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Matter 11: Natural Environment Issue  
 
Issue 11a: Biodiversity and Geodiversity (Policies NE1 and NE2) 

1. Is Policy NE1 effective and consistent with national policy, with particular regard to: 

a. The protection of ancient woodland and aged or veteran trees? 

b. International and European nature conservation designations? 

 

1. It is noted that no modifications are proposed to Policy NE1, other than a minor typographical 

change under Reference LP54.109 to the Implementation and Policy Framework, in terms of 

removing the question marks. However, the last bullet point in the second set (referring to the 

habitats and species of importance) includes “trees” as well as woodlands, ancient woodlands etc. 

This is not considered to be in accordance with the Framework, which at paragraph 118 only offers 

protection to aged or veteran trees. The wholesale inclusion of the protection of every tree is not 

considered to be justified and therefore should be removed from the policy.  

 

2. The fifth paragraph of the policy refers to the protection of “potential” wildlife sites. The use of the 

term ‘potential’ opens up too much ambiguity and until such time as a wildlife site is formally 

designated it is suggested that it is afforded sufficient protection under policies NE2 and NE4 within 

the Plan. It is therefore suggested that the final sentence of the fifth paragraph be removed.  

 

Issue 11b: Blue and Green Infrastructure (Policy NE3) 

1. Is Policy NE3 effective and consistent with national policy in respect of its approach towards the 

creation of a comprehensive green infrastructure network in the borough? 

 

3. Whilst the policy is generally supported, two minor amendments would make the policy more effective. 

The policy is entitled ‘Blue and Green Infrastructure’, however, the policy as set out within the RBLP 

makes no specific reference to blue infrastructure although there is reference to watercourse corridors 

within the supporting text. The wording of the policy and supporting text is not clear whether blue 

infrastructure falls within green infrastructure or is to be assessed/provided separately. It is 

recommended that the title of the policy excludes blue infrastructure and this is retained in the 

supporting text only.  

 

4. The policy would be more effective if the supporting text established what is expected as part of a 

planning application, distinguishing between a high-level management framework which will set out 

the information necessary to make a decision on a planning application, and a detailed management 

plan which can normally suitably be secured through a planning condition.  
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Issue 11c: Landscape Protection and Enhancement (Policy NE4) 

1. Is Policy NE4 effective and consistent with national policy in respect of the protection of 

significant landscape features and landscape character in the borough? In particular, should the 

Rainsbrook Valley be recognised in the policy as a key local landscape to be protected from 

development? 

 
5. The Council have set out that a number of proposed changes are to be made. RPS supports 

modification (Ref LP54.72) which solely relates to a typographical error. RPS is supportive of the 

proposed change (Ref LP54.73). The bullet point was unclear as to what type of ‘assets’ it was 

referring to. The Framework (paragraph 128/129/132) only refers to heritage assets being harmed 

by development within their setting. The requirement to protect the settings of settlements and 

areas was not compliant with the NPPF and RPS therefore welcomes the proposed change.  

 

6. The Council proposes the following change under reference LP54.74 to paragraph 9.15 of NE4:  

The purpose of Policy NE4 is to ensure that significant landscape features are protected from harm 

and enhanced and that landscape design is a key component in the design of new development… 

Paragraph 9.15 of the supporting text refers to protecting significant landscape features. It is noted 

that the policy does not use the word ‘protected’. Its reference in the supporting text would therefore 

appear to take the policy beyond its purpose. In order for the paragraph to be consistent with 

paragraph 109 of the Framework, paragraph 9.15 should be further altered as follows: The purpose 

of Policy NE4 is to ensure that significant valued landscape features are protected and enhanced 

from harm and that landscape design is a key component in the design of new development…. 

 

7. The final bullet point in the policy requires proposals to be sensitive to an area’s capacity to 

change, acknowledge cumulative effects and “guard against the potential for coalescence between 

existing settlements”. This wording has been taken from the Framework’s wording in relation to the 

purpose of Green Belts. The wording of this policy would preclude potential edge-of-settlement 

development or development within the open countryside as they could conceivably create some 

form of coalescence between settlements. This should not be applied in every case outside the 

Green Belt and therefore should be omitted from the policy. RPS therefore set out that the final 

bullet point in the policy should be amended as follows: are sensitive to an area’s capacity to 

change and acknowledge cumulative effects and guard against the potential for coalescence 

between existing settlements. 

 

 


