
 

 

Dacorum Borough Council Re-Screening Statement on the 
determination of the need for a Strategic Environmental 
Assessment (SEA) in accordance with the Environmental 
Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 and 
European Directive 2001/42/EC for the Kings Langley 
Neighbourhood Development Plan  
 
22 JUNE 2022 
 
SUMMARY 
Dacorum Borough Council (the ‘Council’) determines that Kings Langley 
Neighbourhood Plan (Kings Langley NP) does not require a Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA). 
 
 
INTRODUCTION 

1. This statement determines whether or not the contents of the emerging 
Kings Langley Neighbourhood Plan (Kings Langley NP) requires a 
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) in accordance with the 
European Directive 2011/42/EC (the Directive) and associated 
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 
2004 (the Regulations).  

2. Any land use plan or programme ‘which sets the framework for future 
development consent of projects’ must be screened according to a set 
of criteria from Annex II of the Directive and Schedule 1 of the 
Regulations. These criteria include exceptions for plans ‘which 
determine the use of a small area at local level’ or which only propose 
‘minor modifications to a plan’, if it is determined that the plan is 
unlikely to have significant environmental effects.  

3. This initial screening opinion must be subject to consultation with 
Historic England, the Environment Agency and Natural England. The 
results of the screening process must be detailed in a Screening 
Statement, made available to the public.  

 
THE SCREENING PROCESS 

1. Using the criteria set out in Annex II of the Directive and Schedule 1 of 
the Regulations, a Screening Opinion determines whether a plan or 
programme is likely to have significant environmental effects.   

2. The extract from ‘A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental 
Assessment Directive’ in Appendix 1 provides a flow diagram to 
demonstrate the SEA screening process.  



 

 

3. Table 1 in Appendix 1 sets out the criteria from the Practical Guide, 
along with an assessment of the Kings Langley NP against each 
criterion to ascertain whether a SEA is required. 

4. Also part of the screening process is the Habitats Regulations 
Assessment Screening, which can be found in Appendix 2, and the 
assessment of likely significance effects on the environment, which can 
be found in Appendix 3.  

5. These two assessments feed into Table 1 and the SEA screening 
opinion.  

 
 
KINGS LANGLEY NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN  

6. The Kings Langley NP will contain the following vision, objectives and 
policies: 

 

Vision for Kings Langley parish to 2038: 
 

To preserve and enhance what villagers most value about Kings 
Langley in line with the priorities suggested by the 2019 Parish Plan 
Survey - its village status, environmental action, greenbelt, proximity 
to open countryside, canal, woods and common, its thriving high 
street and strong sense of community.  

 

The four objectives of the Kings Langley NP are as follows: 
 

Objectives 

1.  To direct new development to appropriate, sustainable locations within 
the parish in order to protect, so far as possible, the Green Belt, valued 
green space in and around Kings Langley and local character and 
heritage. Development should contribute towards a proven local need. 

2.  To require, of any new development, an assurance of the credibility of 
the developer and an assurance of the environmental sustainability of 
any proposed development, with plans ideally approaching a ‘zero 
carbon’ goal through building materials, alternative energy sources, 
energy saving design, encouraging walking and cycling. 

3.  To ensure that development delivers community benefit, in line with 
initiatives promoted by the other three Parish Plan working groups, for 
instance car free/car sharing development; enhanced public access; 
contribution to recreation facilities and on-site food growing land 
allocation. 

4.  To support a vibrant and diverse High Street and a strong local 
economy that offers job opportunities to local people. Any future 
development, large or small, must not diminish existing business 
workspace or local employment opportunities. To generate new 
employment and replace any lost workspace, we will seek to provide 
small business units. 

 



 

 

The four objectives will be delivered though twenty policies which cover a 

range of topics, and are listed on the next page: 

 

7. The Kings Langley NP contains policies to maintain a sensible balance 
in the Parish between housing, character and design, employment 
opportunities, green infrastructure, open spaces, agriculture, 
landscape, wildlife habitats, transport, health and well-being and 
community facilities.  

8. The policies are wide-ranging and seek many benefits for existing and 
new residents in the parish.  On housing, there is a strong emphasis on 



 

 

addressing the particular shortfalls in housing mix, such as delivering 
more 2-bed units, and meeting the needs of the aging population.  

9. A lot of detail has been developed to support design principles that 
accord with local character, and to ensure key views/prospects are 
protected.  A number of new Local Green Spaces are also proposed 
and will be offered the same level of protection as Green Belt land.   

10. Policies support the broad retention of existing employment land and 
premises as well as new employment development, alongside the 
delivery of high quality broadband which can enable greater flexibilities 
such as working from home.   

11. A number of environment policies are proposed which seek to combat 
and mitigate against the effects of climate change, and deliver net 
gains in biodiversity.   

12. Policies are also supportive of enhanced connectivity, including the 
delivery of new and enhanced footpaths and cycleways.  There are 
also general policies which support the provision of new sports and 
leisure facilities alongside new or enhanced community facilities in the 
parish.   

13. Overall, we note that the plan does not allocate any sites for 
development and places great emphasis on conserving the character 
and appearance of the area.   

14. It is therefore concluded that the implementation of the Kings Langley 
NP would not result in likely significant effects on the environment. 
 

RESPONSES TO INITIAL SCREENING  
 

15. The Council initially consulted with the statutory consultees, 
Environment Agency, Historic England and Natural England on the 
screening opinion from 1 February 2021 to 15 March 2021. Responses 
were received from each of the three bodies and these are attached as 
Appendix 4. 

16. Historic England noted that the draft Neighbourhood Plan does not 
propose to allocate any sites for development. Historic England agreed 
with the Council’s opinion that the Neighbourhood Plan is not likely to 
have a significant effect on the historic environment and therefore does 
not require an SEA. 

17. The Environment Agency whilst noting a number of potential 
environmental constraints existing within the Neighbourhood Plan area 
advised by email to the Council, dated 25 March 2021, that it agreed 
with the Council’s opinion that the Neighbourhood Plan does not 
require an SEA. 



 

 

18. Natural England advised at the time that it is not aware of significant 
populations of protected species which are likely to be affected by the 
policies / proposals within the Neighbourhood Plan and that there are 
unlikely to be significant environmental effects from the Neighbourhood 
Plan. Natural England confirmed that on the information provided in its 
view the proposals contained within the Neighbourhood Plan would not 
have significant effects on sensitive sites that Natural England has a 
statutory duty to protect.  

 
RESPONSES TO RE-SCREENING  
 

1. The Council consulted again with the statutory consultees, 
Environment Agency, Historic England and Natural England on the 
screening opinion from 9 May 2022 to 30 May 2022. Responses were 
received from each of the three bodies and these are attached as 
Appendix 5. 

2. Historic England confirmed that their response remains the same as 
that provided through the initial screening in 2021, concluding that SEA 
is not required. 

3. The Environment Agency did not provide a detailed response, instead 
providing an advice note for Neighbourhood Plans in the Hertfordshire 
and North London area.  This includes information relating to SEA 
screening and scoping of Neighbourhood Plans.  

4. Natural England agreed with the conclusions that neither an SEA nor 
an HRA would be required for the Neighbourhood Plan.  

 
 
CONCLUSION 

5. As a result of the re-screening undertaken by the Council, the following 
determination has been reached. 

6. The Kings Langley NP is unlikely to have significant effects on Natura 
2000 sites, therefore, an Appropriate Assessment for the Kings 
Langley Neighbourhood Development Plan is not required.  

7. Based on the assessment presented in Appendices 1 & 3, the Kings 
Langley NP is unlikely to have a significant effect on the environment.  

8. The Kings Langley NP does not require a Strategic Environment 
Assessment.  

 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

Appendix 1 – Extract from ‘A Practical Guide to the Strategic 
Environmental Assessment Directive’ (DCLG) (2005) 
 

 



 

 

 
Table 1: Application of SEA Directive as shown in Appendix 1 
[Note to author – most of these boxes contain standard text –greyed out.  Those where specific details need to be included are Qs 3,4,5 & 8] 

Stage Y/N Explanation 
1. Is the Neighbourhood Plan subject to 
preparation and/or adoption by a national, 
regional or local authority OR prepared by 
an authority for adoption through a 
legislative procedure by Parliament or 
Government? (Art. 2(a)) 

Y The preparation of and adoption of the Neighbourhood Development Plan 
is allowed under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as amended by 
the Localism Act 2011. The Neighbourhood Plan is being prepared by the 
Kings Langley NP Steering Group, a working group who report to the 
Kings Langley Parish Council (as the “relevant body”) and will be “made” 
by Dacorum Borough Council as the local authority. The preparation of 
Neighbourhood Plans is subject to the following regulations: 

 The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012  

 The Neighbourhood Planning (referendums) Regulations 2012 

 The Neighbourhood Planning (General) (Amendment) Regulations 
2015 

 The Neighbourhood Planning (Referendums) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2016 

 The Neighbourhood Planning (General) (Amendment) Regulations 
2016 

 The Neighbourhood Planning (General) (Amendment) Regulations 
2017 

2. Is the Neighbourhood Plan required by 
legislative, regulatory or administrative 
provisions? 
(Art. 2(a)) 

Y Whilst the Neighbourhood Development Plan is not a requirement and is 
optional under the provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
as amended by the Localism Act 2011, it will, if “made”, form part of the 
Development Plan for the Borough. It is therefore important that the 
screening process considers whether it is likely to have significant 
environmental effects and hence whether SEA is required under the 
Directive. 



 

 

 

3. Is the Neighbourhood Plan prepared for 
agriculture, forestry, fisheries, energy, 
industry, transport, waste management, 
water management, telecommunications, 
tourism, town and country planning or land 
use, AND does it set a framework for 
future development consent of projects in 
Annexes I and II (see Appendix 2) to the 
EIA Directive? (Art 3.2(a)) 

N 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Kings Langley NP is prepared for town and country planning and land 
use and will not set out a framework for future development of projects 
that would require an EIA. 
 

4. Will the Neighbourhood Plan, in view of 
its likely effect on sites, require an 
assessment for future development under 
Article 6 or 7 of the Habitats Directive? 
(Art. 3.2 (b)) 

N The Kings Langley NP is unlikely to have significant effects on Natura 
2000 sites. See Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) Screening 
Opinion for the Kings Langley NP in Appendix 2.  

5. Does the Neighbourhood Plan 
determine the use of small areas at local 
level, OR is it a minor modification of a PP 
subject to Art. 3.2? (Art. 3.3) 

Y The Kings Langley NP will determine the use of sites/small areas at a local 
level.  

6. Does the Neighbourhood Plan set the 
framework for future development consent 
of projects (not just projects in annexes to 
the EIA Directive)? (Art 3.4) 

Y When made, the Kings Langley NP will include a series of policies to guide 
development within the village. This will inform the determination of 
planning applications providing a framework for future development 
consent of projects.  

7. Is the Neighbourhood Plan’s sole 
purpose to serve the national defence or 
civil emergency, OR is it a financial or 
budget PP, OR is it co-financed by 
structural funds or EAGGF programmes 
2000 to 2006/7? (Art 3.8, 

N N/A 



 

 

3.9) 

8. Is it likely to have a significant effect on 
the environment? (Art. 3.5) 

N The plan is not likely to have significant effects on the environment. See 
assessment of the likely significance of effects on the environment in 
Appendix 3. 

 



 

 

Appendix 2 - Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) 
Screening Opinion for the Kings Langley Neighbourhood 
Development Plan 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 

1. The Local Authority is the “competent authority” under the 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, and needs to 
ensure that Neighbourhood Plans have been assessed through the 
Habitats Regulations process. This looks at the potential for significant 
impacts on nature conservation sites that are of European importance1, 
also referred to as Natura 2000. 

 
2. This Screening Assessment relates to a Neighbourhood Development 

Plan that will be in general conformity with the strategic policies within 
the development plan2 (the higher level plan for town and country 
planning and land use). This Screening Assessment has had regard to 
the information contained in the Habitats Regulations Assessment of 
Dacorum Borough Council’s adopted Core Strategy and more recently 
the Footprint Ecology Report which forms part of the evidence 
gathering for the next stage of Dacorum Borough Councils new Local 
Plan as its basis for assessment. From this, the Local Authority will 
determine whether the Kings Langley Neighbourhood Development 
Plan is likely to result in significant impacts on Natura 2000 sites either 
alone or in combination with other plans and policies and, therefore, 
whether an ‘Appropriate Assessment’ is required. It should be noted 
that the emerging Local Plan has been delayed on the findings of the 
Footprint Ecology report and resulted in a temporary halt to all 
development within the borough. The findings of the Footprint Ecology 
report represent a material change in circumstances with respect to 
emerging work on the HRA. It is for this reason that the Kings Langley 
Neighbourhood Plan is being re-screened and consulted on with the 
relevant bodies, namely Natural England.     

 
LEGISLATIVE BASIS 
 

3. Article 6(3) of the EU Habitats Directive provides that:  
 

“Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the 
management of the [European] site but likely to have a significant effect 
thereon, either individually or in combination with other plans or 
projects, shall be subject to appropriate assessment of its implications 
for the site in view of the site's conservation objectives. In the light of 
the conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and 
subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national 

                                            
1 Special Protection Areas (SPAs) for birds and Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) for 
other species, and for habitats. 
2 The Dacorum Borough Council Core Strategy and the Site Allocations DPD. 



 

 

authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after having 
ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the site 
concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the 
general public.” 
 

4. Regulations 105-106 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2017 state: 
 
“105.—(1) Where a land use plan— 

(a) is likely to have a significant effect on a European site or a 
European offshore marine site (either alone or in combination with 
other plans or projects), and 

(b) is not directly connected with or necessary to the management of 
the site, 
the plan-making authority for that plan must, before the plan is given 
effect, make an appropriate assessment of the implications for the 
site in view of that site’s conservation objectives. 

 
(2) The plan-making authority must for the purposes of the assessment 
consult the appropriate nature conservation body and have regard to 
any representations made by that body within such reasonable time as 
the authority specifies. 
 
(3) The plan-making authority must also, if it considers it appropriate, 
take the opinion of the general public, and if it does so, it must take 
such steps for that purpose as it considers appropriate. 
 
(4) In the light of the conclusions of the assessment, and subject to 
regulation 107, the plan-making authority must give effect to the land 
use plan only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect 
the integrity of the European site or the European offshore marine site 
(as the case may be). 
 
(5) A plan-making authority must provide such information as the 
appropriate authority may reasonably require for the purposes of the 
discharge by the appropriate authority of its obligations under this 
Chapter. 
 
(6) This regulation does not apply in relation to a site which is— 

(a) a European site by reason of regulation 8(1)(c), or 

(b) a European offshore marine site by reason of regulation 18(c) of the 
Offshore Marine Conservation Regulations (site protected in 
accordance with Article 5(4) of the Habitats Directive). 

 
106.—(1) A qualifying body which submits a proposal for a 
neighbourhood development plan must provide such information as the 
competent authority may reasonably require for the purposes of the 



 

 

assessment under regulation 105 or to enable it to determine whether 
that assessment is required. 
 
(2) In this regulation, “qualifying body” means a parish council, or an 
organisation or body designated as a neighbourhood forum, authorised 
for the purposes of a neighbourhood development plan to act in relation 
to a neighbourhood area as a result of section 61F of the TCPA 1990 
(authorisation to act in relation to neighbourhood areas)(159), as 
applied by section 38C of the 2004 Planning Act (supplementary 
provisions)(160). 
 
(3) Where the competent authority decides to revoke or modify a 
neighbourhood development plan after it has been made, it must for 
that purpose make an appropriate assessment of the implications for 
any European site likely to be significantly affected in view of that site’s 
conservation objectives; and regulation 105 and paragraph (1) apply 
with the appropriate modifications in relation to such a revocation or 
modification. 
 
(4) This regulation applies in relation to England only.” 

 
 
ASSESSMENT  

 
5. The HRA of the emerging new Dacorum Borough Council Local Plan 

2038 used a screening distance of 15km to identify European sites 
which could be affected by development form the plan. This distance 
has been subject to consultation with Natural England and reflects the 
average travel to work distance in the district. As such, the same 
distance has been applied in this HRA Screening. 
 

6. Only one European sites lie wholly or partly within 15km of the built-up 
area of Kings Langley and this been taken into consideration as 
follows: 
 

Chilterns Beechwood SAC – 7.4km from Kings Langley parish boundary 

7. The Chilterns Beechwoods SAC comprises nine separate sites 
scattered across the Chilterns. There are three features of interest: 
semi-natural grasslands and scrubland on chalk; Asperulo-Fagetum 
beech woodland (for which this is considered to be one of the best 
areas in the UK and lies in the centre of the habitat's UK range); and 
Stag beetle Lucanus cervus, for which the area is considered to 
support a significant presence. The rare coralroot Cardamine bulbifera 
is found in these woods. 

8. The main pressures and threats to this site include the impacts of 
forestry and woodland management, disease, deer and the invasive 
species of grey squirrel upon beech. Additionally, the changes in 
species distribution of stag beetle as well as the impact of public 



 

 

access and disturbance upon stag beetle. Air pollution and the impact 
of atmospheric nitrogen deposition also threaten the dry grasslands, 
beech and stag beetle. 

9. Two components sites of the Chiltern Beechwoods SAC are within 
15km of the parish of Kings Langley.  These are also Sites of Special 
Scientific Importance and listed as follows: 

 
 

 Ashridge Common and Woods SSSI (7.4km from parish) 

 Tring Woodlands (14.2km from parish) 
 

10. The potential pathways to impacts on the SAC are likely to constitute 
the following: 

 Planned development may give rise to additional recreational 
pressures which could impact upon the special features of the 
SAC;  

 Planned development may give rise to air quality issues through 
an increase in pollution as a result of additional transport in 
close proximity to the site.  This increase in levels (i.e. 
atmospheric nitrogen deposition) has the potential to impact the 
special features of the SAC; and 

 Planned development may give rise to an increase in water 
abstraction which could result in changes to groundwater quality 
and quantity below the site, with the potential to impact the 
special features of the SAC. 

 
Conclusion for Chiltern Beechwoods SAC 
 

11. Appendix 2 of this assessment has considered how the development 
proposed in the Kings Langley Neighbourhood Plan is unlikely to have 
significant effects on Natura 2000 sites. Given the plan does not 
propose any allocations and having regard to the conclusions of 
Appendix 2, it is considered that the development proposed in the 
Kings Langley Neighbourhood Plan is not likely to give rise to 
significant in combination effects. 

 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The Kings Langley NP is unlikely to have significant effects on Natura 2000 
sites, either alone or in combination with other plans or projects, therefore, an 
Appropriate Assessment for the Kings Langley NP is not required (*NB. Under 
Schedule 2 of the Regs, an NP cannot progress if there is a likely significant 
effect on a Natura 2000 site, therefore all NPs should be screened for HRA). 

Appendix 3 - Assessment of the likely significance of effects on 
the environment 



 

 

[Note to author – most of these boxes contain standard text (greyed out).  Those where specific 
details need to be included are Qs 1a,c,d, 2a,b,e,f and g] 

 
1. Characteristics of the Plan, having regard to:   

(a) the degree to which the 
plan or programme sets a 
framework for projects and 
other activities, either with 
regard to the location, 
nature, size and operating 
conditions or by allocating 
resources; 

The Kings Langley NP would, if adopted, 
form part of the Statutory Development Plan 
and as such does contribute to the 
framework for future development consent of 
projects. However, the Plan will sit within the 
wider framework set by the National 
Planning Policy Framework and the strategic 
policies of the Dacorum Borough Council 
Core Strategy (2013) and Site Allocations 
DPD (2017) until these are replaced by the 
emerging Local Plan.  

(b) the degree to which the 
plan or programme 
influences other plans and 
programmes including those 
in a hierarchy; 

A Neighbourhood Development Plan must 
have regard to national policy and be in 
conformity with the strategic policies for the 
Borough. It does not influence other plans. It 
should also have regard to the emerging 
planning policies for the area. The Kings 
Langley Neighbourhood Plan is unlikely to 
influence other Plans or Programmes within 
the Statutory Development Plan. 

(c) the relevance of the plan 
or programme for the 
integration of environmental 
considerations in particular 
with a view to promoting 
sustainable development; 

National policy requires a presumption in 
favour of sustainable development, which 
should be seen as a golden thread through 
plan-making, including the Kings Langley 
NP. A basic condition of the Kings Langley 
NP is to contribute to the achievement of 
sustainable development. Within this wider 
context the Kings Langley NP itself is 
unlikely to have a significant positive or 
negative effects. It is noted that a number of 
the NP objectives do relate to the integration 
of environmental considerations in particular 
with a view of promoting sustainable 
development. These include: 
 
1.3 Ensure that any development is of high 
quality design, is built to high sustainability 
standards and complements local 
distinctiveness. 
2.2 Conserves the local environment and its 
flora. 
3.1 Ensure adequate capacity for handling 
surface and foul water. 
4.1 Support sustainable development within 
the settlement boundaries which is in 
keeping with and enhances the character of 



 

 

both the surrounding built environment and 
the adjacent open rural landscape and which 
best meets the local housing need. 
 
In order to meet the basic conditions the plan 
will have to integrate environmental 
considerations in particular with a views to 
promote sustainable development 

(d) environmental problems 
relevant to the plan or 
programme; and 

The environmental impact of the proposals 
within the Kings Langley NP is likely to be 
minimal as the plan does not allocate any 
sites for development or support additional 
development beyond what is supported in 
the Development Plan. Policies in the Kings 
Langley NP will aim to support sustainable 
development in the village that will not 
adversely impact on the rural nature of the 
village. Retaining the character and 
appearance of the village is particularly 
important.  
 
The Kings Langley NP will contain policies to 

maintain the character of the village and to 

specify design criteria for new houses. 

 

Policies in the Kings Langley NP will aim to 
support sustainable development in the 
villages that will not adversely impact on the 
rural nature of the villages. Retaining the 
character and appearance of the villages is 
particularly important. The plan does not 
allocate any sites for housing but does 
propose to use settlement boundaries which 
define Kings Langley.  
 
The Neighbourhood Plan proposes an 
amendment to the settlement boundary to 
accommodate a small area of previously 
development land at Rectory Farm.  This 
land was granted planning permission for 55 
residential units. Construction works have 
commenced on site and there are no 
outstanding conditions to be discharged 
which go to the heart of the planning 
permission. 
 
 

The Kings Langley NP area contains the 

following environmental designations: 



 

 

 
Wildlife Sites: 

 Kings Langley Common 

 The Nucket 

 Grand Union Canal (edge of parish 

boundary) 

 Grassland east of Barnes Lodge 

 Phasels Wood/Great Wood 

 Green Lane west of Great Wood 

 Scatterdwells Wood, the Wings and the 

Grove 

 Langley Lodge Farm Area 

Flood Zones 2/3 

 River Gade (edge of parish boundary) 

Tree Preservation Orders) 

 Land at Cock’s Head Wood, Shendish 

Manor 

 Land at Shendish House 

 Shendish Lodge 

 Land adjacent to 17 Ridgeway Close 

 Land rear of 13-31 Abbots Rise 

 Regent Close 

 Rear of Barnsway 

 Land at Rectory Farm 

 Langleys 

 Langley House, 52 High Street 

 Land between Station Footpath & Home 

Park 

 A number of smaller TPOs also exist 

within the parish. 

 

There is 1 SAC within 15km of the Kings 

Langley Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

This is as follows: 

 Chilterns Beechwood SAC – approx 

7.4km from the Kings Langley Parish 

Boundary 

 

There are also the following SSSI’s located 

within the following distances of Kings 

Langley Parish boundary: 



 

 

 Roughdown Common SSSI (1km)  

 Westwood Quarry SSSI (1.6km) 

 Whippendell Wood SSSI (2.8km) 

 Sarratt Bottom SSSI (3.3km)  

 Frogmore Meadows SSSI (4.1km) 

 Bricket Wood Common SSSI (4.7km) 

 Little Heath Pit SSSI (5km) 

 Croxley Common Moor SSSI (5.9km) 

 Moor Mill Quarry, West SSSI (6.3km) 

 Ashridge Common and Woods SSSI 

(7.4km) 

 

Given the NP is not allocating sites; the small 

amount of potential infill sites within the 

settlement boundary, its relationship to the 

other designations within the NP area; and 

finally the conformity of the drawn village 

boundaries with the Development Plan we 

are of the opinion the Neighbourhood Plan 

does not propose any development that is 

likely to harm these designations as the plan 

seeks to conserve the village, its character 

and setting. The policies in the 

Neighbourhood Plan will require these 

designations to be protected and therefore 

there would not be likely significant effects to 

the environment. 

 

 

(e) the relevance of the plan 
or programme for the 
implementation of 
Community legislation on 
the environment (for 
example, plans and 
programmes linked to waste 
management or water 
protection). 

The proposed development in the Kings 
Langley NP has been judged not to have an 
impact on Community legislation. 

2. Characteristics of the effects and of the area likely to be affected, 
having regard, in particular, to: 

(a) the probability, duration, 
frequency and reversibility of 
the effects; 

The Neighbourhood Plan is generally likely 
to influence development for a period of 15 
years from its adoption, which is in line with 
national guidance. The Kings Langley NP is 
likely to have modest but enduring positive 
environmental effects. The effects are not 



 

 

likely to be reversible as they relate to 
development. However, they will be of a local 
scale through limited infill sites within the 
built-up area of the settlement, as defined by 
the Green Belt. 
 
The plan proposes to combat and mitigate 
against the effects of climate change, and 
deliver net gains in biodiversity, including 
enhancements to various forms of green 
infrastructure, including tree planting.  This 
will have positive cumulative benefits for the 
area. However given the scale of what is 
proposed the positive effect is not likely to be 
significant.  
 
The plan is also likely to have positive social 
effects through the provision of residential 
development through infill and the protection 
of local green space.  

(b) the cumulative nature of 
the effects; 

It is intended that the positive social effects 
of infill residential development will have 
positive cumulative benefits for the area. 

(c) the transboundary nature 
of the effects; 

The effects of the Plan are unlikely to have 
transboundary3 impacts.  

(d) the risks to human health 
or the environment (for 
example, due to accidents); 

The policies in the plan are unlikely to 
present risks to human health or the 
environment.  

(e) the magnitude and 
spatial extent of the effects 
(geographical area and size 
of the population likely to be 
affected); 

The Kings Langley NP relates to the parish 
of Kings Langley, which includes the village 
and communities of Kings Langley, and the 
hamlet of Rucklers Lane. Some ribbon 
development extends from Hemel 
Hempstead into Kings Langley parish to the 
north of the site. 
 
The NP is not allocating any sites for 
development and therefore as it will not 
promote any development that is above and 
beyond what is already supported in the 
Development Plan, the potential for 
environmental effects is also likely to be 
small and localised.  

(f) the value and 
vulnerability 
of the area likely to be 
affected due to: 
(i) special natural 

The Kings Langley NP area contains the 
following special natural characteristics and 
cultural heritage elements: 
 

 Listed buildings 

                                            
3 Transboundary effects are understood to be in other Member States. 



 

 

characteristics or cultural 
heritage; 
(ii) exceeded environmental 
quality standards or limit 
values; or 
(iii) intensive land-use; and 

 Scheduled monuments 

 Conservation Area 

 Local heritage assets, such as locally 
registered parks and gardens. 

 Areas of archaeological significance 

 Ancient woodland 

 TPOs 
 
There is 1 SAC within 15km of the Kings 

Langley Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

This is: 

 Chilterns Beechwood SAC – approx 

7.4km 

There are also the following SSSI’s located 

within the following distances of the Kings 

Langley parish boundary: 

 

 Roughdown Common SSSI (1km)  

 Westwood Quarry SSSI (1.6km) 

 Whippendell Wood SSSI (2.8km) 

 Sarratt Bottom SSSI (3.3km)  

 Frogmore Meadows SSSI (4.1km) 

 Bricket Wood Common SSSI (4.7km) 

 Little Heath Pit SSSI (5km) 

 Croxley Common Moor SSSI (5.9km) 

 Moor Mill Quarry, West SSSI (6.3km) 

 Ashridge Common and Woods SSSI 

(7.4km) 

 
The Kings Langley NP offers an opportunity 
to enhance the natural environment and the 
cultural heritage of the area through the 
proposals being considered. The main 
aspects of the plan that are most likely to 
affect the special natural characteristics and 
cultural heritage is the impact of householder 
and small scale developments within the 
village boundaries on the character and 
appearance of the Conservation Area, listed 
buildings, local heritage assets and 
archaeological sites. However, given the 
limited amount of potential infill and their 
relationship to the designated areas and that 
the plan aims to ensure development 
conserves and enhances the Conservation 



 

 

Area through design and landscape policies 
it is considered there would not be likely 
significant effects to the environment.  
 
The Kings Langley NP is not proposing any 
allocations and the NP has strong objectives 
to support the conservation and protection of 
the local landscape and environment. These 
include: 
 
1. To direct new development to appropriate, 
sustainable locations within the parish in 
order to protect, so far as possible, the 
Green Belt, valued green space in and 
around Kings Langley and local character 
and heritage. Development should contribute 
towards a proven local need; and 
 
2. To require, of any new development, an 
assurance of the credibility of the developer 
and an assurance of the environmental 
sustainability of any proposed development, 
with plans ideally approaching a ‘zero 
carbon’ goal through building materials, 
alternative energy sources, energy saving 
design, encouraging walking and cycling. 
 
Therefore is not considered to cause likely 
significant effects. 
 
The HRA Screening Assessment in appendix 
2 concluded that: The Kings Langley 
Neighbourhood Plan is unlikely to have 
significant effects on Natura 2000 sites, 
either alone or in combination with other land 
and projects therefore, an Appropriate 
Assessment of the Kings Langley 
Neighbourhood Plan is not required. 
 
There are sensitivities regarding cultural 
heritage within the Kings Langley NP area, 
with a number of listed buildings and local 
heritage assets spread around the parish. 
There is currently no collective detailed 
information on the risks and vulnerability of 
the listed buildings and their setting readily 
available. However, the Kings Langley NP is 
not seeking to make any allocations. 
 



 

 

Whilst the objectives imply that policies of 
the plan will seek to protect the rural 
character of the parish, the surrounding 
countryside, landscape, designated open 
spaces, farming and ecosystems. The 
neighbourhood plan is considered to have a 
neutral effect on cultural heritage because 
there is no indication given in the objectives 
that the plan would go beyond national and 
local policy and therefore it is considered that 
the effects of the proposals in the plan are 
not likely to be significant. 
 
Given the nature and scope of the NP, 
environmental quality standards or limit 
values are not considered likely to be 
significantly affected. 
 
The Kings Langley NP is not proposing any 
allocations, therefore the plan is not likely to 
cause significant effects in relation to 
intensive land use. 

(g) the effects on areas or 
landscapes which have a 
recognised national, 
Community or international 
protection status. 

The area covered by the Kings Langley NP 
is distant from Chilterns AONB, recognised 
to contain some of the finest landscapes in 
England. As the Kings Langley NP is not 
proposing to allocate any development and 
given the objectives of the plan, any effects 
of the Kings Langley NP on the landscape 
are not likely to be significant. 

 

 
  



 

 

Appendix 4 – Consultation responses to initial screening (2021) 
 

It should be noted that because of the Covid-19 pandemic the normal period 
for consultation was extended. Therefore consultation responses needed to 
be received by 15 March 2021 
 
Environment Agency – response received 9 March 2021:  
 

 



 

 

 
 
By email dated 25 March 2021 the Environment Agency confirmed that an 
SEA would not be required.  
  



 

 

 
Historic England – Email response received 4 March 2021 
 
Dear Mr Mendham,  
  
Thank you for inviting Historic England to comment on this consultation. As 
the Government’s adviser on the historic environment Historic England is 
keen to ensure that the protection of the historic environment is fully taken into 
account at all stages and levels of the local planning process. Therefore we 
welcome this opportunity to review the Screening Report for this plan. For the 
purposes of this consultation, Historic England will confine its advice to the 
question, “Is it (the King’s Langley Neighbourhood Plan) likely to have a 
significant effect on the historic environment?”. Our comments are based on 
the information supplied with the Screening Opinion.   
  
The Screening Report indicates that the Council considers that the plan will 
not have any significant effects on the historic environment. We note that the 
plan does not propose to allocate any sites for development.  
  
On the basis of the information supplied, and in the context of the criteria set 
out in Schedule 1 of the Environmental Assessment Regulations [Annex II of 
‘SEA’ Directive], Historic England concurs with the Council that the 
preparation of a Strategic Environmental Assessment is not required. 
  
The views of the other two statutory consultation bodies should be taken into 
account before the overall decision on the need for an SEA is made. 
  
I should be pleased if you can send a copy of the determination as required by 
REG 11 of the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes 
Regulations 2004. 
  
We should like to stress that this opinion is based on the information provided 
by you with your correspondence.  To avoid any doubt, this does not reflect 
our obligation to provide further advice on later stages of the SEA process 
and, potentially, object to specific proposals which may subsequently arise 
(either as a result of this consultation or in later versions of the plan) where we 
consider that, despite the SEA, these would have an adverse effect upon the 
environment. 
  
Historic England strongly advises that the conservation and archaeological 
staff of the relevant local authorities are closely involved throughout the 
preparation of the plan and its assessment.  They are best placed to advise 
on; local historic environment issues and priorities, including access to data 
held in the Historic Environment Record (HER), how the allocation, policy or 
proposal can be tailored to minimise potential adverse impacts on the historic 
environment; the nature and design of any required mitigation measures; and 
opportunities for securing wider benefits for the future conservation and 
management of heritage assets. 
  



 

 

Please do contact me, either via email or the number below, if you have any 
queries. 
 
Kind regards,  
  
Edward 
  
---------------------------------------------------- 
  
Edward James  
Historic Places Adviser - East of England 
Historic England  
  



 

 

 
Natural England – response received 25 February 2021 
 

 



 

 

 
  



 

 

Appendix 4 – Consultation responses to re-screening (2022) 
 
Environment Agency – response received 9 May 2022:  
 

 
 



 

 

 
 



 

 

 
  



 

 

 
  



 

 

 
  



 

 

 
  



 

 

Natural England – response received 16 May 2022 
 

 
  



 

 

 
  



 

 

Historic England – response received 30 May 2022 
 

 


