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1 Executive Summary 

This report is an Assessment of the Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary 
Planning Document, to meet the requirement of the Habitats Directive. It has been prepared by 
the Cottenham Village Design Group on behalf of South Cambridgeshire District Council as 
the relevant competent authority. 

The Assessment provides a screening to examine whether the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement is likely to have any significant impacts on a Natura 2000 site, either alone or in 
combination with other projects and plans, in view of the siteôs conservation objectives. The 
Assessment: 

¶ Provides details of the plan and its proposals; 

¶ Identifies Natura 2000 sites and Ramsar sites (in accordance with PPS9 §6) within and 
outside the plan area that could potentially be affected by the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement; 

¶ Identifies the characteristics of these sites and their conservation objectives; and 

¶ Screens the plan, in combination with other relevant plans or projects, to identify any 
likely significant effects on the sites. 

The Assessment has been undertaken following a precautionary approach in accordance with 
the Habitats Directive. 

1.1 Outcome of Assessment 

It can be objectively concluded that the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD is not likely 
to have any significant effects on any Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites. There is therefore no 
requirement to proceed to the next stage of an Appropriate Assessment. 
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2 Introduction 

This report is an Assessment of the Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary 
Planning Document [VDSSPD], to meet the requirement of the óHabitats Directiveô 
(92/43/EEC) [HD]. It has been prepared by the Cottenham Village Design Group (CVDG) on 
behalf of South Cambridgeshire District Council (SCDC) as the relevant competent authority. 

2.1 The Requirement for Habitats Directive Assessment 

[HD] sets out the requirement for Assessment of plans or projects affecting Natura 2000 sites. 
Article 6(3) establishes the requirement for Habitats Directive Assessment (HDA) and states: 

ñ(3) Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of 
the site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in 
combination with other plans and projects, shall be subject to Appropriate Assessment 
of its implications for the site in view of the siteôs conservation objectives. In the light of 
the conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and subject to the 
provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national authorities shall agree to the plan or 
project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the 
site concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the general 
public.ò 

Article 6(4) goes on to discuss alternative solutions and compensatory measures. It states: 

ñ(4) If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in the 
absence of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for 
imperative reasons of overriding public interest, including those of social or economic 
nature, the Member State shall take all compensatory measures necessary to ensure 
that the overall coherence of Natura 2000 is protected. It shall inform the Commission of 
the compensatory measures adopted. 

Where the site concerned hosts a priority natural habitat type and/or a priority species, 
the only considerations which may be raised are those elating to human health or public 
safety, to beneficial consequences of primary importance for the environment or, further 
to an opinion from the Commission, to other imperative reasons of overriding public 
interestò 

2.2 What are Natura 2000 Sites? 

Natura 2000 is a Europe-wide network of sites of international importance for nature 
conservation established under [HD]. This directive has been transposed into UK law as the 
Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 [HR] with amendments [HR2007] which 
came into force on 21st August 2007. 

Natura 2000 sites include Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) and candidate Special Areas 
of Conservation (cSAC), which are designated under [HD], and Special Protection Areas 
(SPA) classified under the óBirds Directiveô (79/409/EEC) [BD]. 

In line with Government policy in [PPS9] §6, this assessment also relates to Ramsar sites 
although these are not strictly part of Natura 2000. These sites support internationally 
important wetland habitats and are listed under the Convention on Wetlands of International 
Importance especially as Waterfowl Habitat (Ramsar Convention, 1971) [RAMSAR]. 
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2.3 What is Habitats Directive Assessment? 

Habitats Directive Assessment (HDA) is an assessment of the potential effects of a proposed 
plan or project which is not necessary for the management of the site and which is likely to 
have a significant effect on one or more Natura 2000 sites in view of the siteôs conservation 
objectives.  

There are four stages to the HDA process set out in the European Commission guidance 
óAssessment of plans and projects significantly affecting Natura 2000 sites: Methodological 
guidance on the provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EECô 
[HDGUIDE]. Article 6(3) of [HD] relates to Stages 1 to 3 and Article 6(4) to Stage 4, as follows: 

¶ First stage ï Screening 
The process which identifies the likely impacts upon a Natura 2000 site of a project or 
plan, either alone or in combination with other projects or plans, and considers whether 
these impacts are likely to be significant. 

¶ Second stage ï Appropriate Assessment 
The consideration of the impact on the integrity of the Natura 2000 site of the project or 
plan, either alone or in combination with other projects or plans, with respect to the 
siteôs structure and function and its conservation objectives. Additionally, where there 
are adverse impacts, an assessment of the potential mitigation of those impacts. 

¶ Third stage ï Assessment of alternative solutions 
The process which examines alternative ways of achieving the objectives of the project 
or plan that avoid adverse impacts on the integrity of the Natura 2000 site. 

¶ Fourth stage ï Compensatory measures 
An assessment of compensatory measures where, in the light of an assessment of 
imperative reasons of overriding public interest, it is deemed that the plan should 
proceed. 

If it is concluded at the screening stage that there will be no significant impacts, there is no 
need to carry out subsequent stages. This Screening Report addresses the First Stage only of 
the HDA process. 

2.4 What is a Significant Effect on a Natura 2000 Site? 

A judgement of the significance of effects on a Natura 2000 site should be undertaken in 
relation to the designated interest features and conservation objectives of the Natura 2000 site 
(see §6 and §7) using sound judgement, and with a scientific basis where available. If 
insufficient information is available to make a clear judgement, it should be assumed that a 
significant effect is possible in line with the precautionary principle: 

ñPrudent action that avoids the possibility of irreversible environmental damage in 
situations where the scientific evidence is inconclusive but the potential damage could 
be significantò 
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2.5 Structure of the HDA Report 

The key sections of this HDA report are: 

§3 Description of the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

§4 Description of the relevant plans and projects to be considered óin combinationô 

§5 HDA Screening Methodology ï sets out the approach used and specific tasks 
undertaken 

§6 Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites potentially affected by the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement SPD ï identifies and describes the Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites that could 
potentially be affected by the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD, including 
describing the conservation objectives for each site and the potential sensitivities of the 
sites to adverse effects 

§7 Screening Assessment of the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD ï considers 
whether there are likely to be any significant effects of the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement SPD, alone or in combination with other relevant plans and projects, on 
Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites  

§8 Consultations 

§9 Conclusions, summarises the findings of the HDA Screening 
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3 Description of the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

The Local Development Framework (LDF) comprises a number of Development Plan 
Documents (DPDs) and Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs) that set out policies and 
proposals for the development and use of land in the district. The LDF includes a vision of the 
future of South Cambridgeshire, and objectives and targets which developments must meet to 
secure that vision. Planning applications and other decisions are determined in accordance 
with it. 

[VDSSPD] covers Cottenham Parish in the district of South Cambridgeshire. It conforms to the 
Core Strategy DPD [CSDPD] and Development Control Policies DPD [DCPDPD]. Its 
guidelines refine and elaborate policies in these two DPDs, taking relevant policies and adding 
local emphasis and detail. It is not directly connected to or necessary for the management of 
Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites. 

[VDSSPD] describes Cottenham as it is today, and highlights the qualities valued by its 
residents. It has been written by Cottenham residents so that local knowledge, views and 
ideas may contribute to the growth and prosperity of the village, and to the high quality of its 
environment. The aim is to ensure that further development and change, based on a 
considered understanding of the villageôs past and present, will contribute positively to the 
future of Cottenham and protect and enhance its special nature. 

The Statement is arranged in sections (Community, Economy, Landscape and Wildlife, 
Settlement, Buildings, Highways and Street Furniture) with each containing descriptive text 
followed by a series of numbered guidelines. These guidelines represent the key points that 
users of the document are encouraged to take into account when planning or implementing 
development or change. The policy elements can be summarised as follows: 

Policy Elements Summary 

Community Local advice should be sought by developers and planners. 

Economy Businesses within the village are encouraged, but commercial 
properties should be appropriate for their context. 

Landscape & Wildlife New developments on the edge of or outside the village framework 
require special care concerning their effect on the landscape, and 
habitats for wildlife should be protected and enhanced.  

Settlement Cottenham has distinctive patterns of construction that should be 
retained by any new developments, and open space provision needs 
to be improved. 

Buildings New buildings and maintenance need to respect their context, 
although appropriate contemporary architecture is encouraged. 

Highways Traffic through the village is a problem; safety needs to be improved 
and better facilities are required for cyclists and pedestrians. 

Street Furniture Metalwork should be kept simple and lighting should be muted. 

 

The main policy elements that have potential to impact on the nature conservation interest of 
sites are those relating to highways. 
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4 Description of the Relevant Plans and Strategies to be 
considered óIn Combinationô 

[VDSSPD] will supplement [CSDPD] and [DCPDPD] to provide policies against which 
development proposals within the parish of Cottenham will be determined. As an SPD it does 
not allocate land for development ([PPS12] §2.43), so it will not in itself have any effect on 
European sites. However, in the context of the wider planning framework side-effects from 
development in Cottenham might still have effects beyond the parish boundary. 

[CSDPD] plans for the development proposed in [RPG6], and subsequently the 
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan 2003 [CPSP].  

The East of England Plan [RSS14], that will replace [RPG6], is currently at an advanced stage 
of preparation, having reached the modifications stage. It incorporates and carries forward the 
requirements of [RPG6] and [CPSP] for the Cambridge Sub-Region for the period to 2016. 
This plan has been subject to an initial HDA [RSS14HDA], which concluded that the plan will 
not have a likely significant effect on Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites, and hence Appropriate 
Assessment is not required for any of the policies in the RSS. This initial HDA states that the 
reasons for this include:  

¶ The policies will not result in any development; 

¶ The policies make provision for development, but the exact location is to be selected 
following the consideration of options in lower tier plans (i.e. by local development 
plans, programmes and strategies); 

¶ The policy concentrates the development in urban areas away from Natura 2000 and 
Ramsar sites; 

¶ The policies specifically state that development should avoid any adverse effects on the 
integrity of Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites; 

¶ Policy ENV3 states that local planning authorities should óensure that é development 
does not have adverse effects on the integrity of sites of European or international 
importanceô; and 

¶ Generic provisions have been made within the policies in the RSS (e.g. Policy ENV3) 
supported by more specific provisions to ensure that the integrity of Natura 2000 and 
Ramsar sites are not adversely affected by development (Policies SS9, E7, C2, and 
WAT2). 

In the light of objections raised that challenge the findings of the [RSS14HDA], the 
Government Office has commissioned a new HDA of [RSS14] which is in progress and its 
findings will not be known for some time. However, the RSS is a higher order spatial plan and 
a finer grain Assessment is required of the [VDSSPD] as a Local Development Document 
where more specific guidelines are included. However, the initial HDA of the RSS may give 
some indication of potential impacts of the plan on European sites, both alone and in 
combination with other plans that will also be implementing the policies of the RSS. 

The Core Strategy Habitats Directive Assessment [CSHDA] and the Development Control 
Policies Habitats Directive Assessment [DCPHDA] both conclude that they are not likely to 
have any significant effects on any Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites, and that there was no 
requirement to proceed to stage two of an Appropriate Assessment. 
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This Screening Assessment focuses on the óin-combinationô effects of [VDSSPD] with other 
LDF level plans, including the district LDFs of nearby authorities and minerals and waste plans 
for both Cambridgeshire itself and for nearby authorities. 

The plans considered in the Screening Assessment are listed below. A brief summary of each 
plan is set out in §10. 

District-wide plans for South Cambridgeshire: 

¶ South Cambridgeshire Core Strategy DPD 2007 [CSDPD] and Development Control 
Policies DPD 2007 [DCPDPD] 

County-wide plans affecting South Cambridgeshire: 

¶ Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Waste Local Plan 2003 [CPWLP] 

¶ Cambridgeshire Aggregates (Minerals) Local Plan 1991 [CALP] 

¶ Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and Waste Preferred Options 2006 
[CPMWPO] 

¶ Cambridgeshire Local Transport Plan 2006-2011 [CLTP] 

Other plans for areas outside of South Cambridgeshire: 

¶ Cambridge City Council Local Plan 2006 [CCCLP] 

¶ Huntingdonshire Local Plan 1995 [HLP] 

¶ Huntingdonshire Core Strategy Issues and Options 2007 [HCSIO] and Development 
Control Policies DPD Issues and Options 2007 [HDCPIO] 

¶ East Cambridgeshire District Local Plan 2000 [ECDLP], Core Strategy Preferred 
Options Report 2006 [ECCSPO] and Proposals Section Issues and Options 2006 
[ECPSIO] 

¶ Fenland District-Wide Local Plan 1993 [FDLP] and Core Strategy and Development 
Policies Preferred Options 2006 [FCSDPPO] 

¶ North Hertfordshire District Local Plan No. 2 with Alterations 1996 [NHDLP] and Core 
Strategy and Development Control Policies Options Paper 2005 [NHCSDCPO] 

¶ Mid Bedfordshire Local Plan 2005 [MBLP] and Core Strategy Issues and Options 2006 
[MBCSIO] 

¶ Forest Heath Local Plan 1995 [FHLP], Core Strategy Preferred Options 2006 
[FHCSPO] and Site Specific Issues and Options 2006 [FHSSIO] 

¶ St. Edmundsbury Borough Local Plan 2006 [SEBLP] 

¶ Kingôs Lynn and West Norfolk Local Plan 1998 [KLWNLP] and Core Strategy Preferred 
Options Paper 2006 [KLWNCSPO] 

¶ Bedfordshire and Luton Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2005 [BLMWLP] 

¶ Bedfordshire and Luton Minerals Development Plans Issues and Options Consultation 
Paper 2006 [BLMDPIO] 

¶ Hertfordshire Minerals Local Plan 2007 [HMLP] 

¶ Hertfordshire Waste Local Plan 1999 [HWLP] 
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¶ Hertfordshire Minerals and Waste DPDs Issues and Options [HMWIO] and Waste Core 
Strategy Preferred Options 2007 [HWCSPO] 

¶ Suffolk Minerals Local Plan 1999 [SMLP], Minerals Core Strategy Issues and Options 
2006 [SMCSIO] and Minerals Specific Site Allocations Issues and Options 2007 
[SMSSAIO] 

¶ Suffolk Waste Local Plan 2006 [SWLP] 

¶ Bedford Borough Local Plan 2006 [BLP] and Core Strategy and Rural Issues Plan 
Submission 2006 [BCSRIP] 

¶ Milton Keynes Local Plan 2005 [MKLP] 

¶ Buckinghamshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2006 [BMWLP] 

¶ Milton Keynes Waste DPD Submission 2007 [MKW] 

¶ Milton Keynes Minerals Local Plan 2006 [MKMLP] 

¶ Norfolk Waste Local Plan 2000 [NWLP] 

¶ Norfolk Minerals Local Plan 2004 [NMLP] 
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5 HDA Screening Methodology, sets out the Approach Used and 
Specific Tasks Undertaken 

The HDA of the [VDSSPD] has been undertaken in line with [HDGUIDE], and seeks to meet 
the requirements of [HD]: 

Stage One: Screening

Description of the project or plan and description of the Natura 

2000 site including projects/plans to be considered óin combinationô

The project or plan is directly connected to or necessary for the 

management of the site and is unlikely to have significant effects 

on the Natura 2000 site

In consultation with the appropriate nature conservation agency 

and other relevant authorities, complete the assessment of 

significance of impact matrix

Move directly to the relevant 

authorisation procedures
Significant impacts are likely to occur

Stage Two

No Yes

No

Yes

 



CVDG-REP-1003-1.0 Page 11 of 106 

The tasks undertaken in preparing this HDA Screening Report are: 

¶ Task 1: Identification of the Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites which may be affected 
by [VDSSPD] and the factors contributing to and defining the integrity of these 
sites 

An initial investigation was undertaken to identify Natura 2000 sites and Ramsar sites 
within South Cambridgeshire and those outside the district with potential to be affected 
by [VDSSPD]. This involved use of GIS data as well as consultation with the Natural 
England Four Counties team. In line with the precautionary approach, sites at significant 
distances from Cottenham were included in the study. The Natura 2000 and Ramsar 
sites identified as potentially affected by [VDSSPD] are identified in §6. The attributes 
which contribute to and define the integrity of these sites were identified and described 
(including the conservation objectives). Information was appropriate to inform a 
screening decision. 

¶ Task 2: Completion of the Habitats Directive Assessment Screening Matrix for the 
[VDSSPD], including óAssessment of Significance of Effectsô 

A Habitats Directive Assessment Screening Matrix was completed for [VDSSPD], which 
looked at each European site in turn and included an óAssessment of Significance of 
Effectsô, and is found in §7. The screening gives particular consideration to the possible 
effects of [VDSSPD] on features contributing to the integrity of the Natura 2000 and 
Ramsar sites (e.g. increased disturbance, changes in water quality, etc). A risk-based 
approach involving application of the precautionary principle was adopted in the 
assessment of likely effects, such that an assessment of óno significant effectô was only 
made where it was considered unlikely, based on current knowledge and information 
available, that [VDSSPD] could have a significant effect on the integrity of the Natura 
2000 / Ramsar site. The examination of potential effects involved an examination of 
potential óin combinationô effects of the [VDSSPD] and other plans and projects. 
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6 Natura 2000 and Ramsar Sites Potentially Affected by the 
Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

There is only one Natura 2000 site within South Cambridgeshire District: 

¶ Eversden and Wimpole Woods SAC.  

However there are a number of other sites within the surrounding districts, which have been 
considered as part of this Assessment, because of their proximity to Cottenham and/or the 
nature of their conservation interest: 

¶ Devilôs Dyke SAC 

¶ Fenland SAC 

¶ Ouse Washes SAC and SPA 

¶ Portholme SAC 

Candidate SACs and potential SPAs should be considered in the same way as if they had 
already been classified or designated. There are no relevant sites.  

For the purposes of this Assessment, Ramsar sites are included although they are not 
Natura 2000 sites. This does not introduce any additional sites, but two of the sites listed 
above are also Ramsar sites: 

¶ Fenland (Woodwalton Fen, Chippenham Fen, Wicken Fen) 

¶ Ouse Washes  

Natural England confirmed that this list was comprehensive for the purposes of HDA (by letter 
9th November 2006). 

The conservation objectives for each SPA or SAC are designed to ensure that the qualifying 
interest of each site is maintained in the long term. Whilst these are specific to each site, there 
are some general principles including: 

¶ To maintain the population of the habitat/species as a viable component of the site; 

¶ To maintain the distribution of the habitat/species within the site; 

¶ To maintain the distribution and extent of habitats supporting the species; 

¶ To maintain the structure, function and supporting processes of habitats supporting the 
species; and 

¶ To ensure that there is no significant disturbance of the species. 

For Ramsar sites the main aims are to promote the conservation of the wetland to avoid 
deterioration of the wetland habitats of Ramsar interest and significant disturbance of 
associated species. 

Details of the European Sites being assessed, and their relevant conservation objectives, are 
provided in §11 of this assessment. Maps of the sites are attached in §12. 

   



CVDG-REP-1003-1.0 Page 13 of 106 

7 Screening Assessment of the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement SPD 

There are a wide range of potential impacts of development plans on designated sites, but the 
impacts examined can be summarised as:  

¶ Land take by developments; 

¶ Impact on protected species found within but which travel outside the protected sites 
may be relevant where development could result in effects on qualifying interest species 
within the Natura 2000 or Ramsar site, for example through the loss of feeding grounds 
for an identified species. 

¶ Increased disturbance, for example from recreational use resulting from new housing 
development and/or improved access due to transport infrastructure projects; 

¶ Changes in water availability, or water quality as a result of development and increased 
demands for water treatment, and changes in groundwater regimes due to increased 
impermeable areas; 

¶ Changes in atmospheric pollution levels due to increased traffic, waste management 
facilities etc. Pollution discharges from developments such as industrial developments, 
quarries and waste management facilities. 

An HDA Screening Matrix, including an óAssessment of Significance of Effectsô, is contained in 
§13. This assesses the potential impacts of [VDSSPD] as set out above on the conservation 
interests of European sites, taking account of the policy elements of the plan.  
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8 Consultations 

Natural England has been consulted on the HDA report. They responded as follows: 

ñWith respect to available guidance and incorporating the appropriate revisions 
highlighted here, we consider the documentation has been well prepared and I can 
confirm that Natural England considers the screening process has been prepared in 
accordance with the current requirements of the Habitats Regulations. 

It is noted that the Cottenham Village Design Statement does not propose any new 
development. Natural England considers it is unlikely that such Village Design 
Statements will result in any significant impacts on Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites. 
Natural England therefore support the conclusion that this SPD is unlikely to 
have significant impacts upon the European Sites located within and in the 
vicinity of South Cambridgeshire District and Cambridge City, and that an 
Appropriate Assessment is therefore not required for this document. ò 
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9 Conclusions 

[VDSSPD] has been assessed to determine whether there are likely to be any significant 
effects arising from the plan, in accordance with [HD] Articles 6(3) and (4). The assessment 
draws on work done for the HDAs of [CSDPD] and [DCPDPD]. This is primarily because 
[VDSSPD] has negligible effects beyond the impacts assessed in the HDAs of the DPDs with 
which it conforms. 

The HDA has: 

¶ Provided details of the plan and its proposals; 

¶ Identified European Sites within and outside the plan area that may potentially be 
affected by [VDSSPD]; 

¶ Identified the characteristics of these European sites and their conservation objectives; 
and 

¶ Tested the plan, in combination with other relevant plans or programmes, to identify any 
significant impacts on the European Sites. 

It can be objectively concluded that [VDSSPD] is not likely to have any significant effects on 
any Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites. There is therefore no requirement to proceed to the next 
stage of an Appropriate Assessment. 
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10 Summary of Other Relevant Plans and Strategies 

Other Relevant 
Plans and 
Strategies 

Summary 

District-wide plans for South Cambridgeshire 

[CSDPD] and 
[DCPDPD] 

Plan for the development proposed in [RPG6] and subsequently [RSS14] 
to provide 20,000 dwellings during the period 1999 to 2016. These are 
preferentially sited on the edge of Cambridge and in the new town of 
Northstowe. 

County-wide plans affecting South Cambridgeshire 

[CPWLP] Aims to provide a sustainable strategy and policy framework for waste 
management in Cambridgeshire and Peterborough. Includes site specific 
proposals for waste management facilities. 

[CALP] Sets policies for working minerals and safeguarding mineral deposits. 

[CPMWPO] (1) A draft Core Strategy DPD to guide the spatial strategy vision for the 
future of mineral extraction and the delivery of high quality sustainable 
waste management facilities.  

(2) A draft Site Allocations DPD with proposed allocations for waste 
management facilities and minerals workings. 

The documents have been subject to a Habitats Directive Assessment, 
which found there were likely to be no significant effects that could not be 
overcome by mitigation measures through policies in the plan. 

[CLTP] The Local Transport Plan 2006-2011 for Cambridgeshire sets out how 
Government capital funding allocated for transport will be spent, and how 
this will be used to meet local and national targets. 

Other plans for areas outside South Cambridgeshire 

[CCCLP] The land use strategy up to 2016 focuses growth in Cambridge on the 
Station area and four urban extensions comprising mixed use centres to 
the north, south, west and east of the City as a focus for future 
employment and residential expansion, connected to each other and to the 
City Centre by high quality public transport (includes sites that extend into 
South Cambridgeshire). 

[HLP] The Local Plan 1995 provided for development up to 2006, and focused 
development onto larger settlements.  
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Other Relevant 
Plans and 
Strategies 

Summary 

[HCSIO] and 
[HDCPIO] 

The Core Strategy will set the framework for how Huntingdonshire will 
develop up to 2021. It will contain strategic policies to manage growth and 
guide new development. 

The Development Control Policies DPD will set out local policies for 
managing development in Huntingdonshire. The policies in this document 
will be used to assess and determining applications for development in the 
district and cover topic areas including climate change, housing, economic 
development, quality of life and the environment. 

[ECDLP], 
[ECCSPO] and 
[ECSPIO] 

The Local Plan 2000 concentrates growth in housing, employment and 
service provision within Ely, Soham and Littleport, including the reuse of 
previously developed sites. Elsewhere within the District, growth will be 
limited and is likely to take the form of meeting existing commitments and 
allocations and, where appropriate, the infilling or redevelopment of sites 
within the built framework. 

The Core Strategy aims to provide for growth in a sustainable manner, 
planning for 8600 dwellings 2001 to 2021, while the Proposals Section 
DPD will allocate sites for housing, employment and other land uses and 
contain site specific policies. 

[FDLP] and 
[FCSDPPO] 

The Local Plan 1993 concentrates growth in housing, employment and 
service provision within existing centres, an aim which is continued in the 
Core Strategy, when planning for the additional 4120 dwellings needed to 
meet the requirements of [RSS14]. 

[NHDLP] and 
[NHCSDCPO] 

The Local Plan 1996 seeks to restrain development pressures, maintain 
the existing pattern of settlements and countryside, and enhance the 
character of existing land uses in urban and rural areas. 

[MBLP] and 
[MBCSIO] 

The Local Plan directs housing and economic development to within and 
adjoining the main urban areas, and in the strategic transportation 
corridors South West of Bedford and in East Bedfordshire. 

The Core Strategy Issues and Options explores how housing and jobs 
required in the area should be accommodated. 

[FHLP], 
[FHCSPO] and 
[FHSSIO] 

The Local Plan and the LDF Preferred Options focus development on 
existing towns. The Site Specific Policies and Allocations DPD will 
determine development boundaries for towns and villages and allocate 
sites for the required range of land-use and scale of development outlined 
in the Core Strategy. 

[SEBLP] The Local Plan 1993 concentrates growth in housing, employment and 
service provision within existing urban areas. 

[KLWNLP] and 
[KLWNCSPO] 

The Borough has to accommodate growth of 12,000 houses to be built up 
to 2021. The Preferred Options document aims to accommodate this 
development sustainably. 
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Other Relevant 
Plans and 
Strategies 

Summary 

[BLMWLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction and waste sites, 
and allocates sites. 

[BLMDPIO] Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction and waste sites, 
and allocates sites. 

[HMLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction, and allocates 
sites. 

[HWLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for waste sites, and allocates sites. 

[HMWIO] and 
[HWCSPO] 

Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction and waste sites, 
and allocates sites. The Waste Core Strategy sets out the spatial vision 
and strategic objectives for waste planning in the county. This will contain 
core policies needed to implement the overall objectives and covers the 
period to 2020. 

[SMLP], 
[SMCSIO] and 
[SMSSAIO] 

Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction, and allocates 
sites. The Core Strategy sets out the key elements of minerals planning 
framework for the county based on an agreed vision followed by aims and 
strategic objectives. The document also contains a suite of generic 
development control policies. The site allocations document looks at 25 
potential sites for new minerals and waste developments. 

[SWLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for waste, and allocates sites. 

[BLP] and 
[BCSRIP] 

The local plan plans for 6349 new dwellings as well as other development. 
LDF provides a strategy for future development, principally in urban areas 
of key growth areas. 

[MKLP] Includes new development on the edge of Milton Keynes. 

[BMWLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for waste, and allocates sites. 

[MKW] Sets policies regarding proposals for waste. 

[MKMLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction, and allocates 
sites. 

[NWLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for waste, and allocates sites. 

[NMLP] Sets policies regarding proposals for minerals extraction, and allocates 
sites. 
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11 Information on the Natura 2000 Sites 

11.1 Eversden and Wimpole Woods 

11.1.1 Designation and Code  

Special Area of Conservation (SAC) ï UK0030331 

SSSI boundary is the same as the SAC. 

11.1.2 Location  

The site is located in South Cambridgeshire District. The site is located close to Wimpole Park.  

Grid ref: TL 340526 

Area:  66.48 ha. 

11.1.3 Primary reason for selection of the site 

Presence of colony of Barbastelle bats Barbastella barbastellus for which it is considered to be 
one of the best areas in UK. 

11.1.4 Conservation objective 

To maintain, in favourable condition, the habitats for the population of Barbastelle bats.  

11.1.5 General Site characteristics  

Broadleaved deciduous woodland (100%)  

Soil and geology ï Basic, Clay 

Geomorphology and Landscape ï Lowland  

11.1.6 Species  

Barbastella barbastellus bats. This is one of the UKôs rarest mammals. The species is 
protected on Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 [WCA]. 

11.1.7 Site Description 

The site comprises a mixture of ancient coppice woodland (Eversden Wood) and high forest 
woods likely to be of more recent origin (Wimpole Wood). A colony of barbastelle bats is 
associated with the trees in Wimpole Woods. These trees are used as a summer maternity 
roost where the female bats gather to give birth and rear their young. Most of the roost sites 
are within tree crevices. The bats also use the site as a foraging area. Some of the woodland 
is also used as a flight path when bats forage outside the area. 

Eversden Wood is a species-rich example of ancient ash (Fraxinus excelsior), field maple 
(Acer campestre), dogôs mercury (Mercurialis perennis) woodland and one of the largest 
remaining sites of this type on the Cambridgeshire chalky boulder-clay. 
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The woodland is predominantly relict coppice of ash and field maple over an understorey of 
hazel (Corylus avellana) with aspen (Populus tremula), birch (Betula sp) and small-leaved elm 
(Ulmus minor) also locally dominant.  

The ground flora is characterised by dogôs mercury and bluebell (Hyacinthoides non-scripta), 
and the damp soil conditions are reflected in the local abundance of associated plants such as 
meadowsweet (Filipendula ulmaria) and tufted hair-grass (Deschampsia cespitosa). Many 
herbs typical of old woodlands are present including yellow archangel (Galeobdolon luteum), 
wood anemone (Anemone nemorosa) and the nationally scarce oxlip (Primula elatior) a 
species largely confined to damp chalky boulder-clay woods of eastern England. Other locally 
uncommon plants represented include herb-Paris (Paris quadrifolia), and, particularly on the 
drier wood banks, pignut (Conopodium majus) and hairy wood-rush (Luzula pilosa).  

The woodland rides provide additional habitat diversity and support herbs such as ragged-
Robin (Lychnis flos-cuculi) and false fox-sedge (Carex otrubae).  

11.1.8 Management and ownership 

The primary management principles used for this site are those that maintain a regime of 
minimum management with little disturbance in order to protect the roosting sites in the 
woodland for the barbastelle bats.  

Wimpole Woods is owned and managed by the National Trust and their management is aimed 
at maintaining and where possible, enhancing the barbastelle population.  

Eversden Wood is privately owned and the current management is considered compatible with 
the use of this wood as a foraging area / flight path by barbastelles. 

11.1.9 Access  

There is public access to the woods. Public rights of way go through both areas of woodland.  

Wimpole Wood is near to Wimpole Park where the National Trust provide car parking for 
visitors to their estate. This is around 1km as the crow flies from the start of the woodland. 
There is also a minor road that runs between Wimpole and Eversden Woods and this provides 
very limited on road parking available closer to Eversden Wood but still some 500m away. This 
is not signposted as available for parking.  

11.1.10 Current condition  

Natural England produced a conditions report on Eversden and Wimpole Wood SSSI in 2007 
[CREWW] and found that the site is meeting 100% its PSA targets.1 The area is 100% 
favourable.2 

Barbastelle bats require minimal disturbance within 2 km of their roost. They can forage up to 
20km from their roosts but more typically venture around 6-8km. Barbastelle batsô foraging 
routes radiate out from their roosting sites using a limited number of main routes, which split 

                                            
1
 PSA target ï the Governmentôs Public Service Agreement (PSA) target to have 95% of the SSSI area in 

favourable or recovering condition by 2010. 

2
 Favourable condition means that the SSSI land is being adequately conserved and is meeting its conservation 

objectives. 
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into major limbs and then into small branches.3 The main area of importance for them is shown 
on proposals map 1 in the Biodiversity Strategy [BS] published by South Cambridgeshire 
District Council in August 2006. It reflects the landscape and habitat of known value to bats, 
and also where survey effort has been deployed to date. 

11.1.11 Vulnerability 

The current use of the woods, including public access, is considered compatible with the 
barbastelle interest and should not affect the barbastelle population or their roosts.  

                                            
3
 Greenaway F (2004) Advice for the management of flightlines and foraging habitats of the barbastelle Bat 

Barbastella barbastellus, English Nature Research Report 657 [ENR657]. 




