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	Consultation paper on a new Planning Policy Statement: Planning for a Natural and Healthy Environment – Questions and response form

	Name:
	

	Respondent category:
	Public (individuals not affiliated to any group)
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Business (including business trade associations)
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Charities, environment and community groups
( 

Government bodies (regional planning bodies, local 
authorities, government agencies and non-departmental government bodies)
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Professionals and academics (including representative 
bodies for professionals)
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If this is not an individual response, which organisation do you represent?

Tees Valley Biodiversity Partnership
Who does the organisation represent?

The following organisations are represented on the Partnership Steering Group:
Darlington Borough Council; Environment Agency; Farming & Wildlife Advisory Group; Hartlepool Borough Council; Industry & Nature Conservation Association; Middlesbrough Council; Natural England; Northumbrian Water; RSPB, Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council; Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council; Teesmouth Bird Club; Tees Valley Unlimited; Tees Valley Wildlife Trust; Wildflower Ark

Please give a summary of the organisation’s role
The Tees Valley Biodiversity Partnership brings together organisations and individuals who are working to conserve, enhance and promote biodiversity throughout the Tees Valley.  The Partnership co-ordinates the preparation and review of the Tees Valley Biodiversity Action Plan; acts as the Local Sites Partnership in selecting and reviewing local wildlife sites; and supports public authorities in meeting their biodiversity duty under the Natural Environment & Rural Communities Act. 
If applicable, how have the views of members been assembled?

Comments on the PPS were requested from individual Partnership members and the draft response was circulated before submission.


	Address:
	Malcolm Steele, Chair of Tees Valley Biodiversity Partnership, c/o Tees Valley Unlimited, PO Box 199, Melrose House, Melrose Street, Middlesbrough, TS1 2XF

	E-mail address:
	malcolm.steele@teesvalleyunlimited.gov.uk

	Confidentiality:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Please tick if you wish your responses to be treated as confidential and provide reasons for this request (see paragraphs 4 in ‘The consultation process’ section of the consultation document).


	Questions on which we would particularly like your views:

	1.
Do you support the consolidation and streamlining of policies on the natural environment, green infrastructure, open space, sport, recreation and play into a single planning policy statement?
	Yes
	(

	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment:  In principle bringing together related policies on biodiversity, green Infrastructure, open space, and the natural environment Into a single planning statement Is welcome.  In particular it allows the relationship between green Infrastructure and the multiple benefits it can provide, biodiversity, open space, leisure, health and so on to be more clearly understood and set in a strategic context.  The PPS will also help set the course to meet revised 2020 biodiversity targets.      

	2.
Does the proposed PPS address sufficiently all the issues that planners and others face in relation to protecting the natural environment, delivering green infrastructure and other forms of open and green spaces, and land and facilities for sport, recreation and play?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	No
	(

	Comment: One of the key principles in the current PPS9 is that planning policies and decisions should aim to maintain, and enhance, restore or add to biodiversity and geological conservation Interests.   It is of some concern that this principle is omitted from the proposed PPS - in particular the reference to 'enhance' biodiversity.  There is a danger that the planning system would focus mainly on the effects of development on protected and priority habitats and species - the planning system can play an important role, through appropriate policies In Local Development Frameworks and consideration of planning applications, in seeking opportunities to enhance biodiversity through new development and regeneration. 
Paragraph 5(Ii) In PPS9 states that local development frameworks should Identify areas or sites for the restoration or creation of new priority habitats which contribute to regional targets, and support this restoration or creation through appropriate policies.  However this reference to the restoration and creation of priority habitats is not included within the proposed PPS and should therefore be reinstated as it Is consistent with the biodiversity duty under the NERC Act.

Paragraph 10 in PPS9 makes specific reference to ancient woodland as a valuable biodiversity resource that cannot be recreated once It has been lost.  It is important that local planning authorities should be able to identify areas of ancient woodland that do not have statutory protection.  Planting of new woodland does not replace/replicate the value of ancient woodland.

While the commitment in the proposed PPS to planning contributing to the 'overall aim of no net loss to biodiversity' is welcome this does seem to represent the maintenance of the status quo.  The new PPS should also seek net gain for biodiversity wherever possible.           
The proposed PPS could say more about the links between green infrastructure, biodiversity and climate change.  All green infrastructure supports biodiversity, but the conservation, enhancement and restoration of biodiversity should be a key output of green infrastructure investment and development.  Climate change presents opportunities as well as threats for biodiversity, and green infrastructure offers a way for these opportunities to be realised through mitigation and adaptation measures.  The health and well-being effects of green infrastructure and biodiversity are touched on in the PPS, but there should also be reference to the economic benefits of green infrastructure and biodiversity which can encourage and attract investment.  
While criteria based policies on the natural environment and biodiversity are broadly acceptable there is a need to develop and ensure a consistent approach across sub-regions/city regions.

	3.
Do you agree with the requirement for local planning authorities to continue to produce, and keep up-to-date, open space strategies which are based on assessments of local need and audits of existing provision (NE1.3)?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	No
	(

	Comment:  It may be better to incorporate open space requirements into green infrastructure strategies which can address the needs of both communities and biodiversity - see also comment on Q4 below. 

     

	4. We propose that local planning authorities should take a strategic approach to the delivery of green infrastructure (NE4), but not to produce and publish a formal strategy (although they can do so if they choose). Do you agree with this proposal?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	No
	(

	Comment: A green infrastructure strategy can provide a number of benefits, particularly in an area such as the Tees Valley where there are a number of local authorities covering a single conurbation and adjacent main towns.  The approach in the proposed PPS notes that green Infrastructure needs to be planned on a broader scale than individual areas of open space, and to consider green infrastructure in Its landscape context as well as strategic links of sub-regional (and beyond) scale.  These objectives can probably be best achieved through a green Infrastructure strategy.  At sub-regional scale in particular a green infrastructure strategy can:

· provide a clear vision and framework that can be applied across local authority boundaries
· encourage a 'common focus' among partners and green infrastructure project promoters
· establish a set of principles and guidelines that can be applied by the local authorities and other key stakeholders when developing local development framework policies, district-wide green infrastructure strategies, and potential green infrastructure projects 
While not disagreeing with sub-paragraph (ii) of NE4.1 this statement is also relevant to policy NE3


	5.
Do you agree that the proposed policy NE4 will deliver the Government’s objectives without imposing any significant new burdens?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment:      

	6.
The amended wording of planning policy relating to the floodlighting of sports and recreation facilities (NE11) makes it clear to local planning authorities that they should balance the impacts on amenity and biodiversity against the wider benefits to the community in terms of health and wellbeing and the additional provision of facilities. Do you agree with this proposal?
	Yes
	(

	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment: Support recognition in the policy that floodlighting could have an adverse impact on biodiversity and local amenity.  Conditions could be Imposed on the design of floodlights to minimise any adverse Impact e.g. by masking and directing the light.       

	7.
Do you agree that the proposed policy NE11 will deliver the Government’s objectives without imposing any significant new burdens?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment:      

	8.
Do you agree with the conclusions of the consultation stage impact assessment?      
	Yes
	(

	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment:      

	9.
Do you think that the policies in this proposed PPS will have different impacts, either positive or negative, on people because of their gender, race or disability? If so, how in your view should we respond? We particularly welcome the views of organisations and individuals with specific expertise in equality and diversity matters.
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment:      

	10.
Do you have any additional comments to make on this proposed PPS?
	Yes
	(

	
	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Comment: Support recognition in the proposed PPS of the importance in having up to date information and data on biodiversity.  Local development frameworks could be considered unsound if not based on robust and credible evidence.
With regard to 'Scope of the Consultation' it is noted that this PPS will replace certain paragraphs in PPS7 and PPG20 - does this imply that PPS7 and PPG20 will be re-written to remove those paragrphs?     























