APPENDIX 1:

SITES ASSESSED AT STAGE 2 OF
THE STRATEGIC HOUSING LAND
AVAILABILITY ASSESSMENT (2018)
NOT TAKEN FORWARD FOR
ALLOCATION

Rossendacle

BOROUGH COUNCIL
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2018 ; A Assessment 2018 Land Review 2016 . | Network | pe Study . . ] Reason for rejection
Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
. Develop 1 strqng adverse impact
. Developable in . for climate change
Site of the medium to ment Site off adaptation and 1 stron
SHLAA | Horsefield .. | Parcel . No predicted heritage | Not SFRA | could be Horsefield platic 9 Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
long term (within Retain . N/A N/A N/A positive impact for HS2.109 . .
16001 Avenue, 610 10 75 impact assessed 188 allocated Avenue, housing. 5 mi d Biodiversity impact.
Tonacliffe o 10 years, or subject to Tonacliffe fousing, > Minor adverse
after 10 years) FRA impacts and four minor
positive impacts
Develo 1 strong adverse impact
Developable in P for climate change
Land to the the medium to ment Part of Land adaptation and 1 strong
SHLAA | east of' long term (within Parcel Retain No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A to the gast of positive impact for HS2 106 G'ree.n Be]t parcel not identified for release.
16002 Tonacliffe 75 impact assessed 189 allocated Tonacliffe . . Biodiversity impact.
6 to 10 years, or - housing, 5 minor adverse
School subject to School . .
after 10 years) FRA impacts and four minor
positive impacts
Developable in Develop ;oftc:ﬁ;gagdc\:ﬁ;ii:]émpad
Land south the medium to ment Part of Land adaptation and 1 strong
SHLAA | of Bar long term (within Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A to the gast of positive impact for N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
16003 Terrace, 610 10 75 assessed 190 allocated Tonacliffe housing. 5 mi d
Whitworth to 10 years, or subject to School housing, 5 minor adverse
after 10 years) FRA impacts and four minor
positive impacts
SHLAA nglbank l;lfs]gtet\;ellooepable Not Not Not The site is a wooded area of which parts are
16008 Drl\(e, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A protepted by TPO. The site is not suitable for a
Whitworth sed housing development.
SHLAA
Require
Land to the Developable in further
rear of 303 the medium to investigat
SHLAA | to 321 o Not SFRA | \NVestg Not . . o
long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed N/A ion N/A N/A N/A N/A Planning permission for non-residential use
16009 Market assessed 271 assessed
Street, 6 to 10 years, or based on
Whitworth after 10 years) surfacg
water risk
, . 1 strong adverse impact
SHLAA Lane, long term (within Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A SFRA layout N/A N/A to the_north posm_ve |mpqct for N/A Green Belt study recommends retaining. Poor
16011 Whitworth 6 10 10 vears. or 72 assessed 191 and of Whitworth | housing, 5 minor adverse access.
after 1Oy earé) desian High School | impacts and 4 minor
y 9 positive impacts
. 1 strong adverse impact
Land to the Develop_able n Part of Land | for water and 1 strong
the medium to Not Lo .
SHLAA | north of long term (within Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A to the north positive impact for N/A Green Belt study recommends retaining.
16012 Whitworth 6 t310 ears. or 72 assessed sed of Whitworth | housing, 5 minor adverse Covenants relating to the land. Poor access.
High School Y ! High School | impacts and 4 minor

after 10 years)

positive impacts
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2018 ; A Assessment 2018 Land Review 2016 . | Network | pe Study . . ] Reason for rejection
Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
. Develop ' 1 strong positive impacts
Developable in Non Suitable for housing and human
Land to the h . G Suitable f ment f L h health -
SHLAA | east of Long the medium to reen- | unape or Not SFRA | could be or and o the ealth (proximity to . Significant access constraints. The site is suitable
16017 Acres Drive long term (within | Belt inclusion in | Not assessed assessed N/A 192 allocated N/A develop east of Long | doctor's surgery), 5 minor | N/A for inclusion within the Green Be”
) ’ | 6to 10 years, or | parcel Green belt : ment with | Acres Drive adverse impacts and ’
Whitworth subject to o . "
after 10 years) 81 FRA mitigation three minor positive
impacts
Proposed to be allocated for Mixed-Use
- S ) 1 strong adverse impact (employment and transit site for Gypsies and
Etggpegs?:“%:ggn ]%? allocate rai\ﬁt)lop Barlow on climate change Travellers) at the Council Meeting of 11th July
SHLAA Barlow Deliverable in redominantlp ’ emolovment | SFRA | could be Bottom (to adaptation and 1 strong Part of 2018. Following the meeting, it was resolved "to
Bottoms, N/A N/A P . y EMP73 ploy N/A N/A the east of positive impact for amend the plan and 5.5 of the report to remove
16020 . the next 5 years materials and release 160 allocated . . . HS2.102 "
Whitworth ; . ) the River housing, 2 minor adverse Barlow Bottoms and state "Gypsy and Traveller
considerations, the for subject to . . Y . .
o . . Spodden) impacts and 4 minor Transit site relocated to a small discreet piece of
site is acceptable. residential FRA o )
positive impacts land owned by the Borough Council at the far
corner of Futures Park™
Housing assessment: 1
strong positive impact for
housing and 1 strong
adverse impact for climate
De-allocate change adaptation, 5
Barlow | f . h
Bottoms Dol " Unact;ceptab et, tooth or | t Not Bar mlgo‘{ anerse wqpacts y bl herit '  Biodi o t
SHLAA eliverable in greater impact on the employmen arlow and 4 minor positive nacceptable heritage impact. Biodiversity impac
16022 mgf; of the the next 5 years N/A N/A setting of the listed EMP16 and release ::Zes N/A N/A N/A Bottom impacts Employment N/A (Woodland Stepping Stone Habitat)
Whitv:/orth asset. for assessment: 1 strong
residential adverse impact for climate
change adaptation, 5
minor positive impacts
and 4 minor negative
impacts
Should
SHLAA Site off lglro;gtet\(/)e'laoepable Not SFRA gﬁocated Not The site is largely covered by woodland, therefore
Valley View, | . . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A the yield of the area available for development is
16023 included in the assessed 193 on flood assessed ;
Shawforth . below 5 dwellings.
SHLAA risk
grounds
. 2 strong positive impacts
%:nsnder for housing and transport
Land to rear | Not developable : (proximity to bus stop), 1
. . Do not withdraw Land to the . S .
SHLAA | of Oak or not to be N/A N/A No predicted heritage H65 allocate for SFRA al based | N/A N/A rear of Oak strong adverse impact for N/A Significant flood risk. SFRA recommends not to
16025 Street, included in the impact 10 climate change allocate the site.
employment on Street . .
Shawforth SHLAA surface adaptation, 4 minor
water risk adverse impacts, 1 minor

positive impact




Employ | Employmen Environm
SI2-|0L1AéA Site Name & SHLAA 2018 GBriﬁn G::‘e:‘:::';alt Assegglr::gtemw Tae:c: éé‘:i';:, i';?é\ SZE?: N:tr:ntrzlrk Ip':"sc:zz?, Resazc?:;zle SA 2017 Reasonable Regulation Reason for rejection
Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;cr::us Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
. Develop
Land south ﬁivﬂggﬁ?#etgn ment
SHLAA | of Quarry o Parcel Potential No predicted heritage | Not SFRA | could be Not Access and topography issues. Small number of
16026 Street, Ig?g :grn;évrvslthgr; 65 for release | impact assessed N/A 194 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A HS2.104 housing does not justify a Green Belt release.
Shawforth after 1 Oy earé) subject to
y FRA
Eagle Not developable The site is not available for a housing
SHLAA Basrg]k y or not to be N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | Exceptio N/A N/A Not N/A N/A development, as the landowner wants to retain
16027 Shavx;forth included in the assessed 195 n Test assessed the use of the site for educational purposes in
SHLAA relation with the school.
Land north . . 1 strong adverse impact
of Knott Hill ﬁivﬂggﬁ?#etgn g;}ensmer for water and 1 strong
SHLAA | (west of o Parcel . Not SFRA Land north positive impact for Vehicular access issues, potential land
16028 Winterbutt :so?c? 1t grn;;\;v;thcl)r: 63 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 196 Exgut N/A N/A of Knott Hill housing, 6 minor adverse N/A contamination. Flood risk.
Lee), after 1Oy earé) desian impacts and 2 minor
Shawforth y 9 positive impacts
Developable in
Knowsley the medium to Not
SHLAA | Crescent || ithin | NA | N/A N d Not N/A N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Ameni local pl
16029 (WH2) ong term (within ot assesse assessed asses assessed menity space (local play area)
Shawférth 6 to 10 years, or sed
after 10 years)
Not part of Develop 1 strong adverse impact
Playing field | Developable in the sub- Plaving fiel for h health. 1
north of the medium to area ment aying field or uman ealth, 1 strong . o
SHLAA Knowsle long term (within Parcel identified Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A north of positive impact for N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
16030 Crescenty 6 tc?10 ears. or 62 for assessed 197 allocated Knowsley housing, 4 minor adverse Access issues.
Shawfortla after 1Oy earé) otential subject to Crescent impacts, 3 minor positive
y Felease FRA impacts
Should
Britannia Not developable be . .
Do not Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
SHLAA Shorg or not to .be Parcel Retain Not assessed EMP87 allocate for SFRA | allocated N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Landowners are willing to develop the site for
16031 Service included in the 59 emplovment 198 on flood assessed emplovment
Station SHLAA ploy risk ployment.
grounds
Developable in S(I:ould
SHLAA #?)Ed :‘ tGate }Qﬁ n:eeSnl:Jr(Uvitgwin Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Access issues. Potential land contamination.
16032 Britagnnia ’ 6 tc?1 0 years, or 56 assessed 199 on flood assessed Intentions of the landowners unknown.
after 10 years) risk
grounds
Redundant Develop
Stable Yard Not developable ment
SHLAA | to therear of | or notto be Parcel . Not SFRA | could be Not The site is too small to deliver 5 or more
16033 580 Fair included in the 56 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 200 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A dwellings.
View, SHLAA subject to
Britannia FRA




Employ | Employmen Environm
SI2-IOL1AéA Site Name & SHLAA 2018 GBrzftn G?:\::e?:“ Assegglr::gtemw Tae:c: I;:\?igev 32';?‘? SZE?: N:tr:ntrilrk :;:"sc:zg?, Resazc?:;zle SA 2017 Reasonable Regulation Reason for rejection
Address Conclusion Parcel | Conclusio . p Conclusi Alternatives | Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
Ref Ref n Conclusion 2%:?:’; co nZ:IL -;ion Ref - Szt(l).|1d7y 2015 Name
Land to the Develo
back of Developable in ment P
Britannia the medium to . .
SHLAA o Parcel . Not SFRA | could be Not Access issues. Intentions of some of the
16034 tsocthhoeoLiptﬂ Ig?g :grn;é\:/;thgr; 56 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 201 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A landowners unknown.
of Warren after 10yyearé) ls:l;{tfg\ect to
Drive
Should
Land to the Not developable be o .
The site is not available for development as the
1S‘I3-IOL3AéA E?ﬁ;ﬁﬁiist of %rcTL?éég lionethe N/A N/A Not assessed glsostesse d N/A Sg(? A 2!%?;;? N/A N/A glsostesse d N/A N/A landowner wants to retain the site in educational
School SHLAA risk use.
grounds
Developable in Develop e . . .
Land around . ment 1 strong positive impact Covenants associated with the land title.
SHLAA | Sheephouse the medium to Not SFRA | could be Land around for housing, 6 minor Presence of a slope. Very prominent in
16041 Reservoir, Ig?g :grn;é\:/;thgr; N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 202 allocated N/A N/A ?;zeei%r:sgi? € | adverse impacts and 2 N/A landscape. Relatively isolated from local services
Britannia after 10yyearé) subject to minor positive impacts and Tong lane is a narrow access lane.
FRA
Land at Developable in E}i\ﬁlop Suitable Land at 2 strong positive impacts
Douglas the medium to . . for Douglas on natural resources and . .
1820"46"" Road long term (within | N/A N/A i';'no grc‘id'“ed heritage ':;’;esse 4 | VA 185F§A gﬁggg% N/A develop | Road/ housing, 4 minor positive | N/A g{‘;'zt:f' :‘r?;ez@:m for the maintenance of the
Fieldfare 6 to 10 years, or P subiect to ment with | Fieldfare impacts and 3 minor P pace.
Way, Bacup | after 10 years) FR A mitigation | Way adverse impacts
Area B:
Not
Developable in suitable 1 strong positive imoact
SHLAA | Tong Farm the medium 1o Not Not for Part of Tong | on hougir?g 5 minorp
16045 A Bacu long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A develop Farm adverse im’ acts and 3 HS2.17 Partly allocated (H30)
’ P 6 to 10 years, or sed ment on . npac
after 10 years) landscap minor positive impacts
e
grounds
Area B:
Not
Developable in suitable 1 strong positive imoact
SHLAA | Tong farm B, }Qﬁ n:ee?ri#r(r\l/it%in N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A ’a\tl:stes N/A N/A zjoervelo Part of Tong | on hougir?g, 5 minorp N/A Not suitable for development on landscape
16046 Bacup 6 t310 ears. or assessed sed ment 0?1 Farm adverse impacts and 3 grounds.
Y ! minor positive impacts
after 10 years) landscap
e
grounds
Developable in razﬁlop 1 strong positive impact
Land east of | the medium to 9p - Imp Intentions of the landowners unknown. Site in the
SHLAA W K | ithi N/A N/A N d Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Part of Tong | on housing, 5 minor N/A icinitv of Listed Buildi d within the hiah risk
16048 arcoc ong term (within ot assesse! assessed 203 allocated Farm adverse impacts and 3 vicinity of Listed Buildings and wit |r)t e high ris
Lane, Bacup | 6to 10 years, or bi . O development are of the Coal Authority.
after 10 years) ls:l;b&ect to minor positive impacts
Developable in r?grget}lop 4 strong positive impact
the medium to . . . | Isolated site, within the vicinity of Listed Buildings.
SHLAA | Tong Farm, | |0 term (within | N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | couldbe |\ /) N/A Partof Tong | on housing, 5 minro N/A Also in the Coal Authority high risk development
16049 Bacup 610 10 vears. or impact assessed 23 allocated Farm adverse impacts and 3 area
after 10yyearé) subject to minor positive impacts )
FRA
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2018 ; A Assessment 2018 Land Review 2016 . | Network | pe Study . . ] Reason for rejection
Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
1 strong adverse impact
Developable in E}i\g—:lop on climate change
SHLAA Land off the medium to Not SFRA | could be Land off adaptation and 1 strong Unwilling landowner and intentions or remaining
16050 Coal Pit long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 504 allocated N/A N/A Coal Pitt positive impact for N/A landowners unknown. Within the Coal Authority
Lane, Bacup | 6to 10 years, or subiect to Lane housing, 7 minor adverse high risk development area.
after 10 years) ) impacts and 2 minor
FRA o
positive effects
Develo S;iinéizf d 1 strong adverse impact
Land at P for climate change o . o
Not developable ment be - The site is not considered developable as it is an
Rossendale . . . Land at adaptation and 1 strong . . :
SHLAA Crescent/Gr | ©" not to be N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | could be | considered N/A Rossendale ositive impact for N/A open space in active use for recreational
16055 eave Clouah included in the impact (site visit) assessed 26 allocated | for release Cres Eousin 4?ninor adverse purposes. The site has also potential
9 SHLAA subject to | for . 9, . contamination and land stability issues.
Lane, Bacup impacts and 3 minor
FRA developme o
nt positive effects
Develop
Thorn Not developable ment 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA Gardens or not to be N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Thorn for housing, 4 minor N/A Too small to deliver 5 or more dwellings due to
16059 B ’ included in the impact assessed 128 allocated Garden negative impacts and 4 steep slopes along Tong lane.
acup - . I
SHLAA subject to minor positive effects
FRA
Develop
Not developable ment o
SHLAA | o O eet, | O N0l fo bo NA | NA Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be | N/A Not N/A N/A ZCaei|Sa|i§>?elsf'ocroc;/§\:2ﬁ>5rynznit;r?otéeserﬁ;r%tgee able
16062 Bacu ’ | included in the assessed 268 allocated assessed to deliver 5 or more dwellinas
P SHLAA subject to 9s-
FRA
Develop
Land off Not developable ment
SHLAA or not to be Not SFRA | could be Not The site is largely wooded and part of comprises
16064 Ei;n dShS;,\\::u included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 18 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A a graveyard.
’ P | sSHLAA subject to
FRA
Bacu Not developable razﬁlop Former 2 strong positive impacts The site obtained planning permission in March
SHLAA Leisurr)e or not to bep No oredicted heritage Release for SFRA | could be Bacu for natural resources and 2018 for the demolition of the existing building
. . N/A N/A o P 9 H45 mixed-use N/A N/A cup housing, 5 minor adverse | N/A and erection of a 5 pump petrol filling station and
16068 Centre, included in the impact devel t 32 allocated Leisure . t d2mi iated retail st lanni ;
Bacup SHLAA evelopmen subject to Centre impacts and 2 minor associated retail store (planning reference
FRA positive impacts 2017/0633).
. Develop
Lower Old E}ivre:ggﬁ?rl]etgn ment 1 strong positive impact Intentions of landowners unknown. Poor access
SHLAA cl h | ithi N/A N/A N d Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Lower Old for housing, 9 minor N/A d isolated f local . O head
16072 oug . ong term (within otassesse assessed 207 allocated Clough Farm | adverse impacts and 1 an 'Sfo.ate. rom local services. vernea
Farm, Weir 6 to 10 years, or : . o electricity line passing through the site.
subject to minor positive effect
after 10 years)
FRA
Developable in Should 1 strong adverse impact
Land To The the megium to be Land adj on landscape, 1 strong
SHLAA Rgar 'Of long term (within | N/A N/A No predlqted hgrltage Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A N/A Maden ' p03|t!ve |mpqct on N/A Access issues
16074 Highfield, 610 10 vears. or impact (site visit) assessed 34 on flood Recreation housing, 4 minor adverse
Bacup Y : risk Ground impacts and 3 minor
after 10 years) o
grounds positive effects
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23;8 Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio Assg::g?::ito?‘ma RI;?I?edW Rzet\)l;g,w 23;? Conclusi Ng:nvgyrk pezﬁt:édy Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref AT e EE
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Should
SHLAA | bandat o dtetvelloopable No predicted herit Not SFRA bﬁ ted Not Seri from L hire County Council
or not to be o predicted heritage 0 allocate o erious concerns from Lancashire County Counci
16075 EUHOCK included in the N/A N/A impact assessed N/A 209 on flood N/A N/A assessed N/A HS2.11 regarding highways.
arm, Bacup | gy A risk
grounds
Develop
Land south Not developable ment Land south 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA | of Huttock or not to be N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A of Huttock for housing, 5 minor HS2.13 Serious concerns from Lancashire County Council
16077 Top Farm, included in the impact assessed 210 allocated Too Farm adverse impacts and 3 ) regarding highways.
Bacup SHLAA subject to P minor positive effects
FRA
Acceptable so long as
the mitigation
measures are
adhered to.
The site boundary
shall be reduced
moving it further north
and
west, with a small
reduction in numbers.
The existing mature
trees shall be
retained and if
necessary a TPO put
in place. The
dwelling should look
to the local
architecture and look
to
replicate this. They Not
shall be constructed Develo suitable 2 strong adverse impacts
L from stone which P for landscape and climate
and off Not developable shall ment for change adaptation, 1 . . .
1S(IS-IOL%A (l\;?dw;hurch or not to pe N/A N/A be of a good/ exact Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A develop Spwclough strong positive impact for | HS2.32 Serlou§ concerns from Lancashire County Council
oad, included in the tch to existin assessed 29 allocated ment on site housing. 4 minor adverse regarding highways.
Bacup SHLAA matc 9 subject to landscap . 9, .
natural stone or slate FRA o impacts and 4 minor
roof tiles and ds positive impacts
windows and doors to groun
be timber. There shall
be
no use of PVC,
synthetic or artificial
materials. They shall
be
restricted to two
stories and ensure
that there is good
separation between
the dwellings.
A high level planting
and landscaping
scheme will be
essential to the
development. To
ensure the impact on
the countryside is
reduced.
Should 3 strong positive impacts
Not developable Do not be on IandgscF;Ja o hous?n The proposed housing allocation at Regulation 18
SHLAA | Anvil Street, | or notto be N/A N/A No predicted heritage H38 locate f SFRA | allocated N/A N/A Anvil Street dt P t! 4 mi 9 Part of has been reduced. The landowner did not want
16082 Bacup included in the impact (site visit) aflocate for 13 on flood nvil stree and transport, & minor HS2.5 the site to be re-developed for residential use, but
SHLAA employment risk positive impacts and 4 rather to be kept for employment
grounds minor negative impacts )




F02| gomrmne | Smacsrs | e | e AEIMEEE “memt’ | tland | sFRA B “ontal | Landsca o | snemmEsn Regulation
23;? Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio Assg::g?::itoﬁma RI;?I?edW Rze(‘)’;?,w 23;? Conclusi Ng:nvgyrk pezﬁt:édy Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref AT e EE
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Acceptable, so long
as the site is reduced,
pulling the northern
boundary back,
halving the site, which
will also reduce the
yield. The
development should
ensure good plotting
of dwellings, no high
densities. The
dwelling should be
constructed from
natural stone, making
use of natural stone
or slate roof tiles, with
tlmber doors and Develop 2 strong adverse impacts
windows of which Y .

Land west of Not developable design will be ment on biodiversity and ' o o
1S(IS-IOI_BPéA Sow Clough, or not to pe N/A N/A reviewed at the time Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Land west of | climate 'change. HS2 29 Lancashire Cou'nty Cpuncﬂ highways objection
Stacksteads included in the of application. Use of assessed 211 allopated Sow Clough adaptathn, 6 minor and landowner intentions unknown

SHLAA . subject to adverse impacts and 2
standard housing FRA . itive | ¢
design will be minor positive impacts
unacceptable as will
the use of artificial
and synthetic
materials. All
dwellings shall be
restricted to two
stories and some
consideration may be
given to dormer,
subject to the quality
of design. The exiting
mature tree planting
shall be retained in
entirety and TPO will
be made use of is
necessary.
Develop
Not developable Providing the ment 1 strong positive effect for . .
SHLAA I;‘?/gﬁl?é Acre or not to be N/A N/A measures are strictly H70 Zfoggtte for SFRA | could be N/A N/A Land at Acre | housing, 5 minor adverse N/A E:]% r%arl?c!ir;:jnowner does not wish to release the
16090 Stackstéads included in the adhered to, the site is employment 289 allocated View impacts and 2 minor development 9
SHLAA acceptable. subject to positive impact )
FRA
Should
Brunswick Not developable be o
1S(|3-|0L9A;A Terrace, or r|10t to pe A N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A 1SFF%A allof(I:ated N/A N/A Not N/A N/A The I?lte is Fartly covered by mlﬁlture trees and too
Stacksteads | ¢ uded in the assessed 36 on ood assessed small to deliver 5 or more dwellings.
SHLAA risk
grounds
Developable in Develop Suitable
) ment 4 strong adverse impacts The SA highlights four strong adverse impacts to
SHLAA Land At the medium _to_ No predicted heritage Bo not SFRA | could be for Part of Land for landscape, water develop this site for housing. Access and
16096 Moss Farm, long term (within | N/A N/A impact He9 allocate for 111 allocated N/A develop at Moss climate chang!e adap;tation N/A topography issues. Not all Ia.ndowners are willing
Stacksteads | 6to 10 years, or employment . ment with | Farm g
subject to e and transport to develop the site.
after 10 years) FRA mitigation
Not
Land adj Toll | suitable . . .
ot developable for 4 strong adverse impacts The SA highlights four strong adverse impacts to
SHLAA Bar_ or not to be Not SFRA | Exceptio develop Part of Land for landscape, water develop this site for housing. Access and
16097 Business included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 134 n Test N/A ment on at Moss climate chan !e ada ,t ti N/A t hy i Not all land illi
Park Farm g ptation opography issues. Not all landowners are willing
St y SHLAA landscap and transport to develop the site.
acksteads e
grounds




F02| gomrmne | Smacsrs | e | e AEIMEEE “memt’ | tland | sFRA B “ontal | Landsca o | snemmEsn Regulation
23;8 Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio Assg::g:s:ito?‘ma RI;?I?edW Rzet\)l;g,w 23;? Conclusi Ng:\lllvgyrk pezﬁt:édy Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref AT e EE
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Should
Heathbourne Not developable be 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA Road or not to be N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A N/A Heathbourne | for housing, 4 minor N/A The site is too small to deliver 5 or more
16099 Stack!steads included in the assessed 126 on flood Road positive impacts and 3 dwellings.
SHLAA risk minor adverse impacts
grounds
1 strong adverse impact
for climate change for
Not developable climate change adaptation
1SHLAA \évoeasé?rn or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A glsostes N/A N/A N/A :talr-:eoaftlrﬁ?;l]d gnd 1 strong po'sitive N/A Importgnt recreational value to the community
6100 Stacksteads included in the assessed sed Road impact for housing, 4 (contains playground and MUGA)
SHLAA minor adverse impacts
and 4 minor positive
impacts
1 strong adverse impact
. Not developable I;(I)irrnceltltn;actﬁazgznggafg{ation The site is largely covered by yvoodland and is
SHLAA Hegth Hill or not 1o be Not Not Part of Iapd and 1 strong positive protected by a Tre(_a Preservation Order. The net
16101 Drive, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A at Heathfield impact for housing, 4 N/A development area is too small to enable the
Stacksteads SHLAA sed Road minor adverse im ’ delivery of 5 or more
pacts h
. o ouses.
and 4 minor positive
impacts
. Greenland .
Waterbarn Consider s site could 2 strong adverse impacts
Chapel, Not developable for be for water and climate
SHLAA Rakehead or not o be Providing mitigation Do not SFRA withdraw considered Land adj change adaptation, 1 Flood risk. Former cricket ground, which should
16105 Lane and included in the N/A N/A measures in place, H67 allocate for 133 al based for release N/A Waterbarn strong positive impact for | N/A be retained to address wider deficit. Listed
adjoining SHLAA the site is acceptable. employment on for Chapel housing, 3 minor adverse Building present on site.
land, surface developme impacts and 2 minor
Stacksteads water risk nt P positive impacts




Employ | Employmen Environm
s | SiteName & | SHLAA 2018 A e L noang | SFRe B Nomal | canasca o | snemmEsn Regulation . ‘or reiecti
Ref Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio ssc‘:e::g?::ion Re?/riiew 2e(\)1$,w Ref Conclusi setnvg; pe201té y Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref eason for rejection
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Acceptable providing
mitigation measures
are adhered to.
Restrictions will be
placed that the
dwellings be no more
than 2 storeys. They
should take example
from the local area in
terms of design, style
character and should
be constructed in
natural stone and
slate and timber.
Standard materials
and design will not be
acceptable. High
Land north density developed will Develop e
of . . not be acceptable. A ment Land north 1 strong positive impact Partly
SHAA | Blackwood | pelveradlen | N/A good detailed scheme | MO | N/A ST | could be - N/A S nckwood | yhousing, 5 mIno" | allocated as | Partly allocated (H25).
Road, the next 5 years of landscaping will be assesse allocate ackwoo negative impacts an HS2 24
Stacksteads required. Retention of ls:l;zti&ect to Road minor positive impacts
the trees/ woodland
area to the north
boundary of the site
and these should be
protected with a TPO.
The dwelling should
be set closest to
Blackwood road,
keeping the rear plot
of land clear and
open. It will also be
require that the site
be pulled away from
the Western
boundary to prevent
impact on the Listed
assets.
Developable in Develop
SHLAA Eiiir?;d the medium to Not SFRA :;noirl]ctj be Not Intentions of the landowner unknown. Steep
16108 Lane, Ié)?é:] 1t(e;rrr:3 é\:/;thgr; N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 213 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A %ﬁﬁ;ﬁwmé Located in the vicinity of Listed
Stacksteads after 1 Oy earé) subject to gs-
y FRA
. Develop
SHLAA | Hugh Mill 5]2vre:1lggﬁ?rl16tgn = | Not SFRA mer;(tj b ]] str:ong.posijrive. Impact Access would require improvements to support a
16114 Cg\?vpe . Ié)ng term (within 52 ree Retain Not assessed asosesse d N/A 501 gﬁgcate% N/A N/A Hugh Mill aOJve(:;:Iir:ﬁbac?;l,nzrminor N/A Igrge housirjg developmen't. Sgrface water flood
to 10 years, or : R risk. Potential land contamination.
after 10 years) subject to positive impacts
FRA
. Not developable C_onsnder o -
SHLAA Site 5B _ or not o be Not SFRA site Not The site is partly within a flood zone .3 and partly
16122 Kearns Mill, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 39 layout N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A wooded. The net development area is too small to
Cowpe SHLAA and deliver 5 or more dwellings.
design
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Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
Require
SHLAA Site 5A ’:ro rtu?te t\(/)elboepable Not SFRA {ﬁ\r/t:“rgat Not Significant gradient, surface water flood risk
Kearns Mill, . ) N/A N/A Not assessed N/A ion N/A N/A N/A N/A gniiic g . ’
16123 included in the assessed 38 assessed potential landscape impact
Cowpe based on
SHLAA
surface
water risk
Former . . Planning permission Not . . .
1S€|S-I1I_2A21A Kearns Mill, Eglxgi?%li/;grs N/A N/A granted. Site under- 'a\ll:stessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A 'a\ll:stessed N/A HS2.88 S(Ietfeo;Jen?heelzr ggg?rmijrigoor:‘ tahne;j I_htla(sgll It:f;at?]ep%c:?;gleted
Cowpe construction. sed
3 strong positive impacts
for landscape, housing
Gaghills Not developable Gaghills and transport. 2 strong
SHLAA Lane. or not to pe N/A N/A No predicted heritage EMP29 Rel_ease. for SFRA | Exceptio N/A N/A Building adverse impacts for_water N/A Flooq zone 3 and high risk of surface water
16129 included in the impact. residential 139 n Test and employment skills. 3 flooding
Waterfoot Lane . .
SHLAA minor adverse impacts
and 2 minor positive
impacts
3 strong positive impacts
for landscape, housing
Not developable and transport. 2 strong
SHLAA | Mill End Mill, | or not to be No predicted heritage Release for SFRA | Exceptio . . adverse impacts for water Flood risks from the river and surface water.
16130 Waterfoot included in the N/A N/A impact. EMP30 residential 07 n Test N/A N/A Mill End Mill and employment location. N/A Potential land contamination.
SHLAA 3 minor adverse impacts
and 2 minor positive
effects
Land Develop 1 strong positive impact
Adiacent Not developable ment Greenland Land adi for housing and 1 strong
SHLAA Sinss or not to be N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be | s site not N/A Swiss ! adverse effect for N/A Woodland and allotment gardens. Vehicular
16131 included in the assessed 95 allocated | identified biodiversity. 4 minor access issues. Surface water flood risk.
Clough, SHLAA biect to | for rel Clough itive impacts and 3
Waterfoot subject to | for release positive impacts an
FRA minpr adverse impacts
Developable in rai\ﬁt)lop 2 strong positive impacts
Park Road the medium to . . for natural resources and . .
SHLAA ; s No predicted heritage | Not SFRA | could be Park Road - . o Drainage issues, presence of a culvert, garage
16132 Garage Site, | long term (within | N/A N/A impact. assessed N/A 115 allocated N/A N/A Garage Site housmg. 4 minor positive HS2.91 colony in existing use.
Waterfoot 6 to 10 years, or subiect to impacts and 3 minor
after 10 years) ) adverse impacts
FRA
Steep slopes. Surface water flood risk. Wooded
Develop 2 st itive i t area
Not developabe ment for naturl resources and |
Land At Hey . . u u
SHLAA Head, or not to pe N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Land at Hey housing, 3 minor adverse N/A
16133 Waterfoot included in the impact. assessed 96 allocated Head impacts and 4 minor
SHLAA subject to pa
FRA positive effects

11




F02| gomrmne | Smacsrs | e | e AEIMEEE “memt’ | tland | sFRA B “ontal | Landsca o | snemmEsn Regulation
2018 ; A Assessment 2018 Land Review 2016 . | Network | pe Study . . ] Reason for rejection
Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c:u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
2 strong adverse impacts
Develop for biodiversity and
Land off Not developable ment Greenland Part of climate change
SHLAA | Queensway, | or notto be Not SFRA | could be | s site not Garage adaptation, 1 strong . .
16134 Staghills, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 94 allocated | identified N/A Colony off positive impact for N/A No vehicular access. Ownership unknown
Waterfoot SHLAA subject to | for release turnpike housing. 4 minor positive
FRA impacts and 3 minor
negative impacts
1 strong adverse impact
Land Not developable Providing mitigation raz\rﬁlop Greenland on climate change
SHLAA Opposite or not to bep and design measures Not SFRA | couldbe | s site not Land adaptation and 1 strong
16135 Church included in the N/A N/A are taken into assessed N/A 71 allocated | identified N/A opposite positive impact on N/A Steep, wooded and poor access
Lane, SHLAA account the site is subiect to | for release Church Lane | housing. 5 minor positive
Waterfoot acceptable. FR A impacts and 3 minor
negative impacts
2 strong adverse impacts
Develop for biodiversity and
Garage Not developable ment Greenland Part of climate change
SHLAA | Colony Off or not to be Not SFRA | could be | s site not Garage adaptation, 1 strong Trickett's Memorial Ground, Woodland identified
16136 Turnpike, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 91 allocated | identified N/A Colony off positive impact for N/A as Stepping Stone Habitat
Waterfoot SHLAA subject to | for release turnpike housing. 4 minor positive
FRA impacts and 3 minor
negative impacts
Part of the
Greenland
s site could
be
Consider considered
Land off Not developable site for release. The site is partly covered by woodland with a high
SHLAA or not to be Not SFRA However Not number of Green Infrastructure functions. The net
Wales Road, | . . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A layout . N/A N/A N/A . .
16137 included in the assessed 90 this assessed developable area is too small to be able to deliver
Waterfoot and X
SHLAA desi SHLAA 5 or more dwellings.
esign .
site has a
high
number of
Gl
function.
Develop 2 strong positive impacts
Land Off Not developable ment Greenland .
SHLAA | Taylor or not to be Not SFRA | could be | s site not Land off for housing and transport,
. . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A ; e N/A Taylor 3 minor adverse impacts N/A Steep slopes. Woodland.
16140 Avenue, included in the assessed 117 allocated | identified ; -
: Avenue and 3 minor positive
Waterfoot SHLAA subject to | for release .
impacts
FRA
Land Steep, poor access, possible other uses sought
an 3 strong positive impacts
Adjacent To | Not developable N Land adi S for land hous
SHLAA | St. Anne's or not to be N/A N/A N Not N/A ot N/A N/A N/A Aan 'a J St or landscape, fousing N/A
16141 School, included in the / / ot assessed assessed / asses / / / nne's and transport. 3 minor /
. sed School adverse impacts and 3
Piercy, SHLAA . s
minor positive impacts
Waterfoot
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Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c:u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
Mount Zion . Develop .
Baptist & E]ivﬂggﬁ?:]etgn ment II\B/I::t?SttZéon 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA | 240 e Not SFRA | could be for housing, 4 minor .
16142 Edgeside long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 78 allocated N/A N/A 240 ' negative impacts and 3 N/A Access issues
Lane, gf:gruo Oye:a:?é)or subject to Egg:ade minor positive impacts
Waterfoot y FRA
) Site in flood zone 2. Too small to
SHLAA | Seautoad. | Deliverable in No predicted heritage | Not Not Not deliver 5 or more dwellings. An
16143 Whitewell the next 5 years N/A N/A impact. assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A HS2.92 Urban Boundarylchange is
B sed proposed to facilitate
ottom
development
Land/Garden Develop
at Delph Not developable ment
SHLAA | House, or not to be Not SFRA | could be Not . -
16144 Scout included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 129 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Very steep site, difficult to access.
Bottom, SHLAA subject to
Waterfoot FRA
Land Off
Rock Bridge . . . . .
SHLAA Deliverable in No predicted heritage | Not SFRA | Exceptio Not .
16148 Fo'd’ the next 5 years N/A N/A impact. assessed N/A 97 n Test N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Flood risk
Whitewell
Bottom
Develop
Land north Not developable ment 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA | of or not to be Not SFRA | could be Land north for housing, 5 minor Unknown ownership. Access is a major
16152 Springside, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 219 allocated N/A N/A of Springside | adverse impacts and 2 N/A constraint. Adjoins listed buildings.
Water SHLAA subject to minor positive impacts
FRA
Land at East Should
Bank, off Deliverable i Not SFRA | allocated Not
SHLAA ’ eliverable in o allocate o . o .
16153 Eg;nc;e%/ast the next 5 years N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 290 on flood N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Isolated greenfield site in the countryside
’ risk
Waterfoot
grounds
Vacant Developable in Develop
Haulage the medium to ment
SHLAA | Yard, o Not SFRA | could be Not Isolated site in the countryside, with flood risk and
16154 Burnley Ig?g :grrr;é\:/;thgr; N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 218 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A land contamination issues.
Road East, after 1Oy earé) subject to
Water y FRA
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Alternatives Conclusion
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18 Ref

Reason for rejection

SHLAA
16155

Land by St
Peter's
School,
Newchurch

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

N/A

N/A

Acceptable as long as
the following
mitigating measures
are adhered to. The
site boundary needs
to be reduced, pulling
it in from the east
away from Heightside
House. The western
boundary should be
in line with the track
leading up from St
Peter’'s Road. The
layout should ensure
that the dwellings’
size, massing and
spacing are adequate
to ensure they retain
the openness on the
site. As this is a more
rural aspect the
dwelling should be
constructed from
natural stone, natural
roofing slates and
timber windows.
Standard housing
design will not be
accepted
consideration should
be taken from the
local vernacular. The
dwelling shall be
restricted to two
stories this especially
the case with the
topography of the
land. A detailed
landscaping plan will
also be required,
looking to create a
natural buffer to the
rear and sides of the
boundary of the site.
This will help to
mitigate against the
impact on the rural
countryside looking
from and into.

Not
assessed

N/A

SFRA
222

Should
be
allocated
on flood
risk
grounds

N/A

N/A

Not
assessed

N/A

Partly
allocated as
HS2.86

Landscape and heritage impact

SHLAA
16158

Land to rear
of Boars
Head pub,
Newchurch

Deliverable in
the next 5 years

N/A

N/A

Unacceptable, would
have substantial harm
on the setting of the
GlI* Church,

Not
assessed

N/A

SFRA
293

Develop
ment
could be
allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A

N/A

Not
assessed

N/A

N/A

Significant heritage impact

SHLAA
16160

North Of
Staghills
Road,
Newchurch

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

N/A

N/A

No predicted heritage
impact.

Not
assessed

N/A

SFRA
106

Develop
ment
could be
allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A

N/A

North of
Staghills
Road

2 strong positive impacts
for natural resources and
housing, 1 strong adverse
impact for climate change
adaptation, 4 minor
positive impacts and 3
minor adverse impacts

N/A

Access difficult. Public Open Space and play

area.
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Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
Assessed for
Developable in Greenland the part of
the medium to No predicted heritage Not . the site Partly - .
?;LGA;A H:ﬁ:ﬁd?&i’ long term (within | N/A N/A impact for small part gl:stesse d N/A asses | N/A %Zﬁif?ecg N/A allocated N/A allocated as iz,avztcl)%ig?jcati?hds(tﬁfr:). F:gg;:rl]r:mg part of the site
6 to 10 years, or of the site (H61) sed for release (please see HS2.83 99 )
after 10 years) allocated
sites)
Developable in rai\r/ﬁwp
Crabtree the medium to
SHLAA Hurst, long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Vehicular access is a major issue.
16163 Waterfoot 610 10 years, or assessed 88 allocated assessed
after 10 years) subject to
FRA
Develo 1 strong adverse impact
Land behind Developable in No predicted heritage ment P Former on climate change
the medium to impact, but a noted adaptation and 1 strong
SHLAA Myrtle Grove long term (within | N/A N/A impact on SSSI and Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Leprqsy positive impact for HS2.84 Vehicular access issues to the site.
16164 Mill, 6 to 10 years, or Biological heritage assessed 226 allocated Hospital, housing. 4 minor adverse
Waterfoot Y ’ lolog 9 subject to Waterfoot . 9- .
after 10 years) site. impacts and 4 minor
FRA o
positive effects
. Not developable
Land Off Hill .
SHLAA or not to be Not SFRA | Exceptio Not .
16167 Er;sv t&e?wl?éll included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 92 n Test N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Flood risk
SHLAA
Providing mitigation
measures in place the
site is acceptable.
The dwelling should
be restricted to 2-
storey and should be
constructed of natural
stone and slates. The
properties should look
to be detached,
replicating what is
found within the area,
with front and rear
Land at gardens, helping to Develop Delivering 5 units is overoptimistic
Conway soften the built form. ment so the site is no longer
SHLAA Deliverable in There is also mature Not SFRA | could be Not proposed for allocation, though
16170 E?idér the next 5 years N/A N/A planting in the area assessed N/A 224 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A HS2.57 there is a change proposed to
Clgu hfold and this should be subject to bring the land into the urban
9 retained to add FRA boundary

buffering to the site
and possible
additional planting
and landscaping
required. The yield of
7 may be over
massing the site and
would suggest that 4
would be more
sympathetic and
allow for the better
use of space. The site
is currently buffered
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€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
by hedgerows and
mature planting and
this should be
retained, with
replacement planting
required if necessary.
. Develop
Developable in .
SHLAA Lgnd At the medium o Providing mitigation Not SFRA E:noirl]é be Srs?tinrzacl)rt]d Not ;’gﬁssergax(t:ggsesll?gruis rFr’T:r:ﬁing permission
16172 Higher long term (within | N/A N/A measures in place the assessed N/A 62 allocated | identified N/A assessed N/A HS2.58 submittéd for a dweIIin. in 2018 and approved in
Cloughfold 6 to 10 years, or site is acceptable. ) 9 PP
subject to | for release 2019 (2018/0577).
after 10 years) FRA
Whinberry . . Not
?;'-%A View t'%i";}’g;?%"?g;rs N/A N/A yg\} jizeezs_ed’ ';';’Stesse | A asses | N/A N/A N/A ';';’Stesse g | A N/A Site completed
awtenstall sed
Providing the
following mitigation
measures are
adhered to, the site
could be acceptable.
The boundary of the
site shall be reduced,
pulling the eastern
boundary further so . . .
Land the boundary is in line Develo 2 strong positive impacts ;ggg;srggga?g%g%guosl;?" stated it could not
Between with Lambton Gates. ment P Greenland for housing and transport, Badger setts are present 'On site
SHLAA Eewchurch Deliverable in The dw<_aII|ngs shal Not SFRA | could be | s site not Land at ! strong adverse impact Part of Strong community objection.
oad and N/A N/A be restricted to two N/A ; e N/A for climate change . .
16174 Bacup Road the next 5 years storeys and there assessed 77 allocated | identified Cloughfold adaptation. 4 minor HS2.54 Highways England: commented
Higher ’ could be subject to | for release negative irﬁpacts and 4 th.at.the §ite should be a}ssessed
Cloughfold consideration of FRA minor positive impacts within Highways Capacity Study.
) Potential land instability.
single storey
bungalows, possibly
dormer bungalows.
The materials should
be natural stone for
construction, natural
roofing slates and
timber for doors and
windows.
Develop
Eﬁ?c:nosftreet, Not developable ment o _ . _ . N
SHLAA Hurst or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Slgnlflcant gradient with potential land instability
16179 Crescent included in the assessed 75 allocated assessed issues.
R ’ SHLAA subject to
awtenstall FRA
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€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Providing the
following mitigation
measures are closely
adhered to then the
site would be
acceptable. The
boundary of the site
needs to be reduced
pulling in the eastern
boundary towards
Marl Pitts. The yield
will therefore be
reduced which will
also help to mitigate
against the heritage
impact. Development
should be limited to
Developable in the west qf the site. Develop Are_;a A: 3
Land to rear the medium to The dwelling should ment Suitable 1 strong positive for Waingate Manor is listed. Access is a significant
SHLAA | of Waingate, long term (within | N/A N/A seek to represent the | Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A for Waingate housing, 4 minor positive N/A constraint as Highway Aljthority unwilling to
16180 Springside, 610 10 vears. or local area in design assessed 06 allocated develop impacts and 3 minor accept an access via Marl Pits
Rawtenstall Y ’ and take example subject to ment with adverse impacts P
after 10 years) f o
rom the local FRA mitigation
vernacular. They shall
be restricted to two
storeys. The
materials palette shall
be limited, with no
use or render, use of
natural stone for
construction, natural
stone or slate roof
tiles and doors and
windows to be of
timber construction.
Use of standard
design for the
dwellings fixtures and
fitting will not be
acceptable.
Area C:
. Develop th 2 strong adverse impacts
Land off Developgble in ment suitable Part of land on Iandscgpe a}nd climate . .
SHLAA | Waingate the medium _to _ Not SFRA | could be for to the east of | change mlt_lgatlpn, 1 Poor vehl_cu_lar access via a narrow trallclf. No bus
16181 Lane long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 570 allocated N/A develop Alder strong positive impact .for N/A service Wlthln 400m. Adquns listed building.
Rawt;enstall 6 to 10 years, or subject to ment on Grange housmg, 4 minor positive Potential high landscape impacts.
after 10 years) FRA landscap | School impacts and 2 minor
e negative impacts
grounds
Area B
and part
Develop of Area 2 strong adverse impacts
Land to the N C: Not Part of land on landscape and climate
f Alder ot developable ment suitable to the east of | change mitigation, 1 Poor vehicular access via a narrow track. No bus
SHLAA | 8asto or not to be Not SFRA | could be ge mitigation, " vehicul 2 a né ACK
16183 Grange included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 505 allocated N/A for Alder strong positive impact .for N/A service Wlthln 400m. Adquns listed building.
School, SHLAA Subi develop Grange housing, 4 minor positive Potential high landscape impacts.
Rawtenstall ject to ment on School impacts and 2 minor
FRA > <
landscap negative impacts
e
grounds
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Providing mitigation
measures followed
above, H6 site is
acceptable. A
detailed scheme of
landscaping is
required, with
particular focus on
the East and North
Developable in Boundary. The Develop 1 strong adverse impact
Land south the medium to landscaping should ment for transport, 1 strong Access issue via Hollin Lane
SHLAA | of Hollin long term (within | N/A N/A include a good Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Land at positive impact for HS2. 44 which is a narrow single lane
16184 Lane, 610 10 vears. or amount of tree assessed 14 allocated Hollin Lane housing, 4 minor negative ’ with no possibility of widenin
Rawtenstall after 1 Oy earé) planting to ensure a subject to impacts and 3 positive P y 9-
y natural buffer to the FRA impacts
site. The dwelling
should be constructed
from natural stone,
natural stone or slate
roofing tiles and
timber for doors and
windows. No use of
UPVC or other
artificial materials.
Constable . . Not
SR | Lee Cour, | pelveradleln | N/A Site now completed | ot N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Site now completed
Rawtenstall the next 5 years assessed sed assessed
Iﬁzr;? (-g? I?]evelogable in Sgould Land ]? strong plositive impact:(sj
the medium to . . and to rear or natural resources an .
ety | S, | lorotemin W wa | Nopedesdnetooe | Mol fwn | SEPA S Tua | NA | orlymade | nousng dmroradverse | NA | (ientons ol doumers reunknoun. Ao
’ 6 to 10 years, or . Scout impacts and 2 minor
Crawshawbo after 10 years) risk ositive impact
oth y grounds P pacts
Land north Developable in Consider Greenland
SHLAA | Of Adelaide | the medium to Not SFRA | S s site not Not N
16194 Street, long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 531 layout identified N/A assessed N/A N/A Greenlands site not identified for release
Crawshawbo | 6to 10 years, or and f
. or release
oth after 10 years) design
Site of Require
former Not developable further Poor vehicular access via a track, with potential
SHLAA ngthorn or not to be Not SFRA nvestigat Not surface water flood risk. Ecological importance as
16195 Mill, Folly included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 278 lon N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A identified as woodland énd rassland steppin
Clough, based on . grass pping
Crawshawbo SHLAA surface stone area. Potential landscape impact.
oth water risk
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SHLAA
16196

Land east of
Goodshaw
Lane,
Crawshawbo
oth

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

N/A

N/A

Acceptable so long as
the site is reduced
and mitigation
adhered to. The site
needs to be pulled
back further south
and no development
to take place in the
north of the site,
nothing north of
Hawthorn farm.
Development to the
north of the site would
be detrimental to the
setting of the GII*
Chapel, Gll Church
and would be
refused. The yield will
be reduced to
accommodate the
smaller site to around
5 dwellings. The
development should
take example from
the dwellings in the
immediate area.
Dwellings should be
restricted to two
storeys and be
constructed from
natural stone, natural
slate and use of
timber for doors and
windows. The design
needs to be bespoke
and take keys from
the local vernacular.

Not
assessed

N/A

SFRA
234

Develop
ment
could be
allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A

N/A

Land east of
Goodshaw
Lane

1 strong positive impact
for housing, 6 minor
adverse impacts and 3
minor positive impacts

N/A

Close to Listed church. Access issues as
Goodshaw Lane relatively narrow.

SHLAA
16198

Land Adj
Ullswater
Way,
Loveclough

Deliverable in
the next 5 years

N/A

N/A

The site is required to
be reduced
significantly. Stated
as yield of 6 however
it will only be possible
to develop the
maximum of 2
dwellings on the site.
The will need to be
sited away from the
GlI* Chapel off
Ullswater Way and be
of a traditional style
reminiscent of the
local vernacular. They
shall be restricted to 2
storeys and shall be
constructed from
natural materials
(stone and slate).
Standard design will
not be acceptable
and the use of poor
quality materials will
be refused. Even with
the small number
landscaping will be
required to reduce the
impact and form a
natural buffer.

Not
assessed

N/A

SFRA
68

Develop
ment
could be
allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A

N/A

Land adj
Ullswater
Way

1 strong adverse impact
for climate change
adaptation, 1 strong
positive impact for
housing. 7 minor adverse
impacts and 1 minor
positive impact

N/A

Mitigation of heritage impact means only 2
dwellings could be built on site.
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€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
The site shall be
reduced pulling any
development away
from Goodshaw
Lane. Access may be
possible off Ullswater
way which will further
reduce the impact.
Development should
be kept to the west of
the site which will
require the yield to be
reduced to around 5, Develop 5 strong positive impacts
Thirlmere possibly 6. The ment Thirlmere 9p P . - - .
SHLAA | Way Deliverable in existing development | Not SFRA | could be Way for natural resources and No bus service within 400m. Adjoins a listed
16199 Gooéshaw the next 5 N/A N/A . d d N/A 70 I N/A N/A ’ housing. 4 minor positive N/A building (grade 11*). Keen to retain for local
years is poor and a new assesse allocated Goodshaw . d3mi in |
Chapel development should subject to Chapel Impacts and o minor informal open space.
adverse impacts
make use of natural FRA
materials, being of
stone and slate. The
heights shall be
restricted to two
storeys and there
shall be no use of
roof lights.
Consideration of the
layout will be required
to ensure that the
development fit in
around the existing.
Require
. further 2 strong positive impacts
SHLAA gllrcécélﬁgate lglro;gtet\(/)e'laoepable No predicted heritage | Not SFRA investigat Middlegate for natural resources and Unwilling landowner. Small part of the site within
16200 Goods,haw included in the N/A N/A im N/A ion N/A N/A housing. 5 minor positive N/A Coal Authority high risk development area. Prone
pacts assessed 69 based Green . ts and 2 mi o floodi
Chapel SHLAA ased on impacts and 2 minor o flooding
surface adverse impacts
water risk
) 1 strong adverse impact
Zldejle?cent Not developable rai\ﬁt)lop Part of field for climate change
SHLAA | Goodshaw or not 1o be Not SFRA | could be adjacent adaptation and 1 strong Gradient present. Access will require
16201 Lane/Gibhill | included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 64 allocated N/A N/A Goodshaw positive impact for N/A improvements. Flood risk in parts of the site.
- Lane/Gibhill housing. 6 minor adverse Complex ownership
Lane, SHLAA subject to Lane impacts and 3 minor
Waterfoot FRA pacts
positive impacts
Develop 1 strong adverse impact
Land (A) Developable in ment Part of field for climate change
Adjacent the medium to adjacent adaptation and 1 strong . . .
1S€IS-|2L0P5A Swinshaw long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed 'a\ll:stesse d N/A Sg RA gﬁgg;% N/A N/A Goodshaw positive impact for N/A %:?Aig:np;ﬁfsen;ioﬁgcﬁzs ivr:'!);?gugﬁhe site
Cottages, 6 to 10 years, or subject to Lane/Gibhill housing. 6 minor adverse ) )
Goodshaw after 10 years) FRA Lane impacts and 3 minor
positive impacts
Develop 1 strong adverse impact
Northern Developable in ment for climate change
SHLAA | corner of the medium to Not SFRA | could be Small part of | adaptation and 1 strong Intentions of the landowners unknown. Ecological
16208 Goodshaw long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 541 allocated N/A N/A Swinshaw positive impact for N/A importance as identified as Grassland Stepping
Lane, 6 to 10 years, or subject to Hall housing. 5 minor adverse Stone Habitat.
Loveclough after 10 years) FRA impacts and 4 minor
positive impacts
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1 strong adverse impact
Land north Developable in Develop for climate change
) ment Part of land :
sHLAA | & | the medium to Not SFRA | could be north of adaptation and 1 strong .
16211 Commercial | long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 539 allocated N/A N/A Commercial positive impact for N/A Landscape issues
Street, 6 to 10 years, or subiect to Street housing, 5 minor adverse
Loveclough after 10 years) FRA impacts and 4 minor
positive impacts
Not .
. 1 strong adverse impact
Land . Developable in suitable on climate change
opposite h di N for Part of land d - d1
SHLAA | 1019 } € medium t% N/A N/A N d Not N/A ot N/A N/A develop adjacent a alp'tatlc.)n an f strong N/A Land .
16215 Burnley é) ?3 :grn;é\:lslt gr] otassesse assessed ::Zes ment on Recreation Egﬁgme 'rg%?ﬂof; dverse andscape Issues
Road, after 10y earé) landscap | Ground 81 im actg.and 3 minor
Rawtenstall y e pacts
positive impacts
grounds
Develosable | Develop 1 strlt_)ng advl;erse impact
Land off evelopable In ment Part of land on climate change
SHLAA | Burnley the medium to Not SFRA | could be adjacent adaptation and 1 strong
long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed N/A N/A N/A h positive impact for N/A Landscape issues
16216 Road, assessed 236 allocated Recreation . .
6 to 10 years, or : housing. 6 minor adverse
Loveclough subject to Ground 81 . .
after 10 years) FRA impacts and 3 minor
positive impacts
Land north 1 strong adverse impact
of Developable in Develop on climate change
Goodshaw the medium to ment Part of land adaptation and 1 strong
SHLAA | Fold Road o Not SFRA | could be adjacent A .
16217 (rear of Ié)ng 1t(e;rm (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 85 allocated N/A N/A Recreation Eosﬂwe |ré1pqct ford N/A Landscape issues
Silver to 10 years, or subject to Ground 81 housing. 6 minor adverse
Street) after 10 years) FRA impacts and 3 minor
’ positive impacts
Loveclough
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SHLAA
16218

Land south
of

Goodshaw
Fold Road,
Loveclough

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

N/A

N/A

The site could be
acceptable if the
scale of development
is significantly
reduced and pulled
back and out from the
Conservation Area
and see the
sympathetic
conversion of the
former Hargreaves
Mill. The proposed
number of dwellings
needs to be
substantially reduced
and the boundary of
the site pull back and
out of the
Conservation Area.
Likely that number
would need to be half
of the current yield if
not less. The style of
dwellings would need
to look to the local
vernacular, using
natural materials of
stone and slate. They
would need to be
restricted to two
storey dwellings.
Sympathetic reuse of
the Mill would be
welcome, but design
and use would need
to be of the highest
design and quality.

EMP70

Retain for B-
class
employment
uses

SFRA
242

Develop
ment
could be
allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A

N/A

Not
assessed

N/A

Partly
allocated as
EMP2.62

Partly allocated as Existing Employment EE51 -

Kippax Mill
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23;8 Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio Assg::g:s:ito?‘ma RI;?I?edW Rzet\)l;g,w 23;? Conclusi Ng:\lllvgyrk pezﬁt:édy Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref AT e EE
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
The proposed site
could be acceptable
so long as the stated
mitigation is adhered
to. The development
plot will need pulling
the boundary away
from the
Conservation Area
further south. The
boundary should not
go further north of
Abbeycroft. The
design should look to
mirror the local style.
The dwelling should
take example from
the local terraced
dwellings which
Land north Developable in would in turn help to Develop
of The . limit the impact. ment 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA | Jester, the medium _to_ These could run Not SFRA | could be Land north for housing, 5 minor Partly Partl){ a_lllocated (H17)..De.ve!opment of the
16219 Burnley long term (within | N/A N/A along the road which | assessed N/A 235 allocated N/A N/A of the Jester | adverse impacts and 4 allocated as | remaining part of the site is likely to have
R 6 to 10 years, or ; . : . L HS2.52 significant landscape impact.
oad, after 10 years) would mirror what is subject to minor positive impacts
Rawtenstall already found within FRA
the immediate and
wider area. The
dwelling should be
traditional in from and
design, using natural
materials including
stone, slate and
timber. They should
be of the highest
possible quality.
The proposals should
ensure a good
landscaping scheme
which would mitigate
against any visual
impact from the
Conservation Area
and other key site
lines.
2 strong adverse impacts
Developable in Consider on water and climate
Laund Bank | the medium to site change mitigation, 1 Site partly in a Biological Heritage Site. A quarter
1822|‘2A;A Barn 2, long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA layout N/A N/A Laund Bank strong positive impact for N/A of the site is within the Coal Authority high risk
assessed 84 Barn 2 ; .
Rawtenstall 6 to 10 years, or and housing. 4 minor adverse development area.
after 10 years) design impacts and 3 positive
impacts
Land off Lee Develop
SHLAA Brook Road Deliverable in Not SFRA :;noiqcti be Not Vehicular access issues. Partly wooded and
16222 |a:2|d dCI‘,_c;IrI]lgge the next 5 years N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 230 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A identified as a Woodland Steeping Stone Habitat.
Rawtenstéll subject to
FRA
Should
Land To Not developable be 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA Eeﬁ\r %f or not to be N/A N/A N d Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A N/A L?Ed Itlo rgar for housing, 4 minor N/A Mostl ded. with .
16224 Ao an included in the otassesse assessed 73 on flood ot riofian adverse impacts and 4 ostly wooded, with access issues
venue, . Avenue . O
Rawtenstall SHLAA risk minor positive impacts
grounds
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23;8 Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio Assg::g?::itoﬁma RI;?I?edW Rzet\)l;g,w 23;? Conclusi Ng:nvgyrk pezﬁt:édy Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref AEEEE D U ERIC
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Develop . . 1 strong adverse impact
Oakenhead/ | Not developable ment fsoliItable :ta rofste for landscape and f Transport an issue if access taken off Holland
SHLAA | Holland or not to be No predicted heritage | Not SFRA | could be strong positive impact for .
16226 Avenue, included in the N/A N/A impact. assessed N/A 165 allocated N/A develop OaKenhead/ housing. 4 minor positive N/A Avenug. Land may be required for future school
- ment with | Hollin . . expansion.
Rawtenstall SHLAA subject to o impacts and 2 minor
FRA mitigation | Avenue adverse impact
pacts
Land behind . . 1 strong adverse impact
no. 173 to . . . _ Not fsolﬁ'table :ﬁrt of site for Iandscgpe a_nd 1 _ o o
1S€I5-|2I_2P%A |1_|87 . Deliverable in N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A asses | N/A N/A develop Oakenhead/ strong posmvg |mpac't .for HS2.66 Lancashire Qounty Cquncﬂ raised an objection
aslingden the next 5 years impact assessed sed ment with | Hollin housing. 4 minor positive due to unsuitable vehicle access
Old Road, o impacts and 2 minor
Rawtenstall mitigation | Avenue adverse impacts
Should
Land at be 1 strong positive impact . I _—
SHLAA | Oakenhead Deliverable in N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A N/A I(_)ink(:;r?;ead for housing, 4 minor HS2. 64 Iaﬁgc;ishlre County Gouncil raised an objection
16229 Wood, the next 5 years impact assessed 229 on flood W adverse impacts and 3 ) : .
. ood . O unsuitable vehicle access
Rawtenstall risk minor positive impacts
grounds
Land Develop . .
adjacent 130 Not developable ment Steep site. Access from A682 would mean felling
SHLAA Haslingden or not to be Parcel Potential Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Not N/A N/A of trees protected by TPO. Ecological importance
16232 Road included in the 17 for release assessed 228 allogated assessed as s!te is identified as a Woodland Stepping Stone
Rawténstall SHLAA subject to Habitat.
FRA
Part of the
Greenland
s site could
be
Develop | considered
Land Off Not developable ment for release.
SHLAA | Fallbarn or not to be Not SFRA | could be | However Not Woodland area with a strong gradient. Also
16233 Crescent, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 100 allocated | this N/A assessed N/A N/A comprises an active playground area.
Rawtenstall SHLAA subject to | SHLAA
FRA site has a
high
number of
Gl
functions.
Part of the
Greenland
s site could
be
Land to the considered
north side of . . . . Not for release. Site too small to deliver 5 or
?gstﬁA Hall Carr ﬁillxgi?%liégrs N/A N/A i';'nOpgﬁd'Cted herttage | Mot g | N/A asses | N/A This N/A O ceq | A HS2.59 more dwellings. Planning permission for 1
Road, sed SHLAA dwelling approved in 2018 (2018/0281).
Rawtenstall site has a
low
number of
Gl
functions.
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Part of the
Greenland
s site could
be
Consider considered
Land Off Not developable S site for release.
SHLAA | Bocholt or not to be Not FRA However Not
16235 Way, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 101 Iaygut this N/A assessed N/A N/A Wooded area.
Rawtenstall | SHLAA g” : SHLAA
esign .
site has a
high
number of
Gl
functions.
Not developable rai\ﬁt)lop The site is mainly covered by trees and shrub.
SHLAA Hall Carr or not to be Not SFRA | could be Not There is also a steep slope along Hall Carr Road
16237 Road, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 104 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A and in the eastern part of the site. Only a small
Rawtenstall SHLAA Subi area is flat and covered by grassland (0.03ha).
ject to This area could host 1 dwellin
FRA 9-
Area B:
Suitable
for
develop
Develop ment with 2 strong adverse impacts
Land Tfo the Not developable orovid ment mitcijg:tion Land f%r Iandscdape and cl1imate
Rear o roviding measures and Area and to rear | change adaptation, oo
1S€IS-|2L3A§A Hardman i(:]rcrl]li;ég lionethe N/A N/A are in place, the site 'a\ll:stesse d N/A Sg RA gﬁgg;% N/A C: Not of Hardman strong positive impact for | N/A évrc:;2||22g %rtig'pﬁgﬂgﬁg 3;3};:“9 Is also a
Avenue, SHLAA is acceptable. subject to suitable Avenue housing. 4 minor adverse
Rawtenstall FRA for impacts and 3 minor
develop positive impacts
ment on
landscap
e
grounds
Balladen Should
County Not developable be
SHLAA | Primary or not to be Not SFRA | allocated Not The landowner wish to retain the land for a
16241 School, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 107 on flood N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A potential school expansion
Lindea Lea, SHLAA risk
Rawtenstall grounds
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Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
Land off Cherry Tree: 1
strong negative impact for
climate change adaptation
Greenland Two gnd 1 strong po'smve
- impact for housing, 6
Land Off Develop s site could assessments . e
. minor positive impacts
Cherry Tree Not developable ment be : Land off and 3 negative impacts
SHLAA | Lane/Lower or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be | considered N/A Cherry Tree Land west of Lomas N/A Playlpg field. Steep slopes in part.s. Woodland
16242 Clowes included in the assessed 98 allocated | for release Lane and . identified as Stepping Stone Habitat.
: Lane: 1 strong adverse
Road, SHLAA subject to | for part of Land impact for climate change
Rawtenstall FRA developme west of adg tation. 1 stron 9
nt. Lomas Lane ptation, 9
positive impact for
housing, 6 minor adverse
impacts and 3 minor
positive impacts
Land east of Develo 1 strong adverse impact
Lower Developable in No predicted heritage ment P for climate change
SHLAA Clowes the medium to impact, but a noted Not SFRA | could be Part of Land | adaptation, 1 strong Partly Site is too small to deliver 5 or more dwellings. An
16243 Road (west long term (within | N/A N/A impact on the assessed N/A 176 allocated N/A N/A west of positive impact for allocated as | Urban Boundary change is proposed to
of Lomas 6 to 10 years, or Biological Heritage subiect to Lomas Lane | housing, 6 minor adverse | HS2.68 facilitate development
Lane), after 10 years) site. ) impacts and 3 minor
FRA N
Rawtenstall positive impacts
Developable in rai\ﬁt)lop Suitable :ofttrrgrr]g agr\t/e:ssetrlgnnpact
Lomas Lane, | the medium to for ransport, 9 Surface water flooding issues and intentions of
SHLAA Balladen long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A develop Lomas Lane positive impact for N/A the landowners unknown. No access to public
16245 Rawtenst’all 6 to 10 years, or assessed 108 allocated ment with housing, 5 minor adverse transport within 400m .
after 1Oy earé) subject to mitigation impacts and 2 minor P )
y FRA 9 positive impacts
Develop forcimate ohange.
Horncliffe Not devslopable ment . adaptation and 1 strong Intentions of the landowners unknown. No bus
SHLAA or not to be Not SFRA | could be Horncliffe AR h o o .
Quarry, . . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A N/A N/A positive impact for N/A service within 400m. No shop within 1 mile.
16247 included in the assessed 177 allocated Quarry . . . o .
Rawtenstall . housing, 6 minor adverse Ecological values. Land contamination (landfill).
SHLAA subject to . .
impacts and 3 minor
FRA o
positive impacts
Area A:
Area
Develo appropria 2 strong adverse impacts
Haslam ment P te for for landscape and climate Site located in the Green Bel, too small to
Farm, north . . . . . develop Part of change adaptation, 1 advocate exceptional circumstances. Presence of
SHLAA Deliverable in Parcel Potential No predicted heritage Allocate for SFRA | could be . N . . LT
16248 Ef Duckworth the next 5 years | 21 for release | impacts (site visit) H23 mixed-use 130 allocated N/A ment W|.th Haslam strong positive impact for | HS2.60 infrastructure and Stepping stone habitat limiting
ane, subiect to appropria | Farm housing, 5 minor adverse the developable area. Strong
Rawtenstall FRA te impacts and 4 minor objection from the local community.
mitigation positive impacts
measure
s
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€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
Area B:
Area
suitable
for
develop
Develop ;npepr:to\g:itg 2 strong adverse impacts
Haslam Developable in ment te for landscape and climate
SHLAA | farm,south | the mediumto | p. 00 . Not SFRA | could be mitigation | ©2rt Of change adaptation, 1 _—
16249 of Duckworth | long term (within o5 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 303 allocated N/A measure Haslam strong p03|t|ye impact for | N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
Lane, 6 to 10 years, or subject to s and Farm housing, 5 minor adverse
Rawtenstall after 10 years) FRA part of impacts and 4 minor
Area C: positive impacts
Area not
suitable
for
develop
ment
Should 1 strong adverse impact
Woodtop Developable in Allocate for be 03 climate change
Garage, the medium to Acceptable due to low adaptation, 1 strong .
186'5"2L5’BA Townsendfol | long term (within | N/A N/A visibility between site | H21 Sr'ﬁ;j‘g‘jmem §5F RA | allocated | N/A ‘é":r‘;‘étgp positive impact for N/A Qfgé'iigss‘ilfé‘i‘r’!aleéi uranawn. Woodland
d, 6 to 10 years, or and assets. isk housing, 5 minor positive ’
Rawtenstall after 10 years) purposes r'fo nds impacts, 3 minor negative
grou impacts
Land west of Riverside
Business Park: 1 strong
adverse impact for climate
change adaptation and 1
EMP46: Two strong positiye impact for
Retain for B- assessments mg:gg’aiénrziggrverse
SHLAA Townsend ’c:lro ;gte t\;ellaoepable Parcel . EMP46 gr!?élscwment SFRA | Exceptio o:‘_ ;?\?eﬁ?jé positive impacts Part of Partly aIIocqtgd as EE40 - Ri\'/er§ide.Bl.Jsiness
16253 Fold, included in the 19 Retain Not assessed and use. EMP71: | 292 n Test N/A N/A Business Holme Works (assessed EMP2.50 Park. Remalnlqg partl of the site is within a Green
Rawtenstall SHLAA EMP71 Do ﬁot ) Park and for employment): 1 strong ) Belt parcel not identified for release.
allocate for Holme adverse impact fc_>|_r water
employment Works (E) gnd 2 strong positive
impacts for landscape and
employment location, 3
minor positive impacts
and 1 minor negative
impact
SHLAA | Sitebenind | (0 CEe R0 | . Do not Not Not o
16254 K Steels, included in the 19 Retain Not assessed EMP71 allocate for asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
Rawtenstall SHLAA employment | sed
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The site could be
acceptable so long
the following
mitigation measures
are adhered to. The
site boundary and
yield would need to
be significantly
reduced, pulling it in
from the north and Part of
south. The yield Area B:
would need to halve. not )
Any development on suitable
the site would need to for
be of the highest
. . Develop develop
\I,_vaer;cti ct)? he E}ivre:ggﬁ?rl]etgn cs):‘atﬂga:g::’atla\ll(el::gar::%tlir Do not ment ment on Land to the 1 strong positive effect for The Green Belt parcel is not identified for release
SHLAA Moorland | ithi Parcel Retai d archi Th EMP76 I f SFRA | could be N/A landscap | west of housing, 3 minor adverse | Part of The Regulation 18 ltation identified . .I
16255 loorlands ong term (within 34 etain and architecture. The allocate for 185 allocated o Moorland impacts and 3 minor HS2.71 e Regulation 18 consultation identified potentia
View, 6 to 10 years, or materials to be used employment subiect to rounds View ositive impacts land instability issues.
Edenfield after 10 years) should be of natural ) 9 P P
. FRA and Area
stone, natural english C:
or welsh roofing tiles .
suitable
and doors and for
window constructed
. develop
from time. The
L ment
existing mature trees
on the site should be
retained and added
to. A detailed
landscaping scheme
would also be
required to provide
further mitigation
against the visual
impact.
Developable in Area not 1 strong positive imoact
SHLAA Burnley the medium to Parcel Do not Not suitable Land on for hougir?g 4 minorp Green Belt Parcel not identified for release
16258 Road Site, long term (within 38 Retain Not assessed EMP75 allocate for asses | N/A N/A for Burnley ositive im ,acts and 3 N/A Surface water flood risk. TPO on part of thé site
Edenfield 6 to 10 years, or employment | sed develop Road Eninor adveese impacts ) P )
after 10 years) ment P
. Develop 1 strong adverse impact
Area of Eivﬂggﬁﬂetgn Parcel Do not ment Area of for landscape and 1
SHLAA | search to the long term (within | 37, 40 Retain Not assessed EMP75 allocate for SFRA | could be N/A N/A Search to strong p03|t|\{e impact for N/A qudland Stepping Stone and various ecologlgal
16260 east of 186 allocated the east of housing, 4 minor adverse corridors, Green Belt - Parcels 37, 40 &41-retain
: 6to 10 years, or | and 41 employment - . . .
Edenfield after 10 years) subject to Edenfield impacts and 4 minor
y FRA positive impacts
Should
Not developable be Site . . .
. Vehicular access issues. Important ecological
SHLAA Water. Lane, or not to pe Parcel Potential Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A could be | Not N/A N/A value as identified as woodland Stepping Stone
16264 Edenfield included in the 44 for release assessed 148 on flood develope | assessed .
. Habitat
SHLAA risk d
grounds
Develop
Bolton Road ment
SHLAA North, Deliverable in N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Public amenity space
16265 : the next 5 years impact assessed 147 allocated assessed
Edenfield :
subject to
FRA
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3 strong adverse impacts
partotiand | st ey S 1Y
SHLAA Gincroft the medium to Parcel Do not SFRA | could be to the south adaptation. 1 stron Poor access due to narrow lanes. Surface water
16266 Farm, long term (within 40 Retain Not assessed EMP74 allocate for 187 allocated N/A N/A east of osi':t)ive im’ act forg N/A flood risk. Employment area to the south. Green
Edenfield 6 to 10 years, or employment bi Edenfield '; . 4p ) . Belt Study - retain.
after 10 years) subject to enfie housing, 4 minor positive
FRA impacts and 2 minor
negative impacts
3 strong adverse impacts
partotiand | et ey S 1Y
SHLAA Plunge the medium to Parcel Do not Not to the south adaptation. 1 stron Poor access due to narrow lanes. Surface water
Farm, long term (within | 40 and | Retain Not assessed EMP74 allocate for asses | N/A N/A N/A ptation, 9 N/A flood risk. Employment area to the south. Green
16267 Edenfield 61to 10 years, or | 47 employment | sed east of positive impact for Belt Study - retain
after 10 earé) Edenfield housing, 4 minor positive )
y impacts and 2 minor
negative impacts
3 strong adverse impacts
partotiand | st ey S T
Land to the the medium to Not ) Poor access due to narrow lanes. Surface water
SHLAA o Parcel . Not to the south adaptation, 1 strong .
south east of | long term (within Retain Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A AN N/A flood risk. Employment area to the south. Green
16268 Edenfield 6 to 10 years, or 47 assessed sed east of positive impact for Belt Study - retain
after 1Oy earé) Edenfield housing, 4 minor positive y )
y impacts and 2 minor
negative impacts
Area A:
Suitable
for
develop 1 strong adverse impact
Acre E]ivﬂggﬁ?:]etgn Do not g?en&der miet)ima\?ilgﬂ for water and 1 strong Northern half of the site available. Steep slopes to
SHLAA Meadow long term (within Parcel Retain Not assessed EMP80 allocate for SFRA lavout N/A andgArea Acre positive impact for N/A the east. Eden Lane would require improvements
16269 . 9 49 B-Class 181 y . Meadow housing, 4 minor adverse to sustain increased traffic. Woodland Stepping
Edenfield 6 to 10 years, or employment and D: Not impacts and 2 minor Stone Habitat
after 10 years) ploy design suitable pacts )
on positive impacts
landscap
e
grounds
Land sout | S ORE R ] Do rot e
SHLAA | of Chatterton o Parcel . SFRA Not . o
16272 Old Lane, long term (within 46 Retain Not assessed EMP81 allocate for 179 layout N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
. 6 to 10 years, or employment and
Stubbins .
after 10 years) design
. . . . Release for Not . . .
SHLAA | Croft End, Deliverable in N/A N/A Planning permission EMP42 non B-Class | asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A HS2 72 Site under con§trgctlon and likely to be completed
16273 Stubbins the next 5 years granted use sed assessed before the beginning of the Local Plan period.
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3 strong adverse impacts
Develop for landscape, biodiversity Intentions of the landowners unknown. Poor
Land at . - . .
Alder Bottom Not dtetveilaopable 5 | Not SFRA mer|1ctj ) 'I&?dnd at agd ctllrtr)ate 1ch?nge ac.:tcr:]elzsshvz? a sn'?gle r;arrov(;g’ane. No bu.?hs.,er;/lge
SHLAA or not to be arce . 0 could be er adaptation, 1 strong within half a mile and no surgery within 1,
16274 /C%rfa; Hey included in the 45 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 163 allocated N/A N/A Bottom/Grea | positive impact for N/A miles. 5% of the site within a Biological Heritage
Eden%ie,ld SHLAA subject to t Hey Clough | housing, 3 minor positive Site. Possible land contamination. Green Belt
FRA impacts and 2 minor parcel not identified for release.
negative impacts
2 strong adverse impacts
Develo for biodiversity and
Land Developable in P climate change
SHLAA adjacent to the medium to Parcel gl_lcc:)lgztse or SFRA E:noirl]ctj be E:rg\?afm adaptation, 2 strong Isolated site in Green Belt. Parcel not identified for
Hardsough long term (within Retain Not assessed EMP28 N/A N/A . positive impacts for N/A ’
16275 45 employment | 143 allocated storage site release.
Lane, 6 to 10 years, or - natural resources and
; use subject to by A56 . . -
Edenfield after 10 years) FRA housing, 3 minor positive
impacts and 2 minor
negative impacts
. 1 strong adverse impact
Egrsrlri]r?;]den Not developable fsoliItable Old Football | for water and 1 strong Within Flood Zone 2; relatively isolated location
SHLAA or not to be Parcel Potential Not SFRA | Exceptio Ground positive impact for ’ y
Football . . Not assessed N/A N/A develop ) . N/A Green Belt Study recommends release of parcel
16277 included in the 29 for release assessed 142 n Test . Manchester housing, 6 minor adverse
Club, Ewood ment with . . 29.
. SHLAA o Road impacts and 1 minor
Bridge mitigation o
positive impact
Area B:
Not 2 strong adverse impacts
suitable for cultural heritage and
SHLAA | T0 the rear l;lro ;gte éeLoepable Parcel Not Not for Part of Inwell | Water, 1 strong positive
16279 ofllrwell Vale included in the 57 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A develop Vale Mill impact for hOUS:Iﬂg, 7 N/A Green Belt Parcel 27 to be retained
Mill sed ment on minor adverse impacts
SHLAA . "
landscap and 1 minor positive
e impact
grounds
Developable in Sgould
Land at the medium to . . . C . o .
SHLAA Holme Lane, | long term (within Parcel Retain No predicted heritage | Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A N/A Not N/A HS2 39 Green Belt site which is not |d§nt|f|ed for potential
16280 . 20 impact assessed 256 on flood assessed release in the Green Belt Review.
Haslingden 6 to 10 years, or risk
after 10 years) grounds
Area B:
Suitable
for
develop
Develo ment with 2 strong adverse impacts
Developable in P mitigation for landscape and climate
Land east of the medium to ment and Area change adaptation, 1
SHLAA | Tor View long term (within Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A C: Not Clod Lane strong ositi?/e im ,act for N/A Green Belt study - to be retained (parcel 23)
16281 School, 9 23 assessed 255 allocated . (North) gp : p . y P
! 6 to 10 years, or . suitable housing, 5 minor negative
Haslingden subject to . .
after 10 years) FRA for impacts and 2 minor
develop positive impacts
ment on
landscap
e
grounds
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Area A:
Developable in Sgould Site
the medium to suitable
1852%2'6‘ ﬁféjlirl;gé]:ﬁ Ié)ng term (within ;g reel Retain Not assessed glsostesse d N/A Sgg A 2!%?;;? N/A for glsostesse d N/A N/A Green Belt study - to be retained (parcel 23)
to 10 years, or risk develop
after 10 years) grounds ment with
mitigation
Area D:
suitable
for
develop
ment with 2 strong adverse impacts
N mitigation for landscape and climate
Clod Lane ot developable . . Not and Area change adaptation, 1 Woodland Stepping Stone Habitat, Green Belt
SHLAA or not to be Parcel . No predicted heritage | Not . Clod lane ST . y ’
16283 South, included in the 3 Retain impact assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A E: not (South) strong positive impact for N/A underlying geology, not near services. Parcel 23-
Haslingden SHLAA sed suitable housing, 6 minor negative Retain
for impacts and 2 minor
develop positive impacts
ment on
landscap
e
grounds
Developable in Suitable = f th : stlrondg adversedlr?pact
Rossendale the medium to . . Not for art o .t ? orlandscape an Green Belt site not identified for potential release
SHLAA Golf Club long term (within Parcel Retain No predicted heritage | Not N/A asses | N/A N/A develop large site: strong positive impact for HS2.79 in the Green Belt Review. Green infrastructure
16285 Haslingdén 6 10 10 years, or 27 impacts (site visit) assessed sed ment with Rossendale housing, 3 minor_ positive ) present on site )
after 10 yearé) mitigation Golf Club Impacts gnd 2 minor -
negative impacts
Develop
Garden at St | Not developable ment
SHLAA | Veronica or not to be Not SFRA | could be Not Intentions of the landowner unknown. Site area
16287 Church, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 261 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A protected by a TPO.
Helmshore SHLAA subject to
FRA
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Providing mitigation
measures are in
place and followed
the development is
acceptable. The
development while
low in yield needs to
be of the highest
quality design,
looking to traditional
form within the area
and be constructed of
natural stone and
slate and have timber
windows and doors of
a style befitting the Require
Land Off 3;?/2Ic-)rp?rﬁent needs {rli\r/tse;irgat Potential land contamination.
ebgy |G| Dol (WA [NAfwbesetmayion | ML fva S e T e (N e Hs7r | Beeatene e, o
Helméhore the c_hurch as fgr as based on community
possible and will surface )
require a landscaping water risk
scheme to further
mitigate the possible
harm. The dwelling
should be restricted
to two storey. The
properties could be
either terraced
running a long
Curven Edge which
would ensure minimal
impact and ensure
the open space is
retained. No more
than 5 dwellings to be
constructed.
Develop
Land At Not developable ment The area available for development is reduced to
SHLAA | Alden Road, | OrMOlIOBE A | /A Not assessed Not N/A STRA | couldbe | \p N/A Not N/A N/A D-12ha due lo Ihe presence of a Tree |
Helmshore gﬁ Il_Jgid in the assessed 60 a opated assessed rgservatlon rder area. The site is too small to
subject to deliver 5 or more houses.
FRA
Develop 1 strong adverse impact
Land south Not developable ment Land south for Iandscgpe a'nd 1 Intentions of landowners unknown. Covenant on
1Se|s-|2|_9/?)A of Alden or not to be N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A SPRA | could be |\ \ N/A of Alden strong positive impact for | the use of the site. Potential high landscape
oad, included in the assessed 172 allocated Road housing, 3 minor negative h t Infrastruct it
Helmshore SHLAA subject to oa impacts and 2 minor impact. Inirastructure on site.
FRA positive impacts
3 strong adverse impacts
Land to the Develop for landscape, water and
east of Not developable ment Part of a climate change
SHLAA | Helmshore or not to be Parcel . Not SFRA | could be large site: adaptation, 1 strong Parcel 42 not identified for release. Difficult
16291 Road included in the 42 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 301 allocated N/A N/A Land at positive impact for N/A access issue via Hollin Lane
(Expansion), | SHLAA subject to Hollin Bank housing, 4 minor negative
Helmshore FRA impacts and 1 minor

positive impact
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Develop
Iéggtdotfo the Not developable ment
SHLAA or not to be Parcel . Not SFRA | could be Not Parcel 42 not identified for release. Underground
16292 :ggrc}shore included in the 42 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 302 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A infrastructure reducing the net developable area.
Helméhore SHLAA subject to
FRA
3 strong adverse impacts
Develop for landscape, water and
Land off Not developable ment Part of a climate change
SHLAA | Helmshore or not to be Parcel . Not SFRA | could be large site: adaptation, 1 strong Parcel 42 not identified for release. Difficult
16293 Road, included in the 42 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 300 allocated N/A N/A Land at positive impact for N/A access issue via Hollin Lane
Helmshore SHLAA subject to Hollin Bank housing, 4 minor negative
FRA impacts and 1 minor
positive impact
Develop Part of large 1 strong adverse impact
Land north Not developable ment site: Landg for water and 1 strong
SHLAA | of Musbury or not to be Not SFRA | could be y positive impact for Intentions of landowners unknown. Relatively
16294 Road, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 171 allocated N/A N/A RACUSE)S: housing, 4 minor adverse N/A isolated
Helmshore SHLAA subject to R y impacts and 2 minor
oad o
FRA positive impacts
Developable in Consider Part of large 1 strong adverse impact
SHLAA Land west of | the medium to Not SFRA site site: Land Logsﬁia\lltgﬁniggcl ]isc}:ong Intentions of landowners unknown. Relatively
16295 Park Road, long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 169 layout N/A N/A north of housing, 4 minor adverse N/A isolated
Helmshore 6 to 10 years, or and Musbury impacts and 2 minor
after 10 years) design Road pacts
positive impacts
2 strong positive impacts
Wavell Not for landscape and Site under construction and likely
SHLAA Deliverable in No predicted heritage | Not Wavell employment location, 4 to be completed before the
16298 House, the next 5 years N/A N/A impact assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A House minor positive impacts HS2.75 beginning of the Local Plan
Helmshore sed . d
and 1 minor adverse period.
impact
End Of
Haslingden Should End of 3 strong positive impacts
SHLAA Sports ’(;lro ;gte t\:)eLoepable No predicted heritage | Not SFRA gﬁocated Haslingden for landscape, natural
16299 Cent're included in the N/A N/A impact assessed N/A 57 on flood N/A N/A Sports resources and housing, 3 | N/A Covenant on the land
Playing . Centre minor negatives and 3
. SHLAA risk : ) . o
Fields, rounds Playing Field | minor positive impacts
Helmshore 9
3 strong adverse impacts
for water, natural
Flood zne 3 and 2 Woodiand and Craslae
X . . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A asses | N/A ; s N/A N N/A Stepping Stone Habitat. Potential high landscape
16300 Mill, included in the assessed identified Holcombe strong positive impact for .
sed ; : impact.
Helmshore SHLAA for release Road housing. 3 minor adverse

impacts and 3 minor
positive impacts
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3 strong adverse impacts
Consider for water, natura[
Flood zon 3 an 2 Woadand and Grassiand
. . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A layout ; e N/A NN N/A Stepping Stone Habitat. Potential high landscape
16301 Road, included in the assessed 253 identified Holcombe strong positive impact for .
and ; : impact.
Helmshore SHLAA desi for release Road housing. 3 minor adverse
esign . .
impacts and 3 minor
positive impacts
4 strong adverse impacts
Land To for water, natura[
SHLAA Rear Of gﬂgte t\:) elboepable Not Not Srst?tinr%?d Z:;tt g; land ;ii?ggzz:g?aﬁgr:a}e Flood zone 3 and 2. Woodland and Grassland
Edinburgh . ) N/A N/A Not assessed N/A asses | N/A : e N/A NI N/A Stepping Stone Habitat. Potential high landscape
16302 Road included in the assessed sed identified Holcombe strong positive impact for imoact
Helméhore SHLAA for release Road housing. 3 minor adverse pact.
impacts and 3 minor
positive impacts
Former
Holden Vale Not
SHLAA | Hotel, Deliverable in . Not Not .
16303 Holcombe the next 5 years N/A N/A Site now completed assessed N/A :zzes N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Site completed
Road,
Helmshore
The . Develop
Orchard, E]ivﬂggﬁ?:]etgn ment Greenland
SHLAA | Land off o No predicted heritage | Not SFRA | could be | s site not Not .
16306 Helmshore Ig?g :grn;é\:/;thgr; N/A N/A impact assessed N/A 15 allocated | identified N/A assessed N/A N/A Community open space
Road, after 1Oy earé) subject to | for release
Helmshore y FRA
Land to rear | Developable in Sgould
of the medium to
1823"0’*7”‘ Helmshore | long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed ':;’;esse o | VA ;F RA 22‘}?;;? N/A N/A ':;’;esse g N/A N/A Small holdings / allotments
Road, 6 to 10 years, or risk
Helmcroft after 10 years)
grounds
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2018
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Site Name &
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SHLAA 2018
Conclusion

Green
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Parcel
Ref

Green Belt
Review
Conclusio
n

Heritage
Assessment 2018
Conclusion

Employ
ment
Land

Review

2017 Ref

Employmen
t Land
Review

2017

Conclusion

SFRA
2016
Ref

SFRA
2016
Conclusi
on

Environm
ental
Network
Study
2017

Landsca
pe Study
2015

SA 2017
Reasonable
Alternatives

Name

SA 2017 Reasonable
Alternatives Conclusion

Regulation
18 Ref

Reason for rejection

SHLAA
16310

Pike Law
Quarry,
Haslingden

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

Parcel
15

Retain

Providing mitigation
measures are in
place the site is
acceptable. The site
should be developed
at the furthest side of
the site away from the
listed building. The
highest standard of
design will be
required, ensuring
that the design is
sympathetic to the
surrounding area.
They should be
restricted to two
storey dwellings.
While there is modern
development to the
surrounding area, the
houses should use
natural stone and
slate taking stock of
the local vernacular
style. The colour of
stone and slate
should be considered
and the quality of
materials is also vital.
As the area has a
mature section of
woodland this should
be retained to as a
natural buffer and the
trees should be
protected by a TPO to
ensure their retention.
The site is highly
prominent on a
hillside and further
landscaping and
planting will be
required on all
elevations of the site.

Not
assessed

N/A

SFRA
257

Develop
ment
could be
allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A

N/A

Land off Hill
Rise

1 strong negative impact
for biodiversity and 1
strong positive impact for
housing. 4 minor adverse
impacts and 4 minor
positive impacts

N/A

Key role in separating Haslingden and
Rawtenstall in Green Belt (retain parcel 15). Site
has important ecological value. Potential heritage
impacts if not mitigated

SHLAA
16311

Bentgate,
Rawtenstall

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

Parcel
16

Retain

Not assessed

EMP25

Allocate for
B-Class
employment
use

Not
asses
sed

N/A

N/A

N/A

Part of land
between
A680 and
A682 (E)

Assessed for
employment: one strong
negative impact for
climate change
adaptation, 1 strong
positive impact for
employment location, 4
minor adverse impacts
and 3 minor positive
impacts

N/A

Green Belt parcel not identified for release

SHLAA
16312

Lockgate
Barn,
Haslingden
Road,
Rawtenstall

Developable in
the medium to
long term (within
6 to 10 years, or
after 10 years)

Parcel
16

Retain

Not assessed

Not
assessed

N/A

Not
asses
sed

N/A

N/A

N/A

Not
assessed

N/A

N/A

Green Belt parcel not identified for release
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. Develop
Langwood, E]ivﬂggﬁ?:]etgn ment
SHLAA | Haslingden o Parcel . Not SFRA | could be Not . o
16313 Road, long term (within 16 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A 174 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release
Rawtenstall gf:gruo Oye:a:fé)or subject to
y FRA
Assessed for
. employment: one strong
tsr::a,egggs °" Developable in n(_agative impact for
Haslingdeh the medium to Not Part of land climate _change
SHLAA Road and long term (within Parcel Retain Not assessed ADD2 Allocate for asses | N/A N/A N/A between adap 'tatlgn, 1 strong N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release
16314 16 employment A680 and positive impact for
Tesco 6 to 10 years, or sed A682 (E) employment location, 4
roundabout, | after 10 years) nploy ; ’
minor adverse impacts
Rawtenstall . o
and 3 minor positive
impacts
Site to the
”OF“‘ of Al Not developable
SHLAA Saints or not to be Parcel Not Not Not
Catholic . . Retain Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release
16315 L included in the 16 assessed assessed
anguage SHLAA sed
College,
Rawtenstall
Belmont Developable in Sgould
Farm, the medium to
SHLAA | | 1aslingden | long term (within | 73™®! | Retain Not assessed Not N/A SPRA | allocated | ) N/A Not N/A N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release
16316 11 assessed 276 on flood assessed
Old Road, 6 to 10 years, or .
risk
Rawtenstall after 10 years)
grounds
. 1 strong adverse impact
Kirkhill Rise Developable in raz\rﬁlop :‘Jﬁzbﬁé for climate change
(C), Land the medium to . . . - adaptation and 1 strong Gradient. Vehicular access requires improvement.
1Sé-|3l‘1péA behind long term (within I:Z\rcel Retain il;lno ggetzdlcted heritage gl:stesse d N/A 18('5:3R A gﬁggtt;% N/A I'Joervelo t((IJrI; Hill Rise positive for housing. 6 N/A Wetland and Heath Stepping Stone habitat.
Hospital site, | 6 to 10 years, or P : P minor adverse impacts Parcel 14-retain in Green Belt
Rawtenstall after 10 years) subject to ment with and 2 minor positive
FRA mitigation ;
impacts
Area D:
not .
Developable in suitable 2 strong adverse impact
Pike Law, . for landscape and climate Key role in separating Haslingden and
SHLAA | Haslingden the medium 1o Parcel Not Not for Kirk Hill Rise | change adaptation. 6 Rawtenstall in Green Belt. Landscape impact
long term (within Retain Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A develop . v N/A . ; : Coe
16320 Old Road, 13 assessed (B) minor negative impacts Steep gradient. High voltage cables. Vehicular
Haslingden 6 10 10 years, or sed ment on and 2 minor positive access
after 10 years) landscap . )
e impacts
grounds
Not developable Not
SHLAA | Rakefoot, | or not to be NA | /A Not assessed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Steep site covered by trees.
16321 Haslingden included in the assessed sed assessed
SHLAA
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Develop
SHLAa | PittHeads, | 1O SEvsopabie Not SFRA | codld b Not
’ or not to be o could be o . .
16322 (HJLeSg:fﬁ]] S(;reenet, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 58 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Local community park and amenity space.
9 SHLAA subject to
FRA
Land Rear of Sgould
Highfield . . Potential land contamination as historic landfill
STPA Nursing t'?fe";]’g;?tgi;grs N/A N/A Not assessed Nl ceq | VA A | allocated | N/A Ol ceq | A HS2.34 (EA). Existing permission for 2 dwellings. The site
ome, risk is too small for an allocation.
Haslingden grounds
Should
SHLAA Land West ’(;lro rtu?te t\(/)elboepable Not SFRA gﬁocated Not . . .
16326 Of B§232, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 59 on flood N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Site too small to deliver 5 ore more dwellings.
Haslingden SHLAA !
risk
grounds
Potential to be
acceptable so long as
the following
mitigation is adhered
to. The site will sit just
outside the boundary
of the Conservation
Area and does form
one of the key views
out of the area down
Peel Street. The
dwelling should be
terraced and is found
in the immediate area
and the design should
look to the local
vernacular. The
Land west of Developable in gi‘;\g“g?oihog:?o?: St 2 strong positive impacts
SHLAA | Fern the medium to ensuring tr?at there is! Should be Not Land to the for ”"?““ra' resources _gnd Previously identified as a "Pocket Park”
16331 Terrace long term (within | N/A N/A no development other H35 released for | asses | N/A N/A N/A rear of Fern housmg, 4 minor positive N/A Significant slope )
Haslingaen 6 to 10 years, or than along the road employment | sed Terrace impacts and 2 minor )
after 10 years) Th ) adverse impacts
e steep slope on
the site should act as
form of buffering. The
houses will be
restricted to two
storeys again
following the design
of the traditional
terrace. They shall be
constructed from
natural stone find a
match to what is
existing, the roofs
finished in natural
english or welsh slate
and shall use timber
for windows and
doors.
Develop 2 strong positive impacts
Hutch Bank Not developable ment for | dg P d P
SHLAA utch Ban or not to be Not SFRA | could be Hutch Bank orlandscape an Intentions of landowner unknown. Conflict with
16333 Quar.ry, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 252 allocated N/A N/A Quarry housmg, 5 minor adverse N/A active quarry and sterilisation of minerals.
Haslingden SHLAA : impacts and 3 minor
subject to o
FRA positive impacts
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14
1S€|5-|3I_3A5A Pﬁ:ﬁﬁggzﬁ Deliverable in N/A N/A Planning permission Not N/A glsostes N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A E’Ianning permission granted (2016/0001) and.
Rossendale, the next 5 years granted assessed sed assessed likely to be completed before Local Plan adoption
BB4 5QJ
Developable in Should
SHLAA | South Side | the medium to Not SFRA | alocated Not
6336 Ofolljlu 4 Raie’ long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed aé’sesse 4 | VA po ﬁnﬂfjoi N/A N/A aé’sesse g N/A N/A Unknown ownership.
; 6 to 10 years, or .
Haslingden after 10 years) risk
grounds
In accordance with
the NPPF | would
consider this to be
unacceptable as the
impact on the setting Develop
Not developable of the church would ment
SHLAA | West View, or not to be have a detrimental Not SFRA | could be Not . .
16337 Haslingden included in the N/A N/A impact upon the assessed N/A 250 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Unacceptable heritage impact
SHLAA setting of the Listed subject to
Church. The FRA
proposed
development would in
no way enhance the
listed building.
Develop 2 strong positive impacts
Land Off Not developable ment 9p P
SHLAA | Station or not to be No predicted heritage Bo not SFRA | could be Plot 2 I_.and for Iapdscapg and . . .
16338 Road included in the N/A N/A impact H37 allocate for 53 llocated N/A N/A off Station housmg, 3 minor positive N/A Too small to deliver 5 or more dwellings.
, pac allocate
Haslingden SHLAA employment subject to Road impacts gnd 3 minor
FRA adverse impacts
Housing assessment: 3
Should ' strong positive impacts for Overa!l the site is .d'e'velppable but subject to lthe
» Solee | paroting | BOSCSE, NSO | parioring | 130N o e Ml s and e etemion o
SHLAA Road/Hud or not to be N/A N/A Not assessed EMP09 Retain for SFRA | allocated N/A develop large site: adverse i!mpacts for water site junction and close to a ﬁumber of industrial units
16339 H included in the employment | 52 on flood . Hud Rake / . allocated as . . :
ey, SHLAA risk mgpt Wlth Hud He and cllmate cha.nge EMP2.14 dpeg not make it the most desirable location. The
Haslingden mitigation y adaptation. 3 minor site is better promoted as part of a broader
rounds ! .
9 adverse impacts and 1 employment allocation.
minor positive impact
Develop Poor accessibility to services and busy single
Bottom Not developable ment track access road each mitigate against
SHLAA | Field, Slate or not to be Not SFRA | could be Not development as does location in a High
16340 Farm, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 272 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Landscape Impact Area. Would
Haslingden SHLAA subject to create an isolated development in an elevated
FRA location.
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Conclusion

Employ
ment
Land

Review
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2017
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Alternatives Conclusion

Regulation
18 Ref

Reason for rejection

SHLAA
16341

Land to the
north of
Haslingden
Tip and
Under Brow
farm,
Haslingden

Not developable
or not to be
included in the
SHLAA

N/A

N/A

Not assessed

EMP83

Do not Not
allocate for asses | N/A N/A N/A
employment | sed

Land to the
north of
Haslingden
Tip and
Under Brow
farm (G&T)

Gypsy and Traveller site
assessment: 1 strong
adverse impact for climate
change adaptation, 6
minor adverse impacts
and 3 minor positive
impacts Employment
assessment: 1 strong
positive for employment
location, 2 strong adverse
impacts for climate
change adaptation and
transport. 5 minor adverse
impacts and 1 minor
positive impact

N/A

Remote location and inadequate access.

SHLAA
16342

Winfields,
Acre

Not developable
or not to be
included in the
SHLAA

Parcel
08

Sub-area
identified
for
potential
release

Not assessed

EMP23

Area A
Consider and part
for of Area
Do not withdraw B:
allocate for 2":5 A al based N/A suitable
employment on for
surface develop
water risk ment with
mitigation

Winfields

Housing assessment: 4
strong positive impacts for
landscape, natural
resources, housing and
transport and 1 strong
adverse impact for
employment location. 3
minor positive impacts
and 2 minor negative
impacts. Employment
assessment: 3 strong
positive impacts for
landscape, natural
resources and transport. 4
minor positive impacts
and 2 minor adverse
impacts.  Retail and
employment assessment:
3 strong positive impacts
for landscape, natural
resources and transport. 4
minor positive impacts
and 2 minor negative
impacts

N/A

A Green Belt release is proposed at the site. No
allocation for a specific use.

SHLAA
16343

Land south
of 51 Rising
Bridge Road,
Rising
Bridge

Deliverable in
the next 5 years

Parcel
07

Retain

Not assessed

Not
assessed

Develop
ment
SFRA | could be
247 allocated
subject to
FRA

N/A N/A N/A

Land south
of 51 Rising
Bridge Road

2 strong positive impacts
for housing and transport.
3 minor positive impacts
and 2 minor adverse
impacts

N/A

Green Belt parcel not identified for release
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Develop
SHLAA EO 65d7hql’| Not dtetv ellaopable Not SFRA mer;(tj b Not The issues with isolation from settlements and it's
16345 Rg:g’ ! i(:1rcr|11? deg inethe N/A N/A Not assessed asosesse d N/A 574 gﬁgcate% N/A N/A asosesse d N/A N/A ele\liate# location plui Ipot.ent]ial 3cce?s issues
Haslingden SHLAA subject to make this an unsuitable site for development.
FRA
Develop
No 8476, Not developable ment The issues with isolation from settlements and it's
SHLAA | Roundhill or not to be Not SFRA | could be Not elevated location plus potential access/utility
16346 Road, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 275 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A issues make this an unsuitable site for
Haslingden SHLAA subject to development.
FRA
Providing mitigation
measures are
adhered to the site
will be acceptable.
Number of dwelling
should be reduced to
10. They should look
to be terraced to
match the existing
buildings within the Housing assessment: 1
area and be sited strong adverse impact for
towards the road, climate change adaptation
ensuring they are and 1 strong positive
furthest south of the impact for housing. 5
Roundhill Sub-area site. There shall be Develop | minor adverse impacts
road/Rising identified no development to Allocate for ment Part of Hollin | and 3 minor positive
SHLAA Bri Deliverable in Parcel the north of the site. SFRA | could be Gate Farm, impacts Employment Would involve a larger Green Belt release than
16347 |_r|c.lge Road, the next 5 years | 06 for . The dwelling shall be ADD3 employment 149 allocated N/A N/A Rising assessment: 1 strong EMP2.38 the one identified in the Green Belt Review.
Rising potential . uses : - T :
Bridge release restricted to two subject to Bridge adverse impact for climate
storeys and be FRA change adaptation and 1
constructed of natural strong positive impact for
stone, natural slate employment location. 5
and timber windows. minor adverse impacts
The designs will have and 3 minor positive
to be of high standard impacts
and quality and the
use of standard
design will be
refused. Detailed
landscaping will be
required, with focus to
the north of the site to
increase the natural
buffering on the site.
Baxenden Should Area Part of land Employment assessment:
Chemicals Not developable be should adito 2 strong major impacts for
SHLAA | Lid, or not to be Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | allocated N/A be re Bajxenden employment location and N/A Small site
16348 Roundhill included in the 05 assessed 244 on flood classified Chemicals transport. 3 minor positive
Lane, Rising | SHLAA risk as Green impacts and 2 minor
Bri (E) R
ridge grounds Belt negative impacts
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Housing assessment: 1
strong adverse impact for
climate change adaptation
and 1 strong positive
Not part of Develo Irrr?iﬁgftafg\:eﬁg:silr:géits
Developable in the sub- ment P Part of Hollin | and 3 minor ositr\)/e
Hollin Gate the medium to area Allocate for ; P .
SHLAA Farm, Rising | long term (within Parcel identified Not assessed ADD3 employment SFRA | could be N/A N/A Gate Farm, impacts Employment EMP2.38 Would involve a larger Green Belt release than
16349 Bridgé 6 10 10 years, or 06 for LSes 245 allocated Rising assessment: 1 strong ) the one identified in the Green Belt Review.
after 10 yearé) potential subject to Bridge adverse impact for climate
FRA change adaptation and 1
release N
strong positive impact for
employment location. 5
minor adverse impacts
and 3 minor positive
impacts
Develop
sHLAA | Northfield Deliverable i No predicted heri N SFRA meTﬂ b N
rhag | Road, Rising | JSVerade n | nya N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A couldbe 1 \;a N/A ot N/A N/A Amenity space
Bridge the next 5 years impact assessed 125 allopated assessed
subject to
FRA
3 strong positive impacts
Develop for housing, employment
SHLAA Hazel Street Not d;atvelloopable \ dicted herit Not SFRA mer;(tj . sl;ills antzj transport antdf1
o > | ornotto be o predicted heritage o} could be strong adverse impact for .
16351 g;lsdm% included in the N/A N/A impact assessed N/A 110 allocated N/A N/A Hazel Street climate change N/A Area protected by a Tree Preservation Order
9 SHLAA subject to adpatation. 4 minor
FRA adverse impacts and 2
monir positive impacts
Develop
SHLAA Lowe Side l(;lro;gtet\(/)e'laoepable Not SFRA E:noirl]é be Not The sitg is_ located in the open countryside on a
16352 Farm, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A 304 allocated N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A steep hillside above Waterfoot accessed by a
Cowpe SHLAA Subi narrow track. Access to services is limited.
ject to
FRA
Bacup
Conservative Not
1S€I5-|3I_5P‘\1rA _Cl_)lub, Irwell Deliverable in N/A N/A Site undgr Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Under construction and ]lkely to be completed
errace, the next 5 years construction assessed sed assessed before Local Plan adoption
Bacup, OL13
9AW
Land
adjacent to Not
ppbvntll ISR Eee";]’g;?%ig;rs NA | NA Site completed Nl ceq | VA asses | NIA N/A N/A Nl eq | A N/A Site completed
Road, se
Britannia
Not developable
Land off . Not
1Se|s-|3L5/?sA Lee's Street, | O Nottobe N/A N/A Site under Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Site is too small to deliver 5 or more dwellings.
Bacu included in the construction assessed sed assessed
P SHLAA
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Not developable
SHLAA | 20 2087 or ot to be NA | NA Not assessed Not N/A hetes | NA N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Site is too small to deliver 5 or more dwellings
16364 . included in the assessed assessed )
Haslingden sed
SHLAA
Stack Lane, . . Not
SHLAA | g chdale | Deliverablein N/A Site completed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Site completed
16365 the next 5 years assessed assessed
Road, Bacup sed
Land off . . Not
SHLAA Deliverable in . Not Not .
16366 Douglas the next 5 years N/A N/A Site completed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A HS2.20 Site completed
Road, Bacup sed
Former
Hospital, . . Not
SHLAA | | slingden | Deliverablein | Parcel | g\ Site completed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A HS2.62 Site completed
16368 Road the next 5 years | 14 assessed sed assessed
Rawtenstall
7 John . . Not
SILAA | street, pelverablen | nja N/A Site completed Nl coq | VA asses | N/A N/A N/A Nl g | A N/A Site completed
Haslingden Y sed
Orama Mill, . . Not
SHLAA | ol Street, | Deliverablein N/A Site completed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Site completed
16370 . the next 5 years assessed assessed
Withworth sed
Land at
Hurst Platt, . . . Not . . -
SHLAA Waingate Deliverable in N/A N/A Site undgr Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A HS2 56 Sltg uqder construction. 4 hquses remaining
16372 Road the next 5 years construction assessed sed assessed which is too small for allocation
Rawtenstall
Developable in Should Employment assessment:
SHLAA | Height Barn the megium to al:l)llooggtte for SFRA gﬁocated Height Barn ;ofté?nnpﬂo%ﬁzgf Iégjt?g; Slope present. Access is via a narrow track and
16375 Lane, Bacup Ié)?é:] 1t(e;rn:eé‘\:lslth(;r; N/A N/A Not assessed EMPO3 employment | 27 on flood N/A N/A Lane 4 minor positive impacts N/A gggerzs\,/slstlglltl)tgsssé?\}/lii;gnto New Line. No good
Y ! uses risk and 2 minor adverse )
after 10 years) ;
grounds impacts
Provided that
mitigating measures
at taken into account
then this would be
acceptable. The
designs should take
example and features
from local vernacular
architecture. Terraced
dwelling would be
permitted on this site
however detached
would be resisted as
it would break the
Land adj 83 Not developable historic street form .
SHLAA | Booth Road, | or not to be Parcel | Retain and have too greater | Not N/A Qfstes N/A N/A N/A Not N/A HS2.27 Sg}l;“?e(gﬁ’v;ﬁ{,?“ziﬁg I’:I;'Ietel(sj Ig:)
16376 Tunstead, included in the 53 impact on the area. assessed sed assessed : smal?for an allo%ation
Stacksteads | SHLAA They should be

restricted to two
storey dwellings,
constructed in natural
stone and slate, using
timber of which
sliding sash would be
appropriate. The
design should be of
the highest quality.
The use of standard
design will not be
acceptable, nor will
the use of synthetic or
artificial materials.
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Acceptable so long as
the following
mitigation measures
are adhered to then
the site could be
acceptable. The
western side of the
boundary needs to be
pulled in, with
development closest
to the road only. Use
of terraced dwelling
would following the
existing dwellings in
Land south | o e reduce the impact on Not 1 strong positive for
STIAA mﬁ"m{ long erm (within | N/A N/A setting. The dwellings | Nor | N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A o ot r:;’gzggasn é"',‘,”gg:‘i‘;‘\’gse HS2.99 Landscape impact. Fairly isolated location.
Water to 10 years, or shall be constructed sed impacts
after 10 years) of natural stone,
natural stone or slate
roofing tiles and
timber for the door
and windows. There
shall be no use of
UPVC. Landscaping
plan will be required
to be implemented
ensuring that there is
ample tree planting to
the west of the site to
provide a natural
screen while shall
develop over time.
Broad Not developable 1 strona adverse impact Green Belt study states it plays an essential role
SHLAA location to or not 1o be Parcel . Not Not for clim%te change P in separatin_g B_acup and Shawforth. Some
16378 the north included in the 59 and | Retain Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Broad daotati d 19 t N/A contamination issues. Steep slopes. No GP
east of SHLAA 60 sed roac adaptation and 1 strong surgery within 1.5 miles. Coal resources close to
Shawforth location to posm_ve mpapt for the surface.
the north housing. 6 minor adverse
east of impacts and 3 minor
Shawforth positive impacts
Land south Not developable Parcel Not Land south 1 strong positive impact
SHLAA | of Britannia or not to be 57and | Retai Not ) . for housing, 6 minor Steep slopes. Access is a major constraint. Green
16379 Mill included in the an etain Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A of_Brltannla adverse impacts and 2 N/A Belt
A 61 sed Mill . npac
Britannia SHLAA minor positive impacts
3 strong adverse impacts
P.a”.'y for landscape, water and
within the i
Not developable climate change
SHLAA Lan_d at or not to be Parcel _sub-g(ea Not Not Land at adaptation, 1 strong : .
16380 Hollin Bank, included in the 30, 31 identified Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Hollin Bank ositive im’ act for N/A Parcel 42 not identified for release.
Helmshore SHLAA and 42 | for sed E . pa .
potential housing, 4 minor negative
release impacts and 1 minor

positive impact
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Land to rear 1 strong adverse impact
of the former | Developable in Small part of | for climate change
SHLAA Glory public | the medium to Not Not Land north adaptation and 1 strong
16382 house, long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A of positive impact for N/A Landscape issues
Burnley 6 to 10 years, or sed Commercial | housing, 5 minor adverse
Road, after 10 years) Street impacts and 4 minor
Loveclough positive impacts
Should be
retained for
B-class
employment
uses, Housing assessment: 1
although a strong positive for
\é\{fstﬁgzzt Not developable flexible Part of Boys | housing, 6 minor positive
approach . Mill (Dale impacts and 3 minor - )
SHLAA | Centre, or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed EMP24 should be SFRA | Exceptio N/A N/A Mill, Globe adverse impacts Part of Pgrt of Existing Employment EE42 - Waterfoot
16385 Burnley included in the .| 140 n Test . ; . | EMP2.53 Mills
Road East SHLAA undertaken if Mill, Albion Employment assessment:
Waterfoot ’ opportunities Mill) 7 minor positive impacts
emerge for and 2 minor positive
the impacts
refurbishmen
t of some of
the poorer
mill buildings
Should be
retained for
B-class
employment
uses, Housing assessment: 1
although a strong positive for
Globe Mill, Not developable gzsr%lgch Not lli’/lailnrt(%falBeoys mg:gg’aiéngng:isgfmve About a third of the site is within flood zone 3 and
SHLAA | Burnley or not to be . ; the entirety of the site is in flood zone 2, therefore
16386 Road East, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed EMP24 323lgrtgien if ::Zes N/A N/A N/A m::: 2I|t?itc))?1 E?r:/elferr:rgr?tagssessment' N/A the site is not suitable for a housing development
Waterfoot SHLAA o ™ ployment ass : due to the high risk of flooding.
opportunities Mill) 7 minor positive impacts
emerge for and 2 minor positive
the impacts
refurbishmen
t of some of
the poorer
mill buildings
Should be
retained for
B-class Part of the
employment Greenland
uses, s site could Housing assessment: 1
although a Consider | be strong positive for
Albion Mill Developable in flexible for considered Part of Boys | housing, 6 minor positive
SHLAA | Bumnle ’ the medium to approach SFRA withdraw | for release. Mill (Dale impacts and 3 minor Lower area of the site is within Flood Zone 2 or 3;
16387 Road I%/ast long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed EMP24 shold be 08 albased | The N/A Mill, Globe adverse impacts N/A only the more elevated part of the site along
Waterfoot ’ 6 to 10 years, or undertaken if on SHLAA Mill, Albion Employment assessment: Wales Road is not in the Flood Zone.
after 10 years) opportunities surface site has a Mill) 7 minor positive impacts
emerge for water risk | low and 2 minor positive
the number of impacts
refurbishmen Gl
t of some of functions.
the poorer
mill buildings
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Al n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 2100
I;g?adceBrink Not developable Not
1S(IS-I:BI_BAS\)A Burnley or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Flood risk and'locatlo.n in Stepping Stone habitat
Road included in the assessed sed assessed make an unsuitable site.
’ SHLAA
Rawtenstall
Not part of
SHLAA I;gjna(légﬂg Not deveLopabIe 5 I ;ﬁZ:Ub' \ Not \ Flood Fliisk ilssuehs are Iik(TI')(/ tlo be l:\)/ery challen%ing
or not to be arce . o ot ot to resolve plus there are likely to be issues wit
16391 Elgglgburn included in the 08 ;(cj)?ntlfled Not assessed assessed N/A ::Zes N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A establishing firm foundations because of previous
Haslingden SHLAA potential tipping
release
Providing mitigation
measures are
followed, the site is
acceptable. A
detailed scheme of
landscaping is
required, with
particular focus to the
boundary of the site.
SHLAA | of Hollin long term (within | N/A N/A amount of tree 9 Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Land North housing, 3 minor positive HS2. 44 Access issue via Hollin Lane which is a narrow
16392 Lane, 6 tc?10 years, or planting to ensure a assessed sed of Hollin lane | impacts and 4 minor ) single lane with no possibility of widening.
Rawtenstall after 10 years) natural buffer to the negative impacts
site. The dwelling
should be constructed
from natural stone,
natural stone or slate
roofing tiles and
timber for doors and
windows. No use of
UPVC or other
artificial materials.
The proposed
boundary of the site
needs to be reduced
and the proposed
yield for the site
needs to be reduced
from 105, possibly
reducing the
allocation below 50.
The boundary needs
to be pull from the Johnny Barn 2: 1 strong
bogndary of 5 pqsitive for houging, 4
Land off and brought i at he Develop assessments | 0% (E00 e v
SHLAA gewg hurc? Deliverable i western go“”dary' Not SFRA merl](tj b EJOhnzny d | impacts. i
16393 of°j‘oﬁrf:ys thi ';]’2;? 5%nars N/A N/A Development should asosesse 4 | VA 903 g?lgcate% N/A L :rr]r(‘j toat?]e Land to the east of HS2.53 Partly allocated (H60)
be sited closest : Johnny Barn 2: 1 strong
Barn, toward the road. The subject to east of ositive for housing, 4
Rawtenstall . - FRA Johnny PO ousing,
impact on the setting Barn2 minor negative impacts

of the Heightside
House is currently too
great. The design of
the dwellings should
look to the local
vernacular ensuring
the design is
sympathetic to the
local area and making
use of natural
materials only, of
stone, slate and

and 4 minor positive
impacts
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2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
timber, there has be
no use of PVC or
synthetic materials.
There will be a
detailed landscaping
scheme making use
of only native species
and shall be a mix of
tree and lower level
planting.
Land Developable in Land 1 strong adverse impact
between P: for transport and 1 strong Landowner intentions unknown. Vehicular access
SHLAA | New Barn the medium to No predicted heritage | Not Not between positive impact for issues via a single track road that would be
long term (within | N/A N/A . N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A New Barn . . . N/A ) . .
16394 Lane and impact assessed housing, 5 minor negative challenging to widen because of the constricted
Lomas Lane 6 10 10 years, or sed Lane and impacts and 2 minor space available and ditches on each side
’ | after 10 years) Lomas Lane o
Rawtenstall positive impacts
Area C:
suitable
for
develop Green Belt parcel not identified for release. The
Develop ment and site is physically developable if the access issues
Land at Not developable ment Area D: Pike Law 1 strong positive for can be resolved and would be attractive to the
SHLAA | Moorland or not to be Parcel Retain Not assessed Not N/A SFRA | could be N/A not and Kirkhill housing, 4 minor negative N/A market. Design issues would need to be
16395 Rise, included in the 13 assessed 258 allocated suitable Ri impacts and 4 minor addressed with respect to the Electricity
; - ise o -
Haslingden SHLAA subject to for positive impacts wayleave. However the most serious concern
FRA develop remains the impact on the landscape and this
ment on weighs heavily against the proposal.
landscap
e
grounds
Land off
SHLAA Ec())irgorden ’;‘:’;gféel)oepable Not Not Not Itis considgred that the constrgints on the site
16396 Greave included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A mean thgt it wou'ld pe challenging to deliver 5 or
sed more units on this site.
Clough, SHLAA
Bacup
Land at Not developable The landscape impacts of the proposal, it's
SHLAA GCauseway or not to be Not Not Not relatively isolated location and the need for road
House Farm, | . ) N/A N/A Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A . .
16398 included in the assessed assessed improvements mean that the site should not be
Tong Lane, sed
SHLAA brought forward.
Bacup
Land at the
E?é{:ﬁ;g Not developable Not o '
SHLAA Way and or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A The site is too small to deliver 5 or more
16399 included in the assessed assessed dwellings.
Goldcrest sed
SHLAA
Avenue,
Bacup
Developable in .
. 1 st tive f
SHLAA | Red Well, }Qﬁ r?eeggr(r\l/it%in N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A ’a\tl:stes N/A N/A N/A ?ggﬂ‘ﬁfgégﬁ hosurs(i)r?g, %Orﬂi:]\/:r acl)éverse N/A Significant access constraints. The site is in the
16403 Bacup 9 assessed impacts and 1 minor vicinity of a Grade Il listed structure.
6 to 10 years, or sed Road ;
adverse impact
after 10 years)
Land at Not developable Land at Gypsy and Traveller site
SHLAA former or not to be Not Not former assessment: 7 minor
Sharneyford | . . N/A N/A Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Sharneyford o HS16.1 Strong local community objection. Isolated site.
16405 Quarry included in the assessed sed Quarry adverse impacts and 2
Bacup SHLAA (G&T) minor positive impacts
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Ref Address Conclusion P;recfel Concr:‘lusm Conclusion Review 2017 Ref Cor;c::u5| Study 2015 Altilr::‘t;ves Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
2017 Ref | Conclusion 2017
Assessed for Gypsy and
Land at Not developable Travellerlsne: 1 stron'g
SHLAA former or not to be Parcel Not Not adverse impact for climate The site is quite isolated with access constraints
Landgate . . Retain Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A change adaptation, 6 N/A . .
16406 included in the 66 assessed Land at . h and potential landscape impact.
quarry, SHLAA sed former minor adverse impacts
Shawforth and 4 minor positive
Landgate im
pacts
Quarry
(G&T)
Land south
of Developable in Acceptable with the
Shawclough | the medium to reduction of the site Not . A -
SHLAA | poad, Scout | long term (within | N/A N/A boundary and all Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A HS2.98 Site close to a main river and within flood zone 3
16407 o assessed assessed and 2.
Bottom, 6 to 10 years, or mitigating measures sed
Whitewell after 10 years) are adhered to.
Bottom
Land to the
east of Not developable Not The site is not considered suitable for a housing
SHLAA | Whitewell or not to be Not Not scheme due to the high flood risk in
16408 Brook, included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A ::Zes N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A the flat area near the brook and due to the very
Whitewell SHLAA steep slopes along Pinch Clough Road.
Bottom
Developable in
SHLAA ls_gS%tgf the medium to Not Not Not Intentions of some landowners unknown
) long term (within | N/A N/A Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A - . )
16409 Weir Bottom assessed assessed Potential landscape impact.
. 6 to 10 years, or sed
Farm, Weir
after 10 years)
Land at Not developable The Iandowner has expressed an |ntefest in
SHLAA | entrance to or not to be Parcel Not Not Not developing the site, however the land is
. ) Retain Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A designated as 'common land', therefore the site is
16410 Landgate, included in the 66 assessed d assessed i idered ilabl
Shawforth SHLAA se not considered available
for development.
Land to east Devel lei
of Bury Road eve opgb em . .
SHLAA | and the rear the medium to Parcel Not Not Not Unknown ownership. Large area designated as a
16411 of Hornaliffe long term (within | 37 and | Retain Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A woodland, wetland and heath Stepping Stone
House 6to 10 years, or | 40 sed Habitats. Adjoins a Listed Building Grade II.
’ after 10 years)
Rawtenstall
Not developable Not ;?étccgcl}%e
SHLAA | Huttock Top, or not to pe N/A N/A No predicted heritage | Not N/A asses | N/A be N/A Not N/A HS2.12 Senou; concerns from Lancashire County Council
18076 Bacup included in the impact assessed d idered assessed regarding highways.
SHLAA se considere
for release
Develop_able n Site near a main river and within flood zone 3 and
SHLAA | Waterhouse the medium to Acceptable so long as Not Not Not 2. Too small to deliver 5 houses. An Urban
18120 Cowpe ’ | long term (within | N/A N/A mitigation measures assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A HS2.101 Bbun darv chanae is broposed to. failitate
P 6 to 10 years, or are adhered to. sed y 9 prop

after 10 years)

development
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23;8 Address Conclusion P;rcfel Conclusio Assg::g:s:ito?‘ma RI;?I?edW Rzet\)l;g,w 23;? Conclusi Ng:\lllvgyrk pezﬁt:édy Altilrnatives Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref AEEEE D U ERIC
€ n 2017 Ref | Conclusion on 2017 ame
I(;?gc:::: " Developable in Unacceptable, the Develop gnsigzgigggg re?r?dI rgl?;c;ttz
SHLAA Road and the medium to lhatm(; caus?q to the Not SFRA mer;; b Parttoffland change adaptation, 1 Adioi BHS and Listed Building. Land
18305 west of long term (within | N/A N/A tlt?ai sist'g:t}aéstig; c;rrfd asosessed N/A 170 g?lgcate% N/A N/A aglscoombe strong positive impact for | N/A valjlj)(len%?)al min?r?g rislske NG, Fanaeeape
Holcombe 6 to 10 years, or could not be subject to Road housing, 4 minor positive ) )
Road, after 10 years) mitigated FRA impact and 2 minor
Helmshore 9 ) negative impacts
Acceptable, so long
as all mitigation
measures are
followed exactly. The
yield will need to be
reduced by half. The
boundary needs to be
moved away from the
Conservation Area.
The highest standard
of design will be
expected and any
development should
look at the_ 2 strong positive impacts . . .
Land to the Developable in Conservg_tlon Area for housing and transport Lancashire County Council stated the larger site
west of the medium to and traditional Not Land to the 1 strong adverse impact ’ could not accommodate 55 houses. Badger setts
SHLAA : e architecture and Not : Part of are present. Strong community objection.
18381 Dobbin long term (within | N/A N/A vernacular of the assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A west of for climate change HS2.54 Highways England: commented that the site
Lane, Lower | 6to 10 years, or area. The use of sed Dobbin Lane | adaptation. 4 minor ' should be assessea within Highways Capacity
Cloughfold after 10 years) ) adverse impacts and 3 . . -
standard house . O Study. Potential land instability.
designs and finish will minor positive impacts
be refused. Materials
to be used shall be
natural stone of a
good match to the
existing. Natural
english or welsh,
possibly stone roofing
slates and timber to
be used for all doors
and windows. Use of
render UPVC or other
artificial materials will
be refused.
Land at Snig E]z\ﬁlgg%?:]etgn i?gﬁ}ﬁ;%a . _ Not A Iangjowner requested withdrawal of_site. Green
SHLAA Hole long term (within Parcel for No predicted heritage | Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A HS2.76 belt site too small to advocate exceptional
18384 H ’ 30 . impact assessed assessed ) circumstances. Strong objection from the local
elmshore 6 to 10 years, or potential sed .
community.
after 10 years) release
Land
between and | Not developable Not
SHLAA | behind 119 or not to be Not Not The site is not available for development due to
18415 and 129 included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A aszes N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A covenants. P
Manchester SHLAA se
Road
Land Develop_able in
SHLAA | adjacent to }he medium t% N/A N/A N Not N/A Not N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Narrow site with a significant gradient. Potential
18416 146 Fallbarn | 2N9 term (within / / ot assessed assessed / asses / / / assessed / / flood risk from surface water.
Crescent 6 to 10 years, or sed

after 10 years)
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Address Conclusion Parcel | Conclusio . p Conclusi Alternatives | Alternatives Conclusion 18 Ref
Ref Ref n Conclusion 2%:?:’; co nZ:IL -;ion Ref - Szt(l).|1d7y 2015 Name
Land Not developable Not
SHLAA | adjacent 101 or not to pe N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A The; area available for Qevelopment is too small to
18417 Fallbarn included in the assessed sed assessed deliver 5 or more dwellings.
Crescent SHLAA
Land east of | Not developable . . -
SHLAA | 119 Booth or not to be Parcel . Not Not Not The site could constitute an infill between houses
18418 Road included in the 53 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A and a garage polony within a rural location, but
Stack’steads SHLAA sed could only deliver one house.
Not developable
Brearley Not o .
SHLAA or not to be Not Not The site is too small to deliver 5 or more
18420 (Sata:?;;]e Site included in the N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A ::Zes N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A dwellings.
SHLAA
Land south Not developable o I . .
SHLAA | of Lumb or not to be Parcel . Not Not Not The site is wooded and is snuateq W|th|n Stubbins
18423 Village included in the 42 Retain Not assessed assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A Natgre Regerve and Woodland Biological
Ramsl:;ottom SHLAA sed Heritage Site.
Land to the Develop_able in
SHLAA | south east of the medium to Parcel Not Not Not
. long term (within Retain Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Green Belt parcel not identified for release.
18425 Tonacliffe 75 assessed assessed
Way 6 to 10 years, or sed
after 10 years)
The Heritage Not
SHLAA | Arcade and Deliverable in N/A N/A Not assessed Not N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A Not N/A N/A Retail use would be more appropriate as within
18426 no. 23to 27 | the next 5 years assessed sed assessed Rawtenstall Town entre
Bacup Road
Developable in
New Hall the medium to Not . . . .
SHLAA ; o Not Not Active cricket ground liable to flooding from the
18427 cH;fgu%Cket Ié)?é:] 1t(e;r>r/r:e é\:/;th(;r; N/A N/A Not assessed assessed N/A ::Zes N/A N/A N/A assessed N/A N/A River Irwell.
after 10 years)
2 strong adverse impacts
on landscape and climate
sHLAA | Focomba - | Deliverable in Not Not wostof | change adaptation. 1 Adjoins a BHS and Listed Building. Landscape
N/A N/A Not assessed N/A asses | N/A N/A N/A strong positive impact for | N/A L )
18431 Road, the next 5 years assessed d Holcombe housi : s value. Coal mining risk.
Helmshore se Road ousing, 4 minor positive

impact and 2 minor
negative impacts
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