
APPENDIX B 
 
WOKING BOROUGH COUNCIL DRAFT CORE STRATEGY 
 
SIMPLIFIED HRA PROCESS DIAGRAM 

 

1.a) Excluding policies 
from the study that have  

no implications for 
SPAs/SACs 

1.b) Rewording policies 
where possible to avoid 
any potential significant 
effects on SPAs/SACs 

1.c) Specialist technical 
screening to indicate 

where a possible 
mechanism for a 

significant  effect would 
link a plan policy source 

with an SPA/SAC 
receptor 

PHASE I 
Screening, Scoping and Advice 

3 step filter – screening out of policies not needed to be carried to Phase II 

PHASE II 
 

Provision of the 
information for 
Appropriate 
Assessment 



STUDY PROCESS – PHASE I 
 

 
 

• Includes original policy wording where there is no obvious impact  
on sites and where re-wording was rejected by WBC  

 

1. Desk-based 
Assessment of policies for 
likely impact on 
SPAs/SACs 

3. Mayer Brown/Bioscan specialists 
further technical screening of 
policies* identified as having potential 
for impact upon SPAs/SACs 

4. WBC provided with 
recommended revisions to policies/ 
proposed changes to site-specific 
proposals required to avoid likely 
impact on SPAs/SACs where 
possible. 

5.a) WBC accept 
recommended 
alterations to policies, 
where applicable -no 
likely impact on 
SPAs/SACs 

5. b) WBC reject 
recommended 
alterations or no 
satisfactory alteration 
possible - Likely impact 
on SPAs/SACs 

6b) Policies require 
Appropriate 
Assessment 

6.a) Policies do not 
require Appropriate 

Assessment 

2.  Advice on re-wording 
of policies and those 
requiring further technical 
screening 

TO PHASE II 



 
STUDY PROCESS - PHASE II 

7. Specialist assessments 
carried out by Mayer 
Brown Ltd and Bioscan to 
provide WBC with 
sufficient information to 
carry out an Appropriate 
Assessment on a policy 

Review of available information determines that there will 
be no adverse effect on the integrity of SPAs/SACs  8. a) Policy or site-

specific proposal 
may remain in the 
Draft Core Strategy 

8 b) Policy/proposal 
must be either 
rejected or altered 

Review of available 
information 
determines that 
there will be* an 
adverse effect on 
the integrity of 
SPAs/SACs  

9a) Policy/proposal 
rejected 

9. b) Policy/proposal  
altered for greater 
certainty of impact 
avoidance 

10. Policy must be 
re tested from 
step 3 in Phase I 
onwards 

*In the absence of certainty the precautionary principle is applied 

FROM PHASE I 


