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Introduction

1.1 The purpose of this Addendum to the Environmental Report (ER) is to show the

environmental assessment that has been carried out in line with the production of the

Proposed Plan. The Scottish Borders Local Development Plan is subject to Strategic

Environmental Assessment (SEA) to meet the requirements of the Environmental

Assessment Act 2005. The ‘Act’ commits all public plans and strategies to SEA.

1.2 The production of the Proposed Plan and the Addendum to the ER has run concurrently

to ensure that the work to deliver the Proposed Plan can influence the SEA process and

vice-versa. In doing this iteration between the two processes is ensured and the Local

Development Plan benefits from the findings of the SEA.

1.3 The previous formal step of the SEA process, the Main Issues Report (MIR)

Environmental Report, has influenced both the Proposed Plan and the Addendum to the

ER. The MIR Environmental Report went to consultation for a 12 week period alongside

the Main Issues Report in the Summer of 2011. Following this consultation period

representations were received from the three statutory Consultation Authorities (Historic

Scotland, SEPA and SNH) and these comments have also influenced the content of the

Addendum, as shown in Appendix 1 and page 4 of the main report. The Proposed Plan

was submitted for Examination on 22 October 2014, with the formal Examination

commencing on 26 November. The Council received the Examination Report on 30

October 2015 and the Report was made public 4 November 2015.

Structure of the Addendum to the Environmental Report

1.4 A number of changes have been made to the Proposed Plan when it is compared to the

Main Issues Report and as a result elements of the Addendum, particularly the

assessments, change as well. The Proposed Plan contains the policy detail and land use

allocations that the Council want to take forward into the adopted Local Development

Plan and as a result there are no options to assess, except in the finalisation of site

allocations.

1.5 Table 1 below shows the elements of the Addendum to the ER that have changed and

those that remain valid from the MIR Environmental Report:

Table 1 Changes between the MIR and Updated Environmental Reports
Changed in Addendum Still valid from MIR ER
- Assessment findings for main issues
- Assessment for Policies
- Assessment for sites
- Area Assessments

- Baseline
- Relevant plans, policies and strategies
- Environmental issues
- Environmental objectives
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1.6 PAN 1/2010 Development Planning and Strategic Environmental Assessment states in

the Proposed Plan section (2010: 11) that consideration should be made, in the update

to the Environmental Report, of only including new Plan material that brings significant

effects, and that the update should be as concise as possible. For this reason the

elements of the MIR Environmental Report where there is no change or only minimal

change, as illustrated in Table 1, are not included in the papers that comprise the

Addendum. However, it should be noted that following the publication of the Examination

Report, two new sites not previously assessed are recommended for inclusion in the

Proposed Plan, a site at Dolphinton and another at Stow; A further two site sites that

were assessed but were previously discounted are also recommended for inclusion in

the Plan.

Consultation Authority Comments

1.7 Appendix 1 shows the Consultation Authority comments on the MIR ER, alongside a

column with a Council response and an Action required column.

1.8 In summary the MIR ER was well received and there was broad support for the approach

taken and the findings of the respective assessments. Minor amendments were

suggested to parts of the baseline (including the addition of battlefield sites); to the site

assessment area maps commentary; and on the policy assessments. It was decided to

include battlefields in the Addendum, however it was not seen as necessary to include a

revised baseline to show this.

1.9 Historic Scotland stated they would like to see more detailed assessment of individual

sites, including details regarding mitigation of significant effects identified. In addition,

SEPA stated they would want to see additional assessment work regarding new sites

that come forward, so that significant adverse environmental effects are avoided and

environmental enhancements are maximised. SEPA also wanted to see more detailed

assessment of regeneration sites and for the inclusion of flood risk at particular sites.

1.10 Finally SEPA stated that consideration should be made of how monitoring indicators

and requirements could be developed that are linked to the SEA objectives and any

significant effects identified.

1.11 The work that follows has therefore been influenced by the comments received, and

Appendix 1 shows how the comments have been incorporated, where it was considered

appropriate to do so.
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Summary of Environmental Assessment Findings

Assessment of Key Outcomes

1.12 The Proposed Plan states the Council’s position regarding a range of land use issues

that are considered significant to the sustainable development of the land area in the

plan period.

1.13 At the MIR stage the Council identified a number of issues that were considered

significant for land use in the Borders area alongside a preferred and alternative

approach to how they should be approached. Since this time there has been a formal

consultation period, further investigatory work by the Council, including internal working

groups and consultation, meetings with key agencies, input from the SEA process, and

input from the progress of the Strategic Development Plan, SESplan. As a result the

preferred and alternative options have continued to be assessed and the Proposed Plan

puts forward the Council’s final position on how the issues should be approached in the

plan period.

1.14 In terms of the SEA, the MIR Environmental Report contained a detailed assessment

of the Main Issues and a summary table in the main body of the report. The nature of the

work undertaken since then means that a new Appendix which shows an assessment of

the finalised Key Outcomes has been created and is shown at Appendix 2.

1.15 Table 2 shows how the main issues previously identified relate to the nearest

equivalent content in the Proposed Plan:

Table 2 Main issues as related to Key Outcomes
Main Issues Report Proposed Plan
Main Issues Key Outcomes
Employment land supply additions 3. Protection & enhancement of portfolio

of business & employment land &
premises

Digital connectivity 5. Creation of a connected Scottish
Borders with a focus on digital
connectivity & improvement to road and
rail networks

Housing land supply 1. Continued provision of a generous
housing land supply

Affordable housing 2. Encouragement of opportunities for
affordable housing

Town centre network 4. Protection and enhancement of town
centresTown centre boundaries

Prime retail frontages
Regeneration 7. A continued focus on the Scottish

Borders as an attractive place to live
through improved place making &
design, & the regeneration of our towns

Mixed use

Green spaces 8. The protection & enhancement of the
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Green networks area’s natural & built heritage for the
benefit of residents, visitors, tourists &
business opportunities

Climate change mitigation and adaptation 9. The focus on development on
sustainable locations

10. The encouragement of renewable
energy only in sustainable locations

6. Provision of key education, waste
management, grid, water & waste water
infrastructure

Summary of Key Outcome Assessment Findings by SEA Topic

1.16 The paragraphs below summarise the findings of Appendix 2, Detailed assessment

of Key Outcomes of Proposed Plan. Each paragraph details a respective SEA topic, and

Table 3 below presents the findings by showing whether they are significantly positive,

positive, neutral, negative or significantly negative.

Air

1.17 Generally the assessment finds that there will be a neutral effect on the Air SEA topic

from the key outcomes. It is found that although there may be positive effects from

certain parts of the Key Outcomes such as district heating, there will also be a converse

negative effect such as development of infrastructure. It is considered that the promotion

of renewable energy in sustainable locations is a significant positive on the Air SEA topic

as wind energy development will be directed away from carbon rich soils, and the need

for fossil fuel based power generation will be avoided, significantly reducing carbon

emissions.

Biodiversity, flora & fauna

1.18 Key Outcome 8 which deals with protection and enhancement of the natural heritage

brings an obvious significantly positive score. However, it is also judged that measures to

improve place making and design and regeneration, and to focus development on

sustainable locations, bring a positive effect due to the potential to introduce green

infrastructure and connection to the green network, as well as the protection of key

greenspaces, all of which promote greater biodiversity.

Climatic Factors

1.19 Given the uncertainty over the precise effects of climate change the assessment is

generally cautious. It is not anticipated that any negative effects will arise from the Key

Outcomes, and conversely some positive effects are identified- provision of waste

management and water infrastructure brings the opportunity to work towards national

zero waste targets and flood mitigation measures respectively; development of
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sustainable transport links, as well as increased planting and implementation of green

infrastructure also raise the potential to reduce emissions. A significant positive effect is

considered to be the promotion of renewable energy in sustainable locations, as this

avoids the need for fossil fuelled energy generation, as well as directing development

away from carbon rich soils.

1.20 An identified risk is the promotion of regeneration in Borders towns due to flood risk

(including more severe flooding due to climate change) but this is not considered to be a

significant negative effect as the sites are located within the urban fabric and have

development on them. It is considered that existing policy and guidance should prevent

adverse impacts. However mitigation measures will need to be identified.

Cultural Heritage

1.21 It is considered that the effects from the Key Outcomes will minimise pressure on

cultural heritage assets and the setting of these assets, for example through avoiding

development on greenfield land. In addition, it is considered that there is significant

potential for the improvement of cultural heritage assets and their setting, from promotion

of the green network and in the protection and regeneration of town centres and

redevelopment of brownfield land.

1.22 An identified risk is that regeneration of town centres and redevelopment of

brownfield land also has the potential to bring adverse effects on cultural heritage

features and conservation areas if development is not treated sensitively. This is not

considered to be a realistic possibility due to existing policy and guidance which should

prevent this from happening.

Landscape and Townscape

1.23 There are significant positive effects identified from many of the Key Outcomes on

the Landscape and Townscape topic. Effects from the outcomes such as promotion of

the green network; enhancement from SLA statements of importance; and natural flood

management should result in overall improvements of the landscape. In addition, the

encouragement of renewable energy generation schemes in sustainable locations,

promotion of town centres, and regeneration will reduce the pressure on out of

town/edge of town greenfield land, which brings a positive effect on the landscape and

townscape of the Borders.

1.24 As for cultural heritage above there is a risk that insensitive regeneration or

development of brownfield land could result in adverse effects, however council policy

and guidance should prevent this from happening.

Material Assets

1.25 Some positive effects are identified which largely relate to lessening the pressure on

existing material assets, it is considered this effect arises through the promotion of

renewable energy in sustainable locations and in promoting sustainable development

where potentially harmful infrastructure development does not need to occur.
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1.26 There is a risk that some development will necessitate additional infrastructure

development which may be less sustainable. This is not considered a negative effect

because a relatively low level of development is proposed which it is considered can be

accommodated in the Borders landscape. In addition, existing policy should prevent any

harm.

Population and Human Health

1.27 All of the Key Outcomes result in a significantly positive assessment, aside from the

Development of renewable energy in sustainable locations. It is considered that the

regeneration of towns, encouragement of renewable energy and waste minimisation

schemes, identifying a generous housing land supply (including affordable housing),

regeneration of Borders towns, protection and enhancement of the natural and built

heritage, and other related effects, all mean that the quality of life for Borders residents

should be improved, and that there is also plenty of scope for sustainable economic

growth.

Soil

1.28 It is considered that the Key Outcomes which result in a substantial lessening in the

pressure on either carbon rich soil or greenfield/prime agricultural land bring a positive

effect; therefore measures to encourage renewable energy and other types of

development in sustainable locations, and to regenerate Borders towns, are identified.

1.29 There is a risk that where development proposals are located on prime agricultural

land or greenfield land that negative environmental effects could arise. It is considered

that the relatively low level of development proposed in these locations means that this is

not a negative effect. It should be monitored as the development plan process

progresses in the future.

Water

1.30 It is considered that the Key Outcomes largely result in a neutral effect. The Borders

has a large network of water courses, many of which are sensitive, designated

environments. Although many of the effects of the Key Outcomes for other topics are

positive or significantly positive, they do bring the potential for negative effects on the

water environment either through discharge into the water or from flood risk. However it

is not considered these are significant negative effects because existing policy, and other

measures, such as Flood Risk Assessments (including the Strategic Flood Risk

Assessment) will prevent negative effects. Key Outcome 8, ‘The protection and

enhancement of the area’s natural and built heritage for the benefit of residents, visitors,

tourists and business opportunities, should bring a positive effect as the Council will

pursue natural flood management, and the conservation and enhancement objectives of

the relevant River Basin Management Plans.

1.31 As stated, there is a risk from some of the Key Outcomes, for example regeneration

of Borders towns and the provision of a generous housing land supply that the water
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environment may be adversely affected, although policy and guidance should prevent

these from occurring. This will require to be monitored as the development plan process

progresses in the future.

Significantly Positive Positive Neutral Negative Significantly Negative
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1.)Continued provision of a generous
housing land supply

0 0 0 0 0 0  0 0

2.)Encouragement of opportunities for
affordable housing

0 0 0 0 0 0  0 0

3.) Protection & enhancement of the
current portfolio of business &
industrial land with particular focus
on the opportunities provided by
Borders railway

0 0 0 0 0 0  0 0

4.) Protection & enhancement of town
centres

 0 0     0 0

5.) The creation of a connected Scottish
Borders with a focus on digitial
connectivity & improvements to the
road & rail networks

0 0 0 0 0 0  0 0

6.) The provision of key education,
waste management, grid, water &
waste water infrastructure

0 0  0 0 0  0 0

7.) A continued focus on the Scottish
Borders as an attractive place to live
through improved placemaking &
design, and regeneration of our
towns

0  0   0   0

8.) Protection & enhancement of the
area’s natural & built heritage for the
benefit of residents, visitors, tourists
& business opportunity

0     0  0 

9.) The focus of development on
sustainable locations

        

10.) Encouragement of renewable
energy only in sustainable locations

 0     0  0
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Assessment of Proposed Plan policies

1.32 The Main Issues Report ER identified existing policies which were being carried

forward as a part of the production of the development plan. The matrix produced

(Appendix E of the MIR ER) described any changes to the policies and, where they were

identified, assessed them against the SEA topics. The policy review was informed by the

existing monitoring report, consultation within Scottish Borders Council (SBC), and

externally with key agencies.

1.33 Since the MIR there has been further work to update the suite of policies, including

the provision of entirely new policy. This work has been done through further

consultation within SBC and with key agencies, and the policies are now listed in the

Proposed Plan. It is therefore appropriate to re-examine the existing policy assessment

to reflect updates to the assessment; assess policies which have not previously been

assessed; and assess new policies. Only the SEA topics considered relevant as related

to the specific policy have been included in the assessment, except where it is a new

policy or a policy previously not assessed. The policy assessment is contained in

Appendix 3.

Summary of updated policy assessment

1.34 The assessment finds that where new policies are assessed the assessment is

neutral, positive or significantly positive for impacts on the respective SEA topics. When

this is considered against the fact that the policies are generally designed to be

protective or to encourage environmental improvements then the results are not

surprising.

1.35 The findings are similar for changes that have been made to policies that were

previously assessed. Where changes have been made they generally bring a positive or

significantly positive score.

1.36 A number of policies that were not previously assessed are not considered to bring

any effects on the SEA topics. However to ensure completeness of the assessment it

has been considered worthwhile to include them in the matrix. Any cumulative or

synergistic effects are discussed at page 14 below.

1.37 As a result of the Examination Report, Policy ED9 Renewable Energy Development

has been re-written to conform to the Reporter’s view of Scottish Planning Policy. For

that reason a decision has been made to re-visit the assessment of that policy and

therefore Appendix 3 has been updated.

Updated site assessments

1.38 Undertaking the site assessment process has been a complex task because of the

number of sites involved and their respective histories. PAN 1/2010 states that sites
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being ‘rolled forward’ from previous plans should be included in the assessment;

although there is provision for small sites not to be included, or for sites with consent to

be part of a baseline, so as to only be considered for cumulative effects.

1.39 The approach taken at the MIR ER stage was to produce area based maps showing

preferred and alternative options, as well as sites being rolled forward, that met certain

criteria. The use of criteria allowed for significant proposals to be shown, ensuring a

focussed and proportional assessment. In addition to this, all sites considered for the

MIR were assessed in a constraints database, this looked at many elements, amongst

them were environmental aspects. This approach was generally accepted by the

Consultation Authorities but it was stated that additional site specific assessments,

against the specific SEA topics, and consideration of new proposals should be included

in the SEA process moving forward.

1.40 In addition to the Consultation Authority comments, the fact that there has been new

sites put forward through the MIR consultation, and that there has then been finalisation

of which sites will be allocated in the Proposed Plan, has required that a new site

assessment process be undertaken. The finalised approach is shown in the bullet points

below:

 Appendix 4 (updated) shows settlement maps with sites against the relevant constraints.

This is in line with PAN 1/2010 which states that proposals should be clearly set out on

a map base. In addition, there is also a commentary on each respective settlement

assessed.

 Appendix 5 (a) (updated) shows an assessment of the new sites that are to be included

in the Proposed Plan against the SEA topics. In addition to the assessment there is also

a commentary on the site and proposed mitigation measures.

 Appendix 5 (b) (updated) shows an assessment of the new sites that are not included in

the Proposed Plan against the SEA topics. Again there is a commentary on the site,

where appropriate there is discussion of environmental aspects which have contributed

to the non-allocation.

 Appendix 5 (c) is the baseline which is described in PAN 1/2010. It is a spread sheet

that lists all of the sites that have not been included in this particular SEA assessment,

and it provides justification of this decision. These sites have been considered in the

context of cumulative effects, discussed on p14.

1.41 To ensure the site assessment process remained proportional criteria were used to

ensure that only sites considered significant were fully assessed in the Addendum. To be

included in the full assessment only the sites that met the following criteria were

included:

 Located in one of the three Strategic Development Areas;

 1ha or above in area;

 Where relevant, 10 units or above;
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 No planning consent issued or development commenced;

 Not a Local Plan Amendment site;

 Not business and industrial land safeguarded (these sites are largely developed); and

 No planning brief

1.42 It was considered appropriate to try to limit the assessment of the sites that are being

“rolled forward” from the Consolidated Local Plan; this was because they had all been

through some form of environmental assessment previously. In the case of the Local

Plan sites, these were allocated prior to the Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act

2005 but they were subject to an equivalent process which informed their allocation in

the Local Plan; Local Plan Amendment (LPA) sites were subject to a full SEA process

and as such it is not worth repeating this assessment.

1.43 An exception is that certain Local Plan and LPA sites that meet the criteria (i.e.

significant sites) are included in the settlement maps. This is appropriate due to the fact

that the Consolidated Local Plan is a contemporary document and many of the sites

within it remain undeveloped, therefore they are an important consideration when

cumulative effects are considered. Sites that did not meet the criteria are included in

Appendix 5 (c).

1.44 The full assessment for new sites was limited to sites that were in SDAs, that were

10 units or above (where appropriate) or were 1 hectare or above. This was to ensure

significant sites were concentrated on in the Addendum. However all new sites are

included in the Site Assessment database and they are also considered in the evaluation

of possible cumulative effects. Sites that did not meet the criteria are included in

Appendix 5 (c).

1.45 It was also considered that sites which are safeguarded for business and industrial

use or which have planning consent/development commencement/ a planning brief have

been through either SEA or a form of environmental assessment, either as part of the

Local Plan or Local Plan Amendment, or in determination of the planning application. It

was judged not worthwhile to retrospectively assess such a site; however they have

been included in consideration of cumulative effects. Such sites are also included in

Appendix 5 (c)

1.46 As noted above (paragraph 1.6), it has been recommended by the Examination

Reporter that four new sites be included within the Plan: two sites in Peebles –

APEEB044 and MPEEB006 that have previously been assessed; and a further two sites

– one at Dolphinton ADOLP003 and another at Stow ASTOW027 which have not been

previously assessed. For that reason, updates have been made to the various

appendices contained within this document, and an additional appendix containing the

assessment of the new sites included by the Examination Reporter – Appendix 5(d).

Discussion of the Site Assessment Findings

1.47 To present the site assessments undertaken in the Addendum for the New sites

included in the Proposed Plan (Appendix 5 (a)) each SEA topic is listed with a summary
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of the findings and discussion of significant effects found and mitigation measures

proposed.

Summary of New sites included in the Proposed Plan by SEA Topic

Air

1.48 It is found that the new allocations are generally positive in impact because of their

potential to minimise emissions from increased car journeys, this is because the sites are

linked to the countryside and services by sustainable transport links, particularly in the

Central SDA.

Biodiversity, flora and fauna

1.49 The new allocations score across the range of impacts. There are positive findings

where the allocation is located within existing settlement boundaries because this

reduces the potential for impacts on biodiversity interests at out of/edge of town

greenfield land. However many of the allocations have close proximity to the River

Tweed SAC, especially since the Tweed and tributaries run through many Borders

settlements, and this brings the possibility of likely significant effects (LSE) on the

designation. It is considered that this should be flagged as a negative impact; however

the HRA for the Finalised Proposed Plan and suggested mitigation measures will avoid

any LSE actually occurring.

Soil

1.50 The assessment finds that allocations which are located on brownfield land or within

settlement boundaries bring positive impacts because they reduce the potential for

emissions from soil disturbance and reduce the loss of agricultural land. There are also

positive impacts from the ‘clean-up’ of contaminated land. Conversely there are potential

negative impacts from sites that are out of/edge of town, which are on greenfield land or

on prime agricultural land. It is not considered that this is a significant amount of land,

given the area of the Borders and the relatively low level of a land allocated. However it

is worth monitoring going forward, particularly with climate change in mind.

Water

1.51 The sites assessed are found to have a neutral or negative impact; this is associated

with flood risk. An issue is that many of the sites, particularly regeneration sites, are

located adjacent to rivers that run through Borders towns, and as a result are on land

identified as being at risk of flooding. In addition to this there may be a risk of material

affecting water quality related to construction at these sites. However, in many instances

there is precedent for development at these locations and/or they can be considered as

infill development. It is therefore considered that the findings must be kept in perspective

and that the benefits of developing these sites outweigh the risk.

1.52 It is recognised that flood risk is a significant problem for Borders towns and as a

result various mitigation is proposed through Flood Risk Assessments, and adherence to

Council guidance (including SFRA, Flood Prevention Schemes) and policy. It is

considered that these mitigation measures will negate any negative impacts identified. It

is also considered that the likelihood of material adversely affecting water quality as a

result of construction can be prevented by existing legislation and policy.
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Landscape & townscape

1.53 The assessments are positive where the allocation is in a settlement, particularly

where it is a regeneration site, because there is less pressure on the landscape on the

edge or outwith the settlement. In addition there is the potential to improve the

townscape through sensitive design of regeneration sites. Conversely where the

allocation is on the edge of the town there is the potential for negative effects due to

proximity to Special Landscape Areas (SLA) or due to siting on land identified as

constrained in the Landscape Character Assessment.

1.54 The majority of allocations are not in proximity to SLA or located on constrained land

(as identified in the Borders Landscape Character Assessment), and therefore the

potential negative impacts cannot be regarded as significant. Site requirements for

allocations identify where landscape impacts might be an issue and mitigation measures,

such as structure planting, are put forward, in site requirements but also on settlement

maps. It is considered that these measures will negate any negative impacts identified.

Cultural Heritage

1.55 Generally the assessments are neutral or negative; this is largely due to the potential

for impacts on Conservation Areas, listed buildings, designed landscapes or

archaeological features. However the assessment is precautionary in nature because it

must be recognised that the converse is also true: that development of allocations has

the potential to improve the setting or condition of the built heritage environment.

1.56 The true impact will only be known at the application stage; however Proposed Plan

built heritage policies and guidance, as well as site specific planting or other forms of

appropriate mitigation should negate any potential significant negative impacts.

Climatic Factors

1.57 The findings of the assessment are either neutral or positive. A positive score largely

arises because of consideration of the combined positive impacts of reducing

development on greenfield land/promoting development on brownfield land; and

promoting allocations that are close to sustainable transport links, and or services. The

associated reduction in carbon emissions brings a positive score on the SEA topic.

Material Assets

1.58 The assessment is generally neutral, as development will necessitate the use of

resources and the construction of infrastructure, although not to a significant degree

because the level of development is relatively low. There are allocations where it is

judged that development would already be serviced and that additional infrastructure

construction would be minimised and this is assessed as positive.

Population and human health

1.59 The findings are either positive or significantly positive, all of the sites are considered

to be in locations which minimise car journeys and/or can be accessed by sustainable

transport methods. Building housing close to services, providing mixed use potential or

redeveloping sites brings a quality of life benefit as people have greater choice in

work/lifestyle/recreation choices, and the use of sustainable transport links to services

and the countryside brings a health benefit.
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Cumulative and Synergistic Effects from the Proposed Plan

Cumulative Effects

1.60 There is the possibility of negative cumulative effects from a number of different

developments on the River Tweed SAC. The HRA will take cognisance of this risk and

will assess and identify mitigation measures to avoid any likely significant effects

(cumulative or otherwise) on the conservation objectives for which the site is designated.

1.61 A different type of possible negative cumulative effect on the River Tweed and other

watercourses in the Borders as a result of development of a number of allocations is the

impact on water quality. Existing legislation, the Water Environment (Controlled

Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2011 (Controlled Activity Regulations or CAR) and the

Water Environment and Water Services (Scotland) Act 2003 (WEWS Act) will prevent

negative effects occurring from development, and as a result will also prevent negative

cumulative effects. In addition there is a commitment in Proposed Plan policy to meet the

objectives of the Solway Tweed River Basin Management Plan, and there should be

measures to improve the water quality of the Tweed and its tributaries.

1.62 There is also the possibility of cumulative effects on the landscape and townscape,

and cultural heritage features of Borders towns as a result of development of allocations.

As discussed above this follows the precautionary principle: if developments are

insensitive then there is the potential for a cumulative negative effect on the respective

settlement as it may adversely affect the townscape and built heritage features (i.e. listed

buildings or Conservation Areas). Conversely there is the potential for a cumulative

positive effect because the development is sensitive and improves the townscape and

Conservation Area, or brings a listed building back into productive use, or achieves both

of these aims.

1.63 There are also possible significant positive cumulative effects as a result of the

Proposed Plan. For the Population and Human Health topic the promotion of digital

connectivity; extension of prime retail frontages; promotion of existing employment sites;

extension of the green network; protection of key greenspace; and the promotion of

allocations close to sustainable transport links and services, brings a cumulative positive

change on quality of life. In addition, there are positive cumulative effects on the Air,

Climatic factors and Soil SEA topics because of measures such as promotion of digital

connectivity, promotion of town centres, and promotion of allocations within settlement

boundaries or on brownfield land, as they combine to help maintain the high standard of

air quality and mean less development of land where there may be disturbance of carbon

rich soil or loss of prime agricultural land. There is another positive cumulative effect on

the Biodiversity, flora and fauna topic as the extension of Green Networks (including their

protection in new policy), protection of Key Greenspaces, changes to Natural

Environment policies (now Environment Protection policies) and promotion of green

infrastructure, all bring a combined positive for habitat conservation and creation.
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Synergistic Effects

1.64 The only possible synergistic effect that was identified was the potential for negative

impacts on water quality such as pollution from construction, contaminating soil or land

(including destruction of habitat) due to increased flood risk. However this was

considered a remote possibility due to existing legislation (CAR regulations, WEWS Act,

Habitats Directive) and the mitigation measures such as Flood Risk Assessment, SFRA

findings and Habitats Regulations Appraisal findings, which are stated for relevant

allocations in the Proposed Plan.

Monitoring and Conclusions

Findings of the Assessment Undertaken

1.65 The Addendum assessment finds that the Key Outcomes and Policies of the

Proposed Plan provide a largely positive or significantly positive outcome for the majority

of the SEA topics. It is considered this is an accurate assessment in light of the stated

Vision of the Proposed Plan to support sustainable development, meeting the challenges

of a changing climate.

1.66 The assessment of sites to be included in the Proposed Plan has produced a more

mixed assessment but this is to be expected given the high quality of the Borders

environment and the location of Borders towns in relation to the River Tweed. Many sites

are considered to bring positive benefits to certain SEA topics due to their location on

brownfield land or in close proximity to services, and this translates to a significant

positive effect on the Population and Human Health SEA topic, because it is felt that

these benefits are particularly important to Borders residents. Potential negative impacts

largely relate to a precautionary assessment on water quality, impact on international

nature designations, flood risk, impact on landscape & townscape or cultural heritage

features. However it is also considered that the mitigation discussed will prevent these

negative impacts.

Future Monitoring

1.67 In the MIR Environmental Report Table 3 (p18- 20) identified environmental issues

and mitigation measures from previous local plan SEA exercises, the Monitoring

Statement, and the SESplan Strategic Development Plan SEA. This was done to better

influence the identification of issues to be explored in the Local Development Plan SEA

process, to help provide a robust iteration between previous environmental assessments

and the LDP SEA, and to monitor any progress that was made within the LDP to tackle

the environmental issues identified or to implement the respective mitigation measures.

1.68 Appendix 6: Environmental Issues, Monitoring and Mitigation, shows the iteration

between the various environmental assessments (now from Local Plan Monitoring

Report through to Proposed Plan Environmental Report Addendum), the progress that

has been made to tackle environmental issues (including mitigation measures), and the
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future monitoring that will be necessary in the Action Programme and Monitoring

Statement connected with the Local Development Plan.

1.69 In summary the table shows that progress has been made in tackling some of the

environmental issues and/or mitigation measures previously identified in the

SEA/Monitoring processes, for example an SFRA has been undertaken, and there has

been work done in identifying expansion of the Borders Green Network.

1.70 It is generally noted that existing monitoring should continue, and that where

progress has been made, or new issues identified through the assessment in this

document, that there should be further monitoring in the Action Programme/ Monitoring

Statements associated with the LDP. In doing this the iteration through the respective

processes will continue but it will also be possible to assess the effectiveness of the

mitigation undertaken.



A ppend ix 1 Responses on M IR Environm entalReportfrom C onsu ltation A u thorities

A d d end u m to the Environm entalReport

S c ottish B ord ers C ou nc il: P roposed P lan



Representations Rec eived on Environm entalReportforM IR

Respond ent S u m m ary ofRepresentation C ou nc ilResponse A c tion Rec om m end ed

H istoric S c otland The Environmental Report represents a thorough
and transparent assessment, and sets out clearly
the steps of the environmental assessment of the
MIR was undertaken. We welcome that the
comments we provided at scoping stage have
been considered, along with action to be taken
and are set out in Appendix A of the ER.

Support noted. No further action required.

…the SHEP has been updated to take into
account recent additions including the Historic
Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act 2011;
the Marine (Scotland) Act 2010; the adoption of a
UK Marine Policy Statement; and, Scottish
Ministers’ policies for the designation and
management of Historic Marine Protected Areas.

The updated legislation is noted but it is not
considered significant enough to warrant
inclusion of a revised ‘Relevant plans,
programmes and strategies’ section.

Note update to legislation for
inclusion in future Local
Development Plan (LDP)
documents.

…nationally important historic battlefields included
in the Inventory of Historic Battlefields should be
added to the baseline data. There are currently 2
historic battlefield sites listed on the Inventory of
Historic Battlefields in the Scottish Borders area.

It is not proposed to include a revised
baseline however battlefield sites have been
considered in the Addendum to the ER in the
relevant sections.

Ensure battlefield sites appear in
future LDP SEA documents

We note a neutral score against cultural heritage
for the Main Issue Green Network in the
assessment score at Appendix D. There is
potential for positive outcomes for the historic
environment from the Green Network strategy,
similar to the reasons set out in the comments
section for landscape topic which has received a
positive score; you may wish to reconsider this for
any updated Environmental Report to be produced
at the Proposed Plan stage.

Comments noted. It will be possible to revisit
all of the assessments for the various SEA
topics given the increased detail the
Proposed Plan will bring; as a part of this the
assessment for the Green Network will be re-
examined.

Revisit the assessment for the
SEA topics in line with the
increased detail the Proposed
Plan will bring.



H istoric S c otland
c ontinu ed

It will be important for any new alternatives that
may arise from these existing policies to be
identified during the development of the Proposed
Plan, and we would expect that policy changes
that are not included in the MIR to be considered
for significant effects and assessed (if necessary)

Comments noted. The assessment will be re-
examined in light of the content of the
Proposed Plan.

Assessment to be re-examined in
light of the content of the
Proposed Plan.

We are please to note that the allocation
MCARD007 data sheet assessment has identified
scheduled monument Cardrona Mains Standing
Stone is within this allocation boundary and that
this is also discussed in the overall assessment,
this will ensure that appropriate mitigation
measures are put in place and incorporated

Comments noted. No further action required.

…allocation AKELSO22 is located adjacent to the
north eastern edge of the Hendersyde Garden and
Designed Landscape GDL, but this has not been
identified in the assessment form. There could be
potential for negative effects to the setting of the
GDL and this should have been identified in the
local impact and integration section and then
discussed in the overall assessment section. This
will allow for appropriate mitigation measures to
be identified and brought through into the final
version of the ER, allowing for detailed mitigation
proposals to be incorporated into the mitigation
framework.

Comments noted. The GDL is picked up in
the area site assessment (Map 8, Appendix
F). However it is correct to state that the GDL
should be considered at Appendix G.

It is noted that the map of the proposal
indicated structure planting which would help
negate any potential impact on the GDL.

The site will be incorporated into the
Proposed Plan, and the Henderson GDL will
be considered as part of the environmental
assessment of that site

Consideration of Henderson GDL
in site requirements.

…we consider that the ER could have benefitted
from further discussion regarding the findings of
the assessment of the individual sites...Perhaps
any further assessment at Proposed Plan stage
could include a similar table for predicted
significant environmental effects for the historic

Comments noted. The assessment will be
re-examined in light of the content of the
Proposed Plan.

Assessment to be re-examined in
light of the content of the
Proposed Plan.



environment and other SEA topics (where
significant effects have been predicted)? The
mitigation column down the right hand side of this
table will also be very useful at providing a clear
steer for how mitigation is incorporated into the
mitigation framework. It would be useful to carry
this information forward into the action programme
later in the process.

S EP A We consider that the Environmental Report
provides a thorough assessment of the likely
significant environmental effects of the Scottish
Borders Council LDP MIR. We welcome the
detailed assessment of the main issues, the
detailed assessment of the proposed preferred
and alternative housing sites and the detailed
assessment of the continuation of Structure Plan
and Local Plan Policies.

We also consider that the comments provided in
our scoping response and informal consultation
stages have largely been taken into account in the
preparation of the Environmental Report.

We note and welcome that a SFRA has been
undertaken to support the assessment of effects
of the MIR on flood risk and included as a
technical note which accompanies the MIR. We
support the strategic approach to flood risk
adopted by SBC and are content that strategic
baseline data on flooding has been considered.

Support noted. No further action required.



S EP A c ontinu ed …please note that under the environmental
requirements of the SPP detailed in Appendix B it
is stated incorrectly that “watercourses should be
culverted”, while paragraph 211 of SPP states that
“Culverts are a frequent cause of local flooding,
particularly if design or maintenance is
inadequate. Watercourses should not be culverted
as part of new development unless there are no
practical alternative and existing culverts should
be opened whenever possible. If culverts are
unavoidable, they should be designed to maintain
or improve existing flow conditions and aquatic
life. A culvert may be acceptable as part of a
scheme to manage flood risk or where it is used to
carry a watercourse under a road or railway”

It is not considered necessary to provide an
updated Appendix B to reflect this change as
it is not seen as significant

Ensure that the correct wording is
used in future LDP SEA
documents.

As you move forward with the preparation of the
Proposed Plan you may wish to consider the need
for further environmental assessment work to
support any new sites or policies brought forward
for inclusion in the Proposed Plan that have not
been subject to SEA. We would welcome further
consultation as a key agency should additional
sites be included in the final plan in order that we
can inform site selection and provide any
additional information we hold, so that significant
adverse environmental effects are avoided and
opportunities for enhancement are maximised.

Comments noted. The assessment will be re-
examined in light of the content of the
Proposed Plan.

Assessment to be re-examined in
light of the content of the
Proposed Plan.

S EP A c ontinu ed M a inIssue –R e ge ne ra tion
We note the findings of the assessment for the
preferred and alternative options predict neutral
impact on the SEA topic water. We note that the
preferred option is that the LDP should allocate

Comments noted. It is also noted that similar
comments have been picked up in SEPA’s
formal response in the MIR consultation. If
the sites referred to are to be carried forward

Where the respective sites are
carried forward into the Proposed
Plan there has been work done to
update their environmental



land for redevelopment for a variety of uses
including housing and employment. The key
projects identified in para 5.43 of the MIR include
some former mills which may comprise sites at
risk of flooding. The development of these sites for
more sensitive use such as housing could result in
adverse effects in relation to flood risk and the
SEA topic water and mitigation measures should
refer to the need to undertake Flood Risk
Assessment and cross reference to the LDP policy
on flood risk.

it is possible for the site requirements to refer
to the mitigation measures described.

assessment, this has included
consideration of flood risk.

M a inIssue –G re e nN e twork s
We note that the assessment of the preferred
option predicts positive effects on the SEA topic
water as a result of their potential to improve water
quality, promote flood protection and reduce
pollution and we agree with the assessment
findings. Positive effects on the water environment
could be further enhanced if “blue corridors” were
identified as important contributors to the green
network under the preferred option. The
enhancement measure could refer to supporting
delivery of the targets and actions in the River
Basin Management Plan for the Scotland River
Basin District and the Forth Area Management
Plan, in terms of both protecting and improving the
water environment.

Agreement with assessment findings noted.

Blue corridors have not specifically been
identified but it is considered there is at least
the potential that green networks that are
identified could cover enhancements etc to
the water environment. This could be built
into the assessment.

Re-examine the assessment in
light of the potential for “blue
corridors” to be incorporated or for
better articulation of the benefits
of the Green Network for the
water environment.

S EP A c ontinu ed Existing P olic y A ssessm ent
Policy N E5:D e ve lopm e ntA ffe cting the W a te r
Environm e nt
We note that the assessment of this policy
predicts positive effects on the SEA topic water as

Comments noted. The policy is likely to be
updated further in preparation of the
Proposed Plan and this will allow the change
to be made.

If appropriate in the context of the
update of the policy, amend the
wording in question.



a result of the commitment to enhance and restore
the water environment and to update the policy in
line with the objectives of the River Basin
Management Plan and we agree with this
assessment. As a point of detail, the assessment
refers to “unacceptable impact on water quality of
morphology” and it should read unacceptable
impact on the ecological status of the water
environment, which includes not only water quality
and morphology, but also water quantity and
ecological parameters.
Policy ED 1:Prote ctionofthe Em ploym e ntla nd
We note that the assessment of this policy
predicts neutral effects on the SEA topic material
assets (waste). We consider that the effects of this
policy in relation to waste could be enhanced
through identifying employment sites as sites
appropriate for waste management facilities,
safeguarding existing waste management sites
and ensuring that these facilities are allowed to
grow by safeguarding areas around existing waste
management facilities and avoiding.

Employment sites are not specifically
identified for waste facilities, however,
subject to meeting the requirements of the
LDP Policy ED1 and the Waste Management
Facilities Policy, IS10, further waste facilities
could be appropriate at these locations. IS10
makes provision for the extension of existing
facilities providing certain criteria are met. In
addition IS10 states that proposals that may
prejudice the operation of existing waste
facilities will not normally be supported

No further action.

S ignific antS ite A ssessm entFind ings
There are three sites where an FRA is required as
a mitigation measure and this has not been
identified in the SEA or MIR: DUNS023,
AREST001 and GALA029. Please refer to our
response to the MIR (Appendix 2) for comments
on the individual sites and the potential for
significant adverse effects as well as further
advice on mitigation and enhancement measures
that will be required at the planning application

Points noted. ADUNS023: FRA requirement
added into revised site
assessment section.

AREST001 (now MREST001): the
site has an approved development
brief which was subject to SEA, as
well as planning consent. The site
should therefore be screened out



stage to ensure that any significant adverse
effects are avoided

of inclusion in the updated
assessments in the Addendum
because it has already been
subject to SEA. The site will be
included in the baseline of existing
allocated sites.

AGALA029: It is considered that
the elevation between the site and
the river, with the road and
planting in between means that
flood risk is not applicable to this
site.

S EP A c ontinu ed It would also be useful for the Environmental
Report to clearly set out how the detailed
mitigation measures proposed are going to be
delivered through the implementation of the plan
and describe some of the mechanisms that will
ensure that they are implemented. As part of the
assessment process, site specific mitigation
measures have been identified that may be
applied to offset significant adverse effects on the
environment resulting from the implementation of
the plan. We note that some of the mitigation
measures have been taken forward as developer
requirements in the Proposed Plan and we
welcome this approach. This is an effective way to
ensure that the detailed mitigation measures
proposed are delivered through the
implementation of the plan.

Comments noted. Where significant effects
are predicted on specific sites in the
Proposed Plan it is possible to detail this, as
well as proposed mitigation measures in the
site assessment section of the Addendum to
the ER.

Detail any significant effects and
proposed mitigation measures for
individual sites in the site
assessment section.



C onc lu sions and M onitoring
You may wish to give early consideration of
monitoring requirements and developing
monitoring indicators linked to the SEA objectives
that are realistic indicators and aligned with the
potential effects of the LDP. We also note the
integration between the SEA monitoring
framework with the LDP’s monitoring framework to
ensure a more proportionate approach and avoid
duplication.

The findings of the Addendum to the ER will
inform the subsequent Action
Programme/Monitoring Statement for the
LDP

Detail the link between SEA
findings and future work on the
development plan process in the
Addendum to the ER

GeneralC om m ents
It would also be useful for the Environmental
Report to clearly set out particular sites that are
likely to lead to significant environmental effects
and how these will be mitigated. It would also be
useful to identify how the mitigation measures are
going to be delivered through the implementation
of the plan and describe some of the mechanisms
that will ensure that they are implemented, e.g.
how mitigation measures could be incorporated
into the LDP itself, for example as developer
requirements, or in the Action Programme that
accompanies the LDP.

Comments noted. Where significant effects
are predicted on specific sites in the
Proposed Plan it is possible to detail this, as
well as proposed mitigation measures in the
site assessment section of the Addendum to
the ER.

The findings of the Addendum to the ER will
inform the LDP Action Programme

Detail any significant effects and
proposed mitigation measures for
individual sites in the site
assessment section.

Ensure that the LDP Action
Programme takes cognisance of
the findings of the Addendum to
the ER.
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Significa ntly Positive Positive N e utra l N e ga tive Significa ntly N e ga tive

   0 X XX

Ta b le 1 (a ) K e yO utc om e 1:Continue d provision ofa g e ne rousla nd supply

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 H ousing site s propose d a re ge ne ra lly loca te d ina re a s whe re ca rjourne ys ca nbe m inim ise d a nd whe re

susta ina ble tra nsportlink s a re a va ila ble orca nbe prom ote d.O ve ra ll the le ve l ofde ve lopm e ntpropose d
is m ode sta nd is conside re d susta ina ble whe ncom bine d withthe e sta blishe d supply be ing ca rrie d
forwa rd;a s a re sulte m issions from constructionshould notbe significa ntly ne ga tive .

B iodive rsity 0 G e ne ra lly site s a re loca te d withinse ttle m e ntbounda rie s a nd/oronbrownfie ld la nd a nd this he lps
m inim ise biodive rsity im pa ct.Ina ddition,site s whe re the re could be ne ga tive im pa cts onbiodive rsity
inte re stha ve ge ne ra lly be e na voide d orm itiga tionm e a sure s a re include d insite re quire m e nts;a s
inform e d by the C ouncil’s Ecologist.Som e site s a re loca te d ongre e nfie ld la nd a nd this m a y ha ve a n
im pa ctonbiodive rsity.

C lim a tic Fa ctors 0 W he ncom bine d,the a sse ssm e ntscore s forre le va nttopics he lptobring a positive im pa ct.H ousing
a lloca tions a re ge ne ra lly loca te d a wa y from la nd whe re incre a se d flooding m a y be a nissue ;whe re
gre e nhouse ga s e m issions should be m inim ise d a nd the be ne fits ofsusta ina ble tra nsportlink s ca nbe
m a xim ise d.C onne cte d withsusta ina ble tra nsportlink s,a nd withincre a se d pla nting the e xte nsionofthe
G re e nN e twork will a lsohe lptom itiga te clim a te cha nge .H owe ve rgive nthe unce rta inty ove rthe e ffe cts
ofclim a te cha nge ,a nd the fa cttha tflooding a nd e m issions from ca rtra ve l a nd de ve lopm e ntre m a in
issue s,the a sse ssm e ntis ne utra l.

C ultura l H e rita ge 0 G e ne ra lly site s a re loca te d outwitha re a s ofla nd whe re the re a re se nsitive cultura l he rita ge a sse ts
e vide nt.Site s withinse ttle m e ntbounda rie s a nd/orne a rconse rva tiona re a s bring the opportunity fora
positive re sponse tothe irloca tion;this is pa rticula rly the ca se forthe re ge ne ra tionsite s ide ntifie d.The re
is a conve rse risk tha tde ve lopm e ntm a y a dve rse ly a ffe ctthe builthe rita ge thoughthis should be
pre ve nte d by policy orguida nce .W he re the re is the pote ntia l forne ga tive im pa cts site re quire m e nts a re
ide ntifie d a nd a longside e xisting policy a nd guida nce the se will he lpm itiga te a ny ne ga tive im pa cts.

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

0 Site s loca te d withinse ttle m e ntbounda rie s,pa rticula rly re ge ne ra tionsite s,he lptom inim ise im pa cton
the la ndsca pe a nd bring opportunity toe nha nce the townsca pe .The re is a risk tha tde ve lopm e ntcould
bring the opposite e ffe ct,howe ve rthis should be pre ve nte d by policy a nd guida nce .Som e site s a re
loca te d a dja ce nttose ttle m e ntbounda rie s a nd whe re this is the ca se m itiga tionm e a sure s throughsite
re quire m e nts a re ide ntifie d.
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M a te ria l A sse ts 0 Itis conside re d focussing de ve lopm e ntonsusta ina ble loca tions will still re sultonsom e pre ssure on
m a te ria l a sse ts butnottoa significa ntle ve l

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  H ousing,m ixe d use a nd re ge ne ra tiona lloca tions a re ge ne ra lly loca te d close tose rvice s;a llow a cce ss to
ope nspa ce ;a nd a llow use ofsusta ina ble tra nsportlink s.The se fa ctors he lpbuild onthe fa cttha tthe
B orde rs is a na ttra ctive pla ce tolive forre side nts a nd re sultina significa ntpositive a sse ssm e nt.

Soil 0 G e ne ra lly housing site s a re loca te d withinse ttle m e ntbounda rie s a nd som e a re loca te d onbrownfie ld
la nd,the re ge ne ra tionsite s inpa rticula r.This he lps tom inim ise the use ofgre e nfie ld la nd a nd the
pote ntia l fore m issions from disturba nce ofthe soil.Som e site s a re loca te d onprim e a gricultura l la nd
a nd this should be m onitore d a s a pa rtoffuture L D P production.Som e site s a re a lsoongre e nfie ld la nd
a nd this m a y bring ne ga tive im pa cts.

W a te r 0 Site s whe re significa ntflood risk wa s ide ntifie d by the C ouncil orSEPA ha ve be e na voide d.A SFR A ha s
a lsoinform e d the work unde rta k e ninide ntifying site s.W he re a site ha s a flood risk m itiga tionm e a sure s,
a s sugge ste d by the C ouncil’s flood te a m a nd SEPA ,ha ve be e nincorpora te d intoe ithe rthe siz e ofthe
site a lloca te d a nd/orthe site re quire m e nts.

Ta b le 1 (b ) K e yO utc om e 2:Enc oura g e m e ntofopportunitie sfora fford a b le housing

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 A lthoughthe re a re nospe cific a fforda ble housing site s inthe Propose d Pla n,a proportionofa ll

housing site s a re cla sse d a s a fforda ble a nd a s suchthe a sse ssm e ntunde rTa ble 1(a )is
re le va ntfore a chofthe SEA topics.

B iodive rsity 0
C lim a tic Fa ctors 0
C ultura l H e rita ge 0
L a ndsca pe a nd townsca pe 0
M a te ria l A sse ts 0
Popula tion& hum a nhe a lth  
Soil 0
W a te r 0
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Ta b le 1 (c ) K e yO utc om e 3:Prote c tion & e nha nc e m e ntofportfolioofb usine ssa nd ind ustria lla nd & pre m ise swith a

pa rtic ula rfoc uson opportunitie sprovid e d b yBord e rsra ilwa y

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 Prote ctiona nd prom otionofsite s m e a ns tha tm inim a l a dditiona l la nd will be re le a se d forde ve lopm e nt.

W he re itis re le a se d itis close tosusta ina ble tra nsportlink s,housing a nd othe rre la te d se rvice s.This
should he lptom inim ise non-susta ina ble tra nsportjourne ys a nd e nsure lim ite d incre a se s ine m issions
from busine ss a nd industria l tra ffic.

B iodive rsity 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d.

C lim a tic Fa ctors 0 Itis conside re d tha tthe a pproa chtoe m ploym e ntla nd should bring a positive e ffe ctonthe SEA topic
be ca use itshould m inim ise non-susta ina ble tra nsportjourne ys a nd a dditiona l la nd re quire d for
de ve lopm e nt,bothofthe se fa ctors should m inim ise gre e nhouse ga s e m issions.C a re ful a sse ssm e ntof
e nha nce m e ntproposa ls will be re quire d toa void flood risk ,pa rticula rly inlightoffuture clim a te cha nge .

C ultura l H e rita ge 0 M inim a l de ve lopm e ntofa dditiona l la nd re lie ve s pre ssure oncultura l he rita ge a sse ts.A ny e nha nce m e nt
proposa ls will re quire conside ra tionofthe im pa ctoncultura l he rita ge fe a ture s,ifa ppropria te .

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

0 The stra te gy fore m ploym e ntla nd could bring ne ga tive im pa cts onse nsitive la ndsca pe s,pa rticula rly the
N SA a nd SL A de signa tions,inthe C e ntra l SD A .H owe ve rne w la nd de ve lope d will be lim ite d a nd policy,
guida nce ,a nd m itiga tionshould pre ve ntne ga tive im pa cts occurring.

M a te ria l A sse ts 0 Itis conside re d tha tde spite the lim ite d a m ountofde ve lopm e ntpropose d the re will still be som e
pre ssure onm a te ria l a sse ts,a lthoughnottoa significa ntle ve l

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  A tte m pting tom a xim ise the pote ntia l ofthe ra ilwa y will he lpbring be ne fits tothe B orde rs popula tion.
Em ploym e ntproposa ls a re conside re d tobe insusta ina ble loca tions due tothe irproxim ity to
e xisting/propose d housing a nd susta ina ble tra nsportlink s.

Soil 0 A lthoughthe prote ction& e nha nce m e ntofbusine ss a nd industria l la nd m a y m e a ntha tthe soil re source
is prote cte d from a dditiona l de ve lopm e nt,itis notconside re d tha tthis would be toa significa ntle ve l

W a te r 0 Prote ctiona nd prom otionofe xisting e m ploym e ntla nd should m e a nflood risk is m inim ise d.H owe ve r
boththe C e ntra l SD A a nd la nd a tPe e ble s ha s the pote ntia l tobe a ffe cte d by the R ive rTwe e d a nd
the re fore e nha nce m e ntproposa ls will ne e d tobe a sse sse d forflood risk .
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Ta b le 2 (a ) K e yO utc om e 4:Prote c tion a nd e nha nc e m e ntoftow n c e ntre s

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir  Prote ctionoftownce ntre s a nd,inpa rticula r,the re use ofunits should m e a nle ss pre ssure onla nd a tthe

e dge oforoutwithse ttle m e nts be ing de ve lope d.A s a re sultsoil is notdisturbe d a nd ha rm ful e m issions
should be m inim ise d.A s townce ntre s a re ge ne ra lly withinwa lk ing dista nce ofhousing,ca rjourne ys
should be m inim ise d,a ga inm inim ising the re le a se ofha rm ful e m issions.

B iodive rsity 0 The prom otionofde ve lopm e nta ttownce ntre s,a nd the re use ofunits should m e a nle ss pre ssure on
e dge of/outoftownde ve lopm e nt.Indire ctly,the re is a positive e ffe ctonbiodive rsity a s the pre ssure on
gre e nfie ld la nd withbiodive rsity pote ntia l is le sse ne d.

C lim a tic Fa ctors 0 Prote ctiona nd e nha nce m e ntoftownce ntre s brings pote ntia l tore duce e m issions a s le ss gre e nfie ld
la nd is re quire d a nd inturnthe re is le ss soil disturba nce a nd construction(bothofwhichre sultin
e m issions).Future flood risk m ustbe conside re d butC ouncil policy a nd guida nce ,a nd site m itiga tion
m e a sure s,should pre ve nte xa ce rba tionofflood risk .

C ultura l H e rita ge   Prote ctiona nd e nha nce m e ntoftownce ntre s a nd re use ofunits brings the pote ntia l forsignifica nt
re ge ne ra tionofliste d buildings a nd othe rcultura l he rita ge fe a ture s.

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

  Prote ctiona nd e nha nce m e ntoftownce ntre s a nd re use ofunits a llows forim prove m e ntofthe
re spe ctive townsca pe s ofthe B orde rs.Ina ddition,a s de scribe d,the re would be le ss pre ssure on
gre e nfie ld la nd,whichis significa ntly im porta ntgive nthe spe cia l B orde rs sce ne ry.

M a te ria l A sse ts  Prote ctiona nd e nha nce m e ntofe xisting townce ntre s m e a ns le ss ne e d fora dditiona l infra structure
de ve lopm e ntdue tode ve lopm e ntinloca tions whe re the re a re a lre a dy se rvice s/roa ds e tc

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  D e ve lopm e nta ttownce ntre s would ge ne ra lly be withinwa lk ing/cycle dista nce ofe xisting housing.This
m a k e s the se rvice s a nd e m ploym e ntde stina tions highly a cce ssible .Ina dditionthe O utcom e he lps
consolida te the fa cttha tthe B orde rs is a na ttra ctive pla ce tolive

Soil 0 Indire ctly the re m a y be positive s from the e ncoura ge m e ntofde ve lopm e nta nd re de ve lopm e ntintown
ce ntre s howe ve ritwill notha ve a nim pa ctonthe soil topic a s gre e nfie ld de ve lopm e ntwill still occur,
whichne ga te s a ny positive be ne fit

W a te r 0 A num be rofB orde rs towns a re loca te d onrive rs a nd townce ntre s a nd va ca ntunits a re loca te d onla nd
ide ntifie d a s be ing a trisk offlooding.H owe ve rsince the se site s ha ve pre viously be e ninuse itis not
conside re d tha tthe L D P e xa ce rba te s the risk .C ouncil policy a nd guida nce ,a nd site re quire m e nts,will
e nsure only a ppropria te use s a re loca te d ina re a s offlood risk .
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Ta b le 2 (b ) K e yO utc om e 5:The c re a tion ofa c onne c te d Sc ottish Bord e rswith a foc uson d ig ita lc onne c tivitya nd

im prove m e ntstothe ra ila nd roa d ne tw orks

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 The a sse ssm e ntbrings positive s- a s the prom otionofdigita l conne ctivity a llows forthe re ductionofca r

journe ys (a s pe ople work orshopa thom e )a nd ra il provisionbrings a significa ntfilliptosusta ina ble
tra nsportlink s,a ga inre ducing e m issions from ca rjourne ys.H owe ve rthe score is che ck e d by roa d
im prove m e nts whichwill e ncoura ge ca rjourne ys throughthe B orde rs.

B iodive rsity 0 The re is the possibility tha ta dditiona l la nd,withbiodive rsity pote ntia l,will be de ve lope d toa ccom m oda te
future ra il a nd/orroa d ne twork im prove m e nts.H owe ve r,the re a re nospe cific pla ns a tthis sta ge .

C lim a tic Fa ctors 0 Incre a se d ca rjourne ys a s a re sultofthe Ke y O utcom e should be m inim ise d withthe prom otionofra il
ne twork im prove m e nts a nd the opportunitie s a rising from digita l conne ctivity whichcutthe ne e d for
m otorise d tra ve l.H owe ve rroa d ne twork im prove m e ntwill re sultinincre a se d ca rjourne ys

C ultura l H e rita ge 0 The re is the pote ntia l forincre a se d le ve ls ofde ve lopm e ntdue tora il a nd roa d ne twork s a nd this m a y
bring ne ga tive im pa cts,pa rticula rly whe re cultura l he rita ge a sse ts a re a ffe cte d.C urre ntly the re is no
spe cific e vide nce tosugge stthis would be the ca se

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

0 The re is the pote ntia l forincre a se d le ve ls ofde ve lopm e ntdue tora il a nd roa d ne twork s a nd this m a y
bring ne ga tive im pa cts,pa rticula rly whe re de signa te d la ndsca pe s a re a ffe cte d.H owe ve rcurre ntly the re
is nospe cific e vide nce ofthis.Prom otionofdigita l conne ctivity m a y indire ctly re sultinle ss gre e nfie ld
la nd be ing de ve lope d,a s pe ople a re a ble todobusine ss on-line ,a nd this m e a ns le ss pre ssure onthe
la ndsca pe .

M a te ria l A sse ts 0 Inthe long te rm digita l conne ctivity should he lptore duce infra structure constructiona nd im prove m e nts
tora il a nd roa d ne twork s a nd a void la rge sca le proje cts whichwould m e a nsignifica nte m issions through
construction.H owe ve r,bothm e a sure s will re sultinsom e constructiona nd this brings the pote ntia l for
e m issions.

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  D igita l conne ctivity brings a nincre a se d conne cte dne ss forB orde rs re side nts throughgre a te rpurcha sing
choice s,e conom ic opportunity a nd life style cha nge s (i.e .work from hom e ).R a il/roa d ne twork
im prove m e nts bring the opportunity forincre a se d outwa rd/inwa rd journe ys whichbring e conom ic
be ne fits.The ra il ne twork brings the optionofsusta ina ble tra nsporttode stina tions outwiththe borde rs.

Soil 0 The re is a nindire ctpositive e ffe ctfrom digita l conne ctivity prom otionwhichis tha tthe pre ssure onthe
soil re source ca nbe le sse ne d a s the de m a nd forbusine ss la nd drops,a s pe ople ca nwork from hom e .
The re is the risk ofsoil disturba nce from im prove m e nts toroa d a nd ra il ne twork s butthe re is nospe cific
e vide nce a tthis sta ge .

W a te r 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d.
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Ta b le 2 (c ) K e yO utc om e 6:The provision ofke ye d uc a tion,wa ste m a na g e m e nt,g rid ,wa te ra nd wa ste wa te r

infra struc ture

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 D istricthe a ting a tL a ngle e ,a nd possibly othe rloca tions,would he lptoim prove a irqua lity.H owe ve r

de ve lopm e ntofinfra structure forwa ste wa te ra nd wa ste m a na ge m e ntwould lik e ly re sultine m issions
from construction

B iodive rsity 0 The re is pote ntia l forwa te ra nd wa ste wa te rinfra structure toprovide a dditiona l ha bita ta nd conne ctwith
the G re e nN e twork inthe B orde rs,fore xa m ple throughSU D s construction.H owe ve rthe ne ce ssa ry
constructionforothe rtype s ofinfra structure che ck s positive be ne fits

C lim a tic Fa ctors  The provisionofwa ste m a na ge m e ntinfra structure will he lpthe B orde rs work towa rds the ta rge ts ofthe
Z e roW a ste Pla n,inturn,re ducing e m issions.C e rta inwa te rorwa ste wa te rinfra structure ca nhe lpto
incre a se pla nting a nd/orstore flood wa te r,he lping toa bsorb C O 2a nd/orm itiga te e xa ce rba te d flood risk
from clim a te cha nge

C ultura l H e rita ge 0 A lthougha dditiona l infra structure de ve lopm e ntwould lik e ly bring im pa cts the loca tionorsca le a re
unk nowna nd a ny significa nce ca nnotbe de te rm ine d a tthis sta ge

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

0 A lthougha dditiona l infra structure de ve lopm e ntwould lik e ly bring im pa cts the loca tionorsca le a re
unk nowna nd a ny significa nce ca nnotbe de te rm ine d a tthis sta ge

M a te ria l A sse ts 0 Pre ssure s a re ide ntifie d inthe Propose d Pla na nd the y will re sultina dditiona l infra structure
de ve lopm e nta tsom e sta ge .H owe ve ritis conside re d tha tsince the Propose d Pla nputs forwa rd a
re la tive ly low le ve l ofde ve lopm e nta nd tha tsite s a re /ora re lik e ly tobe insusta ina ble loca tions tha tthis
a dditiona l de ve lopm e ntis nota ta significa ntle ve l

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  Infra structure de ve lopm e ntofthe type de scribe d brings a positive e ffe cta s itwill im prove the da ily live s
ofB orde rs re side nts.

Soil 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d

W a te r 0 Pre ssure s onthe wa te re nvironm e nta re lik e ly from de ve lopm e ntde scribe d;howe ve rthe sca le or
loca tionofde ve lopm e ntis unk nowna tthis sta ge .A positive im pa ctis tha tthe SFR A tha tha s be e n
unde rta k e nprovide s the opportunity forsusta ina ble flood wa te rstora ge withoutthe ne e d forsignifica nt
de ve lopm e nt.Ina dditionpolicy a nd re gula tions will prote ctthe wa te re nvironm e nt.
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Ta b le 3 (a ) K e yO utc om e 7:A c ontinue d foc uson the Sc ottish Bord e rsa sa n a ttra c tive pla c e tolive throug h im prove d

pla c e m a king a nd d e sig n,a nd the re g e ne ra tion ofourtow ns

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d

B iodive rsity  The principle s ofpla ce m a k ing a nd de signe ncoura ge susta ina ble de ve lopm e nttha tpositive ly re sponds
tothe loca l e nvironm e nt.The re ge ne ra tionoftowns m e a ns le ss pre ssure ongre e nfie ld la nd be ing
de ve lope d,whe re the re m a y be biodive rsity pote ntia l.The re will be work toconne ctthe urba n
e nvironm e nttothe G re e nN e twork ince rta inB orde rs towns.

C lim a tic Fa ctors 0 Itis notconside re d this Ke y O utcom e will e ffe ctthe SEA topic significa ntly

C ultura l H e rita ge   Principle s ofpla ce m a k ing a nd de signsta te tha tde ve lopm e ntshould positive ly re spond tothe loca l
e nvironm e nt,including the m a ny cultura l he rita ge a sse ts ofthe B orde rs.This brings a significa ntpositive
im pa ctonthe SEA topic.

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

  The use ofpla ce m a k ing a nd de signprinciple s m e a ns tha twhe re de ve lopm e ntis propose d itshould
re la te we ll tothe la ndsca pe a nd townsca pe .Se nsitive re ge ne ra tionofB orde rs towns ca nbring
significa ntbe ne fits tothe la ndsca pe a nd the townsca pe pa rticula rly.

M a te ria l A sse ts 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d.

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  Pla ce m a k ing a nd de signprinciple s should he lptoprovide susta ina ble a ttra ctive pla ce s forre side nts to
live a nd m a inta inthe higha m e nity va lue ofthe B orde rs.R e ge ne ra tionofB orde rs towns should he lpto
provide be ne fits tore side nts by e nha ncing a re a s whichca nthe nbe puttopositive use .

Soil  R e ge ne ra tionofB orde rs towns should m e a nle ss pre ssure ongre e nfie ld la nd a nd lowe rgre e nhouse
ga s e m issions due tosoil disturba nce .

W a te r 0 M a ny B orde rs towns a re loca te d onrive rs a nd the re is pote ntia l forfluvia l flood risk toa ffe ctce rta insite s
whe re re ge ne ra tionoccurs.Itis conside re d tha tpolicy,flood guida nce a nd m itiga tionm e a sure s,a s
de scribe d insite re quire m e nts,will pre ve ntne ga tive e ffe cts.



9

Ta b le 3 (b ) K e yO utc om e 8:Prote c tion a nd e nha nc e m e ntofthe a re a sna tura la nd b uilthe rita g e forthe b e ne fitof

re sid e nts,visitors,touristsa nd b usine ssopportunity

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir 0 The re a re indire ctpositive e ffe cts a s susta ina ble tra nsporta nd incre a se d pla nting (i.e .a s a pa rtofthe

G re e nN e twork )will he lptom inim ise ca rjourne ys a nd a bsorb C O 2,thus he lping tom itiga te the e ffe cts
ofa ny ha rm ful e m issions a nd m a inta ining the highqua lity ofa irqua lity inthe B orde rs.

B iodive rsity   The prote ctiona nd e nha nce m e ntofthe na tura l he rita ge ofthe B orde rs brings obvious significa nt
positive e ffe cts- the de ve lopm e ntofthe G re e nN e twork ;provisionforim prove m e nts inSpe cia l
L a ndsca pe A re a s (SL A );a nd na tura l flood stora ge ,a s putforwa rd by the SFR A ,a re e xa m ple s.The re is
pote ntia l forthe se e le m e nts tobe conne cte d (i.e .na tura l flood m a na ge m e nta s a pa rtofthe G re e n
N e twork )whichca nincre a se re cre a tiona l pote ntia l forre side nts a nd visitors.

C lim a tic Fa ctors  The be ne ficia l e ffe cts from de ve lopm e ntofsusta ina ble tra nsportlink s,incre a se d pla nting a nd
im ple m e nta tionofgre e ninfra structure ,forre ducing gre e nhouse ga s e m issions bothdire ctly a nd
indire ctly,a nd a ssisting inclim a te cha nge m itiga tionre sultina positive e ffe ct.

C ultura l H e rita ge   Proposa ls sucha s the continue d de ve lopm e ntofthe G re e nN e twork ;SL A Sta te m e nts ofIm porta nce ;
a nd consolida tionofe xisting policy whichprote cts cultura l he rita ge a nd the se tting ofbuilthe rita ge
fe a ture s,re sultina significa ntly positive score forthe SEA topic.

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

  A ga in,m e a sure s sucha s- the continue d de ve lopm e ntofthe G re e nN e twork ;the im ple m e nta tionofthe
SL A Sta te m e nts ofIm porta nce a nd consolida tionofe xisting policy whichprote cts the la ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe ofthe B orde rs,re sults ina significa ntly positive score forthe SEA topic.

M a te ria l A sse ts 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  The prote ctionofthe e xisting highqua lity ofthe B orde rs e nvironm e nt,a longside the e nha nce m e nts put
forwa rd by- continue d de ve lopm e ntofthe gre e nne twork ,provisionforla ndsca pe prote ctioninte rm s of
the SL A work ;a nd a ssocia te d e conom ic opportunitie s re sultina significa ntly positive score forthe SEA
topic.

Soil 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d

W a te r  C ontinue d de ve lopm e ntofthe G re e nN e twork brings pote ntia l fore nha nce m e nts tothe wa te r
e nvironm e nt.The Propose d Pla nis supportive ofthe conse rva tiona nd e nha nce m e ntobje ctive s ofthe
re le va ntR ive rB a sinM a na ge m e ntPla ns.The re will a lsobe continue d work toe nha nce biodive rsity a nd
wa te rqua lity inte rm s ofclim a te cha nge m itiga tiona s ide ntifie d inthe SFR A
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Ta b le 3 (c ) K e yO utc om e 9:The foc usofd e ve lopm e nton susta ina b le loc a tions

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir  A focus onsusta ina ble loca tions should he lptom inim ise ca rjourne ys a nd m a xim ise susta ina ble

tra nsportlink s re sulting ina positive score forthe SEA topic.
B iodive rsity  Ide ntifica tionofsusta ina ble loca tions should he lptom inim ise de ve lopm e ntongre e nfie ld la nd whe re

the re is the pote ntia l forbiodive rsity inte re st.Ita lsoa llows forthe provisionofbuilding inG re e nN e twork ,
gre e ninfra structure a nd susta ina ble tra nsportlink s,a nd the conne ctions be twe e nthe se e le m e nts,a s a
pa rtofde ve lopm e nt.The se e le m e nts com bine tobring a pote ntia l positive e ffe ctonbiodive rsity,flora &
fa una .

C lim a tic Fa ctors  Susta ina ble loca tions will he lptom inim ise e m issions from ca rjourne ys,a llow forthe pla nting a nd
a bsorptionbe ne fits ofthe e xpa nsionofthe G re e nN e twork tobe m a xim ise d a nd pre ve ntde ve lopm e nt
from ta k ing pla ce whe re the re is significa ntflood risk .

C ultura l H e rita ge  The focus onsusta ina ble loca tions should m e a ntha tde ve lopm e ntwhichm a y bring a dve rse im pa cts on
cultura l he rita ge will be a voide d.

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

 The focus onsusta ina ble loca tions should m e a ntha tde ve lopm e ntwhichm a y bring a dve rse im pa cts on
the la ndsca pe a nd townsca pe s ofthe B orde rs will be a voide d.

M a te ria l A sse ts  Susta ina ble loca tions,whicha re a cce ssible ,ora re se rvice d by,e xisting infra structure should m inim ise
the ne e d fora dditiona l de ve lopm e nt,this re sults ina positive score .

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

  Prom otionofsusta ina ble loca tions he lps toconsolida te the highqua lity ofe nvironm e ntforB orde rs
re side nts a nd e nha nce s this e nvironm e ntby prom oting susta ina ble tra nsportlink s tojobs/se rvice s/ope n
spa ce a nd the G re e nN e twork .This re sults ina significa ntly positive score forthe SEA topic.

Soil  The re is a nindire ctpositive e ffe ctwhichis tha tifde ve lopm e ntis propose d a wa y from gre e nfie ld
loca tions the nthe re is le ss cha nce ofa dve rse e ffe cts onthe soil re source .Ina dditionsusta ina ble
loca tions a re lik e ly tobe onbrownfie ld la nd a nd this give s rise tothe pote ntia l tocle a nupde re lictla nd

W a te r  Prom otionofsusta ina ble loca tions m e a ns a voiding a re a s whe re the re is flood risk a nd/ora re a s whe re
wa te rqua lity could be a dve rse ly a ffe cte d.
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Ta b le 3 (d ) K e yO utc om e 10:The e nc oura g e m e ntofre ne wa b le e ne rg yonlyin susta ina b le loc a tions

SEA Topic Assessment Comment
A ir   R e ne wa ble e ne rgy is prom ote d a voiding incre a se d re lia nce one ne rgy ge ne ra tionm e thods whichbring

gre e nhouse ga s e m issions.Prom otionofsusta ina ble loca tions will a void a re a s whe re e m issions m a y
ne ga te the positive be ne fits i.e .pe a tsoils forwind turbine de ve lopm e nt.A s a re sultthe re is a positive
im pa ctonthe SEA topic.

B iodive rsity 0 Indire ctly re ne wa ble e ne rgy prom otionwill he lpa void long te rm a dve rse im pa cts onbiodive rsity a nd the
Ke y O utcom e a lsose e k s toa void short-te rm a dve rse im pa cts inte rm s ofsiting ofre ne wa ble e ne rgy
sche m e s.H owe ve rim pa cts onbiodive rsity m a y still a rise .

C lim a tic Fa ctors   The proposa l brings a positive score onthe SEA topic be ca use prom otionofre ne wa ble e ne rgy he lps
towa rds na tiona l clim a te cha nge ta rge ts,a nd by ta rge ting susta ina ble loca tions a dve rse im pa cts (such
a s soil disturba nce )ca nbe m inim ise d.Itis conside re d tha tthe a voida nce ofla rge sca le fossil fue lle d
ba se d powe rge ne ra tion,whe ncom bine d withthe m e a sure s a bove ,re sults ina significa ntpositive e ffe ct

C ultura l H e rita ge  Itis conside re d tha tsusta ina ble loca tions would m e a ntha tsiting ofre ne wa ble s sche m e s would a void
a dve rse im pa cts onthe cultura l he rita ge ofthe B orde rs

L a ndsca pe a nd
townsca pe

 Itis conside re d tha tsusta ina ble loca tions would m e a ntha tsiting ofre ne wa ble s sche m e s would a void
a dve rse im pa cts onthe la ndsca pe ofthe B orde rs.This is pa rticula rly the ca se whe nthe sca le ofon-
shore wind turbine a pplica tions is a sse sse d a nd this brings a positive score forthe SEA topic.

M a te ria l A sse ts  R e ne wa ble e ne rgy insusta ina ble loca tions will a void la rge -sca le infra structure de ve lopm e ntfore ithe r
m ore ha rm ful non-re ne wa ble e ne rgy ge ne ra tionsche m e s,orforre ne wa ble sche m e s whichwould m e a n
significa ntinfra structure de ve lopm e nttha twould ne ga te the susta ina ble be ne fits.

Popula tion& hum a n
he a lth

0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d.

Soil  The a pproa chwould a void the disturba nce ofca rbonrichsoils whe nre ne wa ble s sche m e s a re
constructe d.This brings a positive be ne fita s e m issions from the soil a re m inim ise d.

W a te r 0 N oe ffe cts ide ntifie d.



A ppend ix 3 A ssessm entofP roposed P lan P olic ies

A d d end u m to the Environm entalReport

S c ottish B ord ers C ou nc il: P roposed P lan



Significa ntly Positive Positive N e utra l N e ga tive Significa ntly N e ga tive

   0 X XX

P olicy & S um m ary of
P urpose

S EA T opic A ssessm entofany S ignificantChange

P M D1:S ustainability (N ew
policy butpreviously a
P rincipleoftheConsolidated
L ocalP lan)

Air  
T hereisasignificantly positiveassessm entontheS EA topicbecausethepolicy detailstheCouncil’ssustainability
principlesw hichinclude-‘T hepreservationofairandw aterquality’;and‘T heencouragem entofw alking,cycling&
publictransportinpreferencetotheprivatecar’.T heseprinciplesseektoensurethatnodevelopm entbringsa
significantly negativeim pactonthehighstandardofairquality intheBordersordevelopm entthatresultinsignificant
increasesinm otorisedtransportw hichcouldresultinhighlevelsofem issions.

S oil 
ItisconsideredthereisapositivebenefitontheS oilS EA topicduetothesustainability principle-‘T helong-term
sustainableuseandm anagem entofland’.T hisprincipleshouldtakecognisanceoftheneedtoprotectgreenfieldland
particularly carbon-richsoilsandprim eagriculturalland.

Biodiversity,
Flora& Fauna

 
Itisconsideredthereisasignificantly positiveim pactbecauseofthesustainability principle-‘T heprotectionofnatural
resources,landscapes,habitats,andspecies’.Inprotectingtheseelem entsofthenaturalenvironm entthereisalso
significantscopetoenhancethem m ovingforw ardintothefuture.

W ater  
T hereisasignificantly positiveassessm entontheS EA topicbecauseofthesustainability principles-‘T hepreservation
ofairandw aterquality’;and‘T hem inim isationofw aste,includingw astew aterandencouragem enttoitssustainable
m anagem ent’.T heprinciplesallow forbothprotectionandenhancem entofw aterquality inlinew ithnational
guidance,andfortheconsiderationofw aterconservation,w hichisim portantinterm softheonsetofclim atechange.

L andscape&
tow nscape


T hereisapositiveim pactontheS EA topicfrom thepolicy duetotheprinciple-‘T heprotectionofnaturalresources,
landscapes,habitats,andspecies’.T heprincipleseekstoconservethehighquality oftheBorderslandscape.

CulturalHeritage 



T hereisapositiveim pactontheS EA topicfrom thepolicy duetotheprinciple-‘T heprotectionofbuiltandcultural
resources’.T heprincipleseekstoconservethebuiltheritageoftheBorders

M aterialAssets  
T heprinciples-‘T helongterm sustainableuseandm anagem entofland’;‘T heefficientuseofenergy andresources,
particularly non-renew ableresources’;and ‘T hem inim isationofw aste,includingw astew aterandencouragem entto
itssustainablem anagem ent’,provideforasignificantly positiveassessm entinterm softheS EA topic.Essentially the
respectiveprinciplesprom otesustainabledevelopm entthattakescognisanceofthesoilresource,thelocationor
volum eofresources,andthew astethatisproduced,includingitspossiblereuse.

P M D1:S ustainability
(Continued)

P opulationand
hum anhealth

 
A num berofprinciples,including-‘T heencouragem entofw alking,cycling,andpublictransportinpreferencetothe
privatecar’;‘T heprotectionofpublichealthandsafety’;‘T hesupporttocom m unity servicesandfacilities’;‘T he
provisionofnew jobsandsupporttothelocaleconom y’;and‘T heinvolvem entofthelocalcom m unity inthedesign,
m anagem entandim provem entoftheirenvironm ent’,resultinasignificantpositiveim pactontheS EA topic.T he
principlesadvocateim provem entsinthequality oflifeforBordersresidentsasw ellastheem pow erm entof
com m unitiesinplanningdecisions.

P M D2:Q uality S tandards
(G1)

-Ensurealldevelopm entis
ofahighquality

-P rovideguidanceto
developers

-Helpm eetplacem aking
principlesasexpressedby
nationalguidance

M aterialAssets 
T hepolicy referencesproperly connectedstreets,adaptability ofbuildingsandspaces,andaccessibility forw aste
vehicles.Allofthesem easuresw illlessentheim pactofincreasedinfrastructureprovision,ensuringdevelopm entis
m oresustainable.

P opulationand
hum anhealth


P roperly connectedstreets,adaptability ofbuildingsanddigitalconnectivity allbringpotentialtoim provethequality of
lifeforBordersresidentsi.e.throughaccessibility,housingprovisionorincreasedeconom ic/consum eropportunity

P M D3:L andU seAllocations

-Detailstherequirem ents
surroundingtherespective

M aterialAssets 
S tatesthatsubsidiary usesm ay beappropriatew ithinhousingsites,allow ingforw aste/recyclingorrenew ableenergy
generationinfrastructuretobedeveloped.T hisbringsapositiveeffectasby locatingthesefacilitiesclosetohousing
thereislessneedforadditionalinfrastructure.



developm entallocations Clim aticFactors  
T hepotentialforrenew ableenergy generationand/orw aste/recyclinginfrastructureallow sfordevelopm enttotake
placethathelpsachievenationalpolicy targetsassociatedw iththeZeroW asteP lanandrenew ableenergy targets.

ED3:T ow nCentres&
S hoppingDevelopm ent

-Helpsguidenew shopping
developm enttoexisting
centres,& encourages
appropriatem ixoftow n
centreuses

L andscape&
tow nscape


P rom otionoftow ncentresreducespressureonedgeof/outoftow ngreenfieldland,w hichbringsapositiveeffecton
thelandscape.Inadditionthereisthepotentialforim provem entstobem adetothetow ncentres,w hichisapositive
effectonthetow nscape

P opulationand
hum anhealth

 
P rom otionoftow ncentresbringsasignificantpositivescoreasdevelopm entw illbelocatedclosetoexistingservices,
housingandem ploym ent,thism eansitisaccessibletoresidents.Inadditionitislikely tobereachableby sustainable
transportm ethods.

ED4:CoreActivity Areasin
T ow nCentres(N ew P olicy)

-T oaim toincreaseactivity
inCoreActivity Areasin
T ow nCentresby
supportingaw iderrange
ofcom m ercialuses

Air 0
Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

0

S oil 0
W ater 0
Clim aticFactors 0
Culturalheritage 0
L andscape&
tow nscape


Encouragingdiversecom m ercialinterestsintow ncentresbringstheopportunity toregenerateorfillvacantand/or
derelictunitsandland.T hisbringsapositiveeffectonthetow nscape.

M aterialassets 0
P opulation&
hum anhealth

 
Encouragingincreasedactivity intow ncentresbringseconom icandquality oflifebenefitstoBordersresidents.In
additiontow ncentresareaccessibleby sustainabletransportm ethods.

ED5:R egeneration(N ew )
-Identifiessitesfor

Air 
R egenerationonbrow nfieldlandshouldhelptom inim iseadditionalm otorisedjourneysasthedevelopm entw illbe



redevelopm entto
encourageavariety of
usesw hichsupport
bringinglandbackinto
productiveuse

locatedclosetoexistingservices,housingandinfrastructure.T hisbringsapositivescoreby m inim isingharm ful
em issions

S oil  
T hereisasignificantpositiveeffectbecauseregenerationonbrow nfieldlandlessensthepressureongreenfieldland
w hichprotectsthesoilresourcepreventingharm fulem issionsandlossofprim eagriculturalland.Inaddition
redevelopm entofbrow nfieldlandbringstheopportunity forthere-useofcontam inatedland

W ater 0
Clim aticFactors 

T hecom binationofm inim isingem issionsthroughavoidanceofsoildisturbanceandm inim isationofm otorisedjourneys
resultsinapositiveeffectontheS EA topic

Culturalheritage 
R edevelopm entbringspotentialtoenhancederelict/rundow nbuildingsandthisbringsapositiveeffectoncultural
featuressuchaslistedbuildingsand/orconservationareas

L andscape&
tow nscape


R edevelopm entofbrow nfieldlandlessensthepressureongreenfieldlandattheedgeof/oroutoftow ns,andthisisa
positiveim pactonthelandscape.Inadditionthereisalsopositiveim pactsonthetow nscapeasredevelopm entof
derelict/rundow nbuildingsw illenhanceBorderstow ns

M aterialassets 
R edevelopm entofbrow nfieldlandshouldrequirelessinfrastructuredevelopm entthanatoutof/edgeoftow n
locationsandthism eansthedevelopm entism oresustainable

P opulation&
hum anhealth

 
T hepolicy bringsthepotentialtoim proveBordersresidentsquality oflifeastheirbuiltenvironm entisim proved;they
haveincreasedopportunity foreconom icbenefits(em ploym ent,choiceofservices)andthey haveagreaterchoiceof
accessibleservices

ED6:DigitalConnectivity
(N ew )
- T oencouragedigital

connectivity inthe
S cottishBordersi.e.

Air 
Encouragem entofdigitalconnectivity contributestoreducingm otorisedtransportjourneysandthisbringsapositive
effectasharm fulem issionsarereduced.

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

0



throughfibre-optic
broadband

S oil 
A positiveknock-oneffectisthattheneedforadditionallandforbusinessandindustriallandislessenedaspeoplecan
w orkfrom hom eorhavegoodsdelivered.T hisavoidssoildisturbanceandassociatedharm fulem issionsandlossof
prim eagriculturalland

W ater 0
Clim aticFactors 

T hecom binationofthereductionofem issionsasaresultoflessm otorisedjourneys,construction,andsoildisturbance
bringsapositiveeffect.

Culturalheritage 0
L andscape&
tow nscape


A positiveknock-oneffectisthatadditionallandfordevelopm entisnotneededw hichrelievespressureonoutof/edge
oftow nlocations

M aterialassets 
By encouragingdigitalconnectivity therelatedinfrastructuredevelopm entrequiredshouldbelessthanisneededfor
landservicingtoprovideadditionalbusinessandindustrialland,thism eanslessem issionsfrom constructionandsoil
disturbance

P opulation&
hum anhealth


Encouragingdigitalconnectivity bringsapositivequality oflifechangeasresidentshavetheopportunity tow orkfrom
hom e,accessagreaterrangeofgoods,andtakelesscarjourneys(w hichcanleadtoahealthbenefit)

ED9:R enew ableEnergy
Developm ent(D4)
(previously notassessed)
- ArticulatestheCouncil’s

supportfordevelopm ent
ofrenew ableenergy at
appropriatelocations.

- S etsouttheproposalsto
beconsideredfor

Air 
T hepolicy providesforrenew ableenergy generationw hichshouldalleviatetheneedfornon-renew ableenergy
generation,suchascoal-firedpow erstations,thatbringanegativeim pactonairquality.T hereforetheassessm entfor
thistopicispositive

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

0

S oil  
By prom otingrenew ableenergy atsustainablelocationsthepotentialforem issionsfrom disturbanceofcarbonrich
soilsisavoided,inthecontextoftheS EA topic,thisisconsideredasignificantpositiveeffect.



developm entofw ind
turbineproposals

W ater 0
Clim aticfactors  

Inprovidingforrenew ableenergy generation,thepolicy helpscontributetothenationaltargetofrenew ableenergy
outputequivalentto100% ofS cotland’senergy dem andby 2020.Inaddition,thereislessrelianceonnon-renew able
energy generationtypesthatreleaseharm fulem issions.Finally by only allow ingrenew ableenergy tobelocatedin
sustainablelocations,thepolicy negatespotentialadverseeffects,suchasdisturbanceofcarbon-richpeatsoils.T he
com binationofthesefactorsresultsinasignificantly positiveeffectontheS EA topic.

CulturalHeritage 0
L andscape&
tow nscape


P rom otionofrenew ableenergy atsustainablelocationsm eansthatthehighquality Borderslandscape-andnotjust
thelanddesignatedasanN S A -w illbebetterprotectedfrom theim pactsoflargescalerenew ableenergy
developm ents.

M aterialassets 
Althoughprom otionofsustainablerenew ableenergy generationschem esw illnecessitateinfrastructuredevelopm ent,
inm any casestheschem esaresm allscaleandoverallitisconsideredthereislessneedforinfrastructuredevelopm ent
thatm ay releaseem issionsthroughconstructionandconstructiontraffic.

P opulation&
hum anhealth


P rom otionofsustainablerenew ableenergy schem esallow sforcom m unity orindividualbenefits,inturnthisbringsa
positiveeffectontheS EA topicasBordersresidentscanexploitsustainableeconom icbenefits.

HD2:Housinginthe
Countryside(D2)

-Aim stoconservethe
Borderscountrysideby
preventinginappropriate
housingoutsideof
settlem entboundaries

Culturalheritage 
T hesection,‘R ebuilding’ isseparatedouttocover‘R estoration’ (D)and‘R eplacem entDw ellings’ (E).U nderthenew
sectionEitisstatedthattheproposalsshouldbeinkeepingw iththeexistingoriginalbuildinginterm sofscale,extent,
form andarchitecturalcharacter.T hesechangesbetterarticulatetheapproachtoim portantbuildingsinthe
countrysideandbringapositivebenefitasaresult.

L andscape&
tow nscape


Asdetailedabovetherehavebeenstructuralchangestothepolicy tobetterarticulatetheapproachtocertaintypesof
buildinginthecountryside;asaresultitisconsideredthisbringapositivescoretotheT opicbecauseaknock-oneffect
isthatthelandscapew illbenefitfrom anim provedapproachtodevelopm entproposals.



HD5:CareandR etirem ent
Hom es(previously not
assessed)

- T oensureapplicationsfor
careandretirem ent
hom estakeaccountof
identifiedlocalneedfor
suchfacilities

N /A N osignificanteffectsidentifiedfrom thepolicy orrevisions.

EP 1:InternationalN ature
ConservationS itesand
S pecies(N E1)

-Givesinternationally
designatedsites& species
protectionfrom
developm ent

-Definespotential
requirem entfor
appropriateassessm entor
w orktoestablishpresence
ofprotectedspecies

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna


T hepolicy isextendedtobetterarticulatetheprotectionforEuropeanP rotectedS peciesby statingthatw heretheir
presenceissuspectedthereisthenecessity forafullassessm entofthesiteandsitesurroundsinquestion.T hisbringsa
positiveeffectonbiodiversity.

EP 2:N ationalN ature
ConservationS itesand
S pecies(N E2)

-P rotectnationally
im portantsites& species
from developm ent

-Avoidadverseeffectson

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna


T hepolicy isextendedtobetterarticulatetheprotectionfornationally im portantspeciesasdefinedby theW ildlife&
CountrysideActandP rotectionofBadgersAct.Indoingthisthereshouldbeapositiveeffectonbiodiversity.



siteintegrity & for
m itigationofany
acceptablelossofhabitat

EP 3:L ocalBiodiversity (N E3)

-T osafeguardtheintegrity
ofhabitatsandspecies
w hichhavearegional
im portance

-L istscriteriathat
developm entshould
introducetoavoidadverse
im pactsonand/orto
im provelocalbiodiversity

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

 
T hepolicy isextendedtobetterarticulatetheprotection toBordersN otableS peciesandHabitatsofConservation
Concern.Additionalcriteriaareintroducedtoensurethatdevelopm entdoesnotbringanetlossinbiodiversity value,
andanecosystem sapproachtohabitatcreation/restorationisincluded.T hesum ofthesechangesisthatthereshould
beasignificantlevelofprotectiontobiodiversity,w hichisbetterdetailed,andthattherew illbeim provem entstothe
localbiodiversity valueasaresultofdevelopm ent.Asaresultthereisasignificantpositiveim pactontheS EA topic.

EP 4:N ationalS cenicAreas
(EP 1)

- T oprotectandenhance
thescenicqualitiesofthe
tw oN ationalS cenicAreas

- Developm entw illbe
perm ittedw herethe
designation& landscape
valueofthesite&
surroundsw illnotbe
com prom ised,orw herea
proposalbringssocialor
econom icbenefitsof
nationalim portance

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna


By introducingthesurroundsofdesignatedlanddevelopm entproposalsw illbetterconsidertheuseoflandscape
enhancem entm easuresthatm ay bringaknock-onpositiveeffectonbiodiversity

CulturalHeritage 
By introducingthesurroundsofdesignatedlanddevelopm entproposalsw illbetterconsidertheuseoflandscape
enhancem entm easuresthatm ay bringaknock-onpositiveeffectonculturalheritagefeatures

L andscape&
tow nscape


By introducingthesurroundsofdesignatedlandthescenicqualitiesofthedesignatedlandw illbebetterprotected
from adverseeffectsfrom developm ent



EP 6:CountrysideAround
T ow ns(CAT )(EP 3)(N ot
previously fully assessed)

- T oensurethatthe
identifiedCAT areais
protected

- Aim stoavoidpiecem eal
developm entand
coalescenceof
settlem ents

- S tatesproposalsshould
aim toconsiderthe
m aintenanceand
im provem entofthe
environm ent

Air 0

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

 
T heprotectionoftheoutstandingenvironm entoftheCAT areaandtherequirem entforproposalstoconsiderthe
m aintenanceandim provem entoftheenvironm entallow sform easuresw hichprom otebiodiversity,nativeplanting,
greennetw orkdevelopm entetctobepursued.

S oil 
T hepolicy helpstodirectdevelopm enttow ardsbrow nfieldsitesorsitesw ithinsettlem entboundaries.Indoingsothe
pressureonagriculturallandand/orsoilsw ithcarbonstoragecapacity islessened.

W ater 0

Clim aticFactors 
T hecom binationofpositiveeffectsonbiodiversity,floraandfauna;soil;andpopulationandhum anhealth,resultsina
knock-onpositiveeffectfortheclim aticfactorsS EA topicduetothereducedem issionsandclim atechangeadaptation
w orkthatw illbeundertaken.

Culturalheritage 
Culturalandhistoricheritagesitesandtheirsettingareprotectedfrom piecem ealdevelopm entw hichcouldhave
adverseeffects.Inadditionthereisprovisionforenhancem entstotheirsettingandtheaccesstothesitestobem ade
i.e.throughgreennetw orkm easures.

L andscape&
tow nscape

 
T hepolicy bringsasignificantpositiveeffectbecausetheoutstandingenvironm entoftheCAT areaisprotectedfrom
piecem ealdevelopm entandthecoalescenceofsettlem ents.Inadditionm easuresw hichm ay im provethelandscape
areprovidedfor.

M aterialassets 0
P opulation&
hum anhealth


T hereisapositiveeffectbecauseby protectingtheCAT areafrom piecem ealdevelopm entandcoalescence,the
attributesforw hichthelandscapeisprotectedcanbebetterenjoyedby residentsandvisitors.Inadditionthereis
provisionforbetterfacilitiesandsustainabletransportlinkstobeprovided.



EP 8:ArchaeologicalS itesand
AncientM onum ents(BE2)

-S tatestheCouncil’s
positionrelatingto
developm entsthatm ay
affectS cheduled
M onum ents,sitesnotyet
scheduledorregional/
localsites

-S tatessupportfor
proposalsonnationalor
regionalbattlefieldsthat
seekto
protect/conserve/enhance

CulturalHeritage 
Im provedadviceonthesettingofhistoricstructuresorplacesthroughreferenceofHistoricS cotland’sM anaging
ChangeintheHistoricS cotlandEnvironm entGuidanceN oteonS etting,andtheintroductionoftheprotectionof
battlefieldsthroughsupportforproposalsw hichseektoprotectconserve&/orenhancelandscapecharacteristicsor
im portantfeaturesofthebattlefieldresultinapositiveeffectontheS EA topic.

EP 10:GardensandDesigned
L andscapes(BE3)

- S tatesCouncilw ill
supportdevelopm ent
proposalsthat
safeguard/conservesites
intheInventory of
GardensandDesigned
L andscapesorincluded
inhistoricgardensand
designedlandscapes
records

- S tateddevelopm ent
shouldbeofthehighest

CulturalHeritage 
Designstatem entsarereferencedw hichw illhelpdeliverahighstandardofdesigntoprotectculturalorlandscape
features,thisresultsinapositivescorefortheS EA topic.

L andscape&
tow nscape


AsforCulturalHeritage.



standardandproposals
bringinganadverse
im pactw illberefused

- Designstatem entsare
encouraged

EP 12:GreenN etw orks(N ew )

-T oprom oteandsupport
developm entsthat
enhancegreennetw orks

-M itigationifaproposal
createsanegativeim pact

-CognisanceoftheN etw ork
from proposalsthat
requiretocrossit

Air 
P rotectionofgreennetw orksw illensuresustainabletransportroutes(likeform errailw ays)canbeenhancedandused
toprovidealternativestoroads,asaresultthereisapositivescorebecauseharm fulem issionsarereduced.

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

 
P rotectionofgreennetw orksbringssignificantopportunity fortheincreasedconservationofspeciesandhabitats,as
w ellasthecreationofnew habitats,includingw ithinthew aterenvironm ent.T hisprovidestheopportunity for
increasedbiodiversity intheBordersandisasignificantpositivescorefortheassessm ent.

S oil 0
W ater  

P rotectionofgreennetw orkshasthepotentialtoincludethew aterenvironm ent,thusgivingtheopportunity forthe
conservationandenhancem entofw aterbasedhabitatsandspecies.Inadditiongreennetw orkprotectionhelpsthe
potentialofthedevelopm entofnaturalfloodm anagem entproposals,andotherm easurestoensureim provem entof
w aterquality.T hecom binationoftheseeffectsresultsinasignificantly positivescore.

Clim aticFactors  
P rotectionofgreennetw orksallow sforthepotentialforelem entstoindividually andcum ulatively contributeto
clim atechangem itigationandadaptation;theseelem entsincludenaturalfloodm anagem ent,increasedplanting,and
sustainabletransportroutes.T hesum ofthisisthatthereisasignificantpositiveim pactontheS EA topic.

Culturalheritage 
P rotectionofgreennetw orksallow sforthebenefitstotheBorderscultural/historicassetstobeexploredi.e.through
enhancem entstoaccessroutesorthesettingofsuchassets;thisbringsapositiveassessm entscore.

L andscape&
tow nscape


P rotectionofgreennetw orksallow sforthebenefitstotheBorderslandscapetobeexploredi.e.increasedplantingor
naturalfloodm anagem entetc;thisbringsapositiveassessm entscore.

M aterialassets 0



P opulation&
hum anhealth

 
P rotectionofgreennetw orksallow sforthebenefitstohum anhealth/quality oflifetobedevelopedi.e.developm ent
ofsustainabletransportroutes,accesstothecountrysideetc.T hereisasignificantpositiveim pactontheS EA topicasa
result.

IS 1:P ublicInfrastructureand
L ocalS erviceP rovision
(Inf12)(P reviously not
assessed)

-T opreventany
developm entthatw ould
adversely affectfuture
publicinfrastructureand
localserviceprovision

M aterialassets  
P reventionofdevelopm entthatm ay haveadverseim pactsonnecessary infrastructureisconsideredasignificant
positiveim pact.Itisconsideredim portantthatfuturedevelopm entisassustainableaspossibleandthatinfrastructure
provisionisanintegralpartofthis

P opulation&
Hum anHealth

 
T heprotectionoflocalserviceprovisionissignificantly positiveonthisS EA topicbecauseitisconsideredvitaltothe
protectionofthevitality ofthem any tow nsandvillagesoftheBorders.

IS 2:DeveloperContributions
(G5)(P reviously not
assessed)
-T oprovideguidanceon

how theCouncilintendsto
com ply w ithplanning
adviceonS ection75
P lanningAgreem ents

N /A T hispolicy doesnotaffectany oftheS EA topics.

IS 3:DeveloperContributions
R elatedtotheBorders
R ailw ay (G6)(P reviously not
assessed)
-T oseekdeveloper

contributionstow ardsthe
costofreinstatingthe

P opulation&
Hum anHealth


ItisconsideredthereisanindirectpositiveeffectontheS EA topic.T hegenerationoffundsthroughdeveloper
contributionsw illhelptodelivertheBordersR ailw ay w hichinturnw illbringpositiveim pactsontheBorders
population,particularly thoseintheCentralS DA.



W averley R ailw ay L inein
postcodesectorsw here
housingw illbenefitfrom
theline

IS 4:T ransportDevelopm ent
& Infrastructure(Inf1)

-ArticulatestheCouncil’s
supportforschem esto
providenew & im proved
infrastructure

Air 
T hepolicy prom otesinitiativestoim provetherailnetw orkintheBorders,asw ellasproposalsfortransport
infrastructurethataresustainableandthatdonothaveadverseim pactsontheenvironm entandthisisconsideredto
bringapositiveim pactontheS EA topicasitw illhelpm inim iseharm fulem issionsfrom m otorisedtransport.

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna

0

Clim aticfactors 
Itisconsideredthereisapositivescorebecausesustainabletransportproposalsw illhelpm inim iseharm fulgreenhouse
gasem issions.

M aterialAssets 
T hereisapositivescorebecausesustainabletransportproposalsw illentailinfrastructuredevelopm entw hichdoesnot
adversely affecttheenvironm entandissustainableinitsexecution

P opulationand
hum anhealth

 
P rom otionofsustainabletransportproposals,particularly expansionofrailintheBorders,providesresidentsw iththe
opportunity toreachaw iderjobm arketandagreaterrangeofservices.O thersustainableproposalsgivethepotential
ofhealthbenefitsandquality oflifeim provem ents.

IS 8:Flooding(previously G4)

-Generalprinciplenew
developm entshouldnot
beperm ittedifitw ouldbe
atsignificantfloodrisk
from any source/increase
floodriskelsew here

Biodiversity,flora
& fauna


P rom otionofnaturalfloodm anagem enthasthepotentialtobringbiodiversity,floraandfaunabenefitsthroughthe
creationandrestorationofw oodlandandw etlands

W ater  
T heP roposedP lan(P P )revisedpolicy m entionstheCouncil’sw orktoim provefloodpreventionandm itigation
m easuresincludingtheFloodP rotectionS chem eIm plem entationP rogram m e;intentiontoproduceS upplem entary
P lanningGuidance(S P G)onFlooding,includingnaturalfloodm anagem ent;participationinstudiesetctohelpestablish
suitablem easuresfornaturalfloodm anagem ent



-Certaindevelopm enton
landw hichis0.5% > w ill
notbeperm ittedi.e.civil
infrastructure

-P rovidesrequirem entsfor
developersi.e.aFR A

Clim aticFactors 
FloodP rotectionS chem escovervarioustim escalesandw illbeabletofactorinchangesanticipatedduetoclim ate
change.T hew orkundertakenonnaturalfloodm anagem entw illalsobeusedtom itigateandpreventtheriskfrom
increasedfloodingduetoclim atechange

IS 9:W asteW aterT reatm ent
S tandardsandS ustainable
U rbanDrainage

-T oachievesatisfactory
disposalofsew ageandto
m aintainandim prove
standardsofpublichealth.

-EstablishestheCouncil’s
hierarchy ofpreference
fordealingw ithw aste
w aterassociatedw ithnew
developm ent

T hepolicy isnow anam algam ationofthepreviously assessedpolicies,W asteW aterT reatm entS tandards(Inf5)and S ustainableU rban
Drainage(Inf6);how everthepreviousassessm entundertakenisstillrelevant.

IS 14:Crem atorium P rovision
(Inf12a)(P reviously not
assessed)
-S etsoutparam etersfor

any futurecrem atorium
application

Air 
Indirectly thepolicy helpstom aintainthehighstandardofairquality intheBorders.T hisisachievedthroughsiting
criteriaw hichshouldensurethattheem issionsfrom thew orkingsofthecrem atorium ,andtheem issionsofpeople
accessingthefacility,donothaveadverseim pactsonairquality.T hisbringsapositiveim pactontheS EA topic.

M aterialAssets 
Indirectly thepolicy bringsapositiveim pactontheS EA topic.T hisisbecausetheappropriatesitingandparam etersofa
new facility w illhelptheCouncilachieveefficiency inresourcessuchasroaddevelopm ent.

IS 15:R adio
T elecom m unications(Inf8)
(P reviously notassessed)

Biodiversity,
Flora& Fauna


T hepolicy hasapositiveim pactontheS EA topic.T hisisbecausethepolicy seekstom inim iseenvironm entalim pactof
thistypeofdevelopm entanditisconsideredthatanim portantpartofthisw ouldbetoprotectthenaturalheritageof
theBorders.



-S etsoutCouncilposition
tosupport
expansion/diversification
ofthetelecom m unications
industry butinw aysw hich
m inim iseitsvisualand
environm entalim pact

L andscape&
T ow nscape


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Ea ste rnSD A 1 a nd 2M a ps (M a ps 1-8;e a ch se ttle m e nts m a p is re fe re nce d in
bra ck e ts)

D u ns (1)

1.1 The Duns map shows that there are two main constraints evident; prime quality
agricultural land and landscape capacity issues. The Berwickshire area contains a
significant amount of arable land located on largely brown earthy soils and as a result
there is a lot of farming land. It would be hard to avoid allocating sites in Duns, and
Berwickshire as a whole, without locating it on prime agricultural soil. It is not
considered that the allocations identified result in a negative effect due to loss of
agricultural land because they are located within the existing settlement boundary and
are unlikely to be used for agriculture/farming processes.

1.2 The Borders Landscape Capacity Assessment (1998) identifies a number of
constraints on the land surrounding Duns. The land to the west is constrained because
of its role in preventing settlement coalescence and in providing views to the designed
landscape of Duns Castle; the land to the north constrains settlement expansion
because of the steep slope and again the designed landscape could be negatively
affected by development. It is not considered the allocations identified bring any
negative effect on the elements of this constraint, the new allocation at ADUNS023
should help to direct development southward into an area identified for longer-term
development, thus avoiding pressures elsewhere around the settlement.

P reston (1)

1.3 As for Duns, the allocation is located on prime agricultural land and the same
consideration as discussed applies. Preston is a very small village and redevelopment
will need to carefully consider scale and context.

C old ingham (1)

1.4 Again, the allocation requires consideration of prime agricultural land and the same
argument as before applies. In addition, Coldingham is a historic village with
development having occurred around the old Priory and the three Burns. It is not
considered that the allocation will bring any negative effects, but archaeological
evaluation may be necessary.

Eyem ou th (1)

1.5 The map shows that the coastal area of Eyemouth and the main shopping and amenity
area of the High Street have a number of constraints. The two redevelopment options
give the opportunity to enhance the Conservation Area, but at the same time
development will have to be sensitive in line with Local Development Plan (LDP)
policy. The harbour area of Eyemouth is at risk of Coastal Flooding however the area
is already built up and there should be no exacerbation of any risk from
redevelopment; however there should be avoidance of certain land uses. It is not
considered there would be any negative effects on the Special Landscape Area (SLA)
from development, as the sites are within the settlement boundary and cover small
areas.



Reston (2)

1.6 The allocations identified do not raise potential for significant effects; BR6 is located on
prime agricultural land but it is within the settlement boundary and is not used for
agricultural/farming processes. There may need to be archaeological investigation
before development at BR5.

H u tton (2)

1.7 The allocation identified does not raise significant effects. BHU2B is located on prime
agricultural land but it is within the settlement boundary and is not used for
agricultural/farming processes, there may need to be archaeological investigation at
the north west. Hutton is a small village and development will need to take into account
the scale and context of the village.

A yton (2)

1.8 The allocated site at Ayton is located away from the Conservation Area but there is still
the possibility of archaeological remains, however some development has taken place
on site and there have been no issues. The site brings the potential for sustainable
transport links through the rest of the village and to the Local Plan Amendment site
next door (not shown on map).

C hirnsid e (2)

1.9 The site identified is partially developed and no environmental constraints are
identified. The site can be shown to be in a sustainable location as it is infill within the
settlement and is adjacent to a Right of Way which leads to the town centre.

C e ntra l SD A

Earlston (1)

1.10 The Earlston Earlston map highlights the extent of flood risk in the town and each of
the allocations shown are located at least partially within the area identified. In addition,
the Turfford Burn is also designated as part of the River Tweed Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) and runs through the two redevelopment sites shown. On the face
of it the southern side of Earlston is significantly constrained in terms of flood risk;
however the fact that the area is already built up shows that development can be
achieved. To mitigate potential impacts Flood Risk Assessments will be required and
some uses may not be appropriate. It will be important to avoid exacerbation of the
identified risk, particularly when future climate change is considered. Redevelopment
should be able to take place without adverse effects on the integrity of the Turfford
Burn, for example the new high school has been built with the burn running through the
site. Proposed Plan policy and legislation will require that a Habitats Regulations
Appraisal (HRA) is undertaken on any proposal which may bring likely significant
effects on the Turfford Burn.

H eiton (1)

1.11 The settlement is located on prime agricultural land however it is not considered that
there is any negative effect involved in allocating the two sites identified. This is for the



same reason as discussed at Duns above. There is a positive benefit in that both the
sites have good sustainable transport links to the surrounding countryside.

S prou ston (1)

1.12 There are no significant constraints identified on the site, RSP2B; although some
archaeological investigation may be required. Development will need to take into
account the character of Sprouston, which is a small, attractive village.

C lovenford s (1)

1.13 The site, EC6 is located on land identified as being at risk of flooding and as being
part of the River Tweed SAC. As a result development of the site will need to avoid
adverse effects; this is likely to be achieved by planting or SUDS creation on the
eastern boundary. The site also bounds the Tweed, Ettrick and Yarrow Confluences
SLA and to avoid negative impacts on the landscape it is likely planting will be required
to define the edge of the settlement and to ensure a better fit.

D arnic k(1)

1.14 Darnick is located within the Central SDA on the well developed corridor of the
A6091. However this area is also well designated for its outstanding landscape, as
shown by the National Scenic Area (NSA) and SLA designations. There is a risk of
coalescence in this area, which is shown on the yellow landscape constraint; the site,
EM9B is removed from this constraint, within the settlement boundary. EM9B will need
to avoid exacerbation of the flood risk identified on the eastern part of the site and a
Flood Risk Assessment will be required. It is also possible that archaeological
investigation will be required as the site is located adjacent to the old railway line.

1.15 There is the possibility of positive benefits due to the outstanding setting and the
availability of sustainable transport links to the countryside and nearby settlements.

Tweed bank(2)

1.16 The railway station is located in a highly sustainable location, able to serve the
population and industrial land located around it and using previously developed land.
the landscape constraint to the north should not be relevant because it is associated
with the change in level on that part of the land which would be seen to breach the
settlement edge.

Newtown S tB oswells (2)

1.17 The two allocated sites are within the NSA but they are also within the settlement
boundary and can therefore be developed without negative effects. The housing site,
ENT4B, may require a Flood Risk Assessment as the land adjacent is identified on the
1:200 strategic flood risk layer.

M elrose (2)

1.18 The two sites are located within the National Scenic Area, although they are also
both within the settlement boundary, and both are relatively well screened, and fit well
into the landscape. The site at EM32B is significantly developed already and therefore
the archaeological features are not applicable; there may need to be some
archaeology investigation at EM4B. Both sites have positive effects in that they are



located in attractive settings with sustainable transport links available to nearby
services and employment options.

Jed bu rgh (3)

1.19 The redevelopment sites located in the centre of Jedburgh are subject to a number of
constraints, including the River Tweed SAC and flood risk. However the areas in
question are already built up and as long as there is adequate mitigation to avoid
adverse effects built into site requirements it is not envisaged that there will be
negative environmental effects. On the eastern edge the housing sites identified will
need to take cognisance of the SLA (sites RJ30B and RJ2B), and the rural, detached
character of the land to the east (RJ14B) however both of these constraints are
adjacent to the allocations and it is likely structure planting can be used to contain the
development. All of the sites shown are considered to be sustainable in terms of
access to Jedburgh.

Kelso (4)

1.20 The two MIR options for Kelso, AKELSO21 and AKELSO22 are both included in the
Proposed Plan, and aside from the loss of prime agricultural land they do not have any
constraints which would bring the potential for negative impacts. There are no
constraints identified at RKE17B and the situation is similar for the site, RKE15F; the
landscape constraint adjacent to this allocation is not relevant as it refers to that land
not being suitable for expansion ‘due to the physical and perceptual distance from the
existing settlement’. The site at RKE12B will require a Flood Risk Assessment to
establish the degree of flood risk and a Habitats Regulations Appraisal to avoid
adverse effects on the integrity of the River Tweed SAC, cognisance of the Tree
Preservation Order will also be required.

Galashiels (5 & 6)

1.21 The Galashiels East map shows that the settlement has a number of significant
constraints evident, mainly associated with the River Tweed and associated SAC, and
flood risk. However it must also be noted that the settlement has grown along the route
of the river, in the valley. Therefore proposed development should respect this and, to
avoid significant effect from flood risk and/or avoid damage to the integrity of the SAC,
mitigation measures will have to be identified for any development proposed at zED2
and RGALA003. It may also be necessary to investigate archaeological features.

1.22 The Galashiels west map shows that the site zRO4 and zRO6 will need to consider
the same issues as for zED2 above, due to their location adjacent the water. There
may also need to be archaeological investigation at development of these sites and
EGL19B. It is judged that the two redevelopment sites, RGALA002 and RGALA004,
will not bring significant negative impacts but that archaeological investigation may be
required at the former. Landscape considerations will also be important at EGL43 due
to its location within the SLA; however the site covers a small area and it not
considered to bring a significant negative impact.

H awic k(7 )

1.23 The picture in Hawick is similar to that in Galshiels. The map shows that the various
redevelopment sites will need to consider the potential effects from flood risk, as well
the need for any construction work to avoid adverse impacts on the River Tweed SAC.
It is considered that mitigation measures such as flood risk assessment and HRA will
avoid negative effects. In addition Council policy will prevent certain uses, due to flood



risk, and provide for protection of the SAC. In some instances archaeological
investigation will be necessary, as will any potential impacts on Listed Buildings.

S elkirk(8 )

1.24 Selkirk is also situated on a river and therefore the same constraints apply as
discussed for Galashiels and Hawick; this is the case for the housing site ESE10B. The
housing site will also need to be designed carefully so as not to negatively impact on
the Special Landscape Area, site requirements will need to mention this point. Towards
the town centre there may be the need for archaeological investigation when any
redevelopment occurs. Listed buildings are not considered to be a significant issue but
the site RSELK004 is located within the Conservation Area and so there is opportunity
to improve the townscape but also risk that the development is not sensitive to the
character of the area. Site requirements will be necessary to ensure an appropriate
proposal is put forward. Housing site ESE2 is also adjacent to the SLA and its
development will need to consider the surrounding landscape, site requirements
should be provided to ensure this occurs in any proposal.

W e ste rnSD A

P eebles (1)

1.25 The map shows that the surrounds of Peebles are either designated as a SLA or
constrained in the Landscape Character Assessment. It is considered that the majority
of the allocations avoid these designations; however some mitigation will be required to
ensure no negative impact, particularly for APEEB041 at the northern edge of Peebles.
The sites, TP7B, TP200 and APEEB041 will require Flood Risk Assessments because
parts of their site area are on land within the 1:200 flood risk map. All the sites shown
are located away from the River Tweed SAC and no HRA will be necessary for
proposals. Sites MPEEB006 and APEEB044 show that there are constraints in relation
to Listed Buildings. These sites both have an approved application (Consent has not
yet been issued as the application is subject to a Section 75 legal agreement). The site
requirement for both MPEEB006 and APEEB044 sites specifies that each site should
be developed in accordance to that application or if in the event that the site is not
developed a Planning Brief will be required in the form of Supplementary Guidance.

Innerleithen (2)

1.26 In Innerleithen the river and associated SAC are a significant consideration for the
business and industrial use at zEL16. As previously discussed site requirements and
adherence to Council policy on flood risk and international nature designations will be
important mitigation measures. Other constraints identified include the need for
archaeological investigation and consideration of the impact on listed buildings (zRO9).
Again, mitigation measures can be identified in the site requirements for these
allocations to avoid adverse effects.

W alkerbu rn (2)

1.27 The map shows that Walkerburn has a complex set of constraints and that the
redevelopment allocation, ZR200, will need a comprehensive set of site requirements
to avoid significant environmental effects. The hazard zones will require consultation
with the health and safety executive, to establish how design of a proposal can avoid
impact on the pipe-lines and vice-versa. In addition to this there will require to be
assessment of the ground to establish the nature of any contamination and what



remedial work will be required. In addition to this, there will also be a requirement for a
flood risk assessment to avoid adverse effects from the identified flood risk.
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- the a sse ssm e ntforthis site withre ga rds tothe positive be ne fits is the sa m e a s forR EYEM 003a bove .

M itigation
- Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt(a lthoughthe site is a lre a dy de ve lope d)
- a dhe re nce toL D P policy EP9,C onse rva tionA re a s
- de pe nde ntonthe na ture ofthe re de ve lopm e nta rcha e ologica l work s m a y be ne ce ssa ry
M R EST001
- R e ston

0   0  0  0  



C om m ent
- this site wa s pre viously a lloca te d inthe C L P (z R 013)a nd ha s a pla nning brie fwhichwa s subje cttoSEA .
- M R EST001cha nge s the use tom ixe d use from re de ve lopm e nt.This is notconside re d significa ntinte rm s ofSEA .

M itigation
- The brie fsta te s tha tca re ful conside ra tionshould be m a de re ga rding the B -liste d A uctionM a rtbuilding
- The site ha s pla nning pe rm issiona nd this ha s de a ltwithflood issue s.

C ENTRA L S D A
R EA R L 001
- Ea rlston

 x
R ive rTwe e d
SA C runs
throughthe
site .

0
Possible
conta m ina tion.

x
The site is
ide ntifie d a s
be ing a trisk of
flooding.

 0
Possible a rcha e ologica l
inte re st.

0 0  

C om m ent
- principle ofde ve lopm e nta lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site is highly a cce ssible tose rvice s
- re de ve lopm e ntbrings opportunity toim prove the townsca pe a nd he lpre lie ve pre ssure onthe la ndsca pe surrounding Ea rlston
- itis conside re d tha tde spite the R ive rTwe e d SA C de signa tion,a nd the flood risk ,the re is a lre a dy de ve lopm e nta long the Turrford B urna nd a s such

re de ve lopm e ntca nbe a chie ve d withm inim a l ne ga tive e nvironm e nta l im pa ct

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nttoe nsure noa dve rse im pa ctonsite inte grity ofR ive rTwe e d SA C
- Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt(a lthoughthe site is a lre a dy de ve lope d)
- inve stiga tionofa rcha e ologica l inte re st
R G A L A 002
- G a la shie ls

   0  0
A rcha e ologica l inte re st
& 3C -liste d buildings
a ssocia te d withKirk
B ra e

 0  



C om m ent
- principle ofde ve lopm e nta lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site is loca te d withinwa lk ing dista nce ofse rvice s
- the re is pote ntia l toe nha nce the townsca pe a nd he lpre lie ve pre ssure onthe la ndsca pe surrounding G a la shie ls
- m inim ise s a dve rse e ffe cts onsoil a nd biodive rsity.
- the C ouncil’s a rcha e ologistha s com m e nte d the re a re nok nowna rcha e ologica l im plica tions

M itigation
- a dhe re nce toL D P policy EP7L iste d B uildings
R G A L A 003
- G a la shie ls

 x
A dja ce ntto
R ive rTwe e d
SA C a nd
pha se 1
ha bita t

 x
Flood risk

 0 0 0 0

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the positive be ne fits a re the sa m e a s forR G A L A 002a bove

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nttoa void lik e ly significa nte ffe ct(L SE)onR ive rTwe e d SA C site inte grity;site cle a ra nce outside ofbre e ding se a son;surve ys for

prote cte d spe cie s
- Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt(a lthoughthe site is a lre a dy de ve lope d)
R G A L A 004
- G a la shie ls

   0  0  0  

C om m ent
- principle ofde ve lopm e nta lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the positive be ne fits a re la rge ly sim ila ra s forR G A L A 002a bove

M itigation
- N one ide ntifie d
A G A L A 027
- G a la shie ls

 0 x
Site would

m e a nloss of
a gricultura l

0 x
Site is in

prom ine nt

0 0 0 



la nd.
D e ve lopm e nt

re quire s
significa nte a rth

m oving

northfa cing

slope ,

e le va te d

from re stof

G a la shie ls

C om m ent
- the site wa s include d inthe M IR a s a pre fe rre d optiona nd site re quire m e nts we re indica te d.C onsulta tioncom m e nts ha ve nota dde d tothe pre vious findings.

M itigation
- the e xisting site re quire m e ntfrom the M IR ,sta ting the re should be substa ntia l pla nting onthe southwe ste rnbounda ry,should m itiga te the im pa ctofthe

de ve lopm e ntfrom the prom ine nce ofthe northfa cing slope
A G A L A 029
- G a la shie ls

 0
Site is

a dja ce ntto
R ive rTwe e d

SA C .
H owe ve r
the re is a
roa d a nd

ste e pba nk
inbe twe e n
a nd itis not
conside re d
significa nt
e ffe cts a re
possible

0 x
Pa rtofsite is

withinthe
1:200ye a r
flood risk
e nve lope .

H owe ve rthe
site is

significa ntly
e le va te d from
the rive ra nd
flood risk is

highly unlik e ly

x
Site is
loca te d

a dja ce ntto
Twe e d,
Ettrick &
Ya rrow

C onflue nce s
SL A a nd

a dja ce ntto
A bbotsford
G D L ,with
prote cte d

tre e s onthe
southe a st

e dge

0
The re m a y be

a rcha e ologica l inte re st.
Pre vious obje ctions

from H istoric Scotla nd
onthis site ha ve be e n

re m ove d

0 0  

C om m ent
- the site wa s include d inthe M IR a s a pre fe rre d optiona nd site re quire m e nts we re indica te d.Itis notconside re d consulta tionre sponse s a dd a nything tothe

a sse ssm e ntofthe site .

M itigation
- the pla nting indica te d inthe M IR should be sufficie nttoe nsure a ny de ve lopm e ntfits withinthe la ndsca pe .Ina ddition,itshould he lptobolste rprote ctionfrom



the rive r(flood risk )a nd forthe R ive rTwe e d SA C ;a lthougha s sta te d we be lie ve the roa d a nd ste e pba nk would pre ve nta dve rse e ffe cts.This ca nbe
confirm e d inthe H R A forthe Propose d Pla n.

- Inve stiga tionofpote ntia l a rcha e ologica l inte re st

R H A W I010
- H a wick

  0
Possible
conta m ina tion.
R e de ve lopm e nt
would bring the
opportunity to
‘cle a n-up’ the
site

0  0
B -liste d building

 0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site is a cce ssible tose rvice s a nd would m inim ise ca rjourne ys
- re de ve lopm e ntwould bring pote ntia l toim prove the townsca pe ,a nd re lie ve pre ssure onthe la nd surrounding H a wick ,inte rm s ofsoil a nd biodive rsity

re source s

M itigation
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion
- a dhe re nce toL D P policy,EP7L iste d B uildings
- C onside ra tionofim pa ctonTre e Pre se rva tionO rde r
R H A W I011
- H a wick

   0  0  0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onthe site
- the site pe rform s we ll inthe a sse ssm e nt;the positive fa ctors a re cove re d inthe a sse ssm e ntforR H A W I010

M itigation
- N one ide ntifie d
R H A W I012
- H a wick

 0  0
Site is

a dja ce ntto
flood risk a re a

 0
W ithinC onse rva tion

A re a

 0  

C om m ent



- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onthe site
- the positive e le m e nts ofthe a sse ssm e nta re cove re d inthe a sse ssm e ntforR H A W I010

M itigation
- a dhe re nce topolicy,EP9C onse rva tionA re a s
R H A W I013
- H a wick

 x
A dja ce ntto
R ive rTwe e d
SA C .
Possible
EPS

0
Possible
conta m ina tion.

x
Site is
ide ntifie d a s
be ing a trisk of
flooding

 x
Possible a rcha e ologica l
fe a ture s

 0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the positive e le m e nts ofthe a sse ssm e nta re cove re d inthe a sse ssm e ntforR H A W I010

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nttoa void L SEonsite inte grity ofthe R ive rTwe e d SA C ;EPS a nd birds surve y
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion
- ba sic Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt(a lthoughthe site is a lre a dy de ve lope d)
- inve stiga tionofpossible a rcha e ologica l fe a ture s
R H A W I014
- H a wick

 x
A dja ce ntto

R ive rTwe e d

SA C .

0
Possible
conta m ina tion.

x
Site is
ide ntifie d a s
be ing a trisk of
flooding

 0  0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the positive e le m e nts ofthe a sse ssm e nta re cove re d inthe a sse ssm e ntforR H A W I010

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nttoa void L SEonsite inte grity ofthe R ive rTwe e d SA C ;
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion
- ba sic Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt(a lthoughthe site is a lre a dy de ve lope d)
R H A W I015
- H a wick

 x
A dja ce ntto

0
Possible

x
Site is

 0  0  



R ive rTwe e d
SA C .

conta m ina tion. ide ntifie d a s
be ing a trisk of
flooding

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- a sse ssm e ntis the sa m e a s forR H A W I014
R H A W I016
- H a wick

 x
A dja ce ntto

R ive rTwe e d
SA C .

0
Possible
conta m ina tion.

0  x
C -liste d building

 0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the positive e le m e nts ofthe a sse ssm e nta re cove re d inthe a sse ssm e ntforR H A W I010

M itigation
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion
- a dhe re nce toL D P policy,EP7liste d buildings
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nttoa void L SEonsite inte grity ofthe R ive rTwe e d SA C ;
R JED B 002
- Je dburgh

 x
A dja ce ntto

R ive rTwe e d
SA C .

Possible
EPS

0
Possible
conta m ina tion

x
Site is a trisk
offlooding

 0
B uildings onsite a re a n

im porta ntpa rtof

Je dburgh’s industria l

he rita ge

 0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site is loca te d close tose rvice s a nd susta ina ble tra nsportlink s a re a va ila ble m inim ising ca rjourne ys
- de ve lopm e ntwould he lpre lie ve pre ssure onthe la nd surrounding Je dburghinte rm s ofsoil a nd biodive rsity re source s a nd pre ssure ongre e nfie ld site s

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nttoa void L SEonsite inte grity ofthe R ive rTwe e d SA C ;EPS a nd birds surve y
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion
- Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt
- re te ntionofbuildings whe re possible ,historic building re cording ifnotpossible ;a rcha e ologica l e xca va tionm onitoring



A KEL S021
- Ke lso

 0 x
Prim e
a gricultura l
la nd

0 0 0  0 

C om m ent
- The site is liste d a s a na lte rna tive optioninthe M IR a nd site re quire m e nts we re liste d;pa rtofthe site wa s subje cttoSEA a s a pa rtofthe L oca l Pla n

A m e ndm e nt(SKEL S001)a nd nosignifica nte nvironm e nta l issue s we re discove re d
A KEL S022
- Ke lso

 0 x
Prim e
a gricultura l
la nd

0 0 X
H e nde rsyde Pa rk

G a rde n& D e signe d

L a ndsca pe (G D L )

 0 

C om m ent
- The site is liste d a s a pre fe rre d optioninthe M IR ;pa rtofthe site wa s subje cttoSEA a s a pa rtofthe L oca l Pla nA m e ndm e nt(SKEL S002)a nd m itiga tion

issue s ha ve be e nincorpora te d intothe site re quire m e nts inthe M IR .The se will be ta k e nforwa rd intothe L D P.

M itigation
- Inthe irre sponse onthe M IR Environm e nta l R e port,H istoric Scotla nd sta te tha tthe D e signe d L a ndsca pe a tH e nde rsyde should be conside re d a nd ne ga tive

im pa cts gua rde d a ga instinsite re quire m e nts.
D KEL S001 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C om m ent
- The site is inte nde d fora re pla ce m e ntKe lsoH ighSchool.Itis loca te d withinthe se ttle m e ntbounda ry tothe northofKe lso;ye tstill highly a cce ssible from the

m a jority ofhouse s a nd Ke lsotownce ntre .The re a re noconstra ints e vide ntonthe site .A ne w highschool will bring be ne fits tothe popula tionofKe lsothrough
im prove m e nts toe duca tiona l a nd com m unity fa cilitie s.

M itigation
- Itis notconside re d tha ta ny m itiga tionis re quire d.The re will ne e d tobe conside ra tionofthe e dge oftownloca tioninte rm s ofla ndsca pe im pa ct,this is pick e d

uponinthe site re quire m e nts inthe Propose d Pla n.
R KEL S002  0  0  X

The origina l Ke lsoH igh
School building is B -

L iste d.Site is a dja ce nt
tothe C onse rva tion

A re a

 0 



C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site pe rform s we ll inthe a sse ssm e nta s itis a re de ve lopm e ntoptionloca te d close tothe ce ntre ofKe lsoa nd soa cce ssible tosusta ina ble tra nsportlink s.In

a dditionre de ve lopm e nta voids pre ssure one dge of/outoftownce ntre la nd.Ina dditionre de ve lopm e ntgive s the opportunity forim prove m e nttothe
townsca pe ;the cha nce fora dditiona l busine ss a nd orhousing;a nd ha s indire ctbe ne fits toclim a te cha nge ta rge ts,a s e m issions a re m inim ise d.

M itigation
- A s the H ighSchool building is liste d a ny proposa ls will ha ve toa dhe re toL oca l Pla npolicy onL iste d B uildings.The se m a tte rs a re pick e d uponinthe site

re quire m e nts inthe Propose d Pla n.
B SEL K002
- Se lk irk

0 x
Site is
loca te d

a dja ce ntto
the R ive r

Twe e d SA C .
Possible

EPS
pre se nce

0 0 0
Site is

a dja ce ntto
the Twe e d,

Ettrick &
Ya rrow

C onflue nce s
SL A

0 0  

C om m ent
- The site is loca te d withinthe e xisting busine ss a nd industria l use s,a nd itha s a ne sta blishe d roa d link ,the re fore a dditiona l infra structure de ve lopm e ntshould

be m inim ise d
- A lloca tionofthe site brings the pote ntia l forla nd tha tca nprovide e m ploym e ntwithinwa lk ing dista nce ofhouse s a nd othe rse rvice s inSe lk irk
- Itis notconside re d re de ve lopm e ntwill bring a ny ne ga tive im pa cts onthe a dja ce ntSL A

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nta nd EPS surve y
B SEL K003
- Se lk irk

0 x
Site is
loca te d

a dja ce ntto
the R ive r

Twe e d SA C .
Possible

EPS
pre se nce

0
Possible

conta m ina tion

0 0
Site is

a dja ce ntto
the Twe e d,

Ettrick &
Ya rrow

C onflue nce s
SL A

X
Inve stiga tionofpossible
a rcha e ologica l inte re st

0  



C om m ent
- The positive e le m e nts ofthe a sse ssm e nta re the sa m e a s forB SEL K002a bove

M itigation
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e nta nd EPS surve y
- inve stiga tionofa rcha e ologica l inte re st
R SEL K003
- Se lk irk

  0 0  0
Possible a rcha e ologica l
fe a ture s

 0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site is loca te d close tose rvice s
- the site would he lpim prove the townsca pe ,a nd re lie ve pre ssure onthe e dge ofthe se ttle m e ntwithre ga rds tothe soil re source a nd biodive rsity va lue

M itigation
- N one ide ntifie d
R SEL K004
- Se lk irk

   0  0
Possible a rcha e ologica l

fe a ture s

 0  

C om m ent
- The a sse ssm e ntis a s forR SEL K003

A TW EE001/
M TW EE001
- Twe e dba nk

   0  0  0  

C om m ent
- the site is a cce ssible tose rvice s a nd ha s pote ntia l forsusta ina ble tra nsportlink s.
- the site is brownfie ld a nd will he lple sse nthe pre ssure onbiodive rsity,the soil re source a nd gre e nfie ld la nd onthe surrounds ofthe se ttle m e nt.

M itigation
- N one ide ntifie d
W ES TERN S D A
M C A R D 006
- C a rdrona

0 x  x x x 0 0 

C om m ent



- The site wa s a lloca te d inthe M IR a s a pre fe rre d option;ina dditionthe site ha s pla nning pe rm issiononit.Itis conside re d tha ta ny e nvironm e nta l issue s
ide ntifie d inthe a sse ssm e ntwill ha ve be e nde a ltwithinthe de te rm ina tionofthe pla nning a pplica tion

M C A R D 007
- C a rdrona

0 x  x x x x 0 

C om m ent
- The site wa s a lloca te d inthe M IR a s a pre fe rre d option;ina dditionthe site ha s pla nning pe rm issiononit.Itis conside re d tha ta ny e nvironm e nta l issue s

ide ntifie d inthe a sse ssm e ntwill ha ve be e nde a ltwithinthe de te rm ina tionofthe pla nning a pplica tion
R IN N E001
- Inne rle ithe n

 x
A dja ce ntto

R ive rTwe e d
SA C

0
Possible

conta m ina tion

x
Site is a trisk

offlooding

0 x
Possible a rcha e ologica l

inte re st

0  

C om m ent
- the principle ofde ve lopm e ntis a lre a dy e sta blishe d onsite
- the site is loca te d withinthe se ttle m e ntbounda ry a nd the re is the pote ntia l forsusta ina ble tra nsportlink s tose rvice s a nd re lie fofde ve lopm e ntpre ssure onthe

surrounds ofInne rle ithe n
- the site a lre a dy ha s roa d a cce ss a nd is inclose toproxim ity toothe rse rvice s,this should m inim ise the ne e d fora dditiona l infra structure

M itigation
- Flood R isk A sse ssm e nt
- inve stiga tionofpossible a rcha e ologica l inte re st
- a ppropria te a sse ssm e ntofpossible L SEonsite inte grity ofR ive rTwe e d SA C
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion
A PEEB 021
- Pe e ble s

 0 0 0 x 0  0  

C om m ent
- the site is ide ntifie d inthe M IR a s a pre fe rre d optiona nd site re quire m e nts a re provide d;consulta tionre sponse s ha ve nota dde d a nything furthe r
A PEEB 041
- Pe e ble s

 0 0 x xx 0 0 0  

C om m ent

- the site is ide ntifie d inthe M IR a s a na lte rna tive optiona nd site re quire m e nts a re provide d;consulta tionre sponse s ha ve nota dde d a nything furthe r
A PEEB 044
- Pe e ble s

 xx
Pote ntia l

pre se nce of
EPS;

 x
Flood risk from

wa te rcourse s

 0  0  



pa rk la nd
ha bita t

onsite

C om m ent
- The site score d re la tive ly we ll inte rm s ofits a cce ssibility tothe re stofPe e ble s a nd se rvice s;a s we ll a s forits a voida nce ofissue s re ga rding gre e nfie ld

de ve lopm e nta nd a ssocia te d im pa ctonsoil a nd la ndsca pe .H owe ve rthe re would be the pote ntia l forsignifica ntne ga tive im pa cts onbiodive rsity inte re sta nd
the re fore ove ra ll,from a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive .The re we re a lsobe tte roptions e lse whe re inthe a re a

- A na pplica tionforde ve lopm e ntonthe site ha s be e na pprove d subje cttoconditions,inform a tive a nd conclusionofa le ga l a gre e m e nt.

M itigation
- The Exa m ina tionR e porte rha s sta te d tha tthe following site re quire m e ntshould be include d inthe Pla n:

“De ve lop m e nt of th e site sh allp roce e d in accordance with th e re quire m e ntsagre e d b y th e councilin re gard to itsconside ration of p lanning ap p lication
13/00444/PPP. Sh ould th at de ve lop m e nt not b e im p le m e nte d, a Planning Brie f in th e form of Sup p le m e ntary Guidance willre quire to b e p roduce d forth issite .”

M PEEB 006
- Pe e ble s

0 x

C onne ctivity

withR ive r

Twe e d SA C .

Possible

pre se nce of

EPS

 x

Flood risk from

wa te rcourse s

onsite ;risk

from surfa ce

runoff

x

C onside ra ti

onof

we ste rn

bounda ry;

tre e surve y

xx

Va rious historic site s in

the vicinity

0 0 

C om m ent

- The site is ina susta ina ble loca tionwiththe pote ntia l tom inim ise ca rjourne ys a nd prom ote susta ina ble tra nsportlink s.Ina ddition,the loca tioncould a lso
re lie ve pre ssure onbiodive rsity inte re sta nd the soil re source .H owe ve rove ra ll the re wa s the possibility ofsignifica ntne ga tive e ffe cts onthe cultura l he rita ge ,
a s we ll a s the re quire m e ntform itiga tionforim pa ctonthe la ndsca pe ,the R ive rTwe e d SA C a nd flood risk .From a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive itwa s the re fore
conside re d the re we re be tte roptions e lse whe re

- A na pplica tionforde ve lopm e ntonthe site ha s be e na pprove d subje cttoconditions,inform a tive a nd conclusionofa le ga l a gre e m e nt.

M itigation
- The Exa m ina tionR e porte rha s sta te d tha tthe following site re quire m e ntshould be include d inthe Pla n:
- “De ve lop m e nt of th e site sh allp roce e d in accordance with th e re quire m e ntsagre e d b y th e councilin re gard to itsconside ration of p lanning ap p lication

13/00444/PPP. Sh ould th at de ve lop m e nt not b e im p le m e nte d, a Planning Brie f in th e form of Sup p le m e ntary Guidance willre quire to b e p roduce d forth is
site .”
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A B O W D 006
- B owde n

x
D e ve lopm e nt
would bring a
rise inca r
journe ys but
nottoa
significa nt
le ve l

0 x
The site
would re sult
inthe loss of
a gricultura l
la nd

0 xx
The site is
loca te d within
the N SA a nd the
sca le propose d
could bring a
significa nt
ne ga tive e ffe ct

xx
The site is loca te d
withinthe
C onse rva tionA re a
a nd the sca le
propose d could
bring significa nt
a dve rse im pa cton
its cha ra cte r

x
The
com bina tionof
the othe r
Topics brings
a ne ga tive
score to
C lim a tic
Fa ctors

0 0

Comment
- B owde nis loca te d withinthe C e ntra l SD A a nd is a na ttra ctive a re a tolive withsusta ina ble link s tose ttle m e nts ne a rby.
- From a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive the site is nota ppropria te due tothe lik e ly ne ga tive im pa ctonthe N SA a nd the C onse rva tionA re a ,whichwould

a dve rse ly a ffe ctthe la ndsca pe a nd townsca pe a nd the cultura l he rita ge
A B O W D 007
- B owde n

x x
M ode ra te

biodive rsity
inte re st,
pha se 1
ha bita t&

x 0 xx x
A dja ce ntto
C onse rva tionA re a

x 0 0



a dja ce ntto
loca l

biodive rsity
site (L B S)

Comment
- The a sse ssm e ntforA B O W D 007is sim ila rtotha tdone forA B O W D 006a bove ,e xce ptforthe B iodive rsity a nd C ultura l H e rita ge topics
- A ga inthe site is notconside re d a ppropria te be ca use ofthe lik e ly ne ga tive im pa ctonthe la ndsca pe a nd townsca pe ofB owde n
A B O W D 005
- B owde n

x 0 x 0 xx xx x 0 0

Comment
- The a sse ssm e ntis e xa ctly the sa m e a s forA B O W D 006.

A C R A I003
- C ra iling

x
D e ve lopm e nt
would bring
incre a se d ca r
journe ys,
incre a sing
e m issions but
nottoa
significa nt
le ve l

0
M inor

inte re st

x
Site is
loca te d on
prim e
a gricultura l
la nd

0 0
Site is inope n

countryside

0 x
The
com bina tionof
ne ga tive
score s for
othe rtopics
brings a
ne ga tive score
forC lim a tic
Fa ctors

0 x
The re is a
la ck of
susta ina ble
tra nsport
route s inthe
a re a .C ra iling
ha s no
se rvice s.

Comment
- A lthoughitm ustbe re m e m be re d tha tthe B orde rs is a rura l a re a a nd tha tde ve lopm e nta tsm a lle rse ttle m e nts is a ppropria te ,itis conside re d tha tthis site doe s

notscore we ll from a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive a nd tha tthe re a re m ore susta ina ble options a va ila ble whichshould be ca rrie d forwa rd.
M D A R N 001
- D a rnick

 0 x
The site is in
ope n
countryside
a nd m a y
re sultinthe
loss of
a gricultura l

x
The C oa ts B urn
should be
sa fe gua rde d;no
de ve lopm e nt
should be
unde rta k e non
the functiona l

xx
The site is loca te d
withinthe
C ountryside
A round Towns
(C A T)a re a & ,the
Spe cia l
L a ndsca pe A re a

0
Possible
a rcha e ologica l
inte re st

0 0 



la nd flood pla inorove r
e xisting culve rts

(SL A )& a dja ce nt
tothe N SA .

Comment
- The site is ina good stra te gic positiona dja ce nttoB orde rs G e ne ra l H ospita l;se rvice s a re e ithe ra shortwa lk ordrive toM e lrose ,Twe e dba nk a nd G a la shie ls.
- From a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive the re would be the pote ntia l forne ga tive im pa cts onthe se nsitive la ndsca pe ,a s we ll a s the pote ntia l forflood risk issue s.It

is possible tha ta ny ne ga tive e ffe cts could be m itiga te d.
A H A W I023
- H a wick

0 0 x
Site is loca te d
onope n
countryside
a nd m a y
im pa ctupon
the soil
re source

x
Site is a dja ce ntto
la nd ide ntifie d a s
be ing a trisk of
flooding

0 0 0 0 

Comment
- The site is re a sona bly a cce ssible tose rvice s inH a wick
- From a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive the re a re m ore susta ina ble options inH a wick whichdonotde ve lopongre e nfie ld la nd a nd donotre quire flood m itiga tion

work
A KEL S023
- Ke lso

 0 x 0 0 0  0 

Comment
- The om issionofthe a bove site wa s forstra te gic pla nning re a sons only.
SKEL S003
- Ke lso

 0 x 0 0 0  0 

Comment
- The om issionofthe a bove site wa s forstra te gic pla nning re a sons only.
A N EW S004
- N e wste a d

0 0 x
Site is loca te d
inope n
countryside &
m a y ha ve
a dve rse im pa ct

0 xx
The site is loca te d
withinthe N SA ;is
constra ine d inthe
B orde rs
L a ndsca pe

xx
The site is
loca te d inclose
proxim ity toa
k nownR om a n
Fort.

0 0 



onsoil
re source

C ha ra cte r
A sse ssm e nt;& is
inthe C A T a re a

Comment
- Itis conside re d tha tthe site is ina na ttra ctive loca tion,close tose rvice s
- From a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive the site would bring lik e ly ne ga tive im pa cts onthe la ndsca pe a nd townsca pe ofN e wste a d.Ina dditionthe re would be

lik e ly ne ga tive im pa cts onthe cultura l he rita ge ofthe a re a .Significa ntm itiga tionwould be re quire d,a nd the re a re be tte rm ore susta ina ble options inthe a re a .
A N ISB 002
- N isbe t

0
D e ve lopm e nt
m a y m e a nm ore
ca rjourne ys but
nottoa
significa ntle ve l

x
B urnon
northe rn
e dge ha s
pote ntia l
conne ctivity
withR ive r
Twe e d SA C

x
Site is onprim e
a gricultura l
la nd

x
Site is
ide ntifie d a s
be ing a trisk
offlooding

0 0 x
The findings for
othe rre le va nt
topics re sultina
ne ga tive e ffe ct
onclim a tic
fa ctors

0 0

Comment
- A lthoughitm ustbe re m e m be re d tha tthe B orde rs is a rura l a re a a nd tha tde ve lopm e nta tsm a lle rse ttle m e nts is a ppropria te ,itis conside re d tha tthis site doe s

notscore we ll from a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive a nd tha tthe re a re m ore susta ina ble options a va ila ble whichshould be ca rrie d forwa rd.
R SEL K005
- Se lk irk

 xx
Site is loca te d
a dja ce nttothe
R ive rTwe e d
SA C .Possible
EPS pre se nce

 x
Site is a trisk
offlooding

 x
Inve stiga tionof
possible
a rcha e ologica l
fe a ture s

 0 

Comment
The om issionofthe a bove site wa s forstra te gic pla nning re a sons only.

R SEL K006
- Se lk irk

 x  x 0 x  0 

Comment
The om issionofthe a bove site wa s forstra te gic pla nning re a sons only.

WESTERN SDA
A PEEB 043    0  0  0 



- Pe e ble s Surfa ce runoff
from hills m a y
be a nissue

Comment
- The om issionofthe a bove site wa s forstra te gic pla nning re a sons only.
M PEEB 004
- Pe e ble s

0 x 0 x xx 0 x 0 

Comment
- The site is ide ntifie d inthe M IR a s a pre fe rre d optiona nd a s a re sultsite re quire m e nts a re provide d tom itiga te the possible ne ga tive e ffe cts ide ntifie d.

C onsulta tionre sponse s donota dd furthe rissue s.
- Itis conside re d tha tthe re a re m ore susta ina ble options form ixe d use de ve lopm e ntinthe W e ste rnSD A tha tca nbe incorpora te d intothe Propose d Pla n
B PEEB 008
- Pe e ble s

 xx
Site is a dja ce nt
toR ive rTwe e d
SA C

x xx
Site is a t
significa ntrisk
offlooding

xx
Positiononflood
pla ina nd visua l
se nsitivity;loca te d
onTwe e d Va lle y
SL A

0 x  0

Comment
- The site doe s notpe rform we ll inthe a sse ssm e nt;the flooding te a m a nd SEPA re com m e nd itis discounte d onflood risk grounds,a nd the la ndsca pe te a m

re com m e nd itis discounte d due tovisua l se nsitivity
B PEEB 009
- Pe e ble s

 xx
Site is a dja ce nt
toR ive rTwe e d
SA C /SSSI;
pote ntia l EPS
pre se nce

0 x
Southe rnha lfof
the site is within
the 1:200flood
e nve lope

x
Pote ntia l conflict
witha dja ce nt
re side ntia l use s

0
C ropm a rk ings

m a y be link e d to
a rcha e ologica l

inte re st

0  0

Comment
- The site is conside re d tobe ina susta ina ble loca tion,re ga rding a cce ss toothe rse rvice s,e xte nsionofe xisting e m ploym e ntla nd ha s stra te gic be ne fits.

H owe ve r,from a ne nvironm e nta l pe rspe ctive itis conside re d tha tthe pote ntia l forne ga tive im pa cts onthe R ive rTwe e d SA C a nd ide ntifie d flood risk ,tha t
the re a re m ore susta ina ble options e lse whe re .
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HMA Settlement Site Name Site Code Reason for non-inclusion in full Addendum SEA

BERWICK-
SHIRE

A yton L a wfie ld A A YT003 L oca l Pla nA m e ndm e nt(L PA )site pre viously subje ctto
SEA

B irgha m L a nd Ea stofB irgha m A B IR G 003 N otinStra te gic D e ve lopm e ntA re a (SD A )

B urnm outh L ya ll Te rra ce B B U 3B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

L ya ll Te rra ce II A B U R N 003 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C hirnside B e rwick R oa d z EL 25 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

C he viotA ve nue B C H 6B N otinclude d inPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

C rosshill A C H IR N 003 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C om ra de s Pa rk Ea st M C H IR 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C ock burnspa th D ungla ss Pa rk B C O 4B N otinSD A

B urnwood B C 010B N otinSD A

C oldingha m B oga ngre e n B C L 2B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

C ock e tH a t FC O L H 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C oldstre a m C oldstre a m W ork shops EL 27 N otinSD A

H illvie w Industria l Esta te EL 28 N otinSD A

L e nne l M ountN orth B C O L D 001 N otinSD A



G ua rd’s R oa d B C S3A N otinSD A

W e stPa ddock B C S5B N otinSD A

SouthofW e stPa ddock A C O L D 004 N otinSD A

D uns R oa d R O 17 N otinSD A

L e e s Fa rm M ill R O 18 N otinSD A

Tra fa lga rH ouse R O 19 N otinSD A

D uns H ighSchool site a tL a ngtonga te Z SS6 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

B e rrywe ll B D 5A N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

B e rrywe ll Ea st B D 12B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Todla w R oa d B D 4B Pla nning a pplica tion

Todla w Pla ying Fie lds A D U N S010 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Pe e lrig Fa rm z EL 8 Pla nning a pplica tion

C he e k la w z EL 26 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

B e rwick shire H ighSchool z R O 15 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

D uns Prim a ry School R D U N S002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Eye m outh H a wk ’s N e ss z EL 6 Pla nning a pplica tion

G unsgre e nhill B EYEM 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

A cre da le Industria l Esta te z EL 47 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

Eye m outhIndustria l Esta te z EL 63 Pla nning a pplica tion



A cre da le Fa rm C otta ge s B EY2B Pla nning a pplica tion& Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje ct
toSEA

B a re foots B EY1 Pla nning a pplica tion

G unsgre e nhill B EY15B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

G unsgre e nhill Site C A EYEM 006 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G unsgre e nhill Site B A EYEM 007 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G unsgre e nhill M ixe d U se M EYEM 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Form e rEye m outhH ighSchool R EYEM 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C e m e te ry e xpa nsion FEYEM 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Eccle s C he rryburn B EC 4B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

M a inStre e t A EC C L 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a vinton W e stG a vinton B G A 1 Pla nning a pplica tion& Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje ct
toSEA

G ordon L a rge rG le be B G O 9D N otinSD A

G re e nla w M a rchm ontR oa d B G 200 N otinSD A

N orthofEdinburghR oa d A G R EE004 N otinSD A

M a rchm ontR oa d II A G R EE006 N otinSD A

Exte nsiontoD uns R oa d Industria l
Esta te

z EL 23 N otinSD A

D uns R oa d Industria l Esta te z EL 22 N otinSD A

L e itholm M a inStre e t B L E2B N otinSD A



Pa xton The O rcha rd B PA 4B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

R e ston R e stonSta tion z R S3 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

A uctionM a rt z R 013 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA * (*ID inPP a s
A R EST001)

Swinton L a nd SW ofSwintonPrim a ry M SW IN 001 N otinSD A

W e ll Fie ld B SW 2B N otinSD A

C oldstre a m R oa d z EL 45 N otinSD A

W e struthe r Kirk pa rk B W E3 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Ea stofKirk pa rk A W ESR 005 N otinSD A

W hitsom e W a ste Tra nsfe rSta tion z EL 24 N otinSD A

CENTRAL A ncrum SouthM yre scroft R A 1B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

B onche ste rB ridge Site O pposite M e m oria l H a ll A B O N C 003 N otinSD A

C a ra va nSite SR B 5B N otinSD A Site re com m e nde d forre m ova l by R e porte r

C he ste rs R ounda boutFa rm R C 2B <10units

C love nfords M e igle EC 13B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

A dja ce nttoW oodburnside H ouse EC 8B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

C a ddonha ugh EC 2 <10units

M e igle (School site ) z SS200 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

C ra iling C ra iling Toll A C R A I001 <10units

D a rnick B room ile e s R oa d EM 35D <10units



D e nholm Je dwa rd Te rra ce R D 3B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

D e nholm Fa rm R D 4B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

D e nholm Fa rm Ea st A D EN H 001 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Ea rlston Thistle C otta ge EEA 15A N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Surplus la nd a tEa rlstonH igh A EA R L 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Ea stTurfford A EA R L 010 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G e orge fie ld Site A EA R L 011 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Turfford Pa rk z EL 55 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

Sta tionR oa d z EL 56 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

M ill R oa d z EL 57 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

Townhe a d B EA R L 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

School site z SS201 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Ea rlstonC e m e te ry e xpa nsion FEA R L 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Eck ford H illvie w R EC 2B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Edna m W e stM ill A ED N A 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Edna m ce m e te ry e xpa nsion FED N A 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Eildon W e stEildon A EIL D 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la shie ls B a lna k ie l Pha se 2 EG L 39 <10units

B uck holm C orne r EG L 17B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

B uck holm N orth EG L 41 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA



C rotche tk nowe EG L 13B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Fore stH ill EG L 42 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

M a nse Stre e t EG L 40 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

B a lna k ie l Pha se 3 A G A L A 013 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C oope rsk nowe Pha se 4 A G A L A 017 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Ea ste rL a ngle e Expa nsionA re a A G A L A 024 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

H udde rsfie ld St/H ill St z C R 2 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Stirling Stre e t z C R 3 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

H udde rsfie ld St/Pa tonSt z C R 4 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

L ow B uck holm side z R O 25 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

M e lrose R oa d z R O 202 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

StA ida ns C hurch R G A L A 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Tra nsportInte rcha nge Z TI1 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Inne rR e lie fR oa d z IR 1 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

H e riotW a tt-N e the rda le C a m pus z ED 2 Educa tionla nd- sa fe gua rding

SouthofC oope rsk nowe M G A L A 002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

W instonR oa d M G A L A 003 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la foot B G A L A 002 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

Ea ste rL a ngle e Industria l Esta te z EL 38 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

N e the rda le Industria l Esta te z EL 40 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d



H udde rsfie ld Stre e tM ill z EL 41 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

W he a tla nds R oa d z EL 42 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

L ongha ughEm ploym e nt B G A L A 003 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

G a ttonside O rcha rd EG T10B <10units

StA ide ns A G A TT007 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

H a wick H e ronhill R H A 2A N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Sum m e rfie ld 1 R H A 12B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Sum m e rfie ld 2 R H A 13B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

G a la bra e R H A 10A N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Stirche s 2 R H A 25B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

B urnfla tbra e R H A 7B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

C rum ha ughhill R H A 24A Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

G a la L a w/G uthrie D rive R H A 27B Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

G uthrie D rive A H A W I006 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la L a w A H A W I013 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la L a w Em ploym e ntL a nd Proposa l z EL 60 Pla nning a pplica tion

N orthW e stB urnfoot B H A W I001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la L a w N orth B H A W I001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C om m e rcia l R oa d z R O 8 Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

Slitrig C re sce nt R H A W I001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA



Knitwe a rFa ctory R H A W I009 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la L a w M H A W I001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a la L a w sa fe gua rde d site z EL 48 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

B urnfoot z EL 49 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

W e e nsla nd z EL 62 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

M a nsfie ld R oa d z EL 50 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

L ochPa rk R oa d z EL 51 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

L idde sda le R oa d z EL 52 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

Je dburgh Sha rpla w R oa d R J20B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

W ildca tC le uch R J27D <10units

W ildca tG a te South A JED B 005 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Q ue e nM a ry B uilding A JED B 010 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

H owde nD rive South A JED B 012 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

W ildca tW ood B JED B 001 L PA bounda ry cha nge pre viously subje cttoSEA

EdinburghR oa d z EL 33 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

B a nk e nd SouthIndustria l Esta te z EL 34 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

B onga te South z EL 35 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

H a rtrigge Pa rk z EL 32 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

W ildca tG a te z EL 31 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

Je dburghC e m e te ry FJED B 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA



Ke lso B room la nds Ea st R KE1B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

B room la nds N orth A KEL S009 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

B room la nds W e st R KE11B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

W a lla ce nick 1 R KE15B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

W a lla ce nick 2 R KE15F Pre vious de ve lopm e ntbrie fsubje cttoSEA

W a lla ce nick 3 A KEL S008 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Exte nsiontoPinna cle hill Industria l
Esta te

z EL 206 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

W oode nL inn B KEL S003 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Pinna cle hill/Spyla w R oa d z EL 205 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rding- de ve lope d

H e nde rson’s B uildings z R O 201 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

R oxburghStre e t z R O 3 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Form e rFoundry R KEL S001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Ke lte k /Forbe s Site z R D 200 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Spyla w R ounda bout z IR 2 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Ke lsoC e m e te ry FKEL S002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

L illie sle a f StD unsta n’s EL 12B <10units

M use lie D rive EL 16B <10units

W e stO fStD unsta ns A L IL L 003 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

M a xton Ea stM a xton A M A XT001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA



M e a dowba nk A M A XT002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

M ore ba ttle R e nwick G a rde ns R M 06B N otinSD A

W e stR e nwick G a rde ns A M O R E001 N otinSD A

Exte nsiontoC roftIndustria l Pa rk B M O R E001 N otinSD A

C roftIndustria l Pa rk B M O R E002 N otinSD A

N e wtownSt
B oswe lls

H a wk sle e EN T14B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Se rge a nts Pa rk II EN T15B D e ve lopm e ntB rie fpre viously subje cttoSEA

SproustonC otta ge s EN T8B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

W a ve rle y Pla ce z EL 36 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

Twe e d H oriz ons Expa nsion B N EW T001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G a ra ge z R O 20 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

M ills z R O 23 <0.1ha

A uctionM a rt M N EW T001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

N isbe t W e stN isbe tFa rm R N I4B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

R oxburgh R oxburghC e m e te ry Expa nsion FR O XB 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Se lk irk L inglie R oa d/B ridge St ESE200 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

C om e lyba nk ESE13B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

G osla wda le s ESE6B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

L inglie R oa d II ESE26B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d



Philipha ughSte a ding A SEL K006 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Philipha ughN orth A SEL K021 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

Fore stM ill R SEL K001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

StM a rys C hurch R SEL K002 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

R ive rside 1 z EL 10 <1ha

R ive rside 2 Z EL 11 <1ha

R ive rside 3 z EL 12 <1ha

R ive rside 5 z EL 14 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

R ive rside 6 z EL 15 <1ha

D unsda le H a ugh z EL 53 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

D unsda le R oa d z EL 54 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

Sprouston C hurchFie ld R SP2B Pla nning a pplica tion

Te a se l B a nk R SP3B Pla nning a pplica tion

SproustonC e m e te ry Expa nsion FSPR O 001 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

StB oswe lls Exte nsiontoC ha rle sfie ld z EL 19 Pla nning a pplica tion

C ha rle sfie ld z EL 3 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

Stichill B ogle Foot R ST200 <10units

Stow Sta ge ha ll ESO 10B N otinSD A

C ra ige nd R oa d A STO W 022 N otinSD A

R oya l H ote l M STO W 001 N otinSD A



Stow R a ilwa y Sta tion TSTO W 001 N otinSD A

Twe e dba nk C otgre e nR oa d ETW 2B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Twe e dba nk IV ETW 1B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

N orthofTwe e dba nk D rive z EL 59 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

Twe e dba nk Industria l Esta te z EL 39 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

Ya rrowford M inchm oorR oa d W e st EY4B N otinSD A

M inchm oorR oa d Ea st EY5B N otinSD A

Ye tholm D e a nfie ld C ourt R Y1B N otinSD A

M ore ba ttle R oa d R Y4B N otinSD A

NORTHERN
B roughton D re va R oa d TB 200 N otinSD A

Springwe ll B ra e TB 10B N otinSD A

Form e rSta tionYa rd z EL 43 N otinSD A

C a rdrona C A L A site a dja ce ntB 7062 TC O 7B N otinSD A

C a rdrona M a ins TC O 5B N otinSD A

Eddle ston B urnside TE6B N otinSD A

Founta inha ll SouthFounta inha ll A FO U N 005 N otinSD A

Inne rle ithe n C loughM ills T19B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

L intonB a nk 1 TI23B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

L intonB a nk II TI24B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

Kirk la nds/W illowba nk II A IN N E004 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA



Tra qua irR oa d Ea st z EL 16 <1ha

Tra qua irR oa d z EL 200 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

L a ude r W yndhe a d EL A 9B N otinSD A

A lla nba nk A L A 11B N otinSD A

W yndhe a d II EL A 12B N otinSD A

W e stA lla nba nk A L A U D 001 N otinSD A

A lla nba nk School site z SS3 N otinSD A

N orthL a ude rIndustria l Esta te B L A U D 002 N otinSD A

L a ude rIndustria l Esta te z EL 61 N otinSD A

L a ude rPrim a ry School R L A U D 001 N otinSD A

B urnm ill R L A U D 002 N otinSD A

O xton Sta tionYa rd A O XTO 001 N otinSD A

Pe e ble s G le nC re sce nt TP13B N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

G e orge St/D ove cote R oa d A PEEB 025 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

D unwhinny L odge A PEEB 026 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C le la nd A ve nue A PEEB 027 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

B a lla ntyne Pla ce A PEEB 030 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

G e orge Pla ce A PEEB 031 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

C a va lry Pa rk z EL 2 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d

SouthPa rk z EL 46 Em ploym e ntla nd sa fe gua rde d- de ve lope d



B us D e pot,Inne rle ithe nR oa d z R O 10 N otinPropose d Pla n- de ve lope d

D ove cotR oa d R PEEB 001 <1ha

G e orge Stre e t R PEEB 002 <1ha

Twe e dbridge C ourt R PEEB 003 <1ha

Stow Sta ge ha ll ES010B N otinSD A

C ra ige nd R oa d A STO W 022 N otinSD A

R oya l H ote l M STO W 001 N otinSD A

Stow R a ilwa y Sta tion TSTO W 001 N otinSD A

W a lk e rburn C a be rstonFa rm L a nd II A W A L K005 L PA site pre viously subje cttoSEA

W e stL inton R obinsla nd TW L 8B N otinSD A

EildonSite TW L 9B N otinSD A

School B ra e TW L 15B N otinSD A

R obinsla nd Ste a ding A W EST009 N otinSD A

D e a nfootR oa d z SS9 N otinSD A

D e a nfoot R oa d (e m ploy) EL 18 N otinSD A

SOUTHERN
Ettrick H ope house Ea st A ETTR 002 N otinSD A

H ope house W e st A ETTR 003 N otinSD A

H ope house N orthEa st A ETTR 004 N otinSD A

N e wca stle ton W .ofN .H e rm ita ge Squa re R N E1B N otinSD A

SouthofH olm he a d R N E2B N otinSD A



N e wca stle tonW e st A N EW C 010 N otinSD A Site re com m e nde d forre m ova l by R e porte r

C a ra va nSite M N EW C 001 N otinSD A

M oss R oa d z EL 44 N otinSD A

SouthofH olm he a d R N E2B N otinSD A



A ppend ix 5 (d )New S ites O u twith S trategic D evelopm entA reas Rec om m end ed forInc lu sion in P lan by

Exam ination Reporter(inc lu d ing S ettlem entB ased A ssessm ent)

A d d end u m to the Environm entalReport

S c ottish B ord ers C ou nc il: P roposed P lan

(This is anew A ppend ix)



Significa ntly Positive Positive N e utra l N e ga tive Significa ntly N e ga tive
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A D O L P003
- D olphinton

0
D e ve lopm e nt

m a y m e a n
m ore ca r

journe ys but
nottoa

significa nt
le ve l

0 0
Possible

conta m ina tion

0  0
Inve stiga tionofpossible
a rcha e ologica l inte re st

0 0 

C om m ent
- The site is a brownfie ld site a nd will he lple sse nthe pre ssure onbiodive rsity,the soil re source a nd gre e nfie ld la nd onthe surrounds ofthe se ttle m e nt.
- The site would he lpim prove the townsca pe .

M itigation
- inve stiga tionofpossible a rcha e ologica l inte re st.
- inve stiga tionofpossible conta m ina tion.
A STO W 027
- Stow

0
D e ve lopm e nt

m a y m e a n
m ore ca r

journe ys but
nottoa

significa nt
le ve l

0 0 x
Surfa ce wa te r
run-offfrom
ne a rby hills
m a y be a n

issue

0
Site m a y be
visible from

the A 7

0  0 



howe ve r,the
site is

a dja ce ntto
the ne w tra in

sta tion
C om m ent
- The site ha s good susta ina ble tra nsportlink s
- Surfa ce wa te rrun-offfrom ne a rby hills m a y be a nissue

M itigation
- C onside ra tionofsurfa ce wa te rrun-offfrom ne a rby fie lds will re quire tobe conside re d a nd m itiga te d
- C onside ra tionofvie ws from the A 7intothe site will be re quire d



Outwith SDA’s1 and 2 Map s

S tow (1)

1.1 The Stow m a pshows the G a la W a te r(R ive rTwe e d SA C )running throughthe se ttle m e nt,

flood risk is a ssocia te d withthe G a la W a te ris a lsoe vide nta nd a s a re sultthe site

re quire m e nts forsite M STO W 001re quire s a flood risk a sse ssm e nttobe unde rta k e n.This

site is a lsositua te d withinthe Stow C onse rva tionA re a a nd a s a va ca nta nd cle a re d site

a llows forthe e nha nce m e ntofthe conse rva tiona re a tota k e pla ce .

D olphinton (2)

1.2 The D olphintonm a pshows the D olphinton–W e stL intonFe ns a nd G ra ssla nd SSSI

howe ve r,itis note nvisa ge d tha tthe de ve lopm e ntofsite A D O L P003will im pa ctontha t

de signa tion.The m a pa lsoshows tha tthe re is the pote ntia l fora rcha e ology onsite

A D O L P003,the re fore a rcha e ologica l inve stiga tionwill be re quire d.The a lloca te d site is a lso

loca te d withinthe Pe ntla nd H ills Spe cia l L a ndsca pe A re a a nd fortha tre a sonthe re is a site

re quire m e ntinre la tiontola ndsca pe e nha nce m e nt.Pote ntia l conta m ina tiononthe site m ust

a lsobe inve stiga te d a nd m itiga te d.







A ppend ix 6 Environm entalIssu es, M onitoring and M itigation

A d d end u m to the Environm entalReport
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SEA Topic Environm e nta l
Issue s

M onitoring R e portforL oca l Pla n SESpla nEnvironm e nta l
R e portA dde ndum

M IR Environm e nta l
R e port(ER )

Propose d Pla n
Environm e nta l R e port
A dde ndum

A ir D e scription M onitora irqua lity toa void
A irQ ua lity M a na ge m e nt
a re a de signa tions

M onitora irqua lity im pa cts
from tra nsportde ve lopm e nt
toa void a dve rse im pa cts

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The M IR ER finds tha tno
B orde rs a re a s a re close to
A Q M A de signa tion.

B orde rs C ouncil produce s
a na nnua l a irqua lity re port,
a ny re le va ntfindings ca nbe
pick e d uponinthe
m onitoring sta te m e nt/future
SEA

B iodive rsity,
Flora &
Fa una

D e scription A dhe re toH R A findings so
site s withinte rna tiona l
de signa tions a re prote cte d

Prom ote de ve lopm e ntof
the C SG N a nd othe rha bita t
ne twork s

A dve rse im pa cts on
R ive rTwe e d SA C ,
B e rwick shire & N orth
N orthum be rla nd
C oa stSA C ,a nd SPA

A dve rse im pa cts onR ive r
Twe e d

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The B orde rs G N is
ide ntifie d ona Proposa l
M a pa nd a pproa chtothe
ne twork is a rticula te d in
ne w policy

The findings ofthe
Propose d Pla nH R A
will inform this issue .
H owe ve ritwill be
possible tom onitor
wa te rqua lity a nd

The findings ofthe Propose d
Pla nH R A will inform this
issue .H owe ve ritwill be
possible tom onitorwa te r
qua lity a nd provisionof
a dditiona l ha bita t.The L a nd



provisionofa dditiona l
ha bita t.The L a nd
U se Stra te gy will
bring a na dditiona l
dyna m ic to
m onitoring by
m a pping the re source
a nd conside ring
tra de -offs inte rm s of
a ne cosyste m s
a pproa ch

U se Stra te gy will bring a n
a dditiona l dyna m ic to
m onitoring by m a pping the
re source a nd conside ring
tra de -offs inte rm s ofa n
e cosyste m s a pproa ch.Itis
nolonge rconside re d tha t
the B e rwick shire & N orth
N orthum be rla nd N a tura
de signa tions a re a trisk from
lik e ly significa nte ffe cts from
the de ve lopm e ntpla na s the
a lloca tions ha ve nolink to
the re spe ctive de signa tions;
this m a y cha nge subje ctto
the findings ofthe H R A .

Soil D e scription Im pa ctofde ve lopm e nton
the tota l soil re source

Im pa ctofde ve lopm e nton
the pe a tsoil re source

D e ve lopm e nton
gre e nfie ld/prim e a gricultura l
la nd

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The Propose d Pla n
a lloca te s a re la tive ly low
a re a ofgre e nfie ld la nd &
the pote ntia l forre le a se of
e m issions a nd loss ofprim e
a gricultura l la nd is not
conside re d significa nt;
howe ve rthe loss of
gre e nfie ld,prim e
a gricultura l la nd,a nd
ca rbonrichsoil should be
m onitore d.A doptionofa n
Ecosyste m s a pproa ch,a s
a dvoca te d inthe Propose d

The Propose d Pla na lloca te s
a re la tive ly low a re a of
gre e nfie ld la nd & the
pote ntia l forre le a se of
e m issions a nd loss ofprim e
a gricultura l la nd is not
conside re d significa nt;
howe ve rthe loss of
gre e nfie ld,prim e a gricultura l
la nd,a nd ca rbonrichsoil
should be m onitore d.

The L a nd U se Stra te gy pilot

m a y inform work onthis



Pla n,will a llow forbe tte r
unde rsta nding ofthe tra de -
offs re ga rding de ve lopm e nt
a nd soil.

SEA topic.

W a te r D e scription SFR A a nd a voida nce offlood
risk

SFR A

D igita lisa tionofflood
de fe nce s a nd a re a s offlood
risk a cross SESpla na re a

Flood risk from R ive r
Twe e d

Flood risk from R ive rTwe e d

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

A nSFR A ha s be e nunde rta k e n
forthe Propose d Pla nwhich
he lps inform a re a s fora lloca tion
buta lsopote ntia l forna tura l
flood m a na ge m e nt.

The e ffe ctive ne ss ofpolicy a nd
guida nce should be m onitore d
tocontinue tom inim ise flood
risk .

A nSFR A ha s be e n
unde rta k e nforthe
Propose d Pla nwhichhe lps
inform a re a s fora lloca tion
buta lsopote ntia l forna tura l
flood m a na ge m e nt.

Flood risk a re a s inthe
B orde rs a re curre ntly
ide ntifie d by the 1:200
stra te gic m a p,a s we ll a s
from docum e nta tion
provide d by SEPA .The
introductionofa n
e cosyste m s a pproa chwill
a llow digita lisa tionofthe
wa te re nvironm e nta nd
e xplora tionofhow it
inte ra cts withothe r
e cosyste m s.

A nSFR A ha s be e n
unde rta k e nforthe
Propose d Pla nwhich
he lps inform a re a s for
a lloca tionbuta lso
pote ntia l forna tura l
flood m a na ge m e nt.

W he re a lloca tions
ha ve the possibility of
flood risk a Flood
R isk A sse ssm e ntha s
be e ninclude d a s pa rt
ofthe site
re quire m e nts.

The e ffe ctive ne ss of
Flood R isk
A sse ssm e ntshould
be m onitore d.

A nSFR A ha s be e n
unde rta k e nforthe Propose d
Pla nwhichhe lps inform
a re a s fora lloca tionbuta lso
pote ntia l forna tura l flood
m a na ge m e nt.

W he re a lloca tions ha ve the
possibility offlood risk a
Flood R isk A sse ssm e ntha s
be e ninclude d a s pa rtofthe
site re quire m e nts.

The e ffe ctive ne ss ofFlood
R isk A sse ssm e ntshould be
m onitore d.

The L a nd U se Stra te gy pilot
m a y inform work onthis
SEA topic.

L a ndsca pe &
townsca pe

D e scription Sa fe gua rd de signa te d
la ndsca pe s & e nsure
de ve lopm e ntwill ha ve no
a dve rse im pa cts onthe m

Fina lise the SPG onde signa te d

C onside rla ndsca pe
ca pa city work toa sse ss
im pa cts ofde ve lopm e ntof
SESpla nC ore
D e ve lopm e ntA re a s
L ink prom otionofB orde rs

D e ve lopm e nton/a dja ce ntto
SL A s



la ndsca pe s a nd im ple m e nt
Spe cia l L a ndsca pe A re a s
(SL A s)

M onitorthe C ountryside A round
Towns (C A T)SPG inorde rto
ga uge its e ffe ctive ne ss in
pra ctice

G re e nN e twork to
la ndsca pe im prove m e nts

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The SPG onL oca l L a ndsca pe
D e signa tions ha s be e nfina lise d
a nd SL A s ha ve be e n
im ple m e nte d.

The C A T policy ha s be e n
re vise d tobe tte ra rticula te the
provisionofprote ctionre ga rding
e xisting building groups a nd the
pre ce de nce ove rthe H ousing in
the C ountryside policy.This will
notre quire a re vie w ofthe SPG .

The e ffe ctive ne ss ofthe C A T
a nd L oca l L a ndsca pe
D e signa tions SPG s will continue
tobe m onitore d a s pa rtofthe
de ve lopm e ntpla nproce ss.The
C A T SPG will be upda te d
following a pprova l ofthe
Propose d Pla n.

The B orde rs G re e n
N e twork is ide ntifie d onthe
Proposa l M a pa nd the
a pproa chtothe G re e n
N e twork is ide ntifie d inne w
policy.The L oca l
L a ndsca pe D e signa tions
SPG a nd the SFR A bring
pote ntia l forla ndsca pe
im prove m e nts tha tcould be
link e d tothe G re e n
N e twork .

Provisionofla ndsca pe
im prove m e nts link e d tothe
G re e nN e twork will ne e d to
be m onitore d a s pa rtof
future de ve lopm e ntpla n
proce sse s.

Policy EP2Spe cia l
L a ndsca pe A re a s ha s be e n
re worde d tobe tte rprote ct
a ga insta dve rse im pa cts of
de ve lopm e nt.Ina dditionthe
L oca l L a ndsca pe
D e signa tions SPG provide s
Sta te m e nts ofIm porta nce
fore a chSL A whichshould
be tte rinform de ve lope rs of
the pre ssure s one a chSL A .

The e ffe ctive ne ss ofthe
SPG will ne e d tobe
m onitore d a s pa rtofthe
de ve lopm e ntpla nproce ss.

C ultura l
H e rita ge

D e scription C ontinue tohe lpre vie w historic
e nvironm e ntsite s & buildings a s
a nongoing proce ss

C ontinue tore vie w C onse rva tion
A re a bounda rie s,prim e

C onside ra re gion-wide
suite ofindica tors to
m onitorthe built& historic
e nvironm e nt

D e ve lopm e nta t
C onse rva tionA re a s orothe r
cultura l he rita ge site s



fronta ge s/core a re a s &
e ffe ctive ne ss ofbuilthe rita ge
policy

C ontinue tosa fe gua rd historic
e nvironm e ntsite s & buildings &
e nsure de ve lopm e ntproposa ls
donotha ve a na dve rse im pa ct
onthe m

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

A s a pa rtofthe productionof
the Propose d Pla nthe re ha s
be e nre vie w ofprim e fronta ge s
a nd the y ha ve be e ne xte nde d or
ne wly de signa te d ince rta in
se ttle m e nts.B uilthe rita ge
policie s ha ve be e nre vie we d
a nd consulta tionha s ta k e n
pla ce withre le va ntbodie s,
cha nge s ha ve be e nm a de to
e nsure the policie s re m a in
e ffe ctive .

Insom e insta nce s site
re quire m e nts ha ve be e na dde d
toe nsure noa dve rse im pa cts
from de ve lopm e ntproposa ls on
historic site s.

Itis conside re d a ppropria te to
continue tom onitor
C onse rva tionA re a bounda rie s,
prim e fronta ge s/core a re a s,the
e ffe ctive ne ss ofthe re vise d built
he rita ge policie s,a nd im pa cts
onhistoric site s orfe a ture s

W e a re nota wa re ofa ny
progre ss ona re gion-wide
suite ofindica tors to
m onitorthe built& historic
e nvironm e nt.Itis
conside re d tha tthe curre nt
syste m ofide ntifying a nd
m onitoring the built&
historic e nvironm e ntis
e ffe ctive a nd we will
continue this a pproa ch.

Insom e insta nce s site
re quire m e nts ha ve be e n
a dde d toe nsure noa dve rse
im pa cts from de ve lopm e nt
proposa ls onhistoric site s.

Itis conside re d a ppropria te
tocontinue tom onitor
C onse rva tionA re a
bounda rie s,prim e
fronta ge s/core a re a s,the
e ffe ctive ne ss ofthe re vise d
builthe rita ge policie s,a nd
im pa cts onhistoric site s or
fe a ture s (including ba ttle fie ld
site s)



(including ba ttle fie ld site s)
C lim a tic
Fa ctors

D e scription M onitore ffe ctive ne ss ofW ind
Ene rgy SPG

C ontinue toprom ote a nd
a ddre ss issue s ofe ne rgy use &
ge ne ra tion& use ofsusta ina ble
m a te ria ls withinpla nning brie fs

C ontinue work towa rd
na tiona l re ne wa ble ta rge ts

Im ple m e ntwork tota ck le
clim a te cha nge a da pta tion

L ink clim a te cha nge
a da pta tiontoprote ctiona nd
e nha nce m e ntofthe
B orde rs G re e nN e twork

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The re ne wa ble e ne rgy policy is
be ing upda te d a s pa rtofthe
L D P proce ss & the SPG will be
a m e nde d a ccordingly.The
upda te /a m e ndm e ntis ne ce ssa ry
due tona tiona l policy cha nge s
a nd a lsocha nge s inloca l
circum sta nce s.

Itwill be ne ce ssa ry tocontinue
tom onitorthe e ffe ctive ne ss of
the re ne wa ble e ne rgy policy a nd
the a m e nde d W ind Ene rgy
SPG .

The Propose d Pla nha s
pla ce m a k ing a nd de signa s a
ce ntra l te ne ta nd a s a pa rtof
this susta ina ble de signis k e y.
The Q ua lity Sta nda rds policy
ha s be e nupda te d a nd now
re fe rs todigita l conne ctivity,
m inim a l wa te rusa ge ,a nd gre e n
infra structure ;this builds onthe

The Propose d Pla n
continue s tosupport
re ne wa ble e ne rgy
de ve lopm e ntina ppropria te
loca tions.C ontinuing the
work towa rd na tiona l
re ne wa ble ta rge ts.

The L D P proce ss ha s
introduce d m e a sure s,such
a s the SFR A ,tha the lp
towa rds im ple m e nting work
tota ck le clim a te cha nge
a da pta tioni.e .na tura l flood
m a na ge m e nt,e xte nsionof
the G re e nN e twork ,a nd
provisionofgre e n
infra structure i.e .tohe lp
withdra ina ge .

Itis difficulttom onitorthe
e ffe ctive ne ss ofthe se
e le m e nts,give nthe
unce rta inty ofthe clim a te ;

The L a nd U se Stra te gy pilot
m a y inform work onthis
SEA topic.



susta ina ble principle s a lre a dy
incorpora te d intothe policy.

Itwill be ne ce ssa ry tom onitor
de ve lopm e nttha tga ins
pe rm issiontoe sta blishhow
the se policy e le m e nts a re
incorpora te d.

howe ve rre cord ca nbe k e pt
ofthe de ve lopm e nttha t
ta k e s pla ce .

M a te ria l
A sse ts

D e scription C ontinue toe ncoura ge use of
e xisting policie s & follow wa ste
hie ra rchy toa chie ve highe r
le ve ls ofre cycling & m inim ise
ne e d forla ndfill

C ontinue tostrik e a ba la nce
be twe e nutilising m ine ra l
re source s & sa fe gua rd a ttra ctive
la ndsca pe ,e nvironm e nt&
com m unitie s

Pre pa re a na re a s ofse a rchm a p
form ine ra ls forScottishB orde rs

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The Propose d Pla nm a k e s
provisionforthe incorpora tionof
wa ste re cycling inne w
de ve lopm e nta nd the ne w
re cycling ce ntre a tL a ngle e will
m a k e a significa ntpositive
diffe re nce tothe wa y wa ste is
de a ltwithinthe B orde rs.

Propose d Pla npolicy provide s
forutilisa tionofm ine ra l
re source s insusta ina ble
loca tions.A pplica tions forsuch



use s ca nbe m onitore d through
the L D P pe riod.

Popula tion&
H um a n
H e a lth

D e scription Prom ote a cce ss toB orde rs
G re e nN e twork & othe r
ha bita ta nd pa thne twork s

Progre ss/M onitoring
Propose d

The B orde rs curre ntly ha s a
we ll-use d core pa th
ne twork ,a s we ll a s othe r
susta ina ble link s/re cre a tion
a re a s.The e xte nsiontothis
ne twork ,the G re e n
N e twork ,is prote cte d by
policy a nd m a ny ofthe
de ve lopm e nta lloca tions a re
loca te d intowns ora re a s
whe re link s tothe G re e n
N e twork ca nbe prom ote d.
The Propose d Pla na lso
m a k e s provisionforlink s
be twe e nclim a te cha nge
m itiga tion/a da pta tion
m e a sure s,sucha s gre e n
infra structure orna tura l
flood m a na ge m e nt,a nd the
G re e nN e twork .

The e xte ntofsuch
de ve lopm e ntca nbe
m onitore d.


