long term (10 – 15 years) 
++  Strong positive effect 
+  Positive effect 
0 neutral effects 
- Negative effect 
-- Strong negative effect 
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Social 
 
SPATIAL OPTION 1 –  
 
 

Score 
++; +; 
0; - ; -- 

S 

Score 
++; +; 
0; -; -- 

M 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

L 

Comments 

S1. Residential Balance + 0 - 

To be successful in fulfilling our objectives the housing must enable communities to be 
integrated, thereby reducing tension between communities. 
There is too much emphasis on the north of the Borough to adequately realise 
regeneration objectives across the borough, particularly as a result of poor distribution of 
housing type and tenure. 

• Over time the effects of cramming housing in the north will not allow other areas of 
need to be realised e.g. Partington and Sale west. 

• Over time, there will insufficient scope to provide a full range of homes, particularly 
for families. 

• Over time there will be insufficient scope to provide affordable homes in the right 
location and of the required types.  

• Concern over cramming units onto only a few sites, could result in adverse impacts 
on services. 

There needs to be a balance of tenure across the Borough which offers choice to a wide 
range of people with differing needs and aspirations. Concentrating residential 
development in the core area/north of the Borough puts the onus on a small number of 
land owners to bring forward sites.  
 
It is vital that sufficient affordable housing is developed to meet the needs of Trafford 
residents. 
Particular attention should be paid to Sale West and Partington to ensure that housing 
development complements that already provided by the major stock holding RSLs. Mixed 
tenure development is most likely to offer genuine choice to existing residents and attract 
economically active people from other areas. 
Will the right  mix of accommodation be  provided, more rent is required in the more 
affluent areas of the borough and  in the more predominantly social rented areas to 
diversify tenure 
 

S2. Services & 
Community Facilities - 0 + Currently there is insufficient critical mass in Partington and Sale West to support existing 

services. Although this option would increase the population in these areas, it is unlikely to 
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be of a sufficient scale in early phases to justify the provision of new services and 
therefore, initially this development may put too high a strain on some existing services.  
In the North there will be a need to provide increased services for the new population and it 
is likely that these would be developed in the latter stages of the Plan period. 
It is important to plan services that are as flexible as possible and that take account of 
demographic change. Land assets should be retained where they could be used in the. 
longer term to provide educational facilities and employment 

S3. Sustainable Travel 
 - 0 + 

Concentration of homes in the north of the borough would be consistent with the TIF bid 
and would help to improve existing public transport infrastructure. 
Opportunities such as water taxis on the Ship Canal should be promoted as a sustainable 
form of travel. 
Development in the south should be located close to existing employment opportunities 
and public transport nodes. 
There is concern that the level (and phasing) of development in Partington and Carrington 
will be insufficient to improve the transport infrastructure, particularly in the early plan 
period, however they would be of a sufficient scale to further exacerbate conditions on the 
A6144 and thus hinder economic regeneration. 
Concentrating homes mainly in the North could minimise the quantity of new travel, but 
may remove any incentive for development of new public transport facilities elsewhere in 
the borough. 
The outcome of the TIF bid is an important consideration and how much of the funding is 
actually allocated to Trafford.  
Large scale residential development in Partington is likely to increase pressure on existing 
roads and given the poor public transport links, this problem is likely to get worse as the 
bulk of employment opportunities for most commuters will be outside the Partington area. 
 There could be more emphasis on promoting development around Metrolink stops and rail 
stations to make travel more sustainable 
 It would be advantageous to look beyond the Borough boundaries in terms of transport 
impact. 
 

S4. Crime  
 0 0 + 

Levels of crime are often affected by other policy decisions. 
This option is unlikely to bring sufficient improvements to the social and economic well 
being of Trafford’s residents and to the built and natural environment in the early phases of 
the plan to result in positive outcomes until later in the Plan period.  
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S5. Poverty and 
exclusion 0 + + 

This option is unlikely to bring sufficient improvements to the social and economic well 
being of Trafford’s residents in the early plan period, particularly as a result of the reduced 
levels of development in Partington and Sale West. 
It is also possible that the relatively high levels of development proposed in the north of the 
borough could have negative impacts in the early years of the plan. It is vital that local 
people, especially in PRA’s, feel included in development plans and become part of the 
community and support local facilities. 
 

S6. Community 
Cohesion  
 

0 + + 

This option will be dependant on delivering development at the right time and ensuring that 
the right types of units are built. 
It will be important to maintain the strong community identities that exist, for example in 
Sale West, Partington and Old Trafford. 
New developments and residents need to be integrated into existing communities as far as 
is possible. 

S7. Skills, Knowledge 
and Education  
 

0 0 + 

This option is unlikely to result in the need for new schools, instead it would help to 
maintain the viability of some schools, for example the secondary school in Partington. 
Therefore, over time, this option will go some way to addressing this objective. 
It is essential that schools in deprived areas are well resourced and provide excellent 
educational opportunity if new and existing residents are going to use them. If local schools 
do not perform then those who are able, will use schools in other areas. 

S8. Health  
 0 0 + 

Currently in several places e.g. Partington there are insufficient facilities to serve the 
population, this option will go some way to maintaining existing services, but would not 
justify additional services. 
For this option to achieve this objective fully sports and cultural facilities will need to be 
incorporated into new development. 
The local supply of good quality, healthy food could help to achieve this objective. In 
places such as Partington, where sufficient land is available, opportunities to produce fresh 
fruit and vegetables should be maximised, for example allotments could be incorporated 
into development schemes.  
 
  

S9. Neighbourhood 
Quality 
 

0 + + 

Development in some of these areas could have a positive impact on derelict sites which 
are in need of regeneration, however it is unlikely that this would happen from the outset of 
the Plan period.  
The visual impact of quality design can go a long way to changing how people feel about 
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their environment, especially if it embraces the locality 

 
 
 
 

 
SPATIAL OPTION 2 –  
 
 

Score 
++; +; 
0; -; -- 

 
S 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
M 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
L 

Comments 

S1. Residential Balance  
May 2008 0 + ++ 

This option relies less heavily on a few sites in the north of the borough to provide 
sufficient land for housing. As a result, it provides potential to offer a good balance in 
terms of numbers and types of dwellings. 
It offers potential to meet the demand for family homes and affordable housing, however 
in order to achieve this it may be necessary to limit the number of smaller type units in 
Pomona and Wharfside, particularly in the early plan periods. 
 This option will reduce the risks associated with concentrating development on a small 
number of large sites. It is far more likely that we will be able to achieve balanced and 
sustainable developments that meet a broad range of needs. 
 More balanced approach which gives greater opportunity for all parts of borough to see 
some benefits. Gives greater ability to provide mix and tenure of affordable and market 
units 
 

S2. Services & Community 
Facilities  
 

+ + ++ 

There is ample room for expansion at Broadoak school and this option offers the most 
scope to provide improved facilities at this school, given that many services are 
dependent on a critical mass of population. 
This Option allows the most scope to control the phasing of service provision to ensure 
that keeps apace of new development. 
The level of development proposed at Carrington could also greatly improve facilities for 
the people of Sale West. 
 This option is likely to enable progressive development of services and allow sufficient 
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time for consultation with local communities.  
Increased employment opportunities in Carrington and improved road links will assist with 
the economic development of Partington. 

 
 
S3. Sustainable Travel 

 
+ 

 
+ 

 
++ 

 
This option proposes the highest level of development in the town centres, in so doing it 
maximises the delivery of highly sustainable forms of development. Development at 
these locations would not overload and put undue pressure upon the existing 
infrastructure. Issue of overcrowding evident on the Metro at peak travel times. 
This option includes the highest level of development in the west of Trafford Park, thus 
maximising opportunities for improvements to public transport provision throughout 
Trafford Park, including (but not exclusively), the extension to the metrolink  through 
Trafford Park to be explored 
The provision of a new road to Carrington would help with reducing congestion and 
improvements to public transport to Carrington and Partington. 
This option offers most scope for improvements to cycle facilities, particularly along the 
Bridgewater Canal, given the levels of town centre development in Sale and Stretford. 
The transport implications of development in Carrington are amongst the most significant 
of all the options, especially since up to 35% of the Borough’s new employment could be 
located here. Large scale expansion of highway capacity may well be unaffordable, and 
raises the issue of whether expansion here is really realistic. If a more sustainable 
solution is to be sought, it needs to be shown that the types of employment provided 
would be suited to the skills of the local labour force, in order to avoid in-commuting from 
the wider GM skills base.  
There could be more emphasis on promoting development around Metrolink stops and 
rail stations to make travel more sustainable. 
 
It would be advantageous to look beyond the Borough boundaries in terms of transport 

S4. Crime  
 0 + + 

Given that this option provides most scope for socio-economic regeneration in the most 
deprived parts of the Borough, This option should result in reductions in levels of crime 
from an earlier point in time. 
 If people live in decent housing with a good environment, in most cases they are likely to 
value and respect it. 
 

S5. Poverty and exclusion 0 + ++ This option would provide particular benefits for the Council’s key Priority Regeneration 
Areas of Partington, Sale West and Old Trafford. This option therefore offers most scope 
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to reduce levels of deprivation, from earlier in the Plan period, across the borough. 
Introducing people with aspirations should improve the provision of services, however 
safeguards must be put in place to ensure that it does not result in gentrification of areas 
and ultimately excluding existing residents.  
In order to deliver these positive outcomes, it will be necessary to ensure that a good 
balance of properties is provided. 
Residential development should strive to be inclusive and provide a balance of choice for 
new residents and the existing community. 

S6. Community Cohesion  0 + ++ 

An implementation plan will be crucial to achieving the positive benefits of this option.  
Whilst a “critical mass” is required in places such as Partington and Sale West, over 
development could damage community cohesion.  
This option offers scope to manage and phase new development effectively and to 
secure the right type and tenure of housing, including the right level of affordability. 
It also offers maximum scope to manage and phase new development effectively to 
ensure the right type and level of services are integrated into the proposals.  

S7. Skills, Knowledge and 
Education 
 

0 + + 

Sufficient capacity exists within Partington to cope with the levels of growth, indeed this 
level of growth would have positive impacts in terms of maintaining provision and 
providing scope for new services. This option gives most scope for adult education in 
areas of need such as Partington. 
This option may result in insufficient growth for new schools however services close to 
the Trafford Centre, Sale and Altrincham may become overloaded in the short-term. 
However concentrating more development close to the town centres provides sustainable 
development close to employment prospects and links to educational facilities could be 
maximised. 
There may be limited opportunities to expand school capacity in areas other than 
Partington. 

S8. Health  
 + + ++ 

This option would maintain the viability of services in Partington and Sale West and will 
provide more scope for new services to be provided. 
Elsewhere in the Borough development would be concentrated where services already 
exist, and would not be of such a scale to over load them. Instead the levels of 
development would be such that new facilities could be provided as development grows. 
Given the level of development proposed in the west of Trafford Park, opportunities 
should be explored to improve existing facilities in the Urmston area e.g. Umston Leisure 
Centre. 
 New allotment sites to serve the new developments could be a priority wherever 
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possible.  
 

S9. Neighbourhood Quality + + ++ 

This option offers the opportunity to spread development more evenly across the borough 
with scope to improve infrastructure. 
Over time this option provides most scope to improve neighbourhood quality, particularly 
given the more modest levels of development in Old Trafford and Gorse Hill. 

 
 

 
SPATIAL OPTION 3 –  
 
 

Score 
++; +; 
0; -; -- 

 
S 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
M 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
L 

Comments 

S1. Residential Balance  - -- -- 

This option proposes very high density development in the north of the borough. This 
will limit the ability to meet the housing needs of families. It will also limit the ability to 
meet the demand for affordable housing.  
The Housing Market Assessment clearly identifies the need to provide more affordable 
housing that meets the needs of Trafford residents. Concentrating large scale, high 
density development in a small number of specific locations is a risky strategy that may 
prove to be unsustainable on a number of levels 
 With such high density in the north it may be difficult to avoid providing large amounts 
of flats and apartments. Family accommodation is needed and large proportions of flats 
and apartments concentrated in one area is not sustainable in the longer term 
 

S2. Services & Community 
Facilities  0 - -- 

Not only will this option create an insufficient critical mass in Partington and Sale West 
to support new facilities, it is unlikely to provide sufficient population to maintain a 
number of key existing services. 
This option will overload services in the north of the borough, especially in the initial 
Plan periods.  
This option is likely to require new schools to be provided in the north of the borough. 
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S3. Sustainable Travel  0 - -- 

Although this option may result in less need to travel to work for new residents, as the 
majority of new homes would be close to the regional centre, it will have less of a 
positive impact on creating sustainable travel opportunities to key employment locations 
such as Trafford Park and Carrington from more deprived neighbourhoods. 
There is also less emphasis on development close to existing transportation nodes, 
creating less sustainable development in the long term.  
There could be more emphasis on promoting development around Metrolink stops and 
rail stations to make travel more sustainable 
 It would be advantageous to look beyond the Borough boundaries in terms of transport 
impact 

S4. Crime  
 0 - - 

Concentrating a high number of people within the north of the borough could lead to 
increased crime and fear of crime, particularly in relation to the built environment and 
the density of development. 
 High density development needs to be very carefully designed to take account of 
potential crime. Unless there is a high level of investment in facilities, shops, etc people 
are likely to feel isolated and developing a sustainable community will be difficult. 

S5. Poverty and exclusion  
 0 - - 

This option focuses towards the Old Trafford and Gorse Hill Priority Regeneration 
Areas, instead of more evenly across all of the Council’s Priority Regeneration Areas. 
The result is likely to be that existing communities will be swamped and services will be 
stretched too thinly. 
Over time, there will be insufficient benefits in two key regeneration areas – Partington 
and Sale West to have a positive impact on this objective.  Local communities are likely 
to feel alienated 

S6. Community Cohesion  
 0 - - 

This option could overwhelm communities in the north, particularly in Old Trafford and 
this could have a negative impact on community cohesion.  

S7. Skills, Knowledge and 
Education  0 0 - 

This option will have the least impact on improving the skills base in Partington and 
Sale West. It will not provide the improved access to jobs and training required from 
these areas. 
It also has the potential to swamp facilities in the north east of the borough. 

S8. Health  
 + 0 - 

This option could potentially have a detrimental impact in Old Trafford where existing 
services could be swamped and will provide the least amount of scope to improve 
facilities in areas poorly served at present. It is unlikely that sufficient land would be 
available in the north of the borough to provide sufficient services to cope with the 
growth.  
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S9. Neighbourhood Quality 
 0 - - 

There could potentially be a detrimental impact on the streetscene in Old Trafford as a 
result of very dense development. 
It is unlikely that sufficient levels of development would take place in Partington and 
Sale West to result in sufficient planning obligation monies being made available to 
improve neighbourhood quality in these areas.  
Too little development in some areas to gain significant  planning gains, and concern 
regarding densities in other areas 
 

 
Environment  
 

 
SPATIAL OPTION 1 – SO1 
 
 

Score 
++; +; 
0; -; -- 

 
 

S 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
 

M 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
 

L 

Comments 

E1 Traffic Pollution and 
congestion  
 

- - - 

A6144 is already at capacity at peak times and this option will only serve to exacerbate 
this condition, as it will not provide sufficient development to finance a new road to 
Carrington. 
Large amounts of development at Woodfield Road could have a detrimental impact on 
the A56 if they are not managed effectively. 
Development along the A56 must be at town centre nodes and close to sustainable 
modes of transport.  
It will be difficult and expensive to ensure that all development hot spots are properly 
served by public transport and therefore traffic may increase. 

E2 Biodiversity and natural 
environment   
 

0 + + 

There is a lack of existing open space in Old Trafford therefore the levels of 
development proposed here could have a detrimental impact. 
The levels of development proposed in Partington and Sale West will result in fewer 
opportunities to raise monies through planning obligations  
Any negative impact; could be mitigated if new homes have large gardens, allotments 
or attendant greenspace such as new parks etc.. 
‘Compact’ area development spatial options have the advantage of safeguarding some 
of the important biodiversity assets in the wider landscape, but there is a danger of 
eroding important semi-natural spaces close to areas where people live and work. Pro-
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active policies & plans in the LDF should ensure that developments across a wider area 
are well planned with biodiversity resources properly considered, therefore a positive 
medium and log-term impact 

E3 Climate change and 
Energy  0 - - 

This option spreads development more evenly across the borough, but would not 
provide sufficient levels of development within Partington to improve transport 
infrastructure sufficiently to improve public transportation. It could therefore increase the 
level of commuting in private cars. Similarly less development is proposed in the west of 
Trafford Park, therefore there will be less scope to improve non private car modes of 
transportation through the Park. 
There would be sufficiently large scale development taking place in the north east of the 
borough to promote energy efficient developments. 
 Negative impact could be mitigated by district heating and power. There is increased 
potential for commuting. 

E4 Climate change and 
flooding  
 

0 0 - 

Concentrating most development in a relatively small area in the north east of the 
borough could have impacts on surface run-off in the long term. 
There is potentially more development in or adjacent to floodplain areas. Some risk of 
increased surface water run-off in areas of concentrated development. Important to 
ensure that flood mitigation measures (e.g. porous surfaces) are made a requirement of 
development in development priority areas. Safeguarding of greenspace areas 
conserves flood water attenuation areas 
 

E5 Waste management  
 - - - 

Increased levels of development will mean more waste and will therefore result in a 
negative effect.  
In order to minimise the negative impact on this objective households should be  
encouraged/ enabled to recycle. This will need to be incorporated at the design stage 
Since all options will facilitate development there is potential for all options to lead to 
increased waste generation; important to manage this through policies, plans and other 
regulatory mechanisms. 
 

E6 Conserving natural 
resources  
 

0 0 0 

This option would enable a high number of derelict sites in Trafford Park to be improved 
however, it would promote less in Carrington. 
In addition it is doubtful that this option provides sufficient levels of development in 
areas of greatest need to secure planning obligations to protect existing resources. 
Existing greenspace areas and biodiversity assets are protected in this option, but there 
will be pressure on natural resources in development priority areas 
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E7 Water quality  
 0 0 0 

Much of the development proposed is adjacent to canals. 
Whilst new development adjacent to the Ship Canal e.g. Pomona and Victoria 
Warehouse could lead to improvements in the water quality, through planning 
obligations and the introduction of environmentally friendly processes, the scale of 
development over the long term may be such that sun light will be restricted from the 
canals, thus affecting water quality. Mitigation measures may need to be introduced to 
reduce this risk. Likely to be neutral; Core Strategy policies and existing regulatory 
systems likely to be more influential on water quality than spatial priorities 
Negative effects especially from run-off would need careful application of Green 
Infrastructure/SUDS planning 
 

E8 Air quality  
 - - - 

The proposed levels of new development along the A56 will not significantly affect air 
quality. However there is concern that the levels of development proposed in Carrington 
and Partington will not be sufficient to fund necessary improvements and will instead 
exacerbate problems. 
Over time there is concern that there will be too much development in the north east of 
the borough and Trafford Park which currently suffer from poor air quality. Core Strategy 
policies and existing regulatory systems likely to be more influential on air quality than 
spatial priorities 

E9 Landscapes and 
townscapes 
 

0 0 + 

The more limited development spread out in this option may not deliver the public realm 
and cultural facilities that are needed in Partington and Sale West. Similarly, the more 
modest levels of development in Sale and Stretford will provide less scope for 
improvements to cultural facilities. Facilitating new development in areas where most 
people live and work presents more opportunities to enhance landscapes and 
townscapes in these areas on the back of well-planned and designed developments. 
However there is a danger of excluding some. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Trafford Local Development Framework – DPD1 Core Strategy (Preferred Options) 
Sustainability appraisal of Spatial options 

 

 17

 
SPATIAL OPTION 2 – SO2 
 
 

Score 
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0; -; -- 
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Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
 

M 

Score
++; +; 
0; -; --

 
 

L 

Comments 

E1 Traffic Pollution and 
congestion  - 0 +  

This option offers more opportunity to tackle congestion issues in Partington and 
Carrington 
There would be a potentially detrimental impact on the A56 as a result of high density 
development in Sale West. However this could be alleviated if sufficient public transport 
improvements were secured. 
The greater concentration of development in the town centres means that more 
development will be have access to non car modes of transport. 
This option proposes a large amount of development in the north of Trafford, including 
around the Trafford Centre, which is within an Air Quality Management Area. Therefore 
these new developments will need to incorporate all the necessary local facilities and 
improvements to public transport to ensure that there is not an increase in congestion. 
This option offers the most opportunity for development of public transport, but is still 
likely to increase congestion in some parts of the borough.. Some potential for increased 
traffic congestion through dispersed development, but possibly less commuting; 
enhancement to public transport will help 

E2 Biodiversity and natural 
environment    
 

- 0 + 

The new road proposed as part of this option would cut through Green Belt land and 
should therefore be linked to improvements to Carrington Moss to minimise its impact 
and maximise the benefits to the natural environment. 
Given that this option uses the most greenfield land and that loss of Green-space could 
be detrimental, it will be necessary to ensure that planning obligation monies are used to 
enhance the natural resources and make the open/green spaces more accessible and of 
a higher quality. 
Overall negative impact; could be mitigated if new homes have large gardens, allotments 
or attendant greenspace such as new parks etc It will be necessary with this option to 
ensure through policies and plans that development is well-planned and takes full 
account of green infrastructure. As long as aspirations for GI retention and enhancement 
are met then results should be positive in the medium to long term  
Impacts on mosslands could be very significant – already heavily affected by 
development 
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E3 Climate change and 
Energy  - - - 

This option concentrates development more evenly across the regeneration areas in the 
borough, and potentially could result in more commuting. However, it should provide 
sufficient levels of development within Partington and Carrington to improve transport 
infrastructure sufficiently to improve public transportation. Over time, It should, therefore, 
reduce the level of commuting in private cars. Similarly more development is proposed in 
the west of Trafford Park, providing more scope to improve non private car modes of 
transportation through the Park. 
There would be more developments of a sufficiently large scale across the borough to 
promote energy efficient developments. In particular this option would offer opportunities 
for this type of development in Partington, Altrincham, close to the Trafford Centre and in 
Old Trafford. 
This option also sees the highest concentration of development within the town centres 
which are sustainable locations, therefore over time there should be improvements to 
travel habits. There is some merit in concentrating development in core areas to 
maximise energy efficiency benefits from more central generation of energy and through 
more efficient use of land space (several businesses in one building rather than several 
buildings). This option is therefore considered to have a negative impact 

E4 Climate change and 
flooding  0 - - 

 
Although this option spreads development more evenly across the borough there is 
potentially more development in or adjacent to floodplain areas, particularly along the 
Ship Canal. The results of the SFRA will give more information.  
The proposed development in the north east of the borough will be less dense, therefore 
it is likely to have less of an impact on surface run-off in the long term. 
There is potentially more development in or adjacent to floodplain areas. 
Potential more development in areas at risk from flooding 
 More even spread requires wider application of Green Infrastructure planning 
 

E5 Waste management  
 - - - 

 
Increased levels of development will mean more waste and will therefore result in a 
negative effect.  
In order to minimise the negative impact on this objective households should be 
encouraged/ enabled to recycle. This will need to be incorporated at the design stage. 
Since all options will facilitate development there is potential for all options to lead to 
increased waste generation; important to manage this through policies, plans and other 
regulatory mechanisms 
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E6 Conserving natural 
resources  + 0 - 

This option would result in most development on Greenfield land. 
However, this option offers more potential for more contaminated sites to be improved, 
particularly in Carrington. This would result in more natural resources being conserved 
over time. 
This option offers the potential to maximise planning obligations through development in 
locations such as Carrington. Potentially more pressure on natural resources (existing 
areas of greenspace) 

E7 Water quality  
 0 0 0 

This option would have the most impact around Woodfield Road and the Bridgewater 
Canal which could impact on the water quality of the canal. 
This option represents a high proportion of development around canal side areas which 
would require mitigation measures in order to overcome potential negative impacts, 
particularly in relation to loss of sunlight on the canals. 
Whilst opportunities will exist to improve the water quality through developments along 
the Ship Canal, the increased levels of development at Partington and Carrington could 
increase run off to the Mersey and this could have a negative impact on fish, particularly 
salmon. Likely to be neutral; Core Strategy policies and existing regulatory systems likely 
to be more influential on water quality than spatial priorities. The negative effects of 
development are often offset by the desire to improve water quality to enhance the visual 
amenity of the waterside developments. 

E8 Air quality 
 - 0  0 

 
The proposed levels of new development along the A56 will not significantly affect air 
quality, particularly as development is concentrated at the town centres.  
This option offers the greatest scope to improve air quality in Partington and Carrington, 
through the provision of a new road, thus providing relief for the congested A6144.  
The levels of development in the north east of the borough are more acceptable in an Air 
Quality Management Area, however the increased levels close to the Trafford Centre will 
need to be carefully managed to ensure that they don’t exacerbate existing air quality 
problems.  
Relief in one part of the borough will be offset by increased pollution in the rest. Potential 
for decreased air quality in core development areas, but overall impacts are likely to be 
neutral; Core Strategy policies and existing regulatory systems likely to be more 
influential on water quality than spatial priorities 

E9 Landscapes and 
townscapes May 2008  0 0 + The high levels of development proposed in the south of the area could, over time, have 

a negative impact on Altrincham Town Centre Conservation Areas and historic buildings. 
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It could also result in more development pressure being exerted on large plots in the 
south of the borough, particularly in Hale and Bowdon. These areas would need to be 
protected through Development Management policies to ensure that this doesn’t happen. 
This proposal sees the most pressure on Greenfield sites, however it could also realise 
the most planning obligations monies as a result and this should be used to improve the 
borough’s poorer quality townscapes, particularly in locations such as Partington and 
Sale West. 
Improvements to town centre facilities are most likely under this option, as the level of 
new development in town centres is greatest under this option. 
Potential both ways; townscapes could be enhanced by development but there is also a 
risk of erosion of local character. Development needs to be controlled through 
appropriate application of policy 
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Comments 

E1 Traffic Pollution and congestion  - - -- 

Although this option could result in the least increase in travel movement 
because the majority of growth is directed within, or close to, the regional 
centre, this area already suffers from poor air quality issue and over time 
this option will exacerbate this. 
This option will not improve conditions on the A6144, therefore over time 
this route will get worse as new development is proposed here. 
Could potentially lead to more commuting and greater pollution in the ‘urban 
core’; investment in public transport will be needed to mitigate this risk 

E2 Biodiversity and natural 
environment   
 

0 0 - 

This option would result in over development in Old Trafford and Gorse Hill. 
Although this option minimises the take up of Greenfield land it offers the 
least scope for improving the quality of the natural environment in places 
such as Partington, Sale West and Carrington. 
Compact city’ development spatial options have the advantage of 
safeguarding some of the important existing biodiversity assets in the wider 
landscape, but there is a danger of eroding important semi-natural spaces 
close to areas where people live and work. If habitat enhancements are to 
rely on planning gain then there will be few opportunities to enhance the 
wider landscape. This option is therefore classified as neutral. 

E3 Climate change and Energy  0 - - 

This option concentrates development within the north east of the borough 
and therefore could offer sufficient economies of scale to incorporate 
environmentally friendly design into construction in this location, but it is less 
likely that this type of development would appear elsewhere. 
Over time the lack of transport infrastructure improvements in the south of 
the borough and through Trafford Park will lead to more people relying on 
the private motor car. 
District heating schemes could mitigate energy impact but still an overall 



Trafford Local Development Framework – DPD1 Core Strategy (Preferred Options) 
Sustainability appraisal of Spatial options 

 

 22

negative impact. Concentrating development in this way runs a risk of 
leading to increased commuting, but there will be benefits in terms of 
economies of scale (several businesses in one building rather than several 
buildings for example) 
 

E4 Climate change and flooding  0 - - 

The north east of the borough is not traditionally a flood risk areas but the 
final results from the SFRA are still awaited, and this may identify flood risk 
issues in relation to canals.  
This option proposes the most dense development in the north east of the 
borough and over time, this could increase the risk of flooding from storm 
runoff.  
Mitigation measures for water minimisation and design of more porous 
surfaces etc. will be important if this risk is to be minimised. Re-iterate 
comments above re risk of flooding from storm water runoff due to intensity 
of development. Mitigation measure for water minimisation and design of 
more porous surfaces etc. will be important. 

E5 Waste management  
 - - - 

 
Increased levels of development will mean more waste and will therefore 
result in a negative effect.  
In order to minimise the negative impact on this objective households should 
be encouraged/ enabled to recycle. This will need to be incorporated at the 
design stage. It is possible that the more dense developments in the north 
east will have less capacity for on site recycling points. Since all options will 
facilitate development there is potential for all options to lead to increased 
waste generation; important to manage this through policies, plans and 
other regulatory mechanisms 
 Economies of scale could enable more intense minimisation/recycling 
activity in core area 
 
 

E6 Conserving natural resources  + + + 

Trafford Park is one of the most contaminated areas and this option 
proposes the highest levels of development in the core industrial area, 
therefore this option would provide positive benefits in Trafford Park. 
This option would maximise the use of brownfield land within Old Trafford. 
This option offers the most potential to protect and manage sites in 
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Carrington because the level of development is reduced, but there would be 
less potential to improve and enhance these sites. This option will likely be 
best for conserving existing natural resources, since existing assets are less 
likely to be affected 

E7 Water quality  
 0 0 0 

This option minimises development along both the Bridgewater and Ship 
Canals, therefore there is likely to be the least amount of sunlight loss in this 
option. 
Mitigation measures would need to be put in place to ensure that 
development around canal side areas would not adversely impact on water 
quality. Likely to be neutral; Core Strategy policies and existing regulatory 
systems likely to be more influential on water quality than spatial priorities 

E8 Air quality  
 - - - 

The proposed levels of new development along the A56 will not significantly 
affect air quality. However there is concern that the levels of development 
proposed in Carrington and Partington will not be sufficient to fund 
necessary improvements and will instead exacerbate problems with air 
quality. 
Over time there is concern that there will be too much development in the 
north east of the borough and Trafford Park which currently suffer from poor 
air quality. This option could possible lead to increased air pollution in the 
urban core, but overall the impact is likely to be neutral since Core Strategy 
policies and existing regulatory systems likely to be more influential on air 
quality than spatial priorities 

E9 Landscapes and townscapes 
May 2008 0 0 - 

Over time, this option could have an adverse impact on the industrial 
heritage in the north of the borough. 
This option will not provide sufficient development within areas in need of 
improvement such as Partington and Sale West, therefore improvements to 
townscapes will not materialise. 
Over time, this option provides the greatest opportunity to protect the 
character of the south of the borough. This option may lead to an erosion of 
landscape and townscape character in urban core whilst failing to enable 
enhancement of character in outlying settlements 
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Economic 

 
SPATIAL OPTION 1 – SO1 
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Comments 

EC1. Economic Growth 
 0 0 - 

This option provides scope for economic growth in Trafford Park, but over time 
there will be insufficient focus on development in Carrington to promote the 
economic regeneration of that area. 
This option would not provide the right conditions for economic growth within 
Carrington, particularly in relation to transportation. Insufficient focus on priority 
regeneration areas 
Potential to miss out on opportunities in key, upcoming area of the borough 
 

EC2. Economic disparities  
 0 0 - 

Within this option there is insufficient growth proposed in key regeneration areas 
such as Carrington, Partington and Sale west. As a result, over time, there will be 
less impact on reducing economic disparities. This option has Insufficient focus 
on priority regeneration areas 

EC3 Tourism and Image 
 - 0 + 

Because development is spread more evenly across the borough, this option has 
less focus on developments close to the Regional Centre, around The Quays. 
Therefore positive impacts on tourism and image will take longer to materialise. 
Need to be more strategic in approach and recognise the key areas to  act as a 
draw to other parts of the borough 

EC4  Town Centres  
 0 + + 

The moderate levels of development in Sale and Stretford town centres will help 
to maintain and enhance their roles. 
Altrincham’s role as a sub-regional centre will be important in ensuring that it will 
be able to compete effectively with similar towns in the sub-region. 
The moderate levels of development in Partington will hinder its development as 
a thriving local centre to serve its community. Partington development is key to 
acceptance of the options and must be integral to activity. 

EC5. Economic Responsibility  
 0 0 0 Has to allow and be seen to allow economic development but not at any price 
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Comments 

EC1. Economic Growth  
 + + ++ 

This option focuses development within the Ship Canal Corridor and will improve 
connectivity through this corridor. 
This option will meet the needs of both new and old industries more effectively. 
This option seeks to provide a better balance of new residential accommodation 
close to economic growth points.  
This option provides most scope for improving transportation throughout the 
borough and therefore helping to create the right conditions for economic 
growth. Best fit of all options across all key geographical areas and sectors 

EC2. Economic disparities 
 + + ++ 

This option focuses development in areas of deprivation and close to areas of 
deprivation.  
This option provides most scope to reduce worklessness because new 
residential growth is well linked to areas of economic growth and this option 
offers most scope for transportation improvements.  
This option offers scope to improve the environment in many of the borough’s 
areas of deprivation and therefore to make these areas more attractive to new 
development. Best option regarding economic development and regeneration as 
gives most possibility of working to reduce worklessness priority regeneration 
areas across the borough. 
Best option regarding economic development and regeneration as gives most 
possibility of working to reduce worklessness priority regeneration areas across 
the borough.  

EC3 Tourism and Image  
 0 + + 

This option focuses development in the town centres, particularly Altrincham, 
Sale and Streford.  
This option promotes more development close to the tourist destination of the 
Trafford Centre. 
Whilst there is less development focussed within and close to the Regional 
Centre, it will still be of such a level that it will promote Trafford as destination.  
Important that whilst Trafford is recognised as a stand alone destination there 
has to be connectivity/feed in from Regional Centre. 



Trafford Local Development Framework – DPD1 Core Strategy (Preferred Options) 
Sustainability appraisal of Spatial options 

 

 26

EC4  Town Centres + + ++ 

This option sees the maximum growth for the town centres of Altrincham, Sale 
and Stretford, which have the most capacity. 
Although high growth is not proposed in Urmston the levels of development will 
enable the town centre to consolidate its offer. 
It will be vital that residential development is not promoted at the expense of 
small businesses, this is particularly crucial in the south of the borough. 
 

EC5. Economic Responsibility  
 0 0 + 

This option provides the most scope for the re-use of brownfield land and 
therefore over time there will be positive outcomes. 
This option provides most scope for town centre development, therefore 
strengthening opportunities for increasing our fair trade towns. Best option in line 
with requirements around land use in line with growth requirements 
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Comments 

EC1. Economic Growth  0 - -- 

This option provides least opportunity for growth in Carrington and Altrincham. 
This opportunity does not provide the right conditions for growth in Carrington, 
it will not provide the necessary transport infrastructure. Major economic 
centres not adequately catered for. 
 

EC2. Economic disparities  
 0 - -- 

This option provides least opportunity for growth in Carrington and Altrincham. 
This opportunity does not provide the right conditions for growth in Carrington, 
it will not provide the necessary transport infrastructure. 
This option will not address worklessness in Partington and Sale West 
effectively. 
This option does not promote development in town centres to the same degree 
as other options, these are accessible locations and development here would 
help to reduce disparities. Though gives benefits in some areas of the borough 
Parting and Sale West priority regeneration areas are missed out  
Though gives benefits in some areas of the borough Partington and Sale West 
priority regeneration areas are missed out. 
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EC3 Tourism and Image  + + + 

This option seeks to direct the highest levels of development towards tourist 
attractions in the North of the borough (MUFC, LCCC and Trafford Centre). 
This option would result in the least impact on tourist attractions in the south of 
the borough, due to the lower levels of development proposed in Altrincham. 
Concentrated on the “natural” foci of the boroughs attractions but possibly at 
the expense of others. 

EC4  Town Centres 
 + 0 - 

Altrincham town centre remains a sub-regional centre, but over time the 
reduced level of development may impact on its ability to compete within 
Greater Manchester.  
There is less emphasis on Sale and Stretford town centres. 
There is less development proposed in Partington, therefore there will be less 
scope to improve the viability of that local centre. Needs to be a consistent 
approach and drive forward to get all town centres performing at maximum 
capability lower performance in some will lessen economic impact of all 

EC5. Economic Responsibility  
 0 0 0 

This option directs the majority of development to the north east of the 
borough, it will be vital that the right mix of residential / employment uses is 
achieved; 
This option provides significant opportunity to re-use brown-field land in Old 
Trafford and Trafford Park, but not elsewhere for example Carrington. 
The reduced focus for development in Sale and Stretford will reduce the scope 
for promoting fair trade towns in the borough. Again needs to be a consistent 
drive forward and no obvious exclusions. 
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4. Summary Conclusions 
 

Spatial Option 1 
 
4.1 Social objectives – The option scores fairly positively but comments 

conclude that the emphasis on development in the north of the borough may 
result in critical masses for development in the regeneration areas  failing to 
be high enough to support new services.  

 
4.2 Environmental Objectives – A mixture of positive and negative effects. The 

spread of development would ensure protection of the high value natural and 
built environments but the spread of development could result in more 
commuting and diluted effects of planning gain to improve culture and open 
space quality. 

 
4.3 Economic objectives - A mixture of positive and negative effects than other 

options. Partington, Carrington and the town centres would not receive the 
development focus necessary to fulfil economic potential in these areas. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Spatial Option 2 
 
4.4 Social Objectives – Very positive effects. This option meets the right levels 

of development to fulfil housing and service needs in the locations where 
regeneration is needed.  

 
4.5 Environmental Objectives – A mixture of positive and negative effects . 

Possibly negative effects due to more development on greenfield land and 
effects on valuable habitats around Carrington. However this could be 
mitigated by planning gain. Potentially more commuting with high levels of 
development in Partington and around the Trafford Centre. A focus on the 
provision of public transport and raising skills levels to enable a local work 
force would be necessary.  

 

Very positive 

Positive 

Neutral 

Negative 

Very negative 

Summary of long term effects 
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4.6 Economic Objectives - Very positive effects as this option targets the key 
areas for worklessness and targets key areas of economic growth. It provides 
maximise benefits to Altringham, Sale and Stretford which have the most 
capacity. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Spatial Option 3 
 
4.7 Social Objectives – More negative effects than other options. This option 

places a strong emphasis on development in the north of the Borough. The 
high levels of development will put pressure on services and new schools are 
likely to be necessary. Also with less development in Partington/ Carrington 
the critical mass to provide much needed improved facilities may not be 
reached. 

 
4.8 Environmental Objectives - A mixture of positive and negative effects. The 

concentration of development in the north could mean less commuting than 
other options and protection of greenfield areas. However there would be 
pressure on open space in the north and pressure on historic features. 
Protection of these features would need to be stringently enforced. 

 
4.9 Economic Objectives – More negative effects than option 1. Potential of 

Carrington for commercial development would not be fully realised. Also 
concern over lack of commercial opportunities in town centres could lead to 
lost opportunities for more sustainable town centres as places to live and 
work. 

Very positive

Positive 

Neutral 

Negative 

Very negative

Very positive 

Positive 

Neutral 

Negative 

Very negative 

Summary of long term effects 

Summary of long term effects 
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Appendix 1– Sustainability Objectives 

 
 Sustainability Objective 

 Sub objectives 

S1 Achieve a better balance and mix in the housing market between availability and demand 

 Ensure sufficient supply of all housing 

 Ensure sufficient supply of affordable houses 

 
Increase the range of housing for all social groups particularly young people, older people “lifetime homes” and those 
with support needs 

 Ensure all housing is high quality and there are less vacant properties 

 Reduce homelessness 

S2 Improve accessibility for all to essential services and facilities 

 
Improve access to services particularly in most deprived areas of the borough 

 
Improve access to local services and amenities particularly for disabled and older people. 

S3 Enhance transport infrastructure, improving accessibility and quality of life to all communities  

 
Provide efficient, inclusive and affordable public transport  

 Improve participation in walking and cycling 

 Improve road safety 

S4 Reduce crime, disorder and the fear of crime 

 
Reduce fear of crime and perception of crime 

 Reduce incidences of crime for burglaries, drug related, and violent, domestic abuse. 

S5 Reduce poverty and social exclusion 

 Reduce multiple deprivations 

 Reduce the no. of low income families 

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

 

Provide opportunities and support for engagement and role in decision making particularly in the young, those over 50, 
black and minority ethnic groups and disabled people. 

S7 Improve qualifications and skills of the resident population 

 Improve children's services 

 Minimise educational inequality 

 Improve educational standards for all. 

 Create a culture of learning through life for every individual and organisation 

 Develop the right skills for the economy to address skills shortages 

S8 Improve the health and, inequalities in health of the population 

 Promote better health and reduce health inequalities between different neighbourhoods in the Borough 

 Increase participation in and access to sport and physical activity facilities 

 Increase awareness and use of cultural facilities 

S9 Protect and improve local neighbourhood quality 

 Improve the quality of highway infrastructure 

 Reduction in the amount of Litter, graffiti, fly posting and fly tipping  
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 Sustainability Objective 

 Sub objectives 

E1 Reduce the effect of traffic on the environment 

 Manage traffic flows to reduce congestion 

 Reduce traffic related emissions 

 
Reduce motorised traffic 

E2 Protect, enhance and restore open space, biodiversity, flora and fauna, geological and geo-morphological features 

 
Conserve and enhance the natural environment 

 
Conserve and enhance habitat diversity 

 
Conserve and enhance geodiversity 

 
Conserve and enhance species diversity 

 
Ensure residents have access to high quality open space 

E3 Reduce contributions to climate change 

 
Reduce the amount of carbon emissions 

 Increase energy efficiency 

 Increase the number of energy saving schemes 

 Increase the proportion of energy needs generated from renewable sources  

E4 Reduce impact of climate change  

 
Minimise risk of flooding and increase use of SUDS 

 Minimise water consumption 

E5 Reduce the environmental impacts of consumption and production 

 Reduce the amount of waste produced and increase the proportion that is recycled and reused 

 Reduce the amount of waste produced by business and increase the proportion that is reused 

 Ensure the sustainable management of minerals resources 

E6 
Conserve land resources and reduce land contamination 

 
Reduce the amount of contaminated, derelict and underused land 

 Reduce the loss of nature conservation value on brownfield land 

 Increase the percentage of homes built on previously developed land 

E7 Protect and improve water quality 

 Improve the biological and chemical quality of rivers, canal and groundwater 

 Improve the aesthetic quality of the rivers and canals 

E8 Protect and improve air quality 

 Decrease the emission of air borne pollutants from all sources 

 Encourage the use of cleaner fuels  

E9 Protect and enhance the diversity and distinctiveness of landscape and townscape character and cultural facilities 

 Ensure residents have access to high quality cultural facilities 

 Restore, protect and enhance landscape character 

 Protect and enhance conservation areas and sites of archaeological importance 

 Achieve high quality and sustainable design for buildings, spaces and the public realm sensitive to the locality 

 Protect and enhance listed buildings 

 Protect and enhance registered historic parks and gardens 

 



Trafford Local Development Framework – DPD1 Core Strategy (Preferred Options) 
Sustainability Appraisal of Spatial Options 

32 
 

 
 Sustainability Objective 

 Sub objectives 

EC1 
Enhance Trafford’s high performance and sustainable economy to provide a powerful contribution to regional 
growth 

 Encourage the growth of existing and attract inward investment from key business sectors  

 Support an increase in firm formations in high growth, knowledge and innovation sectors 

 
Create conditions for sustainable growth ensuring the supply of appropriate sites and premises that will respond to 
growth  

EC2 Reducing disparities by releasing the potential of all residents particularly in areas of disadvantage 

 
Target interventions that will tackle barriers to work, address basic skills issues and link workless people to vacancies 

EC3 Enhance Trafford’s image as a business and tourism destination 

 
Increase Traffords role as a tourist destination 

EC4 Encourage the long term sustainability of Trafford’s Town Centres  

 
Enhance town centre vitality 

 Encourage developers to include sustainability and energy efficiency policies for their town centre schemes 

EC5 Improve the social and environmental performance of the economy 

 Encourage ethical trading 

 Encourage good employee relations and management practices 

 Encourage companies to use environmental management systems 
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Appendix 2 - Sustainability Appraisal Panels for The Core Strategy Preferred 
Options 

 
1. Social Panel 

Housing  
Transport  
Health and Sport  
Regeneration  
Crime  
Sustainability  
Education  
 
Critical friends 
Housing Corporation 
Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive 
Trafford Leisure Trust 
 

2. Environment 
Groundwork Trust 
Parks  
Sustainability  
Waste  
Biodiversity  
Environment Protection  
Heritage 
 
Critical friends 
Greater Manchester Ecology Unit 
Greater Manchester Geological Unit 
Red Rose Forest 

 
3. Economic 

Economic Development  
Tourism  
Town Centres  
Asset Management  
 
Critical friend 
Greater Manchester Chamber 
 

 
Ratification Panel 
Trafford Partnership 
Strategic Planning and Developments 
Environment Directorate 
Regeneration Economic Development Policy and Partnerships 
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Appendix 3– Draft Spatial Options from February 2008 
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Appendix 4– General Comments made following the SA panels in February 2008 
 
Social Panel Comments  
 

 
General comment relevant to all options 
 
 

Comments 

S1. Residential Balance 

The provision of decent homes and for gypsies and travellers needs to be 
included into this objective and it is essential that provision is made for gypsies 
and travellers in the Core Strategy. 

S2. Services & Community Facilities  
S3. Sustainable Travel  

S4. Crime 

Each option has a neutral impact on crime on its own. The important factor in 
reducing levels of crime will be an option’s ability to address socio-economic 
disparities in the Borough. 
Crime is also an issue that is dealt with at the more detailed planning stage of 
applications. 

S5. Poverty and exclusion  
S6. Community Cohesion  

S7. Skills, Knowledge and Education 
In terms of the Children’s Centre Plan all options would be satisfactory. No one 
option would be better/worse than another. 

S8. Health  
S9. Neighbourhood Quality  
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Environment Panel 
 
 
General comment relevant to all options 
 
 

Comments 

E1 Traffic Pollution and congestion 

Emissions from industry still an issue but not as acute as in previous years. 
Industry may increase emissions locally but this is off set by the benefits of producing 
local or low energy. 
A56/M60 increasing in traffic/congestion. 
AQMA trying to mitigate the effects but need more sustainable development. There are 
a high degree of human health impacts in these areas  
Significant detailed studies would be needed to tell the difference between the options. 

E2 Biodiversity and natural environment   

Some valuable landscapes are on brown-field land. 
Development could generate benefits to creating habitat, improving existing and 
improving access to green space through planning gain. However tight controls and 
development briefs are needed to protect adverse effects on species and vulnerable 
habitats 

E3 Climate change and Energy 

Increased emissions for all options. . Design is key to keeping energy use to a 
minimum together with use of renewables. Also need to keep transport journeys to a 
minimum. 

E4 Climate change and flooding  

E5 Waste management 
Increased development will mean more waste and so a negative effect. Good design of 
housing to encourage/ enable recycling is needed across all options 

E6 Conserving natural resources 
The land contamination prioritisation study will be available in April and will be a key 
evidence base for bringing forward high priority site for development as part of the LDF 

E7 Water quality Difficult to assess the effects without input from the Environment Agency. 

E8 Air quality 
Levels of development in all the options are unlikely to have an effect on air quality. 
Significant detailed studies would be needed to tell the difference between the options 

E9 Landscapes and townscapes 

Generally it is seen that increased development is positive as it provides investment to 
enhance features. Protection of valuable features is not seen to be under threat by any 
of the options. 
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Economic Panel 
 

 
General comment relevant to all options 
 
 

Comments 

EC1. Economic Growth 
• Housing figures attributed to each option are flexible at this stage. Will be 

firmed up for Preferred Options consultation. 
EC2. Economic disparities  
EC3 Tourism and Image • Each Spatial Option addresses Tourism. 

EC4  Town Centres 

• Is Partington a Town Centre – no.In planning terms it is not town centre- 
fails to reach level of district centre but this is what we should aim for 

• Leakage of disposable income – can this be reversed by town centre 
redevelopment? –. 

EC5. Economic Responsibility 

• Fair Trade Town status already for Altrincham, also being sought for Sale 
and Stretford – Useful tool for tourism; 

• None of the options involve use of Green Belt, although all involve use of 
Greenfield sites to a greater or lesser degree; 
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Appendix 5- Changes made to the Draft Spatial Options 
 
Spatial Option1 – 

• Stretford and Sale Town Centres have been changed from limited development to 
moderate development to address concerns over the commercial potential and 
regeneration of these areas not being realised. 

• Altrincham Town Centre has been changed from moderate to significant 
development to recognise its RSS status as a sub regional centre and to provide a 
more sustainable location for living and working to meet the needs of residents in the 
south of the Borough. 

• A water taxi from Manchester to the Trafford Centre has been added to the map as a 
potential solution to address concerns over sustainable transport. 

 
Spatial Option 2 -  

• Sale Moor, Timperley, Urmston and Lostock have been changed from moderate 
development to limited development. This will encourage more development in Sale 
and Stretford where regeneration is needed and more sustainable living is possible. 

•  Housing numbers in Sale and Stretford have been increased from 300 to 400 to 
further support this regeneration and meet the critical mass needed to improve 
cultural and other support services. 

• Development around the Trafford Centre has been changed from significant 
development to moderate and housing numbers dropped from 1,200 to 1000 to 
reflect environmental objectives of concentrating development to brownfield sites first 
to achieve national targets for brownfield development. Making this area less 
significant to Partington will also help to give higher priority to regeneration objectives 
in Partington bringing in better service provision in Partington. This will enable more 
viability to provide public transport facilities and establish Partington as a sustainable 
location. 

• The housing numbers originally in the Trafford Centre allocation having been 
allocated to Trafford Park and Old Trafford increasing these areas from 1,400 to 
1,500 respectively. These areas have the capacity to support these numbers with 
less environmental impact.  

• The addition of a new school and community facilities at the Trafford Centre 
addresses the concerns over the need for new services at the Trafford Centre to 
establish the area as a sustainable location decreasing the need to use a car.  

• A water taxi from Manchester to Partington has been added to the map as a potential 
solution to address concerns over sustainable transport. 

• The addition of an enhanced conservation area at Carrington has been put on the 
map to mitigate against the potential for damage to biodiversity value with significant 
development adjacent to the valuable mossland habitat. 

 
Spatial Option 3 –  

• With lower housing numbers in the south of the borough than the other options it is 
felt critical masses for new transport e.g. . the water taxi or community facilities would 
not be reached so there are no additions proposed to these areas. New facilities 
however will be needed in the North of the Borough but it is difficult to see how these 
could be provided unless there is significant upgrades to existing services Altrincham 
Town Centre has been upgraded from moderate development to significant 
development in order to address RSS policy for Altrincham to be a sub regional 
centre and concerns of the Economic Panel. This should give the area more 
opportunities to develop as a sustainable location for the south of the borough 
providing both facilities for living and working. 

 


