RESPONDANT NUMBER (715)

Matter 6A: Enjoying and Managing the North West

CUMBRIA COUNTY COUNCIL (SDL/CUCC/18)

Responses to draft Natural England Policy EM3

General Comment

Green Infrastructure (GI) is a useful concept. It assists in maximising multi-functional use, and quality, of greenspace within, and in relation to, the North West’s cities, towns and villages. 
The use of GI as the framework for conservation is not supported. GI should be informed by existing frameworks and priorities, not lead them. 
GI should not be used as the primary means of delivering primarily ‘rural matters’; e.g. agri-environment and countryside management objectives. These should be dealt with through other delivery mechanisms.  

GI has most value in an urban and semi-urban (even village) setting where people, business and the environment co-exist, and where an integrated approach to the greenspace management will maximise the benefits, and reduce the conflicts. 
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Policy

Policies should guide plans, strategies, proposals and schemes to achieve particular outcomes. Policies should clearly identify what is intended to be achieved, and what should be taken into account in achieving that objective.

Overall, the revised draft Policy is broadly acceptable, and would give a much better policy steer to indicate the objectives of GI, and what needs to be carried out than when compared to the draft RSS Policy. 
However, there are still shortcomings. In particular, the stated aim in paragraph 1 is vague and should focus more clearly on the purpose of the policy, which is to provide a well-managed network of greenspace that maximises the social, economic and environmental benefits.

Some of the items listed in paragraph 2 are to do with methods of achieving GI management, which should be provided within the GI Guide rather than within the Policy. 

We agree that plans, strategies, proposals and schemes should include GI, based on regional, sub-regional and local strategies and frameworks. 

The Policy could be revised as: 

“Plans, strategies, proposals and schemes will deliver an integrated approach to Green Infrastructure to maximise the social, economic and environmental use, and quality, of greenspace within, and in relation to, the North West’s cities, towns and villages”. 

Priority should be given to the areas highlighted, but all plans and schemes should still be required to address GI.

Text

The text should provide background to Policy EM3; i.e. there can be social, economic and environmental benefits from optimising the use and quality of the greenspaces.

The text should also describe the benefits of GI; e.g. quality of life etc, but it need not include how the approach is actually implemented. These should be included in the GI guide, which should be referred to in the supporting text. GI should not be the framework for conservation (see above). 

Much of the supporting text is repetitive, overly complicated and often unclear. There is a tortuous explanation of the relationship between GI and ecological frameworks. 
The bulleted points do not give adequate context and guidance to the Policy. The bulleted points should be replaced by standard text. The Aims are helpful, but the Principles are not. 

The five stages are not helpful on the process of planning for GI. This element is superfluous without further explanation. 
It is correct to say that ecological frameworks should underpin and inform GI enhancement. These ecological frameworks are to be developed to support Policy EM1, and will enable and reflect conservation needs.
Mention could be made of Area Action Plans at the end of the text, where it refers to “Local delivery of GI plans…….”
19th January 2007
Building pride in Cumbria
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