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Limitations
AECOM Infrastructure & Environment UK Limited (“AECOM”) has prepared this Report for the sole use of Knowsley
Council (“Client”) in accordance with the Agreement under which our services were performed. No other warranty,
expressed or implied, is made as to the professional advice included in this Report or any other services provided by
AECOM. This Report is confidential and may not be disclosed by the Client nor relied upon by any other party without the
prior and express written agreement of AECOM.
The conclusions and recommendations contained in this Report are based upon information provided by others and upon
the assumption that all relevant information has been provided by those parties from whom it has been requested and that
such information is accurate. Information obtained by AECOM has not been independently verified by AECOM, unless
otherwise stated in the Report.
The methodology adopted and the sources of information used by AECOM in providing its services are outlined in this
Report. The work described in this Report was undertaken between December 2015 and January 2016 and is based on
the conditions encountered and the information available during the said period of time. The scope of this Report and the
services are accordingly factually limited by these circumstances.
Where assessments of works or costs identified in this Report are made, such assessments are based upon the
information available at the time and where appropriate are subject to further investigations or information which may
become available.
AECOM disclaim any undertaking or obligation to advise any person of any change in any matter affecting the Report,
which may come or be brought to AECOM’s attention after the date of the Report.
Certain statements made in the Report that are not historical facts may constitute estimates, projections or other forwardlooking statements and even though they are based on reasonable assumptions as of the date of the Report, such
forward-looking statements by their nature involve risks and uncertainties that could cause actual results to differ
materially from the results predicted. AECOM specifically does not guarantee or warrant any estimate or projections
contained in this Report.

Copyright
© This Report is the copyright of AECOM Infrastructure & Environment UK Limited. Any unauthorised reproduction or
usage by any person other than the addressee is strictly prohibited.
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Introduction

1.1

Scope of the Project
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1.1.1

AECOM has been appointed by Knowsley Council to assist the Council in undertaking a Habitats
Regulations Assessment of the Council’s Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) East of
Halewood Sustainable Urban Extension (SUE), Consultation Draft Version January 2016 in support of
1
the Council’s Core Strategy . The objective of the assessment is to identify any policies within the
SPD that have potential to cause an adverse effect on Natura 2000 or European designated sites
(Special Areas of Conservation, SACs, Special Protection Areas, SPAs, and Ramsar sites designated
under the Ramsar convention), either in isolation or in combination with other plans and projects, and
to devise appropriate mitigation strategies where such effects were identified.

1.1.2

A Habitats Regulations Assessment screening assessment was undertaken of Knowsley Council’s
2
3
Core Strategy in 2012 and of the Main Modifications document in 2014 . These HRA documents
concluded that the Core Strategy would not result in likely significant effects upon internationally
designated sites alone or in-combination with other projects or plans.

1.2

Legislation

1.2.1

The need for HRA is set out within Article 6 of the EC Habitats Directive 1992, and interpreted into
British law by the Conservation of Habitats & Species Regulations 2010. The ultimate aim of the
Habitats Directive is to “maintain or restore, at favourable conservation status, natural habitats and
species of wild fauna and flora of Community interest” (Habitats Directive, Article 2(2)). This aim
relates to habitats and species, not the European sites themselves, although the sites have a
significant role in delivering favourable conservation status. European sites (also called Natura 2000
sites) can be defined as actual or proposed/candidate Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) or
Special Protection Areas (SPA). It is also Government policy for sites designated under the
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar sites) to be treated as having
equivalent status to Natura 2000 sites.

1.2.2

The Habitats Directive applies the precautionary principle to protected areas. Plans and projects can
only be permitted having ascertained that there will be no adverse effect on the integrity of the site(s)
in question. This is in contrast to the SEA Directive which does not prescribe how plan or programme
proponents should respond to the findings of an environmental assessment; merely that the
assessment findings (as documented in the ‘environmental report’) should be ‘taken into account’
during preparation of the plan or programme. In the case of the Habitats Directive, plans and projects
may still be permitted if there are no alternatives to them and there are Imperative Reasons of
Overriding Public Interest (IROPI) as to why they should go ahead. In such cases, compensation
would be necessary to ensure the overall integrity of the site network.

1.2.3

All the European sites mentioned in this document are shown in Appendix A, Figure 1. In order to
ascertain whether or not site integrity will be affected, a HRA should be undertaken of the plan or
project in question.

1

For ease, the Knowsley Local Plan Core Strategy and modifications documents are referred to as the ‘Plan’
throughout this document.
2
URS (October 2012). Knowsley Borough Council Core Strategy Habitats Regulations Assessment.
http://www.knowsley.gov.uk/pdf/SD11_CoreStrategyHabitatsRegulationsAssessment.pdf [accessed 16/12/15]
3
URS (June 2014). HRA of Changes to the Knowsley Local Plan Core Strategy following Examination in
Public http://www.knowsley.gov.uk/pdf/SD29_KLPCS_ProposedModifications_HRA.pdf [accessed 16/12/15]

Knowsley Council

January/ 2016

AECOM

To Inform Habitats Regulations Assessment of Knowsley
Council’s Supplementary Planning Document: East of
Halewood Sustainable Urban Extension, Consultation
Draft Version January 2016

Page 5

Box 1. The legislative basis for HRA

Habitats Directive 1992
Article 6 (3) states that:
“Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the
management of the site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either
individually or in combination with other plans or projects, shall be subject to
appropriate assessment of its implications for the site in view of the site's
conservation objectives.”
Conservation of Habitats & Species Regulations 2010 (as amended)
The Regulations state that:
“A competent authority, before deciding to … give any consent for a plan or
project which is likely to have a significant effect on a European site … shall
make an appropriate assessment of the implications for the site in view of
that sites conservation objectives… The authority shall agree to the plan or
project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the
integrity of the European site”.
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Methodology

2.1.1

The HRA is being carried out in the absence of formal Government guidance. Communities and
4
Local Government released a consultation paper on Appropriate Assessment of Plans in 2006 . As
yet, no further formal guidance has emerged.

2.1.2

Figure 1 below outlines the stages of HRA according to current draft CLG guidance. The stages are
essentially iterative, being revisited as necessary in response to more detailed information,
recommendations and any relevant changes to the plan until no significant adverse effects remain.

Evidence Gathering – collecting information on relevant
European sites, their conservation objectives and characteristics
and other plans or projects.

HRA Task 1: Likely significant effects (‘screening’) –identifying
whether a plan is ‘likely to have a significant effect’ on a European
site

HRA Task 2: Ascertaining the effect on site integrity – assessing
the effects of the plan on the conservation objectives of any
European sites ‘screened in’ during AA Task 1

HRA Task 3: Mitigation measures and alternative solutions –
where adverse effects are identified at AA Task 2, the plan should
be altered until adverse effects are cancelled out fully

Figure 1: Four-Stage Approach to Habitats Regulations Assessment (Source: CLG, 2006)

2.2

Likely Significant Effects (LSE)

2.2.1

The first stage of any Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA Task 1) is a Likely Significant Effect
(LSE) test - essentially a risk assessment to decide whether the full subsequent stage known as
Appropriate Assessment is required. The essential question is:

2.2.2

”Is the Plan, either alone or in combination with other relevant projects and plans, likely to result in a
significant effect upon European sites?”

2.2.3

The objective is to ‘screen out’ those plans and projects that can, without any detailed appraisal, be
said to be unlikely to result in significant adverse effects upon European sites, usually because there
is no mechanism for an adverse interaction with European sites. The Likely Significant Effect test is
the purpose of this HRA report.

2.3

4

Confirming other plans and projects that may act ‘in combination’

CLG (2006) Planning for the Protection of European Sites, Consultation Paper
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The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (2010) require that plans are not considered
purely in isolation but ‘in combination’ with other projects and plans. That analysis has already been
5
undertaken as part of the strategic HRA undertaken for the Knowsley Core Strategy . Since this SPD
does not seek to deviate development already identified and thus assessed within the Knowsley Core
Strategy HRA documents (e.g. at a higher tier assessment stage), it is not necessary to repeat the
analysis for this document.

Summary of Background Information
As a brief summary of background information, the HRA documents for the Knowsley Core Strategy
identified the following internationally designated sites that could be affected by likely significant
effects resulting from Knowsley’s Core Strategy. Locations of these sites are identified within
Appendix A, Figure 1.

5

URS (October 2012). Knowsley Borough Council Core Strategy Habitats Regulations Assessment.
http://www.knowsley.gov.uk/pdf/SD11_CoreStrategyHabitatsRegulationsAssessment.pdf [accessed 16/12/15]
URS (June 2014). HRA of Changes to the Knowsley Local Plan Core Strategy following Examination in
Public http://www.knowsley.gov.uk/pdf/SD29_KLPCS_ProposedModifications_HRA.pdf [accessed 16/12/15]
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Table 1: Physical Scope of Knowsley’s Core Strategy HRA

European site

Reason for inclusion

Mersey Estuary SPA &
Ramsar Sites

Located approximately 1.6km to the south of the Knowsley Borough
Core Strategy Area and with hydraulical connections to it.

Manchester Mosses SAC

Located adjacent to the M62, which is one of the principal routes
between Knowsley and Manchester

River Dee & Bala Lake SAC

Identified as a source of drinkable water for Merseyside.

Sefton Coast SAC

Located within Merseyside, currently subject to recreational pressures.

Dee Estuary SAC, SPA &
Ramsar sites

Downstream of the River Dee which is identified as a source of
drinkable water for Merseyside.

Mersey Narrows & North
Wirral Foreshore Ramsar &
SPA

Located within Merseyside, with hydraulic connections to the Mersey
and currently subject to recreational pressures.

Ribble & Alt Estuaries SPA
& Ramsar sites

Located within Merseyside with hydraulic connections to the Mersey
and currently subject to recreational pressures. Also potential water
quality pathway through wastewater discharge from River Alt and via
the River Mersey.

Liverpool Bay SPA

Located immediately adjacent to Merseyside and is therefore a potential
water quality pathway through wastewater effluent discharges as well
as disturbance.

River Eden SAC

Haweswater Lake (to which the River is hydrologically connected) is
likely to form part of the future water supply for Merseyside.

Martin Mere SPA & Ramsar
site

Whilst this is located approximately 12.7km north of Knowsley, any
renewable energy policies (e.g. wind turbines), alone or in combination
have the potential to affect flight paths of qualifying bird species.

2.4.2

As this report is to be read in conjunction with the Knowsley Core Strategy HRA, background to these
6
sites is not repeated within this document. To find this please refer to the Core Strategy HRA .

2.4.3

The Knowsley Council Core Strategy HRA undertook a strategic assessment ‘in-combination’ of all
housing and other development planned for Knowsley Council regarding the following impact
pathways:



Disturbance;



Mechanical/abrasive damage and nutrient enrichment;



Loss of functionally-linked land;



Atmospheric pollution;



Water quality; and,



Water resources.
7

2.4.4

The HRA of the East of Halewood SUE Core Strategy site allocation concluded that ‘no mechanism
has been identified for this site to operate in combination with other sites or projects/plans in raising a
likely significant effect that has not already been considered in the submission HRA.

2.4.5

Given its relative proximity to the Mersey Estuary SPA it is considered that bird surveys would be
required to judge the value of the site (for example as foraging habitat) but it is not considered that the
site is likely to be of importance for SPA birds.’

2.4.6

The HRA documents of Knowsley’s Core Strategy states:

2.4.7

‘East of Halewood SUE is located 2.5km north of the nearest European site: Mersey Estuary
SPA/Ramsar site. It is also 13km south of the major pink-footed goose roost at Simonswood Moss…

2.4.8

Considering the nature of the development proposed (residential development) the site is not situated
in such a way that it would cause disturbance to qualifying bird species through interference with
flightlines between a coastal SPA and an inland SPA (e.g. Martin Mere which is 28km to the north of
East of Halewood).

6
7

Ibid
Ibid
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From scrutiny of photography vegetation on site appears to be pasture and arable and as such would
be suitable for SPA birds. However, the site is not located in an area identified based on desk-study
analysis as being of particular importance for pink-footed goose, whooper swan or Bewick’s swan and
therefore there is no indication that its development would result in a loss of supporting habitat.’

2.4.10 The SPD East of Halewood SUE is a supporting document to the Core Strategy, which is to be read in
conjunction with the Core Strategy. It does not go beyond the level of development outlined within the
Core Strategy. The HRA for the Core Strategy screened out impacts from proposed development
8
within the East of Halewood SUE . This SPD ‘sets out Knowsley Council’s development, design and
infrastructure requirements for the East of Halewood Sustainable Urban Extension site. This is to help
landowners and developers comply with the Core Strategy’s policy requirements in preparing a
master plan and subsequent planning applications for the site.
2.4.11 As set out in Core Strategy Policy SUE2, proposals for development will only be granted planning
permission where they are consistent with a single detailed Council-approved master plan for the
whole of the Sustainable Urban Extension site.’
2.4.12 The purpose of this HRA is therefore very specific. It does not re-examine strategic in combination
issues that were examined in the HRA of the Core Strategy. Rather it examines impacts of the
policies within this SPD to determine whether they would present any potential for policy specific
impacts that could not have been identified during the strategic HRA.

2.5
2.5.1


Impact Pathways Considered
9

For the purpose of this assessment, only site specific impact pathways were considered . These are:
Loss of functionally-linked land
Loss of functionally-linked land

2.5.2

Land located outside of the geographical boundary of an internationally designated site may be of
significant importance to support designated features of an internationally designated site and may be
of integral value to the species for which the site is designated. Examples include off-site feeding and
roosting areas for birds that are designated features of SPAs and flightlines for protected bat species.
Issues may relate to existing permissions that were granted prior to the designation of the site (and
relevant species) and which have not yet reached completion, or may relate to altered distribution
patterns (or knowledge thereof) regarding species for which European sites have been designated.

2.5.3

For the purpose of this assessment, the loss of functionally-linked land relates to bird species for
which the Ribble and Alt Estuaries SPA and Ramsar site is designated, notably pink-footed goose
Anser brachyrhynchus. The SPA is of major importance during the spring and autumn migration
periods, especially for wader populations moving along the west coast of Britain. The larger
expanses of saltmarsh and areas of coastal grazing marsh support breeding birds during the summer,
including large concentrations of gulls and terns. These seabirds feed both offshore and inland,
outside of the SPA. Several species of waterbird (notably pink-footed goose) utilise feeding areas on
agricultural land outside of the SPA boundary. There is considerable interchange in the movements of
wintering birds between this site and Morecambe Bay, the Mersey Estuary, the Dee Estuary and
Martin Mere and the recently established roost at Simonswood Moss. As such, the loss of this
functionally-linked land to pink-footed goose (or other wader species for which the site is designated)
within proximity to the SPA has potential to result in a likely significant effect if the land parcel is noted
to be used by a significant population of birds features. To undertake this assessment the Lancashire
10
and Cheshire Fauna Society’ Lancashire Bird Atlas was consulted .

8

URS (June 2014). HRA of Changes to the Knowsley Local Plan Core Strategy following Examination in
Public http://www.knowsley.gov.uk/pdf/SD29_KLPCS_ProposedModifications_HRA.pdf [accessed 16/12/15]
9
As previously noted, in-combination effects have been screened within the Core Strategy HRA documents.
10
Lancashire & Cheshire Fauna Society. Lancashire Birds. http://www.lacfs.org.uk/Lancs%20Birds.html
[accessed 16/12/15]
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3.1.1

Likely Significant Effects Screening

SPD Policies are screened in the following section.

3.2

Chapter 2: Vision and Development Objectives

Policy

Policy Description

EH1:
Statement

3.2.1

Page 10

Vision

The scale of the East of Halewood site and its excellent location offer the opportunity to deliver a
major new residential development serving the wider South Liverpool City Region area.
The development will provide maximum opportunity for the East of Halewood to support
Knowsley’s growth and investment potential, acting as a gateway and flagship for the Borough
from South Liverpool and Halton.
The East of Halewood will become a sustainable residential community, delivering a range and
choice of high quality and aspirational new housing, to meet local needs and attract new residents
to the area.
The development will benefit from access to a range of amenities in Halewood, as well as on site
green and open spaces which will enhance the quality of the local environment.

There are no HRA implications. Whilst this policy provides for development within the East Halewood
SUE, no development location, type or quantum is defined. There are no impact pathways present;
this policy can be screened out.

Policy

Policy Description

EH2:
Development
Objectives

Proposals for new development should demonstrate how they address each of the following
objectives:
1) Deliver high quality, aspirational market housing linking into the South Liverpool housing market
area and improving housing choice in Borough
2) Attract economically active people into the Borough to support Liverpool City Region and
Knowsley’s growth aspirations
3) Enhance the experience of, and accessibility to Halewood and south Liverpool employment,
leisure and recreation opportunity and experience
4) Improve the profile and image of Knowsley at a principal gateway to the Borough, particularly
its interface with both Liverpool and Halton
5) Support existing services whilst also ensuring sufficient provision for proposed housing growth

3.2.2

3.3

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines objectives for development within the East
Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened out.

Chapter 4: Spatial Development Framework

Policy

Policy Description

EH3:
Residential
Development
Key
Expectations

1) Housing mix: the residential mix and typologies will be determined through market conditions,
however this should include:
a. A mix of different housing types and sizes, including the delivery of high quality ‘aspirational’
family housing to help to diversify the existing tenure mix across the Borough.
b. The provision of 25% affordable housing will be required across the SUE area in accordance
with LPCS Policy CS15.
2) Layout: the residential layout should include variations in house type/size graduated throughout
the site, retaining key green infrastructure. It is expected that:
a. Lower density development will be located in the northern section of the site, beyond the
Liverpool–Manchester (Warrington) railway line.
b. Higher density development to the south towards Higher Road.
c. Amenity space should be integrated within the development to enclose and buffer residential
development.
d. Appropriate consideration of the proposed residential development at the Bridgefield Forum site
(potentially 113 units).

3.3.1

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines key expectations of residential development within
the East Halewood SUE. This includes housing mix, and layout. There are no impact pathways
present; this policy can be screened out.
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Policy

Policy Description

EH4: Public
Space
Expectations

3.3.2

Open
Key

Policy Description

EH5: Services
Facilities
Expectations

and

1) Engagement with providers: Landowners/developers will be expected to engage with utility
providers whilst preparing their proposals for the site. Detailed investigations to determine the
existing capacity of services and their ability to accommodate new development will need to be
determined.
2) Surface water drainage provision: There is an expectation that integrated and proactive surface
water drainage networks will be established to provide a sustainable drainage system.
3) Water supply: Retention of existing water mains and associated easements located
approximately parallel with Finch Lane and the railway line. Both easements have been identified
as open space in the East of Halewood SDF.
4) Electricity supply: Consideration of the overhead power line which crosses diagonally through
the southern site area in a roughly north–south direction. The area has been shown as developed
but further detailed work may impact on the location of proposed buildings as the detailed site
specific master plan develops.
5) COMAH: Consideration of the eastern section of the site being within the ‘Outer COMAH Zone’.
Schools and nurseries above 1.14ha site area are not permitted in this location but this does not
restrict residential development.
6) Utilities plan: The master plan should be accompanied by a utilities plan which sets out the
strategy for the maintenance, installation and delivery of services including electricity, gas, water
supply, waste and foul water removal, and broadband.

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines expectations relating to services and facilities
within the East Halewood SUE. This includes provider engagement, surface water drainage provision,
water supply, electricity supply, control of major accident hazards (COMAH), and utilities plan. There
are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened out.

Policy

Policy Description

EH6: Access
Movement
Expectations

3.3.4

1) Public Open Space provision: In order to establish a range of facilities which meet the
recreational needs of Knowsley’s residents, the Council requires developments to contribute to the
following forms of open space (in accordance with Policies CS21 and CS27 of the adopted Core
Strategy):
a. Public open space typologies (i.e. park and garden, amenity greenspace, provision for young
children and allotments).
b. Outdoor sports provision (i.e. playing fields and/or equipped outdoor courts) – Developers will
also be expected to support and enhance existing recreational facilities to account for additional
pressure placed on these assets by new development .
2) Public Open Space characteristics: In addition the following is expected:
a. Natural and semi natural sites: Investment to improve their quality and accessibility.
b. Site boundaries: Appropriate treatments should be carefully considered along site boundaries to
create active road frontages, such as applying lower building density, or providing landscaped
buffer.
c. Flood zones: Any areas associated with the Flood Zone 3 should be well-designed as multipurpose public open spaces and incorporate community benefits such as recreational and
biodiversity functions.
d. Landscape buffer for Finchwood Academy: A landscaped buffer with minimum 10 metres width
planted with semi-mature native trees is suggested, which would provide sufficient space for light
pollution mitigation, appropriate landscape edge condition and visual separation between the two
users.

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines key expectations relating to public open space
within the East Halewood SUE. This includes housing mix, and layout. It outlines development
expectations relating to provision and characteristics. There are no impact pathways present; this
policy can be screened out.

Policy

3.3.3
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and
Key

1) Principal access: Potential principal access points include:
a. To the southern site from Bailey’s Lane and Lower Road (south of TransPennine railway).
b. To the northern site, from Greensbridge Lane and Lower Road (north of TransPennine railway)
for land to the south of Higher Road from Aldersgate Drive, for land to east of Bridgefield Forum
from Greensbridge Lane (north of Netherley Brook);
2) Secondary access: For the southern site, this will be required from a central north–south access
road.
3) Pedestrian and cycle routes: A pedestrian and cycle way ‘green infrastructure link’ east to west
providing access to the existing amenities to the west and the Finch Farm area to the east.

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines key expectations relating to access and
movement within the East Halewood SUE. This includes principal and secondary access as well as
pedestrian and cycle routes. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened out.
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Chapter 5: Development and Design Principles

Policy

Policy Description

EH7: Core Design
Principles

Stitching the patchwork together
Consideration of a consistent, bigger picture vision of development to ensure that design helps to
phase comprehensive development in a way that dovetails with different land uses.
A defining main spine road
Delivery of a central spine road, ‘a main street’, through the heart of the development in response
to the scale and dimensions of the site and create a key structuring element which defines the
development. The central spine also has the ability to tie development parcels together.
Bringing the best of urban and rural environments
Provision of a response to both adjacent suburban and semi-rural environments, providing an
opportunity for transition from one to the other. This approach will complement both the urban and
rural contexts, and help create a place that is responsive to its context but distinctive in its own
right. Density, massing and scale should be organised to impart a legible, permeable structure
and a stimulating townscape
Creating the right edge conditions
Delivery of bespoke responses to specific boundary characteristics and restrictions – from the
need to mitigate the hard edges of the existing railway lines, to the need for permeability towards
Baileys Lane and Finch Lane.
Green corridors
Prominent green infrastructure can define this development, in particular through the creation of
green corridors and ‘green lanes’. There is a clear opportunity to ‘bring the countryside in’ to this
development whilst ensuring that green space is multifunctional and creates recreational value.
This could see a wide variety of spaces come forward – play spaces, wildlife corridors, viewing
corridors, shelter planting, amenity space and providing drainage solutions that respond to the
character and existing land drains.

3.4.1

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines principles for core design for development within
the East Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened out.

Policy

Policy Description

EH8: Access,
Movement and
Transport
Expectations

1) Consideration of how new development on the East of Halewood SUE can be linked to existing
amenities and into existing transport services.
2) Incorporation of a balanced sequence of movement routes that integrate with and bind together
green space and development parcels.
3) Integration of green infrastructure networks with the network of movement routes.

3.4.2

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines expectations for access, movement and
transportation within the East Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can
be screened out.

Policy

Policy Description

EH9: Landscape and
Ecology Expectations

The master plan and planning applications should:
1) Retain existing field boundaries as a framework for new development;
2) Retain and enhance hedgerows and hedgerow trees;
3) Conserve the network of drainage ditches and bank-side habitats and woodlands as seminatural habitats;
4) Include programmes of tree planting using native species in particular, with small-scale planting
which helps development integrate with the landscape at the same time as framing characteristic
long views across and out of the site. Key locations for tree planting include:
a. West of Finch Lane, screening from the training ground’s associated flood lighting;
b. South of the TransPennine railway, screening the embankment; and
c. North of the Liverpool–Manchester (Warrington) railway, providing screening from the new
residential development.
5) Retain field ponds and promote their conservation as landscape features;
6) Restrict the rate of surface water run-off.

3.4.3

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines expectations for landscape and ecology within the
East Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened out.
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3.4.4
Policy

Policy Description

EH10: Development
Sustainability
Expectations

1) Delivery of energy efficiency through passive design and construction techniques, including
through site layout and building design.
2) Provision of renewable energy through microgeneration, including through sustainable design
and construction.
3) Efficient use of resources including through reuse of materials and effective use of land.

3.4.5

3.5

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines expectations for sustainable development within
the East Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened out.

Chapter 6: Delivery

Policy

Policy Description

EH11: Master Plan
and Planning
Application
Requirements

• A comprehensive site-wide and detailed master plan must be provided in advance or at the
same time as the first planning application. This master plan must be approved by the Council.
• The specific requirements of an individual planning application will be provided via the preapplication process.
• Applicants will need to demonstrate how phasing and sequencing of development will be
facilitated across the entire SUE.

3.5.1

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines requirements relating to the master plan and
planning application for development within the East Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways
present; this policy can be screened out.

Policy

Policy Description

EH12: Infrastructure
Requirements

1) Provision of appropriate and proportionate contributions to infrastructure that is considered
fundamental to facilitating the development of the SUE as a whole.
2) Delivery of essential highways work: Further technical work will be required by the developers
prior to submitting a planning application to determine potential improvements to junctions on the
surrounding distributor roads to ensure safe access to the site.
3) Enabling access works to achieve a satisfactory form of development such as principal points of
vehicular access to facilitate unrestricted vehicular access to and across the SUE.
4) Delivery of required flood risk mitigation works subject to further technical studies and a Flood
Risk Assessment.
5) Provision of contributions towards local infrastructure requirements caused/exacerbated by the
proposed development: Such as the potential for enhancement to an existing primary school (or
provision of a new one) to deal with need arising from the increased housing numbers proposed
on the site.
6) Any remaining and viable developer requirements including provision of 25% affordable
housing in accordance with LPCS Policy CS15.

3.5.2

There are no HRA implications. This policy outlines requirements of infrastructure for development
within the East Halewood SUE. There are no impact pathways present; this policy can be screened
out.
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4

4.1.1

To Inform Habitats Regulations Assessment of Knowsley
Council’s Supplementary Planning Document: East of
Halewood Sustainable Urban Extension, Consultation
Draft Version January 2016

Conclusion
In conclusion, the SPD for East of Halewood SUE sets out Knowsley’s requirements for development
within the SUE, essentially offering detail of development control and management policies specific to
development within this strategic site. This SPD does not provide for any development beyond that
defined within the Core Strategy. It is noted within the HRA for this SUE site allocation in 2014 that:


4.1.2
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‘Given its relative proximity to the Mersey Estuary SPA it is considered that bird surveys
would be required to judge the value of the site (for example as foraging habitat) but it is not
considered that the site is likely to be of importance for SPA birds.’ Acting on the
precautionary principal, it is recommended that this is referred to within East of
Halewood SUE SPD policy. By stating this within the SPD, it will make it clear for developers
that there is a requirement for bird surveys to support any planning application for
development within or adjacent to arable fields to determine use of the site by bird features of
the SPA and Ramsar site to ensure no likely significant effects result.

There are no impact pathways present within this SPD that could result in likely significant effects
upon any internationally designated sites.

Knowsley Council
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