CPRE suggestion for paragraph to be included in supporting text of EM3, in response to Panel Question 6, Matter 6A:

It is argued that policy EM3 is not sufficiently robust and prescriptive. However, unlike EM1, there have been few specific suggestions as to wording changes. What changes might the Panel recommend to make the policy more robust?

CPRE fully support the concept of Green Infrastructure, and would support the revised Policy developed by Natural England. CPRE feel that there is a need for the policy and the supporting text to recognise the need for a multi-discipline, partnership approach to GI, and acknowledge the limitations of the planning system, particularly when considering improvements.

In this respect, EM3 should promote the maximisation of opportunities where they arise, and the need to develop partnership working both inside and outside local authority structures in order to secure wider benefits. We would suggest that the supporting text should contain wording such as:

Local authorities should adopt a cross discipline approach to the identification and improvement of green infrastructure. There is a need for the planning system to work in tandem with bodies responsible for leisure, countryside and environmental management in order to deliver wider benefits. LDF policy should identify and protect existing green infrastructure, and seek to deliver improvements where possible, particularly where this can be facilitated through planning obligations. Area Action Plans for large scale regeneration areas for example offer good opportunities to deliver improvements. Good practice guidance on developing strategies towards the development of green infrastructure is given in the Green Infrastructure Guide.

