
A Consultation Responses to the Habitats Regulations Assessment for 
the Pre-Submission Core Strategy 

A.1 Public Consultation 

 

Organisation ID S/O/C Comment Summary Response/Action 

 

HRAPRE-
2  

Object 

The Habitats regulation Assessment has not 
taken into account Areas Of Specific County 
Value and the damage to wildlife and their 
habitat. Taking into account only the European 
Sites is not in my opinion carrying out a full 
Habitats Regulation Assessment. It is therefore a 
flawed HR Assessment. Merely serving the 
purpose of enabling development where ever 
CEC wishes and not the local wildlife.  

 
 

Habitats Regulations 
Assessment (HRA) is 
required under the 
European Directive 
92/43/EEC on the 
"conservation of natural 
habitats and wild fauna 
and flora" for plans that 
may have an impact on 
European Sites. 
HRA under the directive 
applies only to European 
Sites. 
Other designated nature 
conservation sites and 
areas of high biodiversity 
value are considered 
within the Local Plan 
Strategy document 
(Policy SE3 and within 
the Site Specific 
Principles of 
Development for 
strategic sites and 
locations. 

 

HRAPRE-
5  

Object 

Another pointless, superficial paper exercise that 
takes little or no account of local habitats and 
wildlife.  
It is meaningless and provides no potential 
protection. Obviously a box ticking exercise.  

 
 

 

HRAPRE-
7  

Object 

We have destroyed enough of our natural 
heritage already, taking no serious account of the 
further damage this reckless plan will cause to 
our biodiversity.  

 
 

 

HRAPRE-
9  

Comment 
only 

At the time of the previous consultation on the 
CELP, given the similarity between the two 
authorities’ local plan timetables and the Habitats 
Regulations Assessment (HRA) processes, 
Cheshire West and Chester welcomed the 
opportunity to jointly review the outcome of these 
assessment processes. CWAC have made HRA 
consultants aware of CE document which have 
been taken into account in the preparation of the 

Both authorities 
must continue make 
each other aware of 
findings in each 
others HRA 
documents. 

CWAC HRA documents 
to be taken into account 
when produced and as 
Local Plan develops. 



Organisation ID S/O/C Comment Summary Response/Action 

HRA for the Publication Draft Plan.  
Both authorities must continue make each other 
aware of findings in each others HRA documents.  
 
 

 

HRAPRE-
10  

Object 

This section is at such a macro level that it 
fundamentally overlooks key habitat issues if they 
are NOT directly linked to European recognised 
sites. Cheshire will be effectively devastated by 
the absolute lack of local governance and 
protection of habitat.  

 
 

Habitats Regulations 
Assessment (HRA) is 
required under the 
European Directive 
92/43/EEC on the 
"conservation of natural 
habitats and wild fauna 
and flora" for plans that 
may have an impact on 
European Sites. 
HRA under the directive 
applies only to European 
Sites. 
Other designated nature 
conservation sites and 
areas of high biodiversity 
value are considered 
within the Local Plan 
Strategy document 
(Policy SE3 and within 
the Site Specific 
Principles of 
Development for 
strategic sites and 
locations. 

 

HRAPRE-
6  

Object 

This whole document is of little value or 
relevance to Cheshire East.  
It looks like a form filling/box ticking exercise and 
adds nothing for the residents of CE.  
It is in no way an assessment of the habitats in 
CE.  

 
 

 
HRAPRE-
3  

Comment 
only 

I am sorry but as there is too much information to 
read I cannot do this on a computer screen. This 
should have been sent out to people as a paper 
copy  

 
 

n/a 

 

HRAPRE-
11  

Object 

I am frustrated by the lack of time given to 
respond to this document and other associated 
documents. I have raised objections and made 
comment in sections in a number of associated 
documents about Poynton being designated as a 
Key Service Centre. I have asked for this 
designation to be challenged.  
Table 4.2 in this Habitat document refers to a 
small number of sites for development that will 

Consistency 
required in 
statements relating 
to the need for land 
to be taken out of 
existing greenbelt 
surrounding Poynton 

No strategic sites have 
been identified in and 
around Poynton to offer 
opportunities for growth 
in the future. Instead 
non-strategic sites will be 
identified within the Site 
Allocations Document. 
It should be noted 



Organisation ID S/O/C Comment Summary Response/Action 

need to identified in the Site Allocations 
Document. More detail about the amount of land 
involved (ha) should be added so that statements 
about Poynton needing more land to be taken out 
of existing greenbelt are consistent throughout all 
Local Plan documents.  

however, that these sites 
are still likely to require 
small amendments to the 
Green Belt including the 
provision of Safeguarded 
Land. 

 

HRAPRE-
8  

Object 

This assessment takes only the European Sites 
into account. This omits the local SBI's, SSI's, 
protected woodlands,etc.. It is NOT a full Habitats 
Regulation Assessment. Consequently it is 
flawed and merely serves to enable development 
wherever. Offers NO PROTECTION whatsoever 
to local wildlife and habitats. This looks very like 
a box ticking exercise for the eventual 
submission to the Inspectorate.  

This assessment 
takes only the 
European Sites into 
account. This omits 
the local SBI's, 
SSI's, protected 
woodlands,etc.. It is 
NOT a full Habitats 
Regulation 
Assessment.  

Habitats Regulations 
Assessment (HRA) is 
required under the 
European Directive 
92/43/EEC on the 
"conservation of natural 
habitats and wild fauna 
and flora" for plans that 
may have an impact on 
European Sites. 
HRA under the directive 
applies only to European 
Sites. 
Other designated nature 
conservation sites and 
areas of high biodiversity 
value are considered 
within the Local Plan 
Strategy document 
(Policy SE3 and within 
the Site Specific 
Principles of 
Development for 
strategic sites and 
locations. 

 

HRAPRE-
4  

Comment 
only 

In the Habitat sections where we expected to find 
these, and in the Environment section of Local 
Plan Research and Evidence, it appears that only 
sites covered by European law are considered, 
ie. high quality undisturbed nature sites (eg. the 
only ones on the map near Sandbach are 
Bagmere and Oakhanger). Even for a prime 
nature site like Sandbach Flashes we had to look 
in Landscape Character Assessment (where the 
birdlife got relatively little mention). Local nature 
sites to the town like Brook Wood appear only in 
the Sandbach section of the Open Spaces 
assessment (Open space? What happened to 
their habitat value?) This is at 
http://www.cheshireeast.gov.uk/pdf/2012-02- 
03%20Sandbach%20OS%20Report.pdf pages 4-
5, and map 
http://www.cheshireeast.gov.uk/pdf/Sandbach.pdf  

Need to consider 
locally-designated 
sites as well as 
European-
designated sites 

 



A.2 Natural England Consultation 

Comment Response/Action 

Natural England 

Section 6.3.3 sets out impacts on the European sites hydrological pathways. 
Natural England’s previous response (reference 65170) requested that there 
should be reference to ground water .This section refers to water discharges 
and water abstraction; it should also refer to ground water. As previously 
explained there are likely to be impacts on groundwater quality and quantity. 
Anything that will increase nutrient levels will have an impact including road 
run off, effluent discharge, the types of building material used and impacts on 
ground water (water quality and flows). 

More reference to groundwater has been added to 
section 6.3.3 of the Local Plan Strategy Habitats 
Regulations Assessment Report 

Deterioration in Water Quality  
The justification provided in respect of potential water quality impacts being 
screened as having no likely significant effect is considered to be insufficient 
for:  

• Midland Meres and Mosses Phase 1 Ramsar  

• Midland Meres and Mosses Phase 2 Ramsar  

• Rostherne Mere  
The HRA suggests Policy SE 13 from the Core Strategy as mitigation to 
avoid adverse impacts on the integrity of the above sites. This policy states 
that developments will integrate measures for sustainable water 
management, including appropriate SUDS to manage surface water, and 
enhance and protect water quality. It however does not deal with the impacts 
from development on ground water and impacts on the sewage system.  
Section 6.3.3 of the HRA clearly sets out that development can potentially 
have adverse impacts on the integrity of European designated sites through 
both water abstraction i.e. new developments increasing the demand for 
water and subsequently affecting water flow, quality and levels and via water 
discharges i.e. new developments resulting in an increase in discharges to 
water via foul and surface water/storm water drainage (flood risk). Therefore, 
with respect to the European sites listed above, there is the potential for 
effects to occur as a result of increased water abstraction and further 
demand of discharge infrastructure. Natural England offers the following 
response with regards to avoiding adverse impacts on the integrity of 
European sites owing to hydrological impacts.  
Discharge of wastewater by the sewerage undertaker is licensed by the 
Environment Agency, who is also a competent authority under the Habitats 

Additional justification has been added to Tables 6-2, 6-3 
and 6-4 of the Local Plan Strategy Habitats Regulations 
Assessment with regards to wastewater infrastructure 
capacity and meeting future needs. 



Comment Response/Action 

Regulations. As such, whilst the avoidance of adverse effects on European 
sites is a result of such discharge consents is principally the responsibility of 
the Environment Agency, the HRA must recognise that the consenting and 
management options available to Environment Agency are limited both by 
capacity within existing infrastructure and the existing pollutant levels in the 
receiving environment. Sewerage undertakers have a duty to accept 
wastewater from new development, when connection to the mains sewer 
system is viable.; There may be tension within the HRA if it assumes either 
that the sewerage undertaker can simply accept any associated increases in 
wastewater irrespective of limitations in capacity, or that such capacity issues 
can simply be resolved by EA consenting options which avoid adverse 
effects on European sites.  
A sewerage undertaker has a general duty under section 94 of the Water 
Industry Act 1991 to effectually drain the area. To this end, if additional 
capacity is required in the existing systems they are legally obliged to provide 
it through their normal funding mechanisms. Following the Barratt Homes Ltd 
v Dwr Cymru Welsh Water case11, the law has been clarified such that this 
general duty extends to sewerage systems as well as sewage treatment 
works. 

The purpose of the HRA of the Core Strategy is to ensure that the allocation 
of housing is done in such a way as to ensure that there are viable options 
available to both Environment Agency and the sewerage undertaker to meet 
wastewater drainage demands without adverse effects on the integrity of any 
European sites. It is the opinion of Natural England that this does not appear 
to been evidenced with the HRA. If permitting options which avoid adverse 
effects upon the European sites (at each of the works which will receive the 
wastewater from planned new development) are not available to the 
Environment Agency then some of the allocations within the Local Plan may 
be undeliverable with associated risks for the Council. This issues therefore 
has an effect on the soundness of the plan under the ‘effectiveness’ test. 

We would strongly recommend that the HRA needs to provide further 
evidence that infrastructure exists or is planned in order to meet water 
demands from new development. For example the HRA could identify the 
quantum of development within each wastewater treatment works catchment 
and the permitting options that are available to enable the works to receive 
the wastewater from planned new development without adverse impacts 
upon European sites. We would suggest that the Environment Agency may 
need to have an input to the development of such a justification. Natural 



Comment Response/Action 

England advise that discussion should take place between the Environment 
Agency, United Utilities, Welsh Water and Cheshire West and Chester 
Council to ensure Cheshire East Council can facilitate development with the 
appropriate infrastructure in place. We assume that discussions regarding 
planned infrastructure and the capacity of existing infrastructure has already 
been discussed during the preparation of the Core Strategy As such it would 
be beneficial to provide further evidence that housing can be delivered 
without resulting in an adverse effect on European sites. This will ensure 
deliverability of development during the entire plan period. 

 


