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1.1

INTRODUCTION
Figure 1: The SA Process in Stages

The Purpose of a Sustainability Appraisal

Stage A: Setting
Context and
Objectives,
Establishing the
Baseline and Deciding
on the Scope

This report forms the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of the draft Ripley
Neighbourhood Plan. The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan will be a development
plan document adopted by Amber Valley Borough Council (AVBC) and will
cover a number of issues relating to the future development of the Ripley
Township. A Key function of the Neighbourhood Plan will be to allocate 566
new homes.

A2 Collecting baseline information
A3 Identifying sustainability issues
A4 Developing the SA framework
A5 Consulting on the scope of the SA

Stage B: Developing
and Refining Options
and Assessing Effects

The purpose of the SA is to ensure that the principles of sustainable
development are considered throughout the plan making process and that
the final Neighbourhood Plan has considered all aspects of social, economic
and environmental sustainability in its production.

B1 Testing the NP objectives against the SA framework
B2 Developing the NP options
B3 Predicting the effects of the draft NP
B4 Evaluating the effect of the draft NP
B5 Considering ways of mitigating adverse effects and
maximising benefits

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is a requirement of the EC
Directive on the assessment of the environmental impacts of certain plans
and programmes (Directive 2001/42/EC) known as the Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive. The Environmental Assessment of
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 instils this into UK law which applies
to plans with significant environmental impacts (SEA Regulations). An SEA
Screening Report has been produced which successfully ‘screens out’ the
requirement of an SEA for the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan.
1.2

A1 Identifying other relevant policies, plans, programmes
and sustainable development objectives

B6 Proposing measures to monitor the significant effects of
implementing the NP
Stage C: Preparing
the SA

C1 Preparing the SA Report

Stage D: Consulting
on the draft NP and
SA

D1 Public participation on the SA report and draft NP

D2 Assessing significant changes
D3 Adoption of NP

The Sustainability Appraisal in Stages

D4 Making Decisions and providing information

Figure 1 illustrates the different stages in the SA process where Stage A
relates to the NP Production Stages 1 and 2. Stage B relates to NP Production
Stage 3 and Stage D relates to NP Production Stages 4 and 5.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

Stage E: Monitoring
the significant effects
of implementing the
NP

.

E1 Finalising aims and methods for monitoring
E2 Responding to adverse effects
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1.3

INTRODUCTION
Ripley in Context

Figure 2: Ripley in Context

Ripley is a market town within the Amber Valley Borough of Derbyshire with a
population of around 14,500 people. The neighbourhood plan area
encompasses not only the market town but also a number of rural villages as
shown in Figure 2. Ripley is located approximately 11 miles north of Derby
and 11 miles south east of the Peak District National Park.
1.4

Policy Background and Sustainable Development

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan must conform with national and local policy
which includes the NPPF and the emerging Amber Valley Borough Council’s
Core Strategy, which is expected to be formally adopted in 2014, and will
establish the vision, objectives and proposals for Ripley to be achieved by
2028.
The Amber Valley Core Strategy has identified a need for housing in Ripley as
a sustainable location where the Neighbourhood Plan will present a number
of alternative sites to fulfil this housing need, which are preferable to those
presented in the emerging Core Strategy. The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan
creates policies and is allocating sites that have not previously been subject to
a SA as part of the Core Strategy process, therefore an SA is being prepared.
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INTRODUCTION
Figure 3: Ripley Township Boundary
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INTRODUCTION

2

The Structure of the Sustainability Appraisal

2.1

The document is structured as follows:

SCOPING REPORT CONSULTATION
Consultation Responses

The three statutory consultees and the Local Authority (Natural England,
English Heritage, the Environment Agency and Amber Valley Borough Council)
were consulted on the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan SA Scoping Report for 6
weeks between the 10th January 2014 to the 21st February 2014.

Chapter 2 provides feedback on the consultation responses received on the
SA Scoping Report and any changes that have been made as a result of these
responses.

Comments were made by all four of the organisations consulted. All
comments were taken on board and as a result have influenced the
development of the sustainability framework and this document as a whole.
The SEA Directive does not require a revised version of the Scoping Report to
be issued.

Chapter 3 provides an introduction to the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan
objectives and compares them against the SA framework.
Chapter 4 explains the development of the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan in
relation to the issues identified and the various options explored.

Summary of Comments from English Heritage
Chapter 5 appraises the policies and site allocations explored in the
Neighbourhood Plan against criteria derived from the sustainability
framework

-The word ‘features’ to be replaced with ‘assets’ in Neighbourhood Plan
objectives 23-26;
- Make reference to heritage assets in the environment sections, both inside
and out of the neighbourhood plan area.
- Site appraisal criteria for heritage to be changed to the following:

Chapter 6 discusses the outcome of the sustainability appraisal undertaken in
Chapter 5 and addresses how any negative outcomes can be mitigated
through refining the Neighbourhood Plan.

“R= The development site impacts upon heritage assets (within, adjacent or
away from this) causing harm to its setting and/or significance.
A= The development site impacts upon heritage assets (within, adjacent or
away from this) but would not cause harm to its setting and/or significance.
G= The development site impacts upon heritage assets (within, adjacent or
away from this) and enhances its setting and/or significance.
Neutral= There is no impact upon heritage assets.”

Chapter 7 details the next steps to be taken after adoption and how
sustainability issues will be monitored throughout the life of the
Neighbourhood Plan.
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SCOPING REPORT CONSULTATION

Summary of Comments from Natural England

- Incorporate multifunctional greenspaces into the neighbourhood plan
- Remove flood risk and sewerage indicators from the Climate Change
category and create ‘environmental infrastructure/services’ category.
- Additional indicator for ‘not causing increased downstream or surface water
runoff .

- Cover geodiveristy in objective 5 of the sustainability appraisal framework;
- The neighbourhood plan should cover the topic of Access to the Natural
Environments;
- Existing indicators should be used within the site appraisal criteria (e.g.
national standards);
- Ensure polices within the Neighbourhood Plan are based upon robust and
up-to-date assessments of local needs.

2.2

The following changes have been made as a result of the comments made on
the sustainability appraisal framework and methodology during the
consultation period:

Summary of Comments from Amber Valley Borough Council
- Objective 13 of the Neighbourhood Plan seeks to provide free town centre
parking but no discussions have been held between Amber Valley Borough
Council, who manage town centre parking, and the neighbourhood plan
group;

-The site appraisal criteria in relation to heritage has been amended to:
“R= The development site has the potential to positively or adversely
impact upon a heritage asset’s setting and/or significance (within, adjacent or
away from this) requiring further appraisal.
G= There are no potential impacts upon heritage assets”

Not all of these comments are in relation to the Sustainability Appraisal
Framework/Methodologies. Therefore any changed made that have been a
result of the comments made will be detailed in Section 2.2.

If a site flags up as red, then the SA will recommend undertaking a heritage
impact assessment. The detail and complexity of this impact assessment
should reflect the significance of the heritage asset. If a site flags up as green,
then the SA will recommend that a heritage impact assessment will not be
required.

Summary of Comments from the Environmental Agency
-More consideration for the implications of existing plans on the
neighbourhood plan.
- More baseline information required in relation to the environment. Sources
for this information were provided.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

Amendments made to the Framework and Methodologies

This approach was taken over that initially recommended by English Heritage
because a clear indication as to which sites would require a heritage impact
assessment. The nature of the impact often depends upon the design of a
scheme, where a heritage impact assessment could inform this to ensure
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SCOPING REPORT CONSULTATION

that there is no impact or a positive impact. The criteria also takes into
account any potential impacts upon heritage assets that are not on or
adjacent to the site. English Heritage were consulted regarding this revised
approach an were supportive.

-Addition of the following to the site appraisal criteria under floor risk:
“R= Site would cause risk of flooding further downstream or cause localised
surface water flooding
G= Site would not cause risk of flooding further downstream or cause localised
surface water flooding”

- Geodiveristy is now covered in objective 5 of the sustainability appraisal
framework.

- Comments made that were not directly relevant to the SA have been passed
on to Ripley Town Council who are preparing the Neighbourhood Plan.

- The site appraisal criteria in relation to accessibility of green space has been
changed to reflect Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt):
“ANGSt Criteria = 2ha site ≤ 300m, 20ha site ≤ 2000m, 100ha ≤ 5000m (The
other broader ANGSt criteria have been disregarded here as the sites are all
located with the same settlement therefore would not have any comparable
result.
R= The site meets none of the selected ANGSt Critera
A= The site meets 1 or 2 of the selected ANGSt criteria
G= The site meets all three of the selected ANGSt criteria“
- The site appraisal criteria in relation to the proximity of quality green space
has been changed to reflect green flag standards:
“R= > 15min walk (1200m)
A= 10-15min walk (800m-1200m)
G= < 10min walk (800m)“
-‘Climate Change’ category changed to ‘Climate Change & Environmental
Services’

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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3.1

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK
8

To provide for a greater range of affordable housing which meets local needs;

9

To provide a range of housing types across all tenures, designed to the highest standards
and which reflect the local vernacular;

10

Provide new employment opportunities to meet the needs of the community, to off-set
the decline in the area’s traditional economic base and to reduce commuting;

11

Maintain a healthy and vibrant town centre;

12

To encourage and facilitate the re-use of vacant town centre buildings with appropriate
new uses;

13

To provide free town centre parking for up to two hours to support the viability of the
town centre;

14

To support the retention and enhancement of Ripley Market;

15

To protect and enhance the character and quality of the environment of the area;

16

To protect the area from inappropriate development;

17

To safeguard important open areas within and around the town and surrounding
settlements within the township;

18

To designate appropriate areas as Local Green Spaces;

19

To enhance existing public open spaces and provide more public open spaces to
compliment new housing developments;

20

To protect and enhance the biodiversity interests of the area;

21

To enhance and extend the range of community facilities in the area;

22

To ensure the provision of new or extended community facilities in proportion to the
scale of new housing development;

23

To identify, protect and enhance the heritage features of the area;

24

To develop public awareness of the heritage features of the area and to increase visitor
numbers both from people within the area and from people living further afield;

25

To protect and enhance the remaining buildings and features of the former Butterley
Engineering Works site;

26

To restore the section of the Cromford Canal within the Ripley area.

The Neighbourhood Plan Objectives

The Vision of the Neighbourhood Plan is to:
Deliver growth and development which meets the needs and aspirations of
the local community whilst retaining the individual character of the town and
surrounding settlements. This includes the creation of a thriving and vibrant
town centre which contains a range of independent shops and other services
and a range of new job opportunities which significantly reduces the reliance
on commuting to other employment centres. Development will be
accommodated on sites which enable the protection of important open areas
of countryside and with minimal use of land within the Green Belt. The
important heritage features of the area will also be preserved and enhanced
whilst providing a focal point for visitors.
Figure 4: Neighbourhood Plan Objectives
1

To improve public transport connections to surrounding destinations;

2

To relieve the town centre and arterial roads of traffic congestion, particularly at peak
times;

3

Extend and enhance the existing network of footpaths, cycle routes and ‘greenways’;

4

To ensure that new housing and employment developments are well connected to and
through the town by good pedestrian, cycle and bus facilities and services;

5

Identify sites where new development would readily integrate into the area;

6

To steer the provision of new housing to previously developed sites and other sites
within and around the town which avoid, where possible, areas in the green belt and
other important open spaces;

7

To avoid housing development on sites which would lead to the coalescence of Ripley
with neighbouring settlements, particularly with Codnor;

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK
Figure 5 : Sustainability Appraisal Framework

The Sustainability Appraisal Framework

There are a number of different aspects that have influenced the production
of the Sustainability Appraisal Framework which include the Amber Valley
Borough Council’s Core Strategy sustainability objectives, adopted
neighbourhood plans, the sustainability issues highlighted in this document
within Ripley and consultation responses.
The framework comprehensively covers a range of sustainability related
topics and will be used to assess objectives, site allocations and policies
associated with the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

.

Housing

1

To ensure that the present and future provision of housing
within the Ripley area is in line with local needs.

Community
Cohesion,
Health and
Wellbeing

2

To improve the health and wellbeing of local people and
reduce health inequalities.

3

To reduce crime and fear of crime promoting a safer and
more cohesive local community.

Green
Infrastructure

4

To provide better opportunities for maintaining and
expanding green infrastructure and protecting green spaces.

Biodiversity

5

To conserve and enhance levels of biodiversity, quality of
habitats and geodiversity.

Built and
Natural
Heritage

6

To preserve and enhance features and settings of cultural
heritage, archaeological, historical value.

7

To protect, enhance and manage the character and
appearance of the landscape and townscape.

Natural
Resources

8

To manage and preserve the quality of natural resources and
minimise the generation of waste.

Climate
Change

9

To reduce contribution to climate change and manage its
effects, including flooding and drought.

Transport and
Accessibility

10

To promote an inclusive approach to local transport that
reduces the need for car dominated travel and increases the
use of public transportation, walking and cycling.

Economy and
Employment

11

To create thriving and economically vibrant local
communities with relevant spatial and physical structures to
stimulate and support economic growth and attract inward
investments.

Ripley TC

8

3

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

3.3

Compatibility of the Objectives and Framework

Figure 6 illustrates that the Neighbourhood Plan objectives are either compatible with or have no impact upon the Sustainability Appraisal Framework ruling out any
conflicts.

+ = Compatible

o = Neutral

- = Not Compatible

Figure 6: Assessment of Compatibility Between the Neighbourhood Plan Objectives and the Sustainability Appraisal Framework

Sustainability Appraisal Framework (see Figure 4)

Neighbourhood Plan Objectives (see Figure 3)
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4.1

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN ISSUES AND OPTIONS
At the same time the number of vacant houses continues to be a cause for
concern and a waste of valuable resources. The number of all new houses built
in the Ripley area during this period has also been low in spite of the
availability of sites with the benefit of planning permission for new housing
development. This mirrors the situation for the Borough as a whole where
house completion rates for the period between April 2006 and March 2013
were:

The Issues Identified

Housing
The draft neighbourhood plan of December 2013, prepared by Ripley Town
Council, stated the following:
“The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan considers that the background evidence,
including consultation responses from the local community, indicates that the
main housing related issues are:

2006 – 2007: 531 2007 – 2008: 548 2008 – 2009: 338 2009 – 2010: 218
2010 – 2011: 258 2011 – 2012: 206 2012 – 2013: 219

- How to achieve the area’s housing needs as identified in the emerging Core
Strategy to meet the needs of the local community and the anticipated
growth
- How to accommodate new housing whilst respecting and maintaining the
existing character of the area.

In the Ripley area there are examples where development commenced on new
housing sites but have been stalled for several years leaving vacant plots
which detract from the character and quality of the area. Other sites have had
permission which has been renewed on several occasions but without any
development being commenced. This partially reflects trends throughout the
country as a whole but there are indications that these problems may be
deeper and more difficult to resolve in the Ripley area. Other notable
comments made during the consultation exercise include:
The Core Strategy proposes too many new houses for the Ripley area:

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan acknowledges that there may be significant
conflict between these two issues. It acknowledges that the Core Strategy is
being developed in accordance with the guidance in the National Planning
Policy Framework which promotes a positive approach to sustainable
development and sustainable growth, but considers that the approach
indicated by the choice and location of the Strategic Sites allocated in the plan
would exacerbate the tension between these issues. The Neighbourhood Plan
considers that other, significant housing issues include:

- The low level of affordable housing built since 2005;
- The high number of vacant houses;
- The low rate of housing development on sites with planning permission;
- The cessation of building on some partially-developed sites;
- The need to improve the condition of the existing housing stock.

- No further areas of green belt should be lost to housing
- Brownfield land should be developed before any other land is released for
development;
- Ripley should not be allowed to merge with Codnor;
- The Core Strategy focus on large sites of 500+ is inappropriate;
- New development should be spread out over more, smaller sites;
- New housing should provide a range of different house types across all
tenures
- There is a lack of affordable housing to rent or buy.

The provision of new affordable housing has been low during the last eight
years.”

The Neighbourhood Plan acknowledges the concerns of the local community
but accepts that some of these concerns are out with the remit of the Plan.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN ISSUES AND OPTIONS
contributed to the sense of wellbeing of the individual members of the
community. The importance of the Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
near Ambergate is also recognised. A large majority of the landscape within
the Township boundary is not designated as greenbelt therefore some extra
protection may be needed.

Open Spaces
The main issue is the under-provision of open space facilities across the whole
of the Ripley township area. The residents of Ripley, in particular parts of the
town, do not have ready access by foot or bicycle to open spaces and
recreational facilities. In addition, we feel that the usage of the existing
facilities is reduced by a lack of public awareness and the quality of the
facilities. It is also noted that Ambergate and Bullbridge do have play areas
although there is a significant lack of facilities in Heage. These issues could be
addressed by the active promotion of facilities and the generation of funds to
secure improvements to the range and quality of recreational opportunities
which are available. The policies of the emerging Amber Valley Core Strategy
seek to obtain developer funding to provide new play facilities in association
with new housing development and this is supported by the Neighbourhood
Plan. The Core Strategy, however, makes provision for a significant level of
new housing development, and some of these sites, together with those
already with planning permission, are on those important open spaces where
development would reduce the ability to increase open space provision whilst
running parallel with a large increase in the population. Some of the sites
would also involve the coalescence of settlements, contrary to the desires of
the communities involved.

It is recognised however that the area has to make provision for a significant
level of new development over the next fifteen years and that this poses a
potential threat to some of the sites of ecological importance. The issue of
making provision for that new development whilst retaining and enhancing
the biodiversity interests of the area is one of the major challenges facing the
Neighbourhood Plan. It is therefore a high priority for the Plan to set the
framework which enables both of these objectives to be met.”

Environment and Ecology
The local community has expressed very strong support for the protection of
the flora and fauna of the area. This is based on an intrinsic desire to protect
and retain these species per se and in order to maintain features which
contribute to the character of the area. The community also expressed the
view that the presence of sites with a high level of biodiversity interest

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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4.2

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN ISSUES AND OPTIONS
The Options Explored

Availability and Status of All Sites
Site

Location

Dwellings at 30dph

1, 2 & 3

Former Stevenson Site

1. 150

4

Land off Heage Road

170

5

Former Butterley Engineering Site

39

6

Land off Bridle Lane

8

7

Land off A610

165

8

Land off Cemetery Lane

15

9 & 10

Derby Road

9. 22

11

Land off Peasehill

15

12

Land off Nottingham Road

97

13

Land off Waingroves Road

99

14

Former Coppice Farm

597

15

Former Butterley Brick Site

170

16

Land off Brook Lane

5

17

Land off Peasehill Road

3

A&B

Land off Lowes Hill

A. 64

C

Land off Butterley Hill

7

D

Land off Sandham Lane

30

E

Land off Derby Road

275

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS
Appraisal Methodologies

Availability
Further research was carried out into the potential availability of sites being considered for allocation. This included establishing whether there were any existing
planning consents and whether any of the sites were too small to warrant separate allocations (smaller sites within the built up area of Ripley can reasonably be
expected to come forward as windfall sites).
Viability
A preliminary viability report was prepared in August 2013 using evidence prepared by chartered surveyors Boxhall, Brown and Jones. The purpose of the report
was to provide an indication of the potential for the sites being considered for allocation to be viable. The methodology used in the viability appraisal was based
largely on the ‘Financial Viability in Planning’ guidance document published by the RICS in August 2012.
Accessibility
A transportation appraisal was prepared by Bancroft Consulting in October 2013. From this report detailed information was collated for each of the 12 sites
identified, this addressed potential site access arrangements, existing highway layout, accident records, current opportunities for non-car modes of travel, likely
traffic generation, and potential study area. Each of the sites was then ranked against the following criteria:
- Whether a standard compliant access can be achieved.
- The category of the road the proposed access is from.
- The speed of the road the access is from.
- What public transport facilities are available within 400 metres of the site.
- Provision for pedestrians.
- Whether there is an accident problem in the vicinity of the site.
- Capacity issues within the study area.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Criteria

Indicator

Whether a standard compliant access can be achieved

Likely = green Some compromise = amber Unlikely = red

The category of the road the proposed access is from

Unclassified = green B road = amber A road = red

The speed of the road that access is from

Less than 30 mph = green 30 to 40 mph = amber Greater than 40 mph = red

Can suitable visibility splays be achieved?

Yes = green No but visibility below standard should not be a cause for concern = amber No = red

Available public transport facilities within 400 metres of the site

Within 250 metres = green Within 400 metres = amber Greater than 400 metres = red

Frequency of public transport facilities available within 400 metres
of the site

Four or more services an hour = green One to three services an hour = amber Less than one service per hour =
red

Provision for pedestrians

Footways both sides of the carriageway = green Footways one side of the carriageway = amber No footways =
red

Whether there is an accident problem in the vicinity of the site

None = green Limited number of accidents within study area = amber Potential highway safety concern = red

Junctions that need further consideration within the study area

None = green Site access only = amber Off-site junctions = red

Capacity Issues

None = green Limited = amber Major = red

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Sustainability
To provide an early indication of the sustainability appraisal of the sites being considered for allocation a ‘site sustainability assessment’ was prepared in August
2013. This assessment process is repeated here for the sites deemed to be available, viable and accessible. Figure 6 provides details on how each site will be
appraised within the next stages of the Sustainability Appraisal process. This table also illustrates how the appraisal criteria relates to the Sustainability Appraisal
Framework and what indicators will be used in the determination of the outcome against each criteria.

Economy and
Employment

Climate Change &
Environmental Services

Natural Resources

SAF

Criteria

Indicator

Would allocation of the site result in the use of previously
developed land?

R = No, site is and not within or adjoining existing urban area
A = site within, or adjoining existing urban area / brownfield site not adjacent or in close proximity to
existing urban area
G = Yes, site is on land which is fully or partially brownfield and which is adjacent or in close proximity to
the existing urban area.
R = Agricultural Land Classification 1/2
A = Agricultural Land Classification 3
G = Agricultural Land Classification 4/5
R = FZ3A OR 3B
A = FZ2
G = FZ1
R = High
A = Medium
G = Low
R= Would cause risk of flooding further downstream or cause localised surface water flooding
G= Would not cause risk of flooding further downstream or cause localised surface water flooding
R = > 2km
A = 1-2km
G = <1km
R = Allocation will lead to significant loss of on-site
employment (i.e. more than 5000m2)
A = Allocation will lead to the loss of some on-site employment, but this will be less than 5000m2
G = No loss of employment space

Would allocation of the site result in the loss of high quality
Agricultural Land?
Is the site within an identified flood zone?

Would development of the site have potential impacts on
sewerage infrastructure?
Would development of the site increase the risk of flooding
further downstream or cause localised surface water flooding?
How accessible is the site to the nearest existing Core Business
and Employment Areas?

Would the allocation of the site result in a loss of employment
space?

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Criteria

Indicator

How accessible is the site to Derby by public transport?

R = > 30 min public transport (> 5km – if urban extension) A = 15-30 min public transport (2.5 – 5km if
urban extension) G = 0-15min public transport (less than 2.5km if urban extension) or site is a city centre
site.
R = > 30 min public transport (> 5km – if urban extension) A = 15-30 min public transport (2.5 – 5km if
urban extension) G = 0-15 min public transport (less than 2.5km if urban extension)
R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres) A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres) G = 0-10 min walk (0-800
metres)
N/A = site is for employment purposes only
R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres) A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres) G = 0-10 min walk (0-800
metres)
N/A = site is for employment purposes only
R = > 30 min public transport (> 5km – if urban extension) A = 15-30 min public transport (2.5 – 5km if
urban extension) G = 0-15min public transport (less than 2.5km if urban extension)
N/A = site is for employment purposes only
ANGSt Criteria = 2ha site ≤ 300m, 20ha site ≤ 2000m, 100ha ≤ 5000m (The other broader ANGSt criteria
have been disregarded here as the sites are all located with the same settlement therefore would not
have any comparable result R= The site meets none of the selected ANGSt Critera A= The site meets 1
or 2 of the selected ANGSt criteria G= The site meets all three of the selected ANGSt criteria
R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres) A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres) G = 0-10 min walk (0-800
metres)
R = > 10 min walk (800 m) A = 5-10 min walk (400-800m) G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Housing, Transport and Accessibility

How accessible is the site to employment sites by public
transport?
How accessible is the site to a health centre or GP services by
foot?
How accessible is the site to the nearest primary school by
foot?
How accessible is the site to the nearest secondary school by
public transport?
How accessible is the site to natural greenspace?

How accessible is the site to high quality green space (Green
Flag Standard)?
How accessible is the site to an existing public transport route?
(at least 2 services per hour)
How accessible is the site to an existing high quality public
transport route? (at
least 4 services per hour)
How accessible is the site to the main train station by public
transport?
How accessible is the site to an established cycle route?

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

R = > 12 min walk (1000 m) A = 5-12 min walk (400-1000m) G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

R = > 30 min public transport A = 15-30 min public transport G = 0-15min public transport
R = > 800m A = 400-800m G = 0-400m
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Criteria

Indicator

Is the site within, or in close proximity to an existing AQMA?

R = Within or adjacent to an AQMA A = < 1 km of an AQMA G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Has the site been identified as being potentially
contaminated?
Could the site help to regenerate deprived areas?

R= The site could potentially be contaminated G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated
G = More than 25% of site is within top 20% deprived in the G = More than 75% of the site is within the
top 40% A = More than 25% of the site is within the top 40% A = More than 70% of the site is not within
the top 40%, but more than 10% of the site is also within the top 20% R = More than 75% of the site is
not within the top 40%
R = Yes A = Yes but it has been demonstrated this land is no longer needed for public open space
purposes G = No

Built and Natural
Heritage

Biodiversity

SAF
Green Community Cohesion,
Infrastr- Health and Wellbeing
ucture

5

Would the allocation of the site lead to the loss of designated
or proposed public open space (as identified in the Adopted
Amber Valley Local Plan)?
Could allocation of the site have a potential adverse impact on
a SSSI?
Will allocation of the site result in any likely significant effects
on the integrity of a European designated site for nature
conservation (Special Protection Areas, Special Areas of
Conservation, RAMSAR
sites)?
Does the site contain any BAP priority species or habitats?
Could allocation of the site have a potential adverse impact on
a designated Local Wildlife Sites, Local Nature Reserve,
Potential Wildlife Sites or any other site of wildlife value as
identified by the Derbyshire Wildlife Trust?
Would the allocation of the site lead to loss of land within the
Green Belt?
Would the allocation of the site have a potential impact,
positive or negative, upon the setting or significance of a
heritage asset?

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

R = <400m A = 400-800m G = >800m
R = Allocation of the site is likely to result in a significant
effect on the integrity of a European Designated Site A = Allocation of the site has potential to result in a
significant effect on the integrity of a European Designated Site G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to
result in a significant effect on the integrity of a European Designated site
A = Site contains BAP priority species or habitats G = Site does not contain BAP priority species or
habitats
R = Contains or is adjacent to an existing site A = Contains or is adjacent to a proposed site G = Does not
contain and is not adjacent; or allocation is green space

R = Within or adjacent to the Green Belt and development would cause harm to the objectives of the
Green Belt designation A = Within or adjacent to the Green Belt but development would not cause harm
to the objectives of the Green Belt designation G = Not within or adjacent to the Green Belt
R= The development site has the potential to positively or adversely impact upon a heritage asset’s
setting and/or significance (within, adjacent or away from this) requiring further appraisal.
G= There are no potential impacts upon heritage assets
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Site Appraisals

Site

Location

Dwellings at 30dph

Availability and Status

1, 2 & 3

Former Stevenson Site

1.
150

1. Existing
Approval

4

Land off Heage Road

170

Available

Take forward

5

Former Butterley Engineering Site

39

Available

Take forward

6

Land off Bridle Lane

8

15 or Less Dwellings

Remove from Appraisal Process

7

Land off A610

165

Available

Take forward

8

Land off Cemetery Lane

15

Available

Take forward

9 & 10

Derby Road

9. 22

11

Land off Peasehill

15

15 or Less Dwellings

Remove from Appraisal Process

12

Land off Nottingham Road

97

Available

Take forward

13

Land off Waingroves Road

99

Existing Approval

Remove from Appraisal Process

14

Former Coppice Farm

597

Existing Approval

Remove from Appraisal Process

15

Former Butterley Brick Site

170

Available

Take forward

16

Land off Brook Lane

5

15 or Less Dwellings

Remove from Appraisal Process

17

Land off Peasehill Road

3

15 or Less Dwellings

Remove from Appraisal Process

A&B

Land off Lowes Hill

A. 64

C

Land off Butterley Hill

7

Existing Approval and 15 or Less Dwellings

Remove from Appraisal Process

D

Land off Sandham Lane

30

Existing Approval

Remove from Appraisal Process

E

Land off Derby Road

275

Existing Approval

Remove from Appraisal Process

2.
36

3.
10

10. 27

B. 28

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

2. Existing
Approval

9. Available

Outcome
3. Not
developable due
to Flooding

10. Not Available

A. Existing Approval

.

B. Existing Approval

Remove all from Appraisal Process

Remove 9 from the process and take 10 forward

Remove from Appraisal Process
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Viability of Sites Taken Forward from Availability and Status Assessment
Site

Location

Proposed Number
of Dwellings when
Viability Assessed

Benchmark
Uplift Figure

Residual Land Vale at 30%
Affordable Housing

Viable Affordable
Housing Contribution

Outcome

4

Land off Heage Road

143

£1,747,850

£1,288,670

24%

Take forward

5

Former Butterley Engineering Site

41

£411,545

£279,140

23%

Take forward

7

Land off A610

100

£1,186,582

£829,787

24%

Take forward

8

Land off Cemetery Lane

15

£72,115

-£55,473

10%

Take forward

10

Derby Road

27

£205,633

£51,801

17%

Take forward

12

Land off Nottingham Road

126

£1,641,180

£1,293,951

25%

Take forward

15

Former Butterley Brick Site

110

Not Viable

Not Viable

Not Viable

Remove from Appraisal
Process

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Capacity Issues

Number of Junctions
within the Study Area

Accident Problem

Provision for Pedestrians

Frequency of Public
Transport Facilities

Public Transport Facilities
within 400m

Can suitable Visibility
Splays be Achieved

Speed of Road

Category of Road

Standard Compliant
Access

Dwellings at 30dph

Accessibility of Sites Taken Forward from Viability Appraisal

Site

Location

4

Land off Heage Road

5

Former Butterley Engineering Site

39

Take Forward

7

Land off A610

165

Take Forward

8

Land off Cemetery Lane

15

Take Forward

10

Derby Road

27

Take Forward

12

Land off Nottingham Road

97

Take Forward

Take Forward

170

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 4: Heage Road, Ripley
Area: 5.68ha
Dwellings at 30dph: 170

Criteria

Outcome

Criteria

Outcome

Time to walk to regular bus route

R = > 12 min walk (1000 m)

Previously developed land

A = Greenfield site within, or adjoining existing
urban area

Train station by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Proximity to cycle networks

R = > 800m

Loss of Agricultural land

A = Agricultural Land Classification 3

Proximity to AMQA

G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Flood zone

G = FZ1

Contamination

Water/Sewer capacity issues

G = Low

G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated

Flood risk/runoff impact

G= Would not cause risk of flooding further
downstream or cause localised surface water
flooding

Regenerate deprived areas

R = More than 75% of the site is not within the
top 40%

Proximity to employment area

Loss of open space

G = No

G = <1km

Proximity to SSSI

G = >800m

Loss of employment space

G = No loss of employment space

Proximity to European sites

Derby by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport from Derby
centre

G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to result in
a significant effect on the integrity of a
European Designated site

Employment sites by public trans

G = 0-15 min public transport

Priority species

Access to GP by foot

R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres)

A = Site contains BAP priority species or
habitats

Access to Primary School by foot

R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres)

Proximity to local wildlife sites

G = Does not contain and is not adjacent

Secondary School by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Loss of Greenbelt

Access to greenspace (ANGSt)

A= x√x

A = Within the Green Belt but development
would not cause harm to the objectives of the
Green Belt designation

Access to Green Flag park

G = 0-10min walk (0-800m)

Time to walk to bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Potential Impact upon a Heritage
Asset

G= There are no potential impacts upon
heritage assets

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 4: Heage Road, Ripley
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Site 5: Butterley Engineering, Ripley
Area: 1.3ha
Dwellings at 30dph: 39

Criteria

Outcome

Criteria

Outcome

Time to walk to regular bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Previously developed land

G = Yes, site is on land which is fully or partially
brownfield and which is adjacent or in close
proximity to the existing urban area.

Train station by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Proximity to cycle networks

A = 400-800m

Loss of Agricultural land

G = No

Proximity to AMQA

G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Flood zone

G = FZ1

Contamination

R= The site could potentially be contaminated

Water/Sewer capacity issues

G = Low

Regenerate deprived areas

Flood risk/runoff impact

G= Would not cause risk of flooding further
downstream or cause localised surface water
flooding

G = More than 75% of the site is within the
top 40%

Loss of open space

G = No

Proximity to SSSI

G = >800m

Proximity to employment area

G = <1km

Proximity to European sites

Loss of employment space

R = On-site loss of more than 5000m2

Derby by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport from Derby
centre

G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to result in
a significant effect on the integrity of a
European Designated site

Priority species

G = Site does not contain BAP priority species
or habitats

Proximity to local wildlife sites

G = Does not contain and is not adjacent

Loss of Greenbelt

G = Not within or adjacent to the Green Belt

Potential Impact upon a Heritage
Asset

R= The development site has the potential to
positively or adversely impact upon a heritage
asset’s setting and/or significance (within,
adjacent or away from this) requiring further
appraisal.

Employment sites by public trans

G = 0-15 min public transport

Access to GP by foot

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Access to Primary School by foot

R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres)

Secondary School by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Access to greenspace (ANGSt)

A= √√x

Access to Green Flag park

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Time to walk to bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 5: Butterley Engineering, Ripley
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Site 7: A610, Ripley
Area: 5.5ha
Dwellings at 30dph: 165

Criteria

Outcome

Time to walk to regular bus route

A = 5-12 min walk (400-1000m)

Criteria

Outcome

Train station by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Previously developed land

A = Greenfield site within, or adjoining existing
urban area / brownfield site not adjacent or in
close proximity to existing urban area

Proximity to cycle networks

A = 400-800m

Proximity to AMQA

G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Contamination

G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated

Regenerate deprived areas

G = More than 75% of the site is within the
top 40%

Loss of open space

G = No

Proximity to SSSI

G = >800m

Proximity to European sites

G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to result in
a significant effect on the integrity of a
European Designated site

Priority species

A = Site contains BAP priority species or
habitats

Proximity to local wildlife sites

G = Does not contain and is not adjacent

Loss of Greenbelt

G = Not within or adjacent to the Green Belt

Potential Impact upon a Heritage
Asset

R= The development site has the potential to
positively or adversely impact upon a heritage
asset’s setting and/or significance (within,
adjacent or away from this) requiring further
appraisal.

Loss of Agricultural land

G = Agricultural Land Classification 4/5

Flood zone

G = FZ1

Water/Sewer capacity issues

G = Low

Flood risk/runoff impact

G= Would not cause risk of flooding further
downstream or cause localised surface water
flooding

Proximity to employment area

G = <1km

Loss of employment space

G = No loss of employment space

Derby by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Employment sites by public trans

G = 0-15 min public transport

Access to GP by foot

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Access to Primary School by foot

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Secondary School by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Access to greenspace (ANGSt)

A= √√x

Access to Green Flag park

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Time to walk to bus route

A = 5-10 min walk (400-800m)

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 7: A610, Ripley
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Site 8: Cemetery Lane, Ripley
Area: 0.5ha
Dwellings at 30dph: 15

Criteria

Outcome

Criteria

Outcome

Time to walk to bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Previously developed land

G = Yes, site is on land which is fully or
partially brownfield and which is adjacent or in
close proximity to the existing urban area

Time to walk to regular bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Train station by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Loss of Agricultural land

G = No

Proximity to cycle networks

G = 0-400m

Flood zone

G = FZ1

Proximity to AMQA

G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Water/Sewer capacity issues

G = Low

Contamination

Flood risk/runoff impact

G= Would not cause risk of flooding further
downstream or cause localised surface water
flooding

G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated

Regenerate deprived areas

G = More than 75% of the site is within the
top 40%

Proximity to employment area

G = <1km

Loss of open space

G = No

Loss of employment space

A = Allocation will lead to the loss of some onsite employment, less than 5000m2

Proximity to SSSI

G = >800m

Proximity to European sites

G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to result in
a significant effect on the integrity of a
European Designated site

Priority species

G = Site does not contain BAP priority species
or habitats

Proximity to local wildlife sites

G = Does not contain and is not adjacent

Loss of Greenbelt

G = Not within or adjacent to the Green Belt

Potential Impact upon a Heritage
Asset

G= There are no potential impacts upon
heritage assets

Derby by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Employment sites by public trans

G = 0-15 min public transport

Access to GP by foot

G = 0-10 min walk (0-800 metres)

Access to Primary School by foot

G = 0-10 min walk (0-800 metres)

Secondary School by public trans

G = 0-15min public transport

Access to greenspace (ANGSt)

A= √√x

Access to Green Flag park

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 8: Cemetery Lane, Ripley
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Site 10: Derby Road, Marehay
Area: 0.89ha
Dwellings at 30dph: 27

Criteria

Outcome

Time to walk to regular bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Criteria

Outcome

Train station by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Previously developed land

A = Greenfield site within, or adjoining existing
urban area

Proximity to cycle networks

G = 0-400m

Loss of Agricultural land

G = No

Proximity to AMQA

G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Flood zone

G = FZ1

Contamination

G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated

Water/Sewer capacity issues

G = Low

Regenerate deprived areas

Flood risk/runoff impact

G= Would not cause risk of flooding further
downstream or cause localised surface water
flooding

R = More than 75% of the site is not within the
top 40%

Loss of open space

G = No

Proximity to SSSI

G = >800m

Proximity to European sites

G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to result in
a significant effect on the integrity of a
European Designated site

Priority species

G = Site does not contain BAP priority species
or habitats

Proximity to local wildlife sites

G = Does not contain and is not adjacent

Loss of Greenbelt

A = Within the Green Belt but development
would not cause harm to the objectives of the
Green Belt designation

Potential Impact upon a Heritage
Asset

G= There are no potential impacts upon
heritage assets

Proximity to employment area

G = <1km

Loss of employment space

G = No loss of employment space

Derby by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Employment sites by public trans

G = 0-15 min public transport

Access to GP by foot

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Access to Primary School by foot

A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres)

Secondary School by public trans

A = 15-30 min public transport

Access to greenspace (ANGSt)

A= √√x

Access to Green Flag park

R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres)

Time to walk to bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 10: Derby Road, Marehay
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Site 12: Nottingham Road, Ripley
Area: 3.24ha
Dwellings at 30dph: 97

Criteria

Outcome

Criteria

Outcome

Time to walk to regular bus route

R = > 12 min walk (1000 m)

Previously developed land

A = Greenfield site within, or adjoining existing
urban area

Train station by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Proximity to cycle networks

A = 400-800m

Proximity to AMQA

G = > 1 km of an AQMA

Contamination

G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated

Regenerate deprived areas

G = More than 75% of the site is within the
top 40%

Loss of open space

G = No

Proximity to SSSI

G = >800m

Proximity to European sites

G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to result in
a significant effect on the integrity of a
European Designated site

Priority species

A = Site contains BAP priority species or
habitats

Loss of Agricultural land

G = Agricultural Land Classification 4/5

Flood zone

G = FZ1

Water/Sewer capacity issues

G = Low

Flood risk/runoff impact

G= Would not cause risk of flooding further
downstream or cause localised surface water
flooding

Proximity to employment area

G = <1km

Loss of employment space

G = No loss of employment space

Derby by public trans

R = > 30 min public transport

Employment sites by public trans

G = 0-15 min public transport

Access to GP by foot

R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres)

Access to Primary School by foot

G = 0-10 min walk (0-800 metres)

Proximity to local wildlife sites

G = Does not contain and is not adjacent

Secondary School by public trans

G = 0-15min public transport (less than 2.5km
if urban extension)

Loss of Greenbelt

Access to greenspace (ANGSt)

A= √√x

A = Adjacent to the Green Belt but
development would not cause harm to the
objectives of the Green Belt designation

Access to Green Flag park

R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres)

Potential Impact upon a Heritage
Asset

Time to walk to bus route

G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

G= There are no potential impacts upon
heritage assets

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site 12: Nottingham Road, Ripley

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Site
Location

4
Land off Heage Road

5
Former Butterley
Engineering

7
Land off A610

8
Land off Cemetery
Lane

10
Land East of Derby
Road

12
Land off Nottingham
Road

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Potential Heritage Impact

Loss of Greenbelt

Proximity to Local Wildlife Sites

Priority Species

Proximity to European Sites

Proximity to SSSI

Loss of Open Space

Regenerate deprived areas

Contamination

Proximity to AMQA

Proximity to cycle networks

Train station by public trans

Time to walk to regular bus route

Time to walk to bus route

Access to Green Flag Park

Access to Greenspace (ANGSt)

Secondary School by public trans

Access to primary school by foot

Access to GP by foot

Employment sites by public tans

Derby by public trans

Loss of Employment Space

Proximity to Employment Areas

Flood risk/runoff impact

Water/Sewer Capacity Issues

Flood Zone

Loss of Agricultural Land

Previously Developed Land

5
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Sustainability Appraisal of Sites Deemed to be Available, Viable and Accessible
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5.3

Policy Appraisals

The neighbourhood plan policies were initially appraised against the sustainability appraisal framework objectives to establish their relevance to each other. This
identifies which specific polices are relevant in relation to the each of the sustainability appraisal framework objectives, supporting the next stage of the policy
appraisal process which looks at each in more detail.

Appraisal of Neighbourhood Plan Policies Against the Sustainability Appraisal Framework

H1

H2
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TC2

TC3

TC4
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TC14
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+
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5

APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Policies were then appraised against how they contributed to the Sustainability Appraisal Framework Objectives, where outcomes were justified with a short
explanation. This highlighted any areas in relation to sustainability that were not covered by policies within the neighbourhood plan and also how effective the
polices were in achieving the objectives set out in the sustainability appraisal framework. Justifications given also highlight what particular sustainability issues arise
providing a basis on which to make any recommendations.

Subject

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

Policy H1

++

Policy H2

-

Responds to current needs although needs can change therefore
would not meet future needs as policy is not flexible

Policy H3

+

Allows new build housing to be easily adapted to suit the
disabled and aging population now and into the future

Policy H4

++

This supports current and future needs for affordable housing
while promoting mixed communities

Policy H6

+

Allows new build housing to be easily adapted to suit the
disabled and aging population now and into the future

1. To ensure that the
present and future
provision of housing within
the Ripley area is in line
with local needs.
Housing

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Justification
Opens up un-allocated sites for housing development to meet
local needs allowing the neighbourhood plan to respond to
unpredictable changes to local needs in the future.

Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Subject

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

Policy H3

+

Improves quality of life for elderly and disabled people by
providing suitable and easily adaptable housing

Policy H4

+

Provides quality housing for those who would not otherwise be
able to afford it therefore improving wellbeing

Policy H6

+

Improves quality of life for elderly and disabled people by
providing suitable and easily adaptable housing

Policy H10

+

Supports the provision of quality outdoor amenity space
therefore improving the wellbeing of residents

Policy H12

+

Improves the storage of waste therefore significantly reducing
associated health and welfare concerns

Policy H13

+

Improves quality of life for elderly and disabled people by
providing suitable facilities.

Policy OS4

+

Supports the provision of quality outdoor amenity space
therefore improving the wellbeing of residents

Policy TC2

+

Policy TC3

+

Policy TC4

+

Policy TC5

+

Policy TC6

+

Policy TC9

+

Policy TC10

++

Policy TC16

+

2. To improve the health
and wellbeing of local
people and reduce health
inequalities.

Community
Cohesion,
Health and
Wellbeing

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Justification

Encourages local people to walk and cycle which have proven
health benefits

Encourages local people to walk and cycle by providing safer and
attractive environments.

Encourages local people to walk which has proven health
benefits

Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Subject
Community
Cohesion,
Health and
Wellbeing

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

3. To reduce crime and
fear of crime promoting a
safer and more cohesive
local community.
4. To provide better
opportunities for
maintaining and
expanding green
infrastructure and
protecting green spaces.

Green
Infrastructure

5. To conserve and
enhance levels of
biodiversity and the
quality of their habitats.
Biodiversity

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

Justification
The protection of community gardens and allotments supports
community cohesion at a local level

Policy OS5

+

Policy H5

+

Ensures settlements do not coalesce and encourages
development to have regard to distinctive landscape features

Policy OS1

++

Provides protection for locally important open spaces

Policy OS2

++

Ensures settlements do not coalesce through the protection of
important open spaces

Policy OS3

++

Ensures that any development adjacent to green and open
spaces takes it into consideration

Policy OS4

++

Protects recreations facilities which are often green spaces with
local importance

Policy OS5

++

Provides community gardens and allotments with further
protection from development

Policy OS1

++

A large majority of the protected sites listed have important
ecologically supporting biodiversity

Policy OS2

+

Protects the open breaks between settlements which will often
have ecological value supporting biodiversity

Policy OS3

+

Ensures that proposals adjacent to green spaces take into
account biodiversity and ecological values

Policy EE1

++

Dedicated to the protection and enhancement of biodiversity

Policy TC6

-

The disused Cromford Canal could have increased ecological
values and encourage biodiversity

.

Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013

Ripley TC

37

5

APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Subject

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

6. To preserve and enhance
features and settings of
cultural heritage,
archaeological, historical
value.
7. To protect, enhance and
manage the character and
appearance of the
landscape and townscape.

Built and
Natural
Heritage

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

No policies relevant to this SAF objective
-

N/A

Policy H5

+

Supports development that is in scale and character with its
surroundings preserving Ripley’s townscape

Policy H7

++

Supports the use of local materials protection Ripley’s
townscape and character

Policy H8

+

Encourages proposals to take into account important views
protecting public amenity and Ripley’s townscape

Policy H9

++

Encourages proposals to take into account visual impact upon
the local area protecting and enhancing Ripley’s townscape

++

Car parking can have a significant negative visual impact so
consistent and clear guidelines promoting good urban design
principles in terms of parking arrangements supports the
improvement of Ripley’s Townscape

Policy H12

++

Waste and recycling bins can have significant negative visual
impacts so consistent and clear guidelines promoting good
urban design principles in terms of bin storage arrangements
supports the improvement of Ripley’s Townscape

Policy OS1

++

Supports the protection of local important open and green
spaces offers protection to Ripley’s character and townscape

Policy OS2

++

Key to the protection of Ripley’s townscape preventing the
coalescence of Ripley and nearby settlements

Policy H11

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Subject

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

Policy OS3

+

Provides extra protection to open and green spaces from
proposals occurring adjacent to them

Policy TC3

+

Encourages pedestrian and cycle priority by slowing down
traffic and supporting shared surfaces which improve Ripley’s
townscape by reducing motor vehicle dominance

Policy TC6

+

Improvements to the Cromford Canal will provide an attractive,
landscaped connection and recreational route

Policy TC9

+

Policy TC10

+

Policy H5

+

Encourages energy efficient and renewable energy production in
new dwellings

Policy H6

+

Encourages new dwellings to be adaptable for the future needs
of an aging and disabled population therefore suitable housing
can be achieved easily through conversion opposed to new build

Policy TC2

+

Policy TC4

+

Policy TC7

+

Policy TC11

+

Policy TC16

+

7. To protect, enhance and
manage the character and
appearance of the
landscape and townscape.
Built and
Natural
Heritage

8. To manage and preserve
the quality of natural
resources and minimise the
generation of waste.
Natural
Resources

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Justification

Encourages pedestrian and cycle priority by slowing down and
discouraging traffic in residential areas which will improve
Ripley’s townscape, particularly in residential areas, by reducing
motor vehicle dominance

Encourages the consideration of sustainable methods of
transport therefore reducing wasteful fuel consumption and
greenhouse gas emissions

Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013
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Subject

Climate
Change &
Environmen
tal Services

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

Policy OS1

+

Policy OS2

+

Policy OS3

+

Policy OS5

+

Policy TC2

+

Policy TC3

+

Policy TC4

+

Policy TC5

+

Policy TC6

+

Policy TC7

+

Policy TC8

+

Policy TC11

+

Policy TC12

+

Policy TC13

+

Policy TC14

-

Improved parking provision will support car dependence but in
contrast will support local businesses

Policy TC15

+

Encourages the use of electric vehicles which can be considered
sustainable if energy is utilised from renewable and/or efficient
sources.

Policy TC16

+

Encourages the use of sustainable methods of transport
therefore reducing wasteful fuel consumption, greenhouse gas
emissions while promoting a healthier society.

9. To reduce contribution to
climate change and manage
its effects, including
flooding and drought.

10. To promote an inclusive
approach to local transport
that reduces the need for
car dominated travel and
increases the use of public
transportation, walking and
cycling.

Transport
and
Accessibility

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Justification

The protection and enhancement of green open spaces helps
manage flood risk and reduce the impacts of run-off

Encourages the use of sustainable methods of transport
therefore reducing wasteful fuel consumption and greenhouse
gas emissions while promoting a healthier society.

Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013
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APPRAISING THE OPTIONS

Subject

Economy and
Employment

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework Objective

How the Neighbourhood Plan
Contributes to this SAF Objective
(Relevant Policy)

Appraisal (+ +/+/-/- -)

Policy TC11

+

Policy TC12

+

11. To create thriving and
economically vibrant local
communities with
relevant spatial and
physical structures to
stimulate and support
economic growth and
attract inward
investments.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

Justification

Improved public transport links to facilities and shops will
support economic growth
Policy TC14

+

.
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6

Preferred Options and Mitigation

6.1

Sustainability Appraisal Outcomes

Site Allocations
An extensive series of appraisals were carried out to produce a list of preferred sites in terms of availability, status, viability, accessibility and sustainability. The list
of preferred sites are as follows:

Site

Location

4

Land off Heage Road

170

24%

5

Former Butterley Engineering
Site

47

23%

7

Land off A610

165

24%

8

Land off Cemetery Lane

20

10%

- Poor connection to train station by public transport

10

Derby Road

35

17%

- Poor connection to train station by public transport

25%

- Unsuitable category road
- Excess number of junctions when accessibility appraised
- Poor public transport connections
- Poor access to GP by foot

12

Land off Nottingham Road

Number of Dwellings

129

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

Viable Affordable
Housing Contribution
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Issues
- Poor access to public transport links
- Poor pedestrian access to some essential facilities
- Excess number of junctions when accessibility appraised
- Loss of employment land
- Poor public transport connection with Derby and train services
- The site is potentially contaminated
-High speed road
- Poor public transport connections
- Poor provision for pedestrians in relation to highways
- Excess number of junctions when accessibility appraised
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Preferred Options and Mitigation

Proposed Policies that Have Indicated a Negative Impact
Policy

Relevant SAF
Objective

Appraisal
Outcome

All new housing development of 0.5 hectares 15 dwellings or greater shall
achieve a density of 30 dwellings per hectare and will be required to contribute
to deliver the following proportions of housing types:

Policy
H2

- At least 30% family housing of 3 bedrooms or more
- At least 60% smaller houses of 2 bedrooms or less
- Housing for the elderly or disabled people such as bungalows or suitable
flatted accommodation.

1

Justification

Issues

Responds to current
needs although
needs can change
therefore would not
meet future needs as
policy is not flexible

Policy H2 is too prescriptive,
therefore will struggle to
meet any changes in local
need in the future

The disused
Cromford Canal could
have increased
ecological values and
encourage
biodiversity

The restoration of Cromford
Canal could have adverse
impacts upon biodiversity
and ecology

-

Developers will be required to secure an appropriate mix of housing types to
reflect local housing need on the major housing sites. Such a mix will be
dependent on the local circumstances of the site, the viability of the
development and any localised housing need information.

Policy
TC6

N/A

TC14

The Cromford Canal - if restored - can provide a sustainable route

5

N/A

6

Proposals for the provision of well-located cycle and short-term car-parking
spaces in the town centre will be supported.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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-

N/A

N/A

-

Improved parking
provision will support
car dependence but
in contrast will
support local
businesses

Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013

There are no policies that
support the sustainability
appraisal framework
objective 6.
Encouraging parking could
promote car dependence
although this is countered
by the encouragement of
sustainable methods of
transport

Ripley TC

43

6

Preferred Options and Mitigation

6.2

Mitigating Negative Effects

Site Allocations

Site

Location

Issues

Mitigation Measures

4

Land off Heage Road

5

Former Butterley
Engineering Site

- Poor access to public transport links
- Poor pedestrian access to some essential facilities
- Excess number of junctions when accessibility appraised
- Loss of employment land
- Poor public transport connection with Derby and train services
- The site is potentially contaminated
- Potential impact on heritage asset

7

Land off A610

8

Land off Cemetery Lane

-High speed road
- Poor public transport connections
- Poor provision for pedestrians in relation to highways
- Excess number of junctions when accessibility appraised
- Potential impact on heritage asset
- Poor connection to train station by public transport

- Development can serve to improve public transport connections
- Development could provide additional facilities to fulfil local
need
- Greater need locally for housing land than employment land
- Development can serve to improve public transport connections
- If required the site can be decontaminated although will impact
upon viability and affordable housing contribution
- Undertake heritage impact assessment
- Reduce the speed of the road to 30mph
- Development can serve to improve public transport connections
- Development could improve pedestrian provision along highways
- Undertake heritage impact assessment

10

Derby Road

- Poor connection to train station by public transport

- Development can serve to improve public transport connections

12

Land off Nottingham Road

- Unsuitable category road
- Excess number of junctions when accessibility appraised
- Poor public transport connections
- Poor access to GP by foot

- Change the road category to reflect residential use
- Development can serve to improve public transport connections
- Development could provide additional facilities to fulfil local
need

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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- Development can serve to improve public transport connections
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Preferred Options and Mitigation

Policies

Policy

Relevant SAF
Objective

Make the policy less prescriptive,
allowing it to respond future needs,
supported by a regularly updated
evidence base.

All new housing development of 0.5 hectares 15 dwellings or greater shall achieve a density of 30
dwellings per hectare and will be required to contribute to deliver the following proportions of
housing types:
Policy
H2

- At least 30% family housing of 3 bedrooms or more
- At least 60% smaller houses of 2 bedrooms or less
- Housing for the elderly or disabled people such as bungalows or suitable flatted accommodation.

Solution

1

Developers will be required to secure an appropriate mix of housing types to reflect local housing
need on the major housing sites. Such a mix will be dependent on the local circumstances of the site,
the viability of the development and any localised housing need information.
Policy
TC6

The Cromford Canal - if restored - can provide a sustainable route

N/A

TC14

5

N/A

6

Proposals for the provision of well-located cycle and short-term car-parking spaces in the town centre
will be supported.

10

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Information quoted from the Draft Neighbourhood Plan in December 2013

Include within this policy the need
to protect and enhance ecological
interests associated with the
Cromford Canal
Include policy that would fulfil the
requirements of the SAF objective 6
preserving and enhancing cultural,
archaeological and historical
heritage.
The neighbourhood plan as a whole
does promote sustainable methods
of transport therefore car
dependence is not encouraged
overall
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Next Steps

7.1

Next Steps

The draft Ripley Neighbourhood Plan , alongside this Sustainability Appraisal
Report will be subject to statutory consultation. Responses to consultation
will then be reviewed and appropriate amendments made to the Ripley
Neighbourhood Plan. If changes to the plan affect the outcome of the SA then
appropriate amendments will also be made to the SA.
7.2

Monitoring

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan is supported by a Delivery Strategy which
includes the approach for monitoring the effects of the Neighbourhood Plan.
Responsibility for monitoring these effects rests with both Amber Valley
Borough Council and Ripley Town Council.

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan has primarily adopted the sustainability
framework from Amber Valley Borough Council’s emerging Core Strategy,
ensuring that the two plans are compatible with one another, where both can
be monitored in a similar manner.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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1.1

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan

This document forms the scoping report for a Sustainability Appraisal (SA)
incorporating the requirements for a Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA) of the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan. The four main statuary consultees,
with environmental responsibilities in England, will be consulted alongside
other parties with a sustainability/environmental interest and those with a
local interest.
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is a requirement of the EC
Directive on the assessment of the environmental impacts of certain plans
and programmes (Directive 2001/42/EC) known as the Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive. The Environmental Assessment of
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 instils this into UK law which applies
to plans with significant environmental impacts (SEA Regulations). The
assessment of significant environmental effects is usually undertaken through
a screening assessment which uses the criteria set out in Annex II of the SEA
Directive. The result of this assessment has confirmed that an SEA can be
‘screened out’.
As neighbourhood plans can cover a large range of subjects, including the
location of new development, it has been decided in this case to assume that
there will be a requirement for a sustainability appraisal and the purpose of
this report is to form the scoping report of that appraisal. The Ripley
Neighbourhood Plan will cover both the market town and a number of local
rural villages as illustrated on the next page in Figure 1. The aim of a
neighbourhood plan is for local communities to have greater control over the
future of their area and was introduced through the Localism Act.
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INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
Figure 1: Ripley Township Boundary
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1.2

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
Vision and Objectives

8

To provide for a greater range of affordable housing which meets local needs;

9

To provide a range of housing types across all tenures, designed to the highest standards
and which reflect the local vernacular;

10

Provide new employment opportunities to meet the needs of the community, to off-set
the decline in the area’s traditional economic base and to reduce commuting;

11

Maintain a healthy and vibrant town centre;

12

To encourage and facilitate the re-use of vacant town centre buildings with appropriate
new uses;

13

To provide free town centre parking for up to two hours to support the viability of the
town centre;

14

To support the retention and enhancement of Ripley Market;

15

To protect and enhance the character and quality of the environment of the area;

16

To protect the area from inappropriate development;

17

To safeguard important open areas within and around the town and surrounding
settlements within the township;

18

To designate appropriate areas as Local Green Spaces;

The Vision of the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan is to:
Deliver growth and development which meets the needs and aspirations of
the local community whilst retaining the individual character of the town and
surrounding settlements. This includes the creation of a thriving and vibrant
town centre which contains a range of independent shops and other services
and a range of new job opportunities which significantly reduces the reliance
on commuting to other employment centres. Development will be
accommodated on sites which enable the protection of important open areas
of countryside and with minimal use of land within the Green Belt. The
important heritage features of the area will also be preserved and enhanced
whilst providing a focal point for visitors.
Figure 2: Neighbourhood Plan Objectives
1

To improve public transport connections to surrounding destinations;

19

To enhance existing public open spaces and provide more public open spaces to
compliment new housing developments;

2

To relieve the town centre and arterial roads of traffic congestion, particularly at peak
times;

20

To protect and enhance the biodiversity interests of the area;

3

Extend and enhance the existing network of footpaths, cycle routes and ‘greenways’;

21

To enhance and extend the range of community facilities in the area;

To ensure that new housing and employment developments are well connected to and
through the town by good pedestrian, cycle and bus facilities and services;

22

4

To ensure the provision of new or extended community facilities in proportion to the
scale of new housing development;

5

Identify sites where new development would readily integrate into the area;

23

To identify, protect and enhance the heritage features of the area;

24

6

To steer the provision of new housing to previously developed sites and other sites
within and around the town which avoid, where possible, areas in the green belt and
other important open spaces;

To develop public awareness of the heritage features of the area and to increase visitor
numbers both from people within the area and from people living further afield;

25

To protect and enhance the remaining buildings and features of the former Butterley
Engineering Works site;

26

To restore the section of the Cromford Canal within the Ripley area.

7

To avoid housing development on sites which would lead to the coalescence of Ripley
with neighbouring settlements, particularly with Codnor;
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1.3

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
Methodology

can be predicted followed by the consideration of the mitigation and
monitoring of negative impacts.

The proposed methodology for the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan SA is set out in
Figure 4 and has been influenced by a methodology previously used in the
SA of an adopted Neighbourhood Plan. This report fulfils Stage A of the
sustainability appraisal process, the Sustainability Appraisal Report will fulfil
Stages B-D and on-going monitoring will satisfy Stage E.
1.4

Stage C: The information from Stages A and B will then be collated into a
sustainability appraisal report.
Stage D: The draft Neighbourhood Plan and Sustainability appraisal will then
be consulted upon with any changes made in accordance with relevant
responses. The Neighbourhood Plan will then be examined alongside
supporting documents and when successful a referendum for adoption will
take place.

The Sustainability Appraisal in Stages

Figures 3 and 4 illustrate the different stages in the SA and NP process where
Stage A relates to the NP Production Stages 1 and 2. Stage B relates to NP
Production Stage 3 and Stage D relates to NP Production Stages 4 and 5.

Stage E: Once the Neighbourhood Plan has been adopted sustainability
impacts will be under continuous monitoring. In the event of any resultant
impacts of the plan mitigation can take place.

Stage A : The Ripley neighbourhood plan could be influenced by other plans
and programmes therefore these were explored at a local level. Baseline
information was then collected identifying potential sustainability issues
within the Ripley Township Area. Existing frameworks, baseline data and
issues identified were then used to develop a sustainability framework.
These aspects have been collated to produce this scoping report which will
then be sent out to statutory consultees for consultation where appropriate
feedback will be taken on board.

1.5

This report is structured as follows:
Chapter 2: A Review of relevant planning policy and the identification of other
plans programmes and sustainability objectives relevant to the Ripley
Neighbourhood Plan fulfilling stage A1.
Chapter 3: A review of baseline data relevant to Ripley and the identification
of key sustainability issues and problems fulfilling stages A2 and A3.
Chapter 4: The Sustainability Appraisal Framework.

Stages B: The Neighbourhood Plan objectives (Figure 2) and the Sustainability
Appraisal Framework (Figure 5) will be assessed in relation to their
compatibility. The neighbourhood plan options will start with a list of sites
that have the potential for development. This list will then be narrowed in
accordance with Viability, Accessibility and Availability. Then the remaining
sites be assessed in relations to their sustainability where impacts

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY

Figure 3: The NP Process in Stages

Figure 4: The SA Process in Stages

NP Stage 1: Getting
Started

Stage A: Setting
Context and
Objectives,
Establishing the
Baseline and Deciding
on the Scope

Raise awareness of the opportunity
Agree on the Neighbourhood Forum
Make a project plan

NP Stage 2:
Developing a Vision
and Objectives

Engaging with the local community

Map constraints and opportunities
Stage B: Developing
and Refining Options
and Assessing Effects

Establish Priorities
Develop ideas and options with the community

B1 Testing the NP objectives against the SA framework
B2 Developing the NP options

B5 Considering ways of mitigating adverse effects and
maximising benefits

Develop the content of the Neighbourhood plan, making
robust and well evidenced proposals for the future

B6 Proposing measures to monitor the significant effects of
implementing the NP

Document all community engagement
Respond to the Sustainability Appraisal process
Present and review the plan with the community and other
stake holders
Achieve consensus on issues, ideas and vision

Stage C: Preparing
the SA

C1 Preparing the SA Report

Stage D: Consulting
on the draft NP and
SA

D1 Public participation on the SA report and draft NP

D2 Assessing significant changes
D3 Adoption of NP

Make amendments to the Neighbourhood Plan

D4 Making Decisions and providing information

Examination of the Neighbourhood Plan

Stage E: Monitoring
the significant effects
of implementing the
NP

Referendum is held
The plan is adopted

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

A4 Developing the SA framework

B4 Evaluating the effect of the draft NP

Evolve and assess proposals

NP Stage 5: Adopting
the Neighbourhood
Plan

A3 Identifying sustainability issues

B3 Predicting the effects of the draft NP

Discuss and refine the vision

NP Stage 4: Refining
the Neighbourhood
Plan

A2 Collecting baseline information

A5 Consulting on the scope of the SA

Understand the policy context

NP Stage 3:
Producing the Draft
Plan

A1 Identifying other relevant policies, plans, programmes
and sustainable development objectives

.

E1 Finalising aims and methods for monitoring
E2 Responding to adverse effects
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2.1

POLICY CONTEXT
Introduction

2.2

Requirements of the European Directive are as follows:

Local Policy Context

The following topics have been reviewed in relation to local policy and,
where appropriate, incorporated with the SA framework.

“an outline of the contents, main objectives of the plan or programme and
relationship with other relevant plans and programmes”

Housing
The Amber Valley Core Strategy indicates that the area is considered to form
part of the Derby Housing Market Area and that the Borough Council have
been jointly assessing housing need for the area with Derby City Council and
South Derbyshire District Council.

“the environmental protection objectives, established at international,
Community or Member State level, which are relevant to the plan or
programme and the way those objectives and any environmental
considerations have been taken into account during its preparation”

The Spatial Vision from the draft Core Strategy indicates that:

Annex1(a) and (e)

“Most new growth will be concentrated in the most sustainable locations
outside the Green Belt and will be of the highest standard of sustainable
design and will improve the vibrancy of these areas and respect their local
distinctiveness. Most affordable housing will be provided with new housing
designed to provide for the needs of all sectors of the community.”

This section provides an overview of relevant local plans and programmes
which have the potential to influence the Neighbourhood Plan. Significant
aims, and objectives that were highlighted as a result of this analysis have
been integrated into the SA framework, used to inform baseline information
and help highlight key issues. National policy has not been addressed here as
it is assumed that any significant sustainability objectives at that level have
been integrated into local policy.

Of the emerging Strategic Objectives the two most directly related to housing
provision are:
“To achieve sustainable design and construction of all new development by
promoting carbon neutral buildings and best-practice design standards that
facilitate reductions in resource consumption and waste, whilst maximising
opportunities for renewable energy generation and utilisation where
appropriate. To enable the provision of a sufficient number of decent,
affordable and well-designed dwellings to meet the housing needs of all local
communities.“

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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POLICY CONTEXT

It indicates that the relevant aspects of the Spatial Vision and the Strategic
Objectives will be achieved by the implementation of the respective housing
policies (including the strategic housing allocations) in combination with other
Plan policies on design standards, renewable energy, avoidance of areas at
risk of flooding, supplemented by the forthcoming Residential and Site
Allocations Development Plan Documents (DPDs).

“There will be a network of pedestrian and cycling linkages in these towns to
improve the footfall and access to recreational areas, improved areas of public
open space and a wide range of services.“
“All important green open spaces and areas of nature conservation interest in
the Borough, including the Derwent Valley corridor, and the Ecclesbourne
Valley will be protected and enhanced wherever practical.”

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan supports these aspects of the Core Strategy.
The Core Strategy also indicates that the proposals it contains are
underpinned by the desire to minimise the use of the Green Belt, make the
best use of previously developed land and the re-use of empty properties.
The Neighbourhood Plan does not accept that the Core Strategy housing
proposals for the Ripley area fully accord with these underlying principles and
therefore seeks to provide an alternative development plan for new houses in
the area.

“All open space, parks and recreational areas, leisure facilities, community
facilities and cultural facilities will be of the highest standard and these,
together with natural green space and woodland, will be easily accessible by
pedestrians and cyclists. These will form part of a network of green
infrastructure.”
This is then reflected in a number of Strategic Objectives in the emerging Core
Strategy (objectives 6, 7, 8 and 9) set out in order to describe how the spatial
strategy will be achieved. These in turn are translated into policies formulated
to deliver the vision and objectives. Draft policy IN2 seeks to protect, enhance
and extend the range of green infrastructure, parks and open spaces in the
Borough, policy IN3 seeks to protect community facilities, including formal
recreation areas, whilst policy IN6 seeks to ensure that developers contribute
to the provision of the infrastructure requirements necessary to support new
development.

Open Space
As the reference above states, the issue of a lack of formal open space is one
which affects the Borough as a whole and it is acknowledged that the
Borough Council are seeking to implement policies to resolve this problem.
The overarching Vision in the emerging Amber Valley Core Strategy states
that:
“By 2028, Amber Valley will have healthy, vibrant and sustainable
communities with a wide range of quality facilities and services for all sectors
of the population. Residents will enjoy an excellent quality of life and the
Borough will be an attractive place for people to live, work and visit. These
communities will be safe and all will be able to live and visit these areas
without the fear of crime.”

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan supports these aspects of the emerging Core
Strategy and seeks to develop them into specific action to protect, enhance
and extend the open space provision of the area.
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POLICY CONTEXT AND SUSTAINABILITY CONTEXT
Over a third of all houses in the Ripley and Marehay areas were classed as
non-decent with 17% in disrepair, but these figures rose to 47% and 23%
respectively for the Heage and Ambergate area. Overcrowding levels are low
(3.2%) compared to the national average (8.7%). Most houses in Ripley are of
traditional construction in brick and slates/tiles. The villages to the west have
a higher percentage of stone buildings.

Environment and Ecology

The emerging Core Strategy recognises the importance of protecting the
natural features of the area and the following is one of the Strategic
Objectives of the Plan:
“To protect, maintain, restore, enhance and create areas of nature
conservation and woodland in the environment, with a focus upon enhancing
wildlife corridors and networks of habitats, preventing further fragmentation
and extending the connectivity of habitats. This in turn is supported and
developed by policy E6, which seeks to secure net gains for nature and protect
and enhance biodiversity and geological interests throughout the Borough,
and will be further implemented by the Site Allocations and Development
Management Policies document. Policy E6 requires any development to fully
compensate for any loss of biodiversity value and includes a range of
requirements of new development to protect and enhance such interests.”

3.1

Open Spaces
The main recreational park in Ripley is Crossley Park (opened in 1935) off the
town centre, which contains a children’s play area with summer paddling
pool, grassed areas for games and a tarmaced walk around the perimeter.
The main formal recreation area is off Nottingham Road at Greenwich which
accommodates football and cricket pitches and a skateboard facility, but this
facility is the subject of current development proposals.
Another small recreation ground is situated off Moseley Street which affords
views over the Amber Valley to Crich Stand. The other main recreation
facilities are ones associated with Mill Hill School and Derbyshire Police
headquarters where some of the facilities are available for public use.

Baseline Information

Housing
The number of households in the area is 8,965. The area has a high
proportion of detached and semi-detached housing (37.3% and 36.8%
respectively) compared to the Derbyshire and National averages (22.3% and
30.7% in England). The area has high levels of owner occupation – 76.5%
compared to 64.1% in England. House prices in Ripley and Marehay
(£138,800) are about 17% below the Borough average, whilst in Heage and
Ambergate prices are very similar to the average (£163,100). House prices
across the area are low in comparison to the East Midlands region and the UK
generally. The area has an aged housing stock in comparison to the national
average, with over 30% built before 1919 (compared to 24.6% nationally).

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

Butterley Reservoir is situated to the north of the town. It is a storage facility
for Severn Trent, containing 16 million cubic metres of portable water but
provides a facility for local fishing enthusiasts and a limited range of
footpaths. The main right of way through the town is Ripley Greenway which
has been provided on a former railway line. The township also includes a
section of the former Cromford Canal, although sections have been lost to
other developments in recent years. The area does benefit from an extensive
network of rights of way, including short lengths within the urban area
providing traffic-segregated short cuts and many paths across the countryside
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SUSTAINABILITY CONTEXT

providing pedestrian links to the outlying settlements.

Ripley Greenway. The former railway line has been developed into an
important multi-user trail through the town. Its use as a right of way was
enhanced in 2001/02 when it was hard surfaced but the off-track areas
provide habitats for a wide range of birds and animals.

Environment and Ecology
The main sites of ecological importance are:

Waingroves Community Wood. The woodland was acquired by the
Waingroves Woodland Community Trust in 2010 from Hansons, a national
mineral company which had acquired the ongoing Waingroves Brickworks
site. The 12.75 hectare site is now managed for community benefit but with a
strong emphasis on ecology and provides another important home for a
wider variety of flora and fauna.

Butterley Reservoir. As referred to above this is a storage facility operated by
Severn Trent Water but it was built to provide water for the Cromford Canal
which opened in 1794. The canal passes beneath the reservoir along the
Butterley Tunnel. The reservoir has developed as an important site for
waterfowl and other birds as well as a major fishing venue.
Carr Wood. The wood covers an area of nearly 4 hectares of mixed woodland
and grassland. It has been largely left to naturally generate since the 1920s
with only minimal management and has developed into a home for a mixed
and varied species of trees and other vegetation providing habitats for many
wildlife species. Its situation close to the town centre makes it a prominent
feature which is highly treasured by the local community.

In addition there are a number of other smaller sites, which have a variety of
wildlife orientated designations and which provide habitats for both many
wildlife species, including many sites where protected species can be found.
The locations of these sites are indicated on the drawings. The drawings
indicate that the habitats are focused in the northern part of the Plan area
with a strong correlation to the water features, although important ecological
sites are present across the whole area, including sites within the built-up
area of Ripley.

Cromford Canal. Although some sections have been completely lost through
mining development and others have been in filled for other uses, significant
sections of the former working waterway still remain. It is a designated SSSI
and is rich in wildlife, including dragonflies, grass snake and water voles. The
canal is the focus of a local action group, the Friends of Cromford Canal, who
seek to restore the entire length of the canal.

Amber Valley Borough Council’s Evidence Base
There is a range of baseline data provided in Amber Valley Borough Council’s
Local Development Framework evidence base which has influenced the
development of the Neighbourhood Plan. This evidence base is targeted at
the Borough as a whole but a large proportion of it is directly relevant to the
Ripley Township.

Hammersmith Meadows. The Meadows are located to the north of the town
and provide habitats for a variety of flora and fauna including many species of
wild flower as well as foxes and birds such as kestrel, buzzards and finches.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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SUSTAINABILITY CONTEXT
At the same time the number of vacant houses continues to be a cause for
concern and a waste of valuable resources. The number of all new houses
built in the Ripley area during this period has also been low in spite of the
availability of sites with the benefit of planning permission for new housing
development. This mirrors the situation for the Borough as a whole where
house completion rates for the period between April 2006 and March 2013
were:

Issues, Problems and Trends

Housing
The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan considers that the background evidence,
including consultation responses from the local community, indicates that the
main housing related issues are:

2006 – 2007: 531 2007 – 2008: 548 2008 – 2009: 338 2009 – 2010: 218
2010 – 2011: 258 2011 – 2012: 206 2012 – 2013: 219

- How to achieve the area’s housing needs as identified in the emerging Core
Strategy to meet the needs of the local community and the anticipated
growth
- How to accommodate new housing whilst respecting and maintaining the
existing character of the area.

In the Ripley area there are examples where development commenced on
new housing sites but have been stalled for several years leaving vacant plots
which detract from the character and quality of the area. Other sites have had
permission which has been renewed on several occasions but without any
development being commenced. This partially reflects trends throughout the
country as a whole but there are indications that these problems may be
deeper and more difficult to resolve in the Ripley area. Other notable
comments made during the consultation exercise include:
The Core Strategy proposes too many new houses for the Ripley area:

The Ripley Neighbourhood Plan acknowledges that there may be significant
conflict between these two issues. It acknowledges that the Core Strategy is
being developed in accordance with the guidance in the National Planning
Policy Framework which promotes a positive approach to sustainable
development and sustainable growth, but considers that the approach
indicated by the choice and location of the Strategic Sites allocated in the plan
would exacerbate the tension between these issues. The Neighbourhood Plan
considers that other, significant housing issues include:

- No further areas of green belt should be lost to housing
- Brownfield land should be developed before any other land is released for
development;
- Ripley should not be allowed to merge with Codnor;
- The Core Strategy focus on large sites of 500+ is inappropriate;
- New development should be spread out over more, smaller sites;
- New housing should provide a range of different house types across all
tenures
- There is a lack of affordable housing to rent or buy.

- The low level of affordable housing built since 2005;
- The high number of vacant houses;
- The low rate of housing development on sites with planning permission;
- The cessation of building on some partially-developed sites;
- The need to improve the condition of the existing housing stock.
The provision of new affordable housing has been alarmingly low during the
last eight years. Since 2005 only 5 affordable houses have been built in the
area.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

The Neighbourhood Plan acknowledges the concerns of the local community
but accepts that some of these concerns are out with the remit of the Plan.
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SUSTAINABILITY CONTEXT
contributed to the sense of wellbeing of the individual members of the
community. The importance of the Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
near Ambergate is also recognised. A large majority of the landscape within
the Township boundary is not designated as greenbelt therefore some extra
protection may be needed.

Open Spaces
The main issue is the under-provision of open space facilities across the whole
of the Ripley township area. The residents of Ripley, in particular parts of the
town, do not have ready access by foot or bicycle to open spaces and
recreational facilities. In addition, we feel that the usage of the existing
facilities is reduced by a lack of public awareness and the quality of the
facilities. It is also noted that Ambergate and Bullbridge do have play areas
although there is a significant lack of facilities in Heage. These issues could be
addressed by the active promotion of facilities and the generation of funds to
secure improvements to the range and quality of recreational opportunities
which are available. The policies of the emerging Amber Valley Core Strategy
seek to obtain developer funding to provide new play facilities in association
with new housing development and this is supported by the Neighbourhood
Plan. The Core Strategy, however, makes provision for a significant level of
new housing development, and some of these sites, together with those
already with planning permission, are on those important open spaces where
development would reduce the ability to increase open space provision whilst
running parallel with a large increase in the population. Some of the sites
would also involve the coalescence of settlements, contrary to the desires of
the communities involved.

It is recognised however that the area has to make provision for a significant
level of new development over the next fifteen years and that this poses a
potential threat to some of the sites of ecological importance. The issue of
making provision for that new development whilst retaining and enhancing
the biodiversity interests of the area is one of the major challenges facing the
Neighbourhood Plan. It is therefore a high priority for the Plan to set the
framework which enables both of these objectives to be met.

Environment and Ecology
The local community has expressed very strong support for the protection of
the flora and fauna of the area. This is based on an intrinsic desire to protect
and retain these species per se and in order to maintain features which
contribute to the character of the area. The community also expressed the
view that the presence of sites with a high level of biodiversity interest

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK
Figure 5: Sustainability Appraisal Framework

The Sustainability Appraisal Framework

There are a number of different aspects that have influenced the production
of the sustainability appraisal framework which include the Amber Valley
Borough Council’s Core Strategy sustainability objectives, adopted
neighbourhood plans and the sustainability issues highlighted in this
document within Ripley.
The framework comprehensively covers a range of sustainability related
topics and will be used to assess objectives, site allocations and policies
associated with the Ripley Neighbourhood Plan using the proposed methods
illustrated in Figures 5-7.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Housing

1

To ensure that the present and future provision of housing
within the Ripley area is in line with local needs.

Community
Cohesion,
Health and
Wellbeing

2

To improve the health and wellbeing of local people and
reduce health inequalities.

3

To reduce crime and fear of crime promoting a safer and
more cohesive local community.

Green
Infrastructure

4

To provide better opportunities for maintaining and
expanding green infrastructure and protecting green spaces.

Biodiversity

5

To conserve and enhance levels of biodiversity and the
quality of their habitats.

Built and
Natural
Heritage

6

To preserve and enhance features and settings of cultural
heritage, archaeological, historical value.

7

To protect, enhance and manage the character and
appearance of the landscape and townscape.

Natural
Resources

8

To manage and preserve the quality of natural resources and
minimise the generation of waste.

Climate
Change

9

To reduce contribution to climate change and manage its
effects, including flooding and drought.

Transport and
Accessibility

10

To promote an inclusive approach to local transport that
reduces the need for car dominated travel and increases the
use of public transportation, walking and cycling.

Economy and
Employment

11

To create thriving and economically vibrant local
communities with relevant spatial and physical structures to
stimulate and support economic growth and attract inward
investments.
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

4.2

Proposed Appraisal Methods

Figure 5 illustrates how the compatibility of the Neighbourhood Plan Objectives and the Sustainability Appraisal Framework will be assessed.

+ = Compatible

o = Neutral

- = Not Compatible

Figure 5: Assessment of Compatibility Between the Neighbourhood Plan Objectives and the Sustainability Appraisal Framework
Neighbourhood Plan Objectives (see Figure 2)

Sustainability Appraisal Framework (see Figure 5)
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

Site Sustainability Appraisal Criteria
Figure 6 provides details on how each site will be appraised within the next stages of the Sustainability Appraisal process. This table also illustrates how the appraisal
criteria relates to the Sustainability Appraisal Framework and what indicators will be used in the determination of the outcome against each criteria.

Figure 6: The Sustainability Criteria and Indicators against which the sites will be Assessed

Economy and
Employment

Climate Change

Natural Resources

SAF

Criteria

Indicator

Would allocation of the site result in the use of previously
developed land?

R = No, site is and not within or adjoining existing urban area
A = site within, or adjoining existing urban area / brownfield site not adjacent or in close proximity to
existing urban area
G = Yes, site is on land which is fully or partially brownfield and which is adjacent or in close proximity to
the existing urban area.
R = Agricultural Land Classification 1/2
A = Agricultural Land Classification 3
G = Agricultural Land Classification 4/5
R = FZ3A OR 3B
A = FZ2
G = FZ1
R = High
A = Medium
G = Low
R = > 2km
A = 1-2km
G = <1km
R = Allocation will lead to significant loss of on-site
employment (i.e. more than 5000m2)
A = Allocation will lead to the loss of some on-site employment, but this will be less than 5000m2
G = No loss of employment space

Would allocation of the site result in the loss of high quality
Agricultural Land?
Is the site within an identified flood zone?

Would development of the site have potential impacts on
sewerage infrastructure?
How accessible is the site to the nearest existing Core Business
and Employment Areas?

Would the allocation of the site result in a loss of employment
space?

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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Community
Cohesion, Health and
Wellbeing

Housing, Transport and Accessibility

SAF

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK
Criteria

Indicator

How accessible is the site to Derby by public transport?

R = > 30 min public transport (> 5km – if urban extension) A = 15-30 min public transport (2.5 – 5km if
urban extension) G = 0-15min public transport (less than 2.5km if urban extension) or site is a city centre
site.
R = > 30 min public transport (> 5km – if urban extension) A = 15-30 min public transport (2.5 – 5km if
urban extension) G = 0-15 min public transport (less than 2.5km if urban extension)
R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres) A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres) G = 0-10 min walk (0-800
metres)
N/A = site is for employment purposes only
R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres) A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200 metres) G = 0-10 min walk (0-800
metres)
N/A = site is for employment purposes only
R = > 30 min public transport (> 5km – if urban extension) A = 15-30 min public transport (2.5 – 5km if
urban extension) G = 0-15min public transport (less than 2.5km if urban extension)
N/A = site is for employment purposes only
R = > 15 min walk (1200 metres) A = 10-15 min walk (800-1200) G = < 10 minute walk (0-800)

How accessible is the site to employment sites by public
transport?
How accessible is the site to a health centre or GP services by
foot?
How accessible is the site to the nearest primary school by
foot?
How accessible is the site to the nearest secondary school by
public transport?
How accessible is the site to the nearest district park or
recreational facilities by foot?
How accessible is the site to an existing public transport route?
(at least 2 services per hour)
How accessible is the site to an existing high quality public
transport route? (at
least 4 services per hour)
How accessible is the site to the main train station by public
transport?
How accessible is the site to an established cycle route?
Is the site within, or in close proximity to an existing AQMA?
Has the site been identified as being potentially
contaminated?
Could the site help to regenerate deprived areas?

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

R = > 10 min walk (800 m) A = 5-10 min walk (400-800m) G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)
R = > 12 min walk (1000 m) A = 5-12 min walk (400-1000m) G = 0-5 min walk (0-400m)

R = > 30 min public transport A = 15-30 min public transport G = 0-15min public transport
R = > 800m A = 400-800m G = 0-400m
R = Within or adjacent to an AQMA A = < 1 km of an AQMA G = > 1 km of an AQMA
R= The site could potentially be contaminated G = There is nothing to suggest that the site is
contaminated
G = More than 25% of site is within top 20% deprived in the G = More than 75% of the site is within the
top 40% A = More than 25% of the site is within the top 40% A = More than 70% of the site is not within
the top 40%, but more than 10% of the site is also within the top 20% R = More than 75% of the site is
not within the top 40%
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Criteria

Indicator

Would the allocation of the site lead to the loss of designated
or proposed public open space (as identified in the Adopted
Amber Valley Local Plan)?
Could allocation of the site have a potential adverse impact on
a SSSI?
Will allocation of the site result in any likely significant effects
on the integrity of a European designated site for nature
conservation (Special Protection Areas, Special Areas of
Conservation, RAMSAR
sites)?
Does the site contain any BAP priority species or habitats?

R = Yes A = Yes but it has been demonstrated this land is no longer needed for public open space
purposes G = No

Biodiversity

SAF
Green
Infrastructure

4

Built and Natural Heritage

Could allocation of the site have a potential adverse impact on
a designated Local Wildlife Sites, Local Nature Reserve,
Potential Wildlife Sites or any other site of wildlife value as
identified by the Derbyshire Wildlife Trust?
Would the allocation of the site lead to loss of land within the
Green Belt?
Is the site within, adjacent to or in close proximity to a
Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM)?
Is the site adjacent to or in close proximity to a Listed or
Locally Listed Building(s) or the setting of a ? Does the
site have a Listed or Locally Listed Building(s) or the setting of
a within it?
Is the site within, adjacent to or in close proximity to a
registered / Garden?
Is the site within, adjacent to or in close proximity to a
Conservation Area?
Is the site within the World Heritage Site (WHS) or the WHS
Buffer Zone?

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal

R = <400m A = 400-800m G = >800m
R = Allocation of the site is likely to result in a significant
effect on the integrity of a European Designated Site A = Allocation of the site has potential to result in a
significant effect on the integrity of a European Designated Site G = Allocation of the site is unlikely to
result in a significant effect on the integrity of a European Designated site
A = Site contains BAP priority species or habitats G = Site does not contain BAP priority species or
habitats
R = Contains or is adjacent to an existing site A = Contains or is adjacent to a proposed site G = Does not
contain and is not adjacent; or allocation is green space

R = Within or adjacent to the Green Belt and development would cause harm to the objectives of the
Green Belt designation A = Within or adjacent to the Green Belt but development would not cause harm
to the objectives of the Green Belt designation G = Not within or adjacent to the Green Belt
A = Yes G = No
A = Yes G = No

A = Yes G = No
A = Yes G = No
A = Yes G = No
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Site
Location
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Adjacent to World Heritage Area

Proximity Conservation Area

Adjacent to Historic Park/Garden

Adjacent to Listed Building

Adjacent to Ancient Monuments

Loss of Greenbelt

Proximity to Local Wildlife Sites

Priority Species

Proximity to European Sites

Proximity to SSSI

Loss of Open Space

Regenerate deprived areas

Contamination

Proximity to AMQA

Proximity to cycle networks

Train station by public trans

Time to walk to regular bus route

Time to walk to bus route

Access to recreation by foot

Secondary School by public trans

Access to primary school by foot

Access to GP by foot

Employment sites by public tans

Derby by public trans

Loss of Employment Space

Proximity to Employment Areas

Water/Sewer Capacity Issues

Flood Zone

Loss of Agricultural Land

Previously Developed Land

4
SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

Site Sustainability Appraisal Matrix

Figure 7 provides an example of the table used to illustrate the outcome of the appraisal of each site.

Figure 7: An Example of the Proposed Site Appraisal Matrix
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Policy Sustainability Appraisal
Figure 8 provides an example of the table that will be used to illustrate how the policy appraisal process will be presented.
Figure 8: Proposed Policy Sustainability Appraisal
Subject

Housing

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework

Relevant Policy

Appraisal (+ +/+/o/-/- -)

Justification

To ensure that the present
and future provision of
housing within the Ripley
area is in line with local
needs.

To improve the health and
wellbeing of local people
and reduce health
inequalities.
Community
Cohesion,
Health and
Wellbeing

To reduce crime and fear of
crime promoting a safer
and more cohesive local
community.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

Subject

Green
Infrastructure

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework

Relevant Policy

Appraisal (+ +/+/o/-/- -)

Justification

To provide better
opportunities for
maintaining and expanding
green infrastructure and
protecting green spaces.

To conserve and enhance
levels of biodiversity and
the quality of their habitats.

Biodiversity

To preserve and enhance
features and settings of
cultural heritage,
archaeological, historical
value.
Built and
Natural
Heritage

To protect, enhance and
manage the character and
appearance of the
landscape and townscape.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK
Subject

Natural
Resources

Climate Change

Sustainability Appraisal
Framework

Relevant Policy

Appraisal (+ +/+/o/-/- -)

Justification

To manage and preserve
the quality of natural
resources and minimise the
generation of waste.

To reduce contribution to
climate change and manage
its effects, including
flooding and drought.

Transport and
Accessibility

To promote an inclusive
approach to local transport
that reduces the need for
car dominated travel and
increases the use of public
transportation, walking and
cycling.

Economy and
Employment

To create thriving and
economically vibrant local
communities with relevant
spatial and physical
structures to stimulate and
support economic growth
and attract inward
investments.

Ripley Neighbourhood Plan Sustainability Appraisal
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