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1. Introduction

This is the Non-Technical Summary of the 
Interim Sustainability Appraisal (SA) Report 
of the  Wiltshire Local Plan Review (hereafter 
referred as the ‘ Plan’). The SA is published 
alongside the  Plan for informal consultation at 
this stage of plan preparation.
The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004 requires a local planning authority to 
carry out a sustainability appraisal during 
the preparation of a Local Plan. Its role is to 
promote sustainable development by assessing 
the extent to which the emerging plan, when 

judged against reasonable alternatives, will help 
to achieve relevant environmental, economic 
and social objectives.
The Interim SA Report is an informal document 
that presents the results of the SA process so 
far, as the Plan has developed, and reports on 
how the SA has informed the development of 
the  Plan. A formal  SA Report will accompany a 
pre-submission version of the  Plan at a future 
consultation.

2. Wiltshire Local Plan Review 
The current Local Plan is the Wiltshire Core 
Strategy. The Government requires every Local 
Plan to be reviewed at least once every five 
years. The Core Strategy was adopted in 2015 
and is therefore being reviewed. 
The Core Strategy has a plan period of 2006 
to 2026. The Local Plan Review will update this 
and cover the period 2016 to 2036. It must plan 
positively to meet forecast development needs 
over this extended time horizon. Most notably it 
must plan to meet assessed housing needs.
3. Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic 
Environmental Assessment
Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is required during 
the preparation of a Local Plan, under the 
regulations that implement the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. It applies to any 
of the documents that can form part of a Local 
Plan, including core strategies, site allocation 
documents and area action plans.
The SA incorporates Strategic Environmental 
Assessment (SEA) in line with the EU Directive 
2001/42/EC on the assessment of the effects 
of certain plans and programmes on the 
environment (the ‘SEA Directive’). This Directive 

came into force in the UK in 20041. The 
overarching objective of the SEA Directive is:

“To provide for a high level of protection of 
the environment and to contribute to the 
integration of environmental considerations 
into the preparation and adoption of plans… 
with a view to promoting sustainable 
development…’

SA (incorporating SEA) is an iterative assessment 
process which plans and programmes are 
required to undergo from an early stage as they 
are being developed, to ensure that potential 
significant effects arising from the plan/
programme are identified, assessed, mitigated 
and communicated to plan-makers.
4. Consultation requirements
The requirements for consultation on the SA 
Report are set out in the SEA Regulations2. 
These are:
• Reg 12 (5) – ‘when deciding on the scope and 

level of detail of the information that must 
be included in the report, the responsible 
authority shall consult the consultation 
bodies3’

• Reg 13 (1) – ‘every  plan…for which an 
environmental report has been prepared…

1Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 19 (5) (a) (b)
2The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004
3Natural England, Historic England and the Environment Agency
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4A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive (ODPM, September 2005)
5www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2004/1633/regulation/16/made

and its accompanying environmental report…
shall be made available for the purposes of 
consultation’

The SA Scoping Report for the Local Plan Review 
has undergone consultation on two separate 
occasions, as follows:
• As part of consultation on a Local Plan 

Consultation Paper and Joint Spatial 
Framework – 7 November 2017 to 19 
December 2017

• Consultation on a revised SA Scoping 
Report – 22 May 2020 to 3 July 2020 with the 
‘consultation bodies’

This Interim SA Report is being consulted on 
from 13 January 2021 to 9 March 2021 as part of 
the consultation on the  Plan. A formal SA Report 
will be consulted on in 2021 alongside the  Plan.
5. Sustainability Appraisal Methodology
The methodology adopted for the SA is 
outlined in Section 2 of the Interim SA Report 
and is in line with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) and associated Planning 
Practice Guidance (PPG), SEA Regulations and 
government guidance on the SEA Directive4. The 
diagram on the next page shows the SA process 
in relation to plan-making - it shows that SA is 
undertaken in several different stages:
Stage A has been completed and is summarised 
in Chapter 3 of the Interim SA Report. The 
Interim SA also covers part of Stage B - this 
stage will be completed in a future iteration of 
the SA Report.
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Sustainability appraisal process

Stage A: Setting the context and objectives,  
establishing the baseline and deciding scope

1. Identify other relevant policies, plans and 
programmes, and sustainability objectives

2. Collect baseline information
3. Identify sustainability issues and problems
4. Develop the sustainability appraisal 

framework
5. Consult the consultation bodies on the 

scope of the sustainability appraisal report

Stage B: Developing and refining alternatives 
and assessing effects

1. Test the Local Plan objectives against the 
sustainability appraisal framework

2. Develop the Local Plan options including 
reasonable alternatives 

3. Evaluate the likely effects of the  
Local Plan and alternatives 

4. Consider ways of mitigating adverse 
effects and maximising beneficial effects

5. Propose measures to monitor the 
significant effects of implementing the 
Local Plan

Stage C: Prepare the sustainability appraisal 
report

Stage D: Seek representatives on the 
sustainability appraisal report from 
consultation bodies and the public

Stage E: Post adoption reporting and 
monitoring 

1. Prepare and publish post-adoption 
statement

2. Monitor significant effects of 
implementing the Local Plan

3. Respond to adverse effects

Evidence gathering and engagement

Local Plan preparation

Consult on Local Plan in preparation 
(regulatuon 18 of the Town and County Planning 

(Local Planning) (Englang) Regulations 2012).
Consultation may be undertaken more than once if the 

Local Planning Authority considers necessary)

Stage C: Prepare the publication version of 
the Local Plan

Seek representatives on the publication 
Local Plan (regulation 19) from consultation 

bodies and the public

Submit  Local Plan and supporting 
documents for independent examination

Outcome of examination  
Consider implications for SA/SEA compliance

Local Plan Adopted

Monitoring Monitor and report on the 
implementation of the Local Plan
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Assessment of Alternative Development 
Strategies
The SA has assessed a number of Alternative 
Development Strategies (ADS) for different 
distributions of employment and housing 
growth for each Housing Market Area (HMA). 
This has informed a preferred development 
strategy for each HMA which has also been 
assessed. The methodology for this assessment 
is outlined in paragraphs 2.3.6 to 2.3.12 of the 
Interim SA Report.
Assessment of potential development sites  
at Principal Settlements
A site selection process has been undertaken 
by the Council to select ‘reasonable 
alternative’ sites at the Principal Settlements 

(Chippenham, Salisbury and Trowbridge) for 
further assessment through the SA. This and 
the methodology for the SA are outlined in 
paragraphs 2.3.13 to 2.3.20 of the Interim SA 
Report.
6. Sustainability Appraisal Scoping
The ‘scoping’ stage of the sustainability appraisal 
(SA) is the first stage in the process and involves 
identifying the scope and level of detail of the 
information to be included in the SA report. It 
sets out the context, objectives and approach 
of the assessment and identifies relevant 
environmental, economic and social issues and 
objectives.
A Scoping Report has been produced which 
presents the information from the scoping 

Assessment 
Scale

Assessment  
Category

Significance 
of Effect Description of likely effect

+++ (+3) Major positive
Significant

Option likely to have a major positive effect on the 
objective as it would help maximise opportunities

++ (+2) Moderate positive
Option likely to have a moderate positive effect on the 
objective as it would help resolve an existing issue

+ (+1) Minor positive

Not Significant

Option likely to have a minor positive effect on the 
objective as enhancement of existing conditions may result

0 Neutral effect
On balance option likely to have a neutral effect on the 
objective or no effect on the objective

- (-1) Minor adverse
Option likely to have a minor adverse effect on the 
objective. Mitigation measures are readily achievable

-- (-2) Moderate adverse
Significant

Option likely to have a moderate adverse effect on the 
objective. Mitigation likely to be difficult or problematic

--- (-3) Major adverse
Option likely to have a major adverse effect on the 
objective with no satisfactory mitigation possible

Developing and refining alternatives  
and assessing likely effects
The SA considers and compares the likely 
effects of reasonable alternatives as the 
plan evolves, and assesses these against 
the baseline environmental, economic and 
social characteristics of the area. Reasonable 
alternatives are the different realistic options 
considered by the plan-maker in developing 
the policies in the  Plan. Information and 
detailed evidence are used to predict and 
evaluate the nature and significance of likely 
effects arising from the proposals so far, and to 
identify potential improvements and mitigation 

solutions. The SA Framework is used as the basis 
for this assessment.
Criteria for determining the likely significance 
of effects on the environment are set out in 
Schedule 1 to the Environmental Assessment 
of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 . 
Evaluation involves forming a judgement on 
whether the predicted effects are likely to be 
significant. In this SA, significance is based on 
a seven-point scale shown in the table below, 
where effects that are ‘major’ or ‘moderate’ are 
considered to be significant – minor and neutral 
effects are not significant:
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stage. A key aim of the scoping procedure is to 
help ensure the SA process is proportionate and 
relevant to the plan being assessed. A summary 
of this and consultation undertaken is outlined 
in Section 3 of the Interim SA Report.
7. The Sustainability Appraisal 
Framework
The final stage of scoping is the development 
of the SA Framework. This Framework is a 
systematic and easily understood tool that 
allows the prediction and assessment of 
effects considered likely to arise from the 
implementation of the Plan. SA objectives 
and decision-aiding questions have been 
drawn up under the three sustainable 
development dimensions: social, economic and 
environmental. The SA Framework is included in 
Appendix A.
8. Assessment of Alternative 
Development Strategies
This assessment is presented in Section 4  
of the Interim SA Report and in Annex I.
On 30 April 2019, Wiltshire Council’s Cabinet6 
approved next steps for the review of 
the Wiltshire Local Plan in relation to the 
development strategy and the testing of a 
range of employment and housing growth for 
Wiltshire over the period 2016 to 2036. This 
range includes consideration of Alternative 
Development Strategies (ADS) for different 
distributions of employment and housing 
growth at each of four Housing Market Areas 
(HMAs) in Wiltshire.
Evidence7 suggests that the  Plan should 
consider and test a range of local housing needs 
from 40,840 to 45,600 homes for the period 
2016 to 2036. The SA has therefore assessed 
the likely effects of delivering both higher and 

lower housing needs figures as ‘reasonable 
alternatives’ through various distribution 
options within the four HMAs. In terms of 
employment land, the Swindon and Wiltshire 
Functional Economic Market Area Assessment8 
(FEMAA) supported by the Wiltshire Employment 
Land Review (ELR) 20179 forms the basis for 
disaggregating the need for employment land in 
the county.
The starting point for disaggregating HMA 
housing and employment needs was to test 
a straightforward proportionate roll forward 
of the adopted Wiltshire Core Strategy 2015 
distribution. This has then been used as a basis 
for identifying other reasonable alternative 
development strategies to be further assessed 
through the SA. The methodology and possible 
distributions to each HMA and the Principal 
Settlements, Market Towns10 and Rest of HMA 
(rural areas) were set out in Cabinet 30 April 
2019 papers11 and subsequently approved by 
Cabinet.

6Agenda and all supporting documents available on the Wiltshire Council website at https://cms.wiltshire.gov.uk/
ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=141andMId=12497andVer=4
7Standard Method as per NPPF paragraph 60 and Swindon Borough Council and Wiltshire Council Local Housing Needs 
Assessment (LHNA) 2019 – Report of Findings (ORS, April 2019)
8Swindon and Wiltshire Functional Economic Market Area Assessment (Hardisty Jones Associates, December 2016)
9Wiltshire Employment Land Review (Hardisty Jones Associates, May 2018)
10Amesbury, Bradford on Avon, Calne, Corsham, Devizes, Malmesbury, Marlborough, Melksham, Royal Wootton Bassett, 
Tidworth/Ludgershall, Warminster, Westbury
11Appendix 4 – Chippenham Housing Market Area Assessment Summary; Appendix 5 - Salisbury Housing Market Area 
Assessment Summary; Appendix 6 - Swindon Housing Market Area Assessment Summary; Appendix 7 - Trowbridge Housing 
Market Area Assessment Summary.
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Chippenham HMA – Alternative Development Strategies
Chippenham Strategy A (CH-A) - Roll forward the Core Strategy 
Housing and employment land requirements are increased by 45% and distributed pro-rata to roll forward 
the current strategy. New employment allocations proposed only at Calne, Corsham and Melksham. 

Chippenham Strategy B (CH-B) - Chippenham Expanded Community 
More constrained settlements (Corsham, Calne, Devizes and Malmesbury) continue at Core Strategy 
rates of growth. Chippenham receives the balance. New employment allocations proposed only at 
Chippenham and Calne. 

Chippenham Strategy C (CH-C) - Melksham Focus 
Housing requirements based on economic forecast for Melksham and follow a recent track record of 
sustained economic growth. The strategy diverts the scale of new housing away from settlements that 
are more environmentally constrained or sensitive. New employment land proposed only at Melksham 
and Corsham. 

The alternative strategies assessed for each of the four HMAs in Wiltshire are as follows:

Salisbury HMA – Alternative Development Strategies 
Salisbury Strategy A (SA-A) - Roll forward the Core Strategy 
Housing and employment land requirements are reduced by 11% and distributed pro-rata rolling forward 
the current strategy. New employment land proposed only at Salisbury/Wilton and Tidworth/Ludgershall. 

Salisbury Strategy B (SA-B) - Focus on Salisbury 
Scales of housing development at Amesbury, Tidworth and Ludgershall are constrained to around 
current levels of commitments. The residual need is met at Salisbury. New employment land proposed 
only at Salisbury. 

Salisbury Strategy C (SA-C) - Focus on the rest of the HMA 
Growth at Salisbury, Amesbury and Tidworth and Ludgershall constrained to around current levels of 
commitments. Remaining balance of housing needs focussed on the rural area. For employment, the 
rest of the HMA accommodates growth which follows development trends for small scale employment 
growth in the rural parts of the HMA. 

Salisbury Strategy D (SA-D) - Boscombe/Porton New Community 
Housing at Salisbury, Amesbury and Tidworth/Ludgershall is constrained to current levels of 
commitments. Recognises that employment growth has taken place in the Boscombe and Porton area 
and directs housing growth to a new community related to this economic potential. New employment 
land proposed only at Boscombe and/or Porton. 

Swindon HMA – Alternative Development Strategies 
Swindon Strategy A (SW-A) - Roll forward the Core Strategy 
Housing and employment land requirements are reduced by 16% and distributed pro-rata rolling forward 
the current strategy. 

Swindon Strategy B (SW-B) - Focus on Royal Wootton Bassett 
Development is constrained at Marlborough to current commitments. No further development beyond 
existing commitments west of Swindon. The balance is focussed on Royal Wootton Bassett. New 
employment land proposed only at Royal Wootton Bassett. 

Swindon Strategy C (SW-C) - Focus on the rest of the HMA 
Growth in the rural area is set to levels achieved 2006-2016. Development is constrained at 
Marlborough to current commitments and reduced at Royal Wootton Bassett. No further development 
beyond existing commitments west of Swindon. New employment land only proposed at Marlborough 
and rest of the HMA. 

Wiltshire Council Local Plan - Interim Sustainability Appraisal Non-Technical Summary
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Trowbridge HMA – Alternative Development Strategies 
Trowbridge Strategy A (TR-A) - Roll forward the Core Strategy 
Housing and employment land requirements are decreased by 4% and distributed pro-rata rolling forward 
the current strategy. 

Trowbridge Strategy B (TR-B) - Westbury Growth Point 
Housing requirements for Westbury are led by employment forecasts. Consequential reductions to 
reflect existing commitments are focussed on Bradford on Avon and Trowbridge. New employment 
land proposed only at Westbury. 

Trowbridge Strategy C (TR-C) - Focus on the rest of the HMA 
Housing requirements for the rest of the HMA are aligned to actual rates of past house building. 
Housing requirements are lower than TR-A at Trowbridge and Bradford on Avon as a result. New 
employment land proposed only in the rest of the HMA. 

A summary of the key outcomes of the SA of delivering both higher and lower growth at each HMA, 
and an emerging preferred strategy, follows: 
Chippenham HMA
The LHNA12 proposes a 45% increase in the number of homes compared to the Wiltshire Core 
Strategy. The FEMAA and ELR indicate that about 61 ha of employment land is needed but given  
the amount of employment land built since 2016, with planning permission or allocated, there is  
a residual of about 9 hectares. 
Chippenham HMA strategies based on LHNA, FEMAA and ELR (higher growth strategies)

The following three strategies have been subject to SA:

Chippenham HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements (LHNA, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Strategy CH-A Strategy CH-B Strategy CH-C

Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha)

Calne 2050 5 1440 2 1610 0

Chippenham 6441 0 9765 7 6930 0

Corsham 1740 2 1220 0 1365 4

Devizes 2870 0 2010 0 2250 0

Malmesbury 1260 0 885 0 990 0

Melksham 3199 2 2240 0 3950 5

Rest of HMA 2840 0 2840 0 3300 0

TOTAL 20400 9 20400 9 20395 9

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores13 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score14 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

12Wiltshire Council Local Housing Needs Assessment 2019 – Report of Findings (ORS, April 2019)
13Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
14Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy
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SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy CH-A -1.6 -1.6 -1.3 -1.6 -1.6 -1.6 -1.6 1.3 1.7 -1.7 1.3 -8.3

Strategy CH-B -1.3 -1.3 -1.1 -1.6 -1.3 -1.3 -1.4 0.9 1.3 -1.3 1.3 -7.1

Strategy CH-C -1.6 -1.6 -1.1 -1.6 -1.4 -1.3 -1.3 1.4 1.3 -1.6 1.3 -7.5

Strategy CH-B is considered the ‘more’ sustainable strategy when considered against the other two 
strategies. 

Chippenham HMA strategies based on ‘Standard Method’, FEMAA and ELR (lower growth strategies)

The following three strategies have been subject to SA:

Chippenham HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements  
(Standard Method, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Option CH-A Option CH-B Option CH-C

Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha)

Calne 1750 5 1230 7 1375 0

Chippenham 5495 0 8335 2 5915 4

Corsham 1485 2 1040 0 1165 0

Devizes 2450 0 1715 0 1920 0

Malmesbury 1075 0 755 0 845 0

Melksham 2730 2 1910 0 3370 5

Rest of HMA 2425 0 2425 0 2815 0

TOTAL 17410 9 17410 9 17410 9

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores15 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score16 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

15Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
16Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy
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Strategy CH-B is marginally the ‘more’ sustainable strategy, although CH-B and CH-C have virtually 
identical scores and at this level of growth, either strategy could come forward without significant 
sustainability impacts. 

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy CH-A -1.4 -1.3 -1.3 -1.6 -1.6 -1.4 -1.3 1.0 1.0 -1.6 1.3 -8.2

Strategy CH-B -1.3 -1.3 -1.1 -1.6 -1.3 -1.3 -1.4 0.9 1.3 -1.1 1.3 -6.9

Strategy CH-C -1.3 -1.4 -1.1 -1.6 -1.3 -1.1 -1.3 1.1 1.1 -1.6 1.3 -7.2

Chippenham HMA Emerging Preferred Strategy

The following strategy has been subject to SA:

Settlement/
area

Emerging Preferred Strategy

Housing Employment (Ha)

Calne 1610 4

Chippenham 9225 5

Corsham 815 0

Devizes 1330 0

Malmesbury 665 0

Melksham 3950 0

Rest of HMA 2805 0

TOTAL 20400 9

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment 
matrices are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores17 against each SA objective, and 
an overall score18 for the strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main findings, 
recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA and also to Annex I.

Emerging  
Preferred
Strategy 

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

-1.4 -1.4 -1.1 -1.4 -1.4 -1.4 -1.4 1.3 1.6 -1.3 1.6 -6.3

This emerging preferred strategy achieves a better overall sustainability score than the overall 
scores for each of the other ‘higher growth’ and ‘lower growth’ strategies for Chippenham HMA, 
assessed previously.

17Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
18Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy
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Salisbury HMA
The LHNA19 proposes a 11% increase in the number of homes compared to the Wiltshire Core 
Strategy. The FEMAA and ELR indicate that about 60 ha of employment land is needed but given  
the amount of employment land built since 2016, with planning permission or allocated, there is  
a residual of about 10 hectares. 
Salisbury HMA strategies based on LHNA, FEMAA and ELR (higher growth strategies)

The following four strategies have been subject to SA:

Salisbury HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements (LHNA, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Strategy SA – A  
(Current Strategy)

Strategy SA – B  
(Salisbury Focus)

Strategy SA – C (Focus 
on the Rest of the HMA)

Strategy SA – D  
(New Community)

Housing Employment 
(Ha) Housing Employment 

(Ha) Housing Employment 
(Ha) Housing Employment 

(Ha)

Amesbury 2170 0 1230 0 1230 0 1230 0

Salisbury/
Wilton 5390 8 6650 10 5390 3.5 4900 2

Tidworth/
Ludgershall 1555 2 1210 0 1210 0.5 1210 0

New  
Community 0 0 0 0 0 0 2000 8

Rest of HMA 1855 0 1885 0 3145 6 1635 0

TOTAL 10975 10 10975 10 10975 10 10975 10

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores20 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score21 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

19Wiltshire Council Local Housing Needs Assessment 2019 – Report of Findings (ORS, April 2019)
20Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
21Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy SA-A -1.4 -1.0 -1.2 -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 0 1.2 -1.0 1.2 -6.8

Strategy SA-B -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.2 -0.2 1.0 -1.0 1.2 -6.6

Strategy SA-C -1.2 -1.2 -1.4 -1.2 -1.2 -1.4 -1.2 -0.2 1.2 -1.2 1.2 -7.8

Strategy SA-D -1.2 -1.2 -1.6 -1.2 -1.2 -1.6 -1.6 0 1.2 -1.4 1.4 -8.4

Strategies SA-A (Roll forward current strategy) and SA-B (Salisbury Focus) are the better performing 
strategies i.e. more sustainable, with very similar scores, although SA-B is marginally the more 
sustainable. 
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Salisbury HMA strategies based on ‘Standard Method’, FEMAA and ELR (lower growth strategies)

The following four strategies have been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores22 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score23 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

22Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
23Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy SA-A -1.4 -1.0 -1.2 -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 0 1.2 -1.0 1.2 -6.8

Strategy SA-B -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.2 -0.2 1.0 -1.0 1.2 -6.6

Strategy SA-C -1.2 -1.2 -1.4 -1.2 -1.2 -1.4 -1.2 -0.2 1.2 -1.2 1.2 -7.8

Strategy SA-D -1.2 -1.2 -1.6 -1.2 -1.2 -1.6 -1.6 0 1.2 -1.4 1.4 -8.4

Using the ‘Standard Method’ to calculate housing need results in a need for 10,470 dwellings in the 
HMA, compared with 10,975 under LHNA. This is not a significantly different figure, especially when 
considering the distribution at a settlement level. Strategy SA-B is considered the most sustainable, 
closely followed by SA-A. There is little difference between the two strategies in sustainability terms.

Salisbury HMA strategies based on ‘Standard Method’, FEMAA and ELR (lower growth strategies)

Settlement/
area

Strategy SA – A  
(Current Strategy)

Strategy SA – B  
(Salisbury Focus)

Strategy SA – C (Focus 
on the Rest of the HMA)

Strategy SA – D  
(New Community)

Housing Employment 
(Ha) Housing Employment 

(Ha) Housing Employment 
(Ha) Housing Employment 

(Ha)

Amesbury 2070 0 1230 0 1230 0 1230 0

Salisbury/
Wilton 5140 8 6345 10 5140 3.5 4675 2

Tidworth/
Ludgershall 1485 2 1210 0 1210 0.5 1210 0

New  
Community 0 0 0 0 0 0 2000 8

Rest of HMA 1770 0 1685 0 2890 6 1560 0

TOTAL 10470 10 10470 10 10470 10 10470 10
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Salisbury HMA Emerging Preferred Strategy

The following strategy has been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment 
matrices are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores24  against each SA objective, and 
an overall score25 for the strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main findings, 
recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA.

24Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
25Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

Emerging  
Preferred
Strategy 
Strategy SA-A

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

-1.4 -1.0 -1.4 -1.0 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 0.2 1.0 -1.0 1.2 -7.0

This emerging preferred strategy for Salisbury HMA achieves a similar overall sustainability score 
to ‘higher growth’ and ‘lower growth’ strategy SA-A and a significantly better score than strategies 
SA-C and SA-D. However, ‘higher growth’ and ‘lower growth’ strategies for SA-B remain the better 
performing strategies in sustainability terms.

Settlement/
area

Emerging Preferred Strategy

Housing Employment 
(Ha)

Amesbury 1635 0

Salisbury/ 
Wilton 5240 5

Tidworth/
Ludgershall 400 0

New  
Community 1555 5

Rest of HMA 2140 0

TOTAL 10970 10
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Swindon HMA
The LHNA26 for Swindon HMA (Wiltshire part) proposes a 16% decrease in the number of homes 
compared to the Wiltshire Core Strategy. The FEMAA and ELR indicate that about 11 ha of 
employment land is needed in the Swindon (Wiltshire part) HMA but given employment land built 
since 2016, with planning permission or already allocated, there is a residual of about 6 hectares.
Swindon HMA strategies based on LHNA, FEMAA and ELR (higher growth strategies)

The following three strategies have been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores27 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score28 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

26Wiltshire Council Local Housing Needs Assessment 2019 – Report of Findings (ORS, April 2019)
27Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
28Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy SW-A -1.25 -1.0 -1.0 -1.25 -1.25 -1.5 -1.25 0.5 1.0 -1.0 1.0 -7.0

Strategy SW-B -1.0 -1.0 -0.75 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 0.5 1.0 -1.0 1.25 -5.0

Strategy SW-C -1.25 -1.0 -0.75 -1.25 -1.0 -1.5 -1.25 0.25 1.0 -1.25 1.25 -6.75

Strategy SW-B (Focus on Royal Wootton Bassett) is considered the most sustainable strategy overall, 
consistently scoring better than the other strategies against the SA objectives.

Swindon HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements (LHNA, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Strategy SW – A (Current 
Strategy)

Strategy SW – B (Royal  
Wootton Bassett Focus)

Strategy SW – C (Rest of HMA 
Focus)

Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha)

Marlborough 570 4 485 0 680 3

Royal Wootton 
Bassett 900 2 1255 6 835 0

West of Swin-
don 755 0 485 0 485 0

Rest of HMA 1030 0 1030 0 1255 3

TOTAL 3255 6 3255 6 3255 6
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Strategies based on ‘Standard Method’, FEMAA and ELR (lower growth strategies)

The following three strategies have been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores29 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score30 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

29Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
30Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy SW-A -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.25 -1.5 -1.25 0.5 1.0 -1.0 1.0 -6.5

Strategy SW-B -1.0 -1.0 -0.75 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 0.5 1.0 -1.0 1.25 -5.0

Strategy SW-C -1.25 -1.0 -0.75 -1.25 -1.0 -1.5 -1.25 0.25 1.0 -1.0 1.25 -6.5

Strategy SW-B (Focus on Royal Wootton Bassett) is considered the most sustainable strategy overall, 
scoring significantly higher when compared against SW-A and SW-C.

Swindon HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements  
(Standard Method, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Strategy SW – A (Current 
Strategy)

Strategy SW – B (Royal  
Wootton Bassett Focus)

Strategy SW – C (Rest of HMA 
Focus)

Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha)

Marlborough 515 4 435 0 615 3

Royal Wootton 
Bassett 810 2 1130 6 755 0

West of  
Swindon 680 0 435 0 435 0

Rest of HMA 930 0 930 0 1130 3

TOTAL 2935 6 2930 6 2935 6
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Swindon HMA Emerging Preferred Strategy 

The following strategy has been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment 
matrices are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores31 against each SA objective, and 
an overall score32 for the strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main findings, 
recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA. 

31Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
32Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

Emerging  
Preferred
Strategy 

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

-1.25 -1.0 -0.75 -1.25 -1.0 -1.25 -1.25 0.5 1.0 -1.25 1.25 -6.25

This emerging preferred strategy for Swindon HMA achieves a better overall sustainability score 
than ‘higher growth’ and ‘lower growth’ strategies SW-A and SW-C. However, ‘higher growth’ and 
‘lower growth’ strategies for SW-B remain the better performing strategies in sustainability terms. 
This is primarily due to less significant adverse environmental effects at Marlborough as SW-B 
strategies propose lower levels of growth there.

Settlement/
area

Emerging Preferred Strategy

Housing Employment (Ha)

Marlborough 680 0

Royal Wootton 
Bassett 1255 6

West of  
Swindon 435 0

Rest of HMA 1080 0

TOTAL 3450 6
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Trowbridge HMA
The LHNA33 proposes a 4% decrease in the number of homes compared to the Wiltshire Core 
Strategy. The FEMAA and ELR indicate that about 50 ha of employment land is needed but given 
employment land built since 2016, with planning permission or already allocated, there is a residual 
of about 1 hectare.
Trowbridge HMA strategies based on LHNA, FEMAA and ELR (higher growth strategies)

The following three strategies have been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores34 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score35 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

33Wiltshire Council Local Housing Needs Assessment 2019 – Report of Findings (ORS, April 2019)
34Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
35Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy TR-A -1.6 -1.4 -1.4 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2 -1.4 0.6 1.2 -1.2 1.4 -8.0

Strategy TR-B -1.8 -1.6 -1.6 -1.6 -1.4 -1.4 -1.4 1.0 1.4 -1.4 1.4 -8.4

Strategy TR-C -1.4 -1.6 -1.4 -1.4 -1.6 -1.4 -1.4 0.6 1.4 -1.2 1.2 -8.2

There is very little difference in the overall sustainability of the three strategies. The difference 
between them is marginal, unlike the assessment of the other three HMAs where there is a clearer 
more sustainable option.

Trowbridge HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements (LHNA, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Strategy TR – A (Current 
Strategy)

Strategy TR – B (Westbury 
Growth Point)

Strategy TR – C (Greater Rural 
Focus)

Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha)

Bradford on 
Avon 570 1 570 0 300 0

Trowbridge 6520 0 5400 0 6130 0

Warminster 1840 0 1950 0 1840 0

Westbury 1435 0 2130 1 1530 0

Rest of HMA 635 0 950 0 1200 1

TOTAL 11000 1 11000 1 11000 1
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Trowbridge HMA strategies based on ‘Standard Method’, FEMAA and ELR (lower growth strategies)

The following three strategies have been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment matrices 
are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores36 for each strategy against each SA objective, 
and an overall score37 for each strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main 
findings, recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA, and also to Annex I.

36Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
37Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

Strategy TR-A -1.6 -1.4 -1.4 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2 -1.4 0.2 1.2 -1.2 1.2 -8.6

Strategy TR-B -1.8 -1.6 -1.6 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2 -1.4 0.4 1.4 -1.4 1.4 -8.8

Strategy TR-C -1.4 -1.6 -1.4 -1.4 -1.4 -1.4 -1.4 0.2 1.2 -1.2 1.2 -8.6

Like the assessment for LHNA, there is little difference in the overall sustainability of the three 
strategies. The most sustainable strategy is TR-C and TR-B is the least sustainable strategy, however 
the difference between them is marginal.

Trowbridge HMA - Proposed distribution of housing and employment requirements  
(Standard Method, FEMAA, ELR)

Settlement/
area

Strategy TR – A (Current 
Strategy)

Strategy TR – B (Westbury 
Growth Point)

Strategy TR – C (Greater Rural 
Focus)

Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha) Housing Employment (Ha)

Bradford on 
Avon 520 1 520 0 275 0

Trowbridge 5940 0 4920 0 5585 0

Warminster 1675 0 1775 0 1675 0

Westbury 1305 0 1940 1 1395 0

Rest of HMA 580 0 865 0 1095 1

TOTAL 10020 1 10020 1 10025 1
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Trowbridge HMA Emerging Preferred Strategy 

The following strategy has been subject to SA:

A summary of the assessment scores is shown in the following table. Detailed assessment 
matrices are in Annex I. The table below shows average scores38 against each SA objective, and 
an overall score39 for the strategy. Refer to Section 4 of the Interim SA Report for main findings, 
recommendations and mitigation measures suggested by the SA. 

38Calculated by adding the scores for each settlement (including ‘Rest of HMA’) and dividing by the number of settlements
39Calculated by adding the scores for each SA objective for each strategy

Emerging  
Preferred
Strategy 

SA 1 SA 2 SA 3 SA 4 SA 5 SA 6 SA 7 SA 8 SA 9 SA 10 SA 11 Overall score

-1.6 -1.6 -1.6 -1.4 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2 0.8 1.4 -1.2 1.4 -8.0

This emerging preferred strategy for Trowbridge HMA achieves a better overall sustainability score 
than all of the ‘higher growth’ and ‘lower growth’ strategies assessed previously, except LHNA 
Strategy TR-A which also achieves a score of -8.0.

Settlement/
area

Emerging Preferred Strategy

Housing Employment (Ha)

Bradford on Avon 350 0

Trowbridge 5830 0

Warminster 2050 0

Westbury 1820 1

Rest of HMA 950 0

TOTAL 11000 0

9. Assessment of potential development sites at Principal Settlements
Section 5 of the Interim SA Report sets out the SA findings of the assessment of ‘reasonable 
alternative’ potential development sites at the three Wiltshire Principal Settlements of Chippenham, 
Salisbury and Trowbridge. The detailed site assessment matrices are in Annex II. 
The Council’s site selection process has been used to select these potential development sites for 
further assessment through the SA. This process is documented in separate site selection papers 
for each settlement.
A brief summary of the SA findings is as follows:
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‘Reasonable alternative’ development sites at Chippenham 

Chippenham Principal Settlement
The Council’s site selection process informed the selection of 7 ‘reasonable alternative’ sites at Chippenham 
for further assessment through the SA. These sites are shown on the following map:
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The sites, corresponding SHELAA references, size and approximate range of dwellings are as 
follows:

Site SHELAA ref(s) Site size (Ha) Approx. range  
(No. of dwellings)

1 455, 506b, 3092, 458, 3354 243.98 6100 - 8539

2 494, 809, 456, 3234 249.27 6232 - 8724

3 473, 808, 726994, 454a 36.77 919 - 1287

4 803 3.93 98 - 138

5 3666 142.9 3572 - 5001

6 467, 468, 497 67.85 1696 - 2375

7 744 43.46 1086 - 1521

The SA identified the likely effects of developing these sites against the sustainability criteria in the 
SA Framework, and potential mitigation measures. For further details of these, refer to Section 5 of 
the Interim SA Report and Annex II.
The following table presents the overall performance of each site. Sites are presented in order of 
sustainability performance with the more sustainable sites towards the top and less sustainable 
sites towards the bottom. This assessment has informed the selection of preferred options by the 
Council. 

 Site Sustainability 
score (position)

SA Objectives

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1 - 2 (1st) - -- - -- - + -- - +++ +++ -- +++

4 - 3 (2nd) - - -- - - + - 0 ++ + - +

6 - 4 (3rd) - -- -- -- - ++ -- - +++ ++ -- ++

2 - 5 (joint 4th) -- -- - -- - + -- -- +++ ++ -- +

3 - 5 (joint 4th) - -- - -- -- ++ -- - +++ + -- ++

7 - 5 (joint 4th) -- -- - -- -- ++ -- -- +++ +++ -- ++

5 - 6 (7th) - -- -- -- - + -- -- +++ ++ -- ++

Site 1 is considered the most sustainable site when assessed against the 12 SA objectives and when 
compared against all other sites. 
Site 5 is considered the least sustainable site when assessed against the 12 SA objectives and when 
compared against all other sites. However, no major adverse effects (where mitigation is considered 
unachievable) are likely.
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‘Reasonable alternative’ development sites at Salisbury

Salisbury Principal Settlement
The Council’s site selection process informed the selection of 8 ‘reasonable alternative’ sites at Salisbury for 
further assessment through the SA. These sites are shown on the following map:



23

The sites, corresponding SHELAA references, size and approximate range of dwellings are as 
follows:

Site SHELAA ref(s) Site size (Ha) Approx. range  
(No. of dwellings)

1 S80 16.95 424 - 593

3 3554b 1.21 30 - 42

4 S193, S97 1.33 33 - 46

5 S189 1.6 40 - 56

6 S159 13.53 338 - 474

7 3422, OM009, 3641, 3423, 3521 14.25 356 - 499

8 3421 22.0 550 - 770

12 S253 12.72 318 - 445

The SA identified the likely effects of developing these sites against the sustainability criteria in the SA 
Framework, and potential mitigation measures. For further details of these, refer to Section 5 of the 
Interim SA Report and Annex II.
The following table presents the overall performance of each site. Sites are presented in order of 
sustainability performance with the more sustainable sites towards the top and less sustainable sites 
towards the bottom. This assessment has informed the selection of preferred options by the Council. 

 Site Sustainability 
score (position)

SA Objectives

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1 -1 (1st) - - -- -- - ++ - - +++ ++ - ++

7 -2 (2nd) - -- -- -- - ++ -- - +++ +++ -- +++

6 -3 (3rd) - -- -- -- - ++ -- -- +++ +++ -- +++

8 -5 (4th) - -- - -- - ++ -- - ++ ++ -- +

5 -6 (5th) - 0 -- - - + 0 0 + + --- -

3 -7 (6th) - - - -- - + - - + + --- +

12 -10 (7th) --- -- -- -- - ++ - - + + --- +

4 -11 (8th) -- - -- -- - + 0 - 0 0 --- 0

Site 1 is considered the most sustainable site when assessed against the 12 SA objectives and 
when compared against all other sites at Salisbury.
Sites 5, 3, 12 and 4 all have ‘major adverse’ effects where mitigation to reduce the significance of 
effects is considered likely to be unachievable.
Site 4 is considered the least sustainable site when assessed against the 12 SA objectives 
and when compared against all other sites. No significant benefits are considered likely from 
development of this site.
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‘Reasonable alternative’ development sites at Trowbridge

Trowbridge Principal Settlement
The Council’s site selection process informed the selection of 6 ‘reasonable alternative’ sites at Trowbridge 
for further assessment through the SA. These sites are shown on the following map:
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The sites, corresponding SHELAA references, size and approximate range of dwellings are as 
follows:

Site SHELAA ref(s) Site size (Ha) Approx. range  
(No. of dwellings)

1 3644 2.69 67 - 94

2 646, 647 2.72 68 - 95

3 425 2.90 72 - 101

4 3668 and 3687 41.66 1042 - 1458

5 3541, 3134, 723, 736, 644, 2093, 
782923, 641

135.3 3382 - 4735

6 733, 734 81.99 2050 - 2870

The SA identified the likely effects of developing these sites against the sustainability criteria in the SA 
Framework, and potential mitigation measures. For further details of these, refer to Section 5 of the 
Interim SA Report and Annex II.
The following table presents the overall performance of each site. Sites are presented in order of 
sustainability performance with the more sustainable sites towards the top and less sustainable sites 
towards the bottom. This assessment has informed the selection of preferred options by the Council.

 Site Sustainability 
score (position)

SA Objectives

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

6 -3 (1st) -- -- - -- - ++ - -- +++ ++ -- +++

5 -4 (=2nd) -- -- -- -- - + -- - +++ +++ -- +++

4 -4 (=2nd) -- -- -- -- - ++ - -- +++ ++ -- +++

2 -5 (=4th) -- - - - - + - - + + - +

3 -5 (=4th) --- - - - - + - - + ++ - +

1 -9 (6th) -- - - - -- + - -- + + --- +

Site 6 is considered the most sustainable site when assessed against the 12 SA objectives and 
when compared against all other sites at Trowbridge.
Sites 3 and 1 have ‘major adverse’ effects where mitigation to reduce the significance of effects is 
considered likely to be unachievable.
Site 1 is considered the least sustainable site when assessed against the 12 SA objectives 
and when compared against all other sites. No significant benefits are considered likely from 
development of this site.
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13. Conclusions and next steps

Conclusions
The Interim SA Report includes an assessment 
of the current proposals within the  Local Plan 
Review and reasonable alternatives to those. At 
this stage, those proposals include housing and 
employment requirements and their distribution 
across the county and preferred development 
sites at the Principal Settlements only. The SA has 
outlined the likely effects of these proposals, and 
reasonable alternatives, and set out potential 
mitigation measures that could reduce some 
of the adverse effects and increase some of the 
benefits.
The SA has assessed the strategies for distributing 
growth within the four HMAs, both at higher 
and lower levels of growth, and outlined the 
likely effects at a settlement and rural area level, 
together with providing recommendations 
for how these strategies could be amended to 
increase sustainability. This was a ‘high-level’ 
assessment based on different distributions 
without the knowledge of potential sites or growth 
areas at settlements, but the assessment was 
based on a detailed knowledge of issues being 
experienced at each settlement and rural area. 
For the higher growth strategies, there may 
be more significant adverse environmental 
impacts at certain more constrained settlements. 
However, this higher level of growth at those 
settlements is still at a relatively modest level such 
that mitigation measures are likely to be able to 
sufficiently reduce any adverse effects. The SA has 
consistently noted the housing affordability issues 
at some of these settlements, whereby to allocate 
lower levels of housing could have significant 
social and economic impacts for those areas.
The SA has not noted any impacts of such 
significance that would prevent development at 
the higher level (LHNA) from coming forward. But 
several key recommendations have been made 
to amend the distribution of growth in some 
areas that would help reduce the significance 
of impacts and increase benefits. Those key 
recommendations are:
• In Chippenham HMA, to explore reducing 

proposed development levels in/around 
the more environmentally constrained 

settlements and increase the growth 
requirement at the less environmentally 
constrained settlements of Melksham, Calne 
and Chippenham and in the Rest of the HMA

• In Salisbury HMA, i) to reduce growth levels at 
Salisbury and re-distribute to other areas in 
the HMA, and ii) to reassess the likely effects 
of a new settlement when/if further details of 
a location are known

• In Swindon HMA, i) to increase levels of 
growth at Royal Wootton Bassett and in 
the Rest of the HMA, and ii) provision of 
affordable housing at Marlborough should be 
prioritised

• In Trowbridge HMA, it is recommended that 
the housing requirement at Trowbridge and 
possibly at Bradford on Avon is reduced. 
This could be re-distributed to Warminster, 
Westbury and possibly to rural areas, or to 
a different HMA. If this is not considered 
possible, consideration should be given to the 
following: 
- a focus on delivering brownfield sites in 

Trowbridge town centre;
- an assessment of potential available sites 

that are not adjacent to the Trowbridge 
town boundary; and

- a review of the Green Belt at Trowbridge 
and Bradford on Avon

• In Trowbridge HMA, to prioritise provision of 
affordable housing at Bradford on Avon 

With regards potential development sites at 
the Principal Settlements, the assessment has 
produced a comparison of those sites based on 
their overall sustainability and recommended 
mitigation measures for likely significant effects, 
where relevant. This has informed the Council’s 
selection of preferred options which is explained 
in separate site selection papers for each 
individual settlement.
Next steps
The Interim SA Report is being consulted on 
from 13 January 2021 to 9 March 2021 as part 
of the consultation on the Wiltshire Local Plan 
Review. The SA work will then continue as 
an integral and iterative part of drawing up 
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further proposals in the Plan.
A formal SA Report of the pre-submission  
Plan at Regulation 19 stage will be produced 
and consulted on alongside that Plan. This 
is scheduled40  for quarter 4 of 2021. That SA 
Report will include a full assessment of the 
Plan as a whole and its policies and meet all 
of the requirements of the SEA Directive and 
Regulations.

40Wiltshire Local Development Scheme (Wiltshire Council, July 2020)
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