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Dear Dawn
Please find our attached comments on the above. We have filled out and attached Part A of the response form
template but given the necessary scale of our response which considers multiple parts of the document, it is not
possible to fill out Part B for each of the policies, sites or text we wish to comment on. Thus, this part of our
response is set out in a letter. We have clearly marked which policy, site or section of text we are referring to and
our position (support or ‘not support’) and any suggested changes /amendments.
Kind regards,

Ben Driver
Southern Conservation Officer
Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust
Tel:
www.nottinghamshirewildlife.org

Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust is the county’s largest environmental charity - run by local people for the benefit of local
wildlife. We manage 70 nature reserves, champion nature and inspire adults and children about the natural world. Together
we are working to create a Living Landscape for Nottinghamshire.

Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust is currently working to vaccinate badgers to help prevent the spread of bovine TB.
You can help us vaccinate more badgers by donating today. www.justgiving.com/nwt

Are you a member of Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust?
Join us now online or call us on 0115 958 8242
Registered office: The Old Ragged School, Brook St, Nottingham NG1 1EA
Registered in England & Wales: no. 748865. Charity no.224168R

1

Planning Policy Team
Loxley House
Station Street
Nottingham
NG2 3NG

Nottinghamshire
Wildlife Trust

11th March 2016
Dear Planning Policy Team
Consultation on the Nottingham City Council Local Plan Part 2 LAPP
Document – Publication Version
Thank you for consulting Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust on the Nottingham
City land and planning policies (Publication Version January 2016)
Development Plan Document, Local Plan Part 2.

The Old Ragged School
Brook Street
Nottingham
NG1 1EA
Tel 0115 958 8242
Fax 0115 924 3175
Email
info@nottswt.co.uk
Website
www.nottinghamshirewildlife.org

We have filled out and attached Part A of the response form template but
given the necessary scale of our response which considers multiple parts of
the document, it is not possible to fill out Part B for each of the policies,
sites or text we wish to comment on. Thus, this part of our response is set
out below. We have clearly marked which policy, site or section of text we
are referring to and our position (support or ‘not support’) and any
suggested changes /amendments.
Policy CC1 Sustainable Design and Construction

4146 We support this policy but suggest a few minor amendments to the
supporting text:

4669

4670
4671

Comment on paragraph 3.2: As well as altering habitats, climate change
can affect the distribution of species. For instance, with warming, animals
and plants that are suited to cooler climates will need to move northwards
or to higher ground. This might result in new species colonising (e.g.
moving in from the continent) and some species may become extinct. The
impact of species should be mentioned in the supporting text.
Comment on paragraph 3.11: We support the recognition of green (and
brown) roofs and green walls as sustainable features and we wish to see
their biodiversity potential also recognised in the supporting text.
Policy CC3: Water

4672

We support this policy in principle. We welcome the references to Water
Framework Directive objectives (part 2 of policy CC3).

4673

We also support inclusion of Suds references (part 6 of this policy) and wish
to point out their potential biodiversity value (see Chapter 6 of the 2015
version of Ciria Suds Manual) and would expect to see reference to the
existence of this guidance and the potential biodiversity value of suds in the
supporting text. We welcome references to future management and
securing of a mechanism for funding. This is something that we consider
has previously been overlooked, with the consequences of such systems
becoming unmanaged, leading to problems in the future.

4674

4675
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Policy RE1: Facilitating Regeneration
Object

4676

4677

Any regeneration needs to be sustainable and we are of the view that this
policy/ supporting text should refer to the LAPPs environment policies,
particularly in relation to green infrastructure and biodiversity.
With reference to policy RE1 and paragraph 3.141 (that brownfield sites are
often the most sustainable and least environmentally sensitive sites), there
appears to be a presumption for prioritising brownfield sites over greenfield
land for development. In terms of biodiversity, it is not the case that
greenfield land is normally of higher biodiversity value. Brownfields sites,
also termed ‘Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land’ can be
classed as a UK Priority Habitat (Section 41 habitat under the NERC Act
and as referenced in the NPPF) and can support a range of protected
species, rare plants and important invertebrate communities.
Any loss of brownfield land of biodiversity value to development should be
fully mitigated (or compensated) as per the NPPF requirements. Brownfield
sites also provide opportunities for creating/ enhancing Green Infrastructure
and strong GI networks, especially to link existing green spaces and to
create new green spaces where they are lacking. Such GI should be
secured through regeneration projects. We would expect to see the above
recognised in the policy wording and supporting text.
Policy RE7: Stanton Tip
Object

4678

4679

Whilst we welcome the proposed retention and enhancement of the Local
Wildlife Site part of Stanton Tip, having regenerated over many years, we
consider most of the site to be of high wildlife value and we would wish to
see significant part of it retained as wildlife habitat/ open space /green
infrastructure etc. The site as a whole is also likely to fit the criteria as
‘Habitat of Principle Importance’ under the NERC Act and will be classed as
‘Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land’ (see comments
above) and any losses will need to mitigated, or as a last resort,
compensated.
Section 5 Environment Policies
We support these policies in principle and, in particular, paragraph 5.8: “The

4680 main purpose of the policies set out below is to avoid the loss of or damage
to these important open spaces and nature conservation sites, and where
possible enhance them”. However we have to object to some of the detailed
wording of the policies.
Policy EN1: Development affecting open space
Object
We support that “Development affecting open space will be refused unless”

4681 (part a) “an assessment clearly shows the development will not have a

detrimental effect on the wildlife value of the network as a whole”. However,

4682 in relation to part c we are very concerned that development of ‘other types
2

of sports or recreational provision or ancillary development associated with

4682 the Open Space’ could, in some instances, harm wildlife sites, habitats or

species, and would wish to be assured that such impacts would be avoided.
Nottinghamshire
Wildlife Trust

Policy EN2: Open Space in New Development
Object

4683

4684

In relation to Policy EN2: Open Space in New Development, any open
spaces created should comprise elements for people (playgrounds, sports
pitches) as well as more informal open spaces (i.e. wildlife habitats).
Therefore a reminder of this (with reference to paragraph 5.10, which
defines open) in the text of policy EN2 is suggested.
As with our comments on EN1 (part c), we would be concerned if
‘enhancement’ leads to loss of wildlife habitat for another open space use of
lower biodiversity value, such as sports pitch. We recommend it is made
clear at paragraph 5.19 that “circumstances where the location and physical
characteristics of the site and the surrounding area preclude or restrict the
creation of new publicly accessible or other open space” could include
presence of wildlife sites.
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4685 We welcome that future funding for new spaces is considered by this policy
and at paragraph 5.18.

Policy EN4: Allotments

4686 Support
We fully support policy EN4 in relation to allotments and, sub section 1(d) in
particular, which states planning permissions which lead to loss of
allotments will not be granted unless ‘the proposed scheme can be
accommodated without causing harm to the nature conservation value of
the allotments’.
Policy EN5: Development Adjacent to Waterways
As a general comment in relation to EN5, we consider that some reference

4687 is required to Water Framework Directive requirements – we do note that
this is included at CC3, see our comments above).

4688

We also wish to draw your attention to, and suggest that a reference is
included in the LAPP to the following document: Improving Water Quality
Guidance for Local Authorities
http://www.catchmentbasedapproach.org/local-authority-guidanceengaging-with-the-water-framework-directive

4689 The importance of waterways and their banks (for nature conservation) is

recognised in relation to part b and at paragraphs 5.32 and 5.33 which we
fully support. Development should also encourage opening culverts (so
4690 called ‘daylighting’) (part d) and avoid the loss of open waterways (part e).
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Policy EN6: Biodiversity
Object

4691

4692

4693

4694

We fully support inclusion of a biodiversity policy. However, we don’t think
EN6 or supporting paragraphs 5.42 or 5.43 are strong enough to protect
biodiversity.
Paragraph 5.42 states ‘Policy EN6 above sets out that development should,
in the first instance, try to avoid adversely affecting national and local
designated nature conservation sites…”. We think this severely downgrades
the importance of biodiversity and we think that the wording “in the first
instance, try to avoid” should be removed and it should simply read: “Policy
EN6 above sets out that development should avoid adversely
affecting national and local designated nature conservation sites…”
EN6 should also refer to the ‘mitigation hierarchy (NPPF para 113
‘Distinctions should be made between the hierarchy of international,
national and locally designated sites, so that protection is commensurate
with their status and gives appropriate weight to their importance and the
contribution that they make to wider ecological networks’).
At EN6 part c we recommend replacing ‘notable species’ with ‘protected
species’ and those identified as species of principal importance under
Section 41 of the NERC Act.
Part c should refer back to NPPF Paragraph 118 wording, especially in
relation to the fact that planning permission should be refused if adequate
mitigation or compensation cannot be secured:

4695

4696

4697

4698

“When determining planning applications, local planning authorities
should aim to conserve and enhance biodiversity by applying the
following principles:” “… if significant harm resulting from a
development cannot be avoided (through locating on an alternative
site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last
resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be
refused; “
We welcome it has been recoginsed in the policy text that compensation
should be considered a last resort but without referring to the fact that
planning permission could be refused. This gives the impression that the
need for development could always outweigh the nature conservation value
of the site, as long as mitigation or compensation is proposed. Furthermore,
it is not solely the ‘need for development’ that has to be considered but the
legislation in relation to protected sites and species and other Government
policy and guidance.
Paragraph 5.39 states that there are currently proposals to designate a
Derbyshire / Nottinghamshire Nature Improvement Area, which may
incorporate parts of Nottingham City, such as along the River Trent
Corridor. The Trent corridor is a focal area for Nottinghamshire Wildlife
Trust as part of our ‘Living Landscapes’ approach to deliver landscapescale conservation with a number of partners. This will in turn help to
implement the recommendations of the Lawton Review, in relation to nature
conservation sites and the need for them to become bigger, better and
4

4698 more joined up. The LNP has also identified the Trent Corridor as a priority
for biodiversity-led regeneration.
cont.
4699
4700

At paragraph 5.40 we note and welcome the references to relevant
legislation and policy but the requirement for adherence to this is not made
clear in the main policy wording.

We are concerned about the inclusion of the final sentence of paragraph
5.40: “It is the responsibility of the developer to ensure that they do
not contravene the regulations that aim to protect the species”. Whilst at
construction/ implementation stage this is very true, the supporting text fails
4701 to mention the Local Authority’s responsibilities in the preceding text,
especially in relation to the ‘Biodiversity Duty’ under the NERC Act
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/biodiversity-duty-public-authority-duty-to-haveregard-to-conserving-biodiversity (note the NERC Act is mentioned but this
is in the context of species/ habitats of ‘principal importance’).
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4702

We support paragraph 5.41 in relation to wildlife outside of recognised sites
and wildlife corridors.

4703

In relation to paragraph 5.43, whilst it might be appropriate in some
circumstances, we do not feel that biodiversity offsetting has developed fully
as a concept and should not be widely promoted at the current time but if
taken forward as an option it should be in line with the advice from the pilot
project reports. Locally, although we were a pilot county, we understand no
projects were taken forward in Nottinghamshire during the pilot project
period (April 2012-April 2014) although much useful information was gained
and will be used to inform any future development of this concept. The
Report of the Biodiversity Offsetting Pilots has now been published and can
be found at
http://randd.defra.gov.uk/Default.aspx?Menu=Menu&Module=More&Locatio
n=None&ProjectID=18229&FromSearch=Y&Publisher=1&SearchText=WC1
051&SortString=ProjectCode&SortOrder=Asc&Paging=10#Description

4704
4705

We support the text at paragraphs 5.44 and 5.45. We recommend including
reference to British Standard BS42020 Biodiversity - Code of Practice for
Planning and Development and the use of planning conditions or
agreements to secure mitigation and compensation (as advised in the BS)
and we would expect to see adequate monitoring and enforcement will be
carried out.

We would like to query whether the checklist mentioned at paragraph 5.45
4706 include features such as SUDS, bird and bat boxes and green or brown
roofs, green walls etc, all of which are important components of mitigation/
enhancement schemes in urban environments.
Policy EN7: Trees
President

Object on detail of the text
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4707 We recommend that under surveys, specific reference is made to wildlife
and bat /bird surveys.

In relation to development resulting in the loss or deterioration of Ancient

4708 Woodland (part 4), we recommend including reference to Government
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4708
cont.

veteran-trees-protection-surveys-licences. Clear guidance should be
provided on how the benefits of the development would be assessed to see
if they outweigh the value of ancient woodland, as otherwise this cannot act
as a protective policy.
Policy MI2: Restoration, After-use and Aftercare
Object
This policy should be more strongly worded to ensure that any minerals
development delivers a net gain in biodiversity as required under the NPPF.
The current policy wording does not prioritise biodiversity-led restoration
and should do so both as a matter of principle and also to be consistent with
the Nottinghamshire Minerals Local Plan. NWT expects the wording to be
as follows;
“Proposals for minerals development will be supported (subject to other
policies of the Local Plan) where it can be demonstrated that the scheme
would allow an appropriate phased sequence of extraction, restoration,
after-use and after-care which will enable long-term maintenance and
enhancement of the environment, and where the restoration prioritises
the delivery of priority habitats”.

4709

“After-use
4.All proposals for after-use should prioritise habitat creation of Sn41
habitats, applicants will be required to demonstrate how proposals
contribute to the delivery of the City Council’s biodiversity objectives for
wildlife.
The restoration of former mineral sites to agriculture is a low priority, when
very substantial sums of public money are being used to take farmland out
of agricultural production, as is currently the case. Mineral sites offer
unprecedented opportunities for the restoration of high priority habitats,
which can be achieved whilst also protecting best and most versatile soils
(which is the national policy requirement, not the use of the soils for
agriculture), NWT would therefore expect to see point 5 removed from the
policy.
Site Allocations
In general, we note that quite a few former school sites and playing fields
are included as allocations e.g. PA3, PA5, PA6, PA10, PA12 etc and
collectively this could result in the loss of a significant part of the City’s open
space network, which gives us great cause for concern.

4710

4711

Within the comments for many of the allocations it is often stated that a
significant proportion of the site is to be retained as open space. Whilst this
is always welcomed by us, the amount is not quantified and we would like to
see a mechanism put in place to ensure that open space isn’t gradually lost
over time, for instance, due to a series of phased planning applications for
residential use being submitted.
Whilst some of the 85 sites described have been cleared and have
supported buildings recently (i.e. they currently comprise hard standing and
are of low wildlife value), we think that many of them are important
6

4711
cont.

components of Nottingham City’s green spaces. We are concerned that
inclusion of so many sites conflicts with the policies trying to protect green
spaces (EN1-5). We would welcome further assessment of this, including a
map showing the location of sites PA1-85 and how they relate to recognised
open spaces, along with figures on the area of open space potentially
affected etc. In the absence of this it is not possible to properly evaluate the
overall potential loss of open and green space in the City.
Our comments on particular site allocations are presented below (please
note we currently haven’t the resources to comment on all 85 PA sites):
PA1 Bestwood Road - Former Bestwood Day Centre

4712

As well as three Local Wildlife Sites (two disused railways and one river)
there are many mature trees on site, so we consider it to be a sensitive site
in terms of biodiversity. Common lizards and common toads occur locally.
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PA2 Blenheim Lane

4713

This is a sensitive site, being located adjacent to numerous local wildlife
sites. Bulwell Hall Park is mentioned but Hucknall Airfield (a significant
calcareous grassland site) is situated immediately to the north. The
southern boundary hedge mentioned in the site description is also Local
Wildlife Site and we agree it must be protected/ enhanced. There are
numerous other LWSs and a SSSI (Bulwell Wood) close by, further along
the lane from PA2.
PA3 Eastglade, Top Valley - Former Eastglade School Site

4714

We welcome proposal to retain a proportion of site as open space.

4715

The text mentions improvement of local LWS/LNRs, but we cannot see any
nearby –the nearest is almost 1km to the north.
PA4 Linby Street/Filey Street

4716
4717

We welcome the proposals for a buffer area of semi-natural habitat to be
created along the eastern boundary of site to protect and enhance the
adjacent River Leen Local Wildlife Site. Measures should be secured to
fund the management of this in perpetuity
PA5 Ridgeway - Former Padstow School Detached Playing Field

4718

We welcome proposal to retain proportion of site as open space.

4719

The text mentions improvement of local LWS/LNRs, but we can’t see any
nearby –the nearest is over 1km to the north.

4720

PA6 Beckhampton Road - Former Padstow School Detached Playing
Field
We would welcome opportunity to improve biodiversity value of the site and
retain much of it as open space.
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4721

4722

PA7 Hucknall Road/Southglade Road - Southglade Food Park
We previously highlighted (November 2011 consultation) that the proposed
site is a ‘private nature reserve area’. We are unaware of the ecological
detail of the site but aerial photography suggests that there may be some
ecological interest there. In addition the site currently buffers and extends
the designated Hucknall Road Linear Walkway LNR and this function would
be lost through the development of the site. Careful consideration should be
given to the impact that this allocation could have on the existing LNR
through loss of adjacent habitat.
PA8 Eastglade Road - Former Padstow School Site
This open space area is adjacent to Sunrise Hill Local Nature Reserve and
LWS. If any development is taken forward we would wish to see retention of
much open space and strong GI links provided to the LNR and LWS.
Unless this is provided, the sites would be cut off, which would adversely
affect the ecological function of the LWS and could harm the recoginised
features of this site (acid grassland/ scrub).
Management agreements should be secured to ensure that the LNR and
LWS and areas surrounding it are managed to enhance their ecological
value.
PA9 Edwards Lane - Former Haywood School Detached Playing Field

4723

Any development should have strong GI links with Sandy Banks LNR and
create habitats to complement those on the LNR. These should include
lowland dry acid grassland, mixed deciduous woodland, broom and gorse
scrub and recently created heather scrapes. Such habitats support a wide
variety of butterfly and moth species, solitary bees and common bird
species.
PA11 Stanton Tip
Object
Also see our comments on the relevant regeneration policy.
During the 2011 consultation we made the following points, which still
stand:


4724






4725

The tip has experienced considerable natural regeneration over
some years with the result that a number of areas on the periphery
of the site have satisfied the criteria for designation as LWS
Habitats are of LBAP and UK BAP (now known as ‘habitats of
principal importance’).
In an ideal world we would like to see the site retained as a
biodiversity resource, as it is likely to continue to improve over time
and is, we understand, a well-used recreational resource for the
local community.
If necessary to develop it, it should only be partially developed and
the LWSs should be retained. Links should be provided between the
existing on-site and nearby SINCs by creating green corridors
through the development to allow species to migrate between areas
of high ecological value and also out into the wider countryside to
ensure that they can migrate in response to changes in conditions
and disturbance.
8

4725
cont.



We would expect mitigation or compensation to be provided for any
habitats lost.

PA18 Vernon Road - Former Johnsons Dyeworks
Nottinghamshire
Wildlife Trust

Object

4726
4727

4728

We support the development principle of enhancing the ecological value of
the Day Brook, which flows through the center of the site and a 8 metre strip
along the water course to be kept free from obstructions. We think this
should be wider, at least 15m, as it would allow for a stronger green corridor
to be created.
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PA32 Beechdale Road - South of Former Co-op Dairy
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This site is located adjacent to a remnant part of a once much larger ancient
woodland, which is also a LWS (ref 2/981 Robin’s Wood). A development in
this area may have indirect effects on the woodland and the species that it
supports, such as bats if lighting is not sensitive. If the site is redeveloped,
we would recommend locating any open space along the woodland edge, to
create a buffer and ensure that only bat friendly lighting (i.e. down lighting)
is used in this area.
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PA33 Chalfont Drive - Former Government Buildings

4729

As with all allocations, this site should be subject to detailed ecological
survey. Although mainly built up, we have been made aware of nesting
birds being present on site, including starling within buildings and house
sparrow in shrubs along Robin Wood Road. Mitigation in the form of nest
boxes incorporated into any new buildings and landscaping, along with
retention of existing vegetation, could help to mitigate any adverse
ecological impacts.
PA36 Russell Drive - Radford Bridge Allotments

4730

4731

Although we understand a planning application is now currently being
implemented for this site, further ecological surveys should be carried out
before significant clearance as the site. Due to mature vegetation present
on site, it has the potential to support a number of protected species.
As we pointed out in 2011, we wish to reiterate that Radford Bridge
allotments are situated next to Martin’s Pond and Harrison’s Plantation
Local Nature Reserve. The allotments currently provide additional habitat
and therefore add value to the LNRs, as they provide habitat that is
relatively undisturbed when compared to the LNRs, which are used on a
regular basis as an informal recreational facility by the local community. We
have always been very concerned about the allocation of this site, as not
only will there be a loss of habitat as a result, but there will be a significant
increase in the level of use of the adjacent LNRs, resulting in a negative
impact on habitats and wildlife in this area. We are also concerned about
the loss of allotment sites in general and we have already mentioned that
we support the policy protection offered in this LAPP.
PA56 Sturgeon Avenue - The Spinney

4732

In addition to protecting the adjacent LWS, we consider the mature trees
around the periphery of PA56 as providing important habitat links to the
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4732
cont.

pond / LWS and we would wish to see any redevelopment restricted to the
previously developed part of the site.
PA59 Farnborough Road - Former Fairham Comprehensive School

4733

4734

We support the comments in relation to seeking opportunities to the south
of the site for ‘provision of improved publicly accessible greenspace and
biodiversity’ and a ‘green corridor of semi-natural habitat should be
established to connect the adjacent Fairham Brook Nature Reserve and
Brecks Plantation, located to the west of Summer Wood Lane’.
We are also keen to secure green space/ corridors of habitat creation in the
locality of the pylons at the eastern boundary of the site. As with access
(footpaths and cycle ways etc), GI should strongly link in with the GI
provided on the adjacent Clifton Pastures development site in Rushcliffe.
We expect to see specific reference to this last point in the text.
PA60 Victoria Centre

4735
There is the potential for further/ additional garden roofs, green and brown
roofs, green walls, wildlife boxes etc.
PA62 Creative Quarter - Brook Street East
As neighbours with our office based at The Old Ragged School (Brook
Street, NG1 1EA), The Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust is interested in
commenting on proposed allocation PA62.

4736

We have numerous access points to the rear of our buildings, off Bedford
Row. There are two sets of double garage doors and within the building we
keep a trailer and need regular vehicular access to enable us to perform our
land management duties. Off Bedford Row, we also have the main door to
our subsidiary EMEC Ecology, which is located on the first floor.
We would require continued vehicle and pedestrian access to these points
during and post any development of site PA62, otherwise our land
management activities would be severely impacted. Furthermore, we need
a continued ability to stop on Bedford Row for loading and unloading tools
and other equipment essential for our operations.

4737

4939

We wish to highlight the sensitivity of our building, which is Grade 2 listed.
This is both in relation to setting and also protection during the construction
phase of any nearby development.
Any new development in this area should make provision for parking, so
that it does not add to the already serious parking problems in the area
which are proving a constraint to the operation of local businesses such as
ours.
PA67 Broadmarsh Centre

4940

As with Victoria Centre, there is the potential for further/ additional garden
roofs, green and brown roofs, green walls wildlife boxes etc in order to
provide for wildlife in the urban environment.
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If you require further clarification in relation to any of the points raised above
please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely
Nottinghamshire
Wildlife Trust
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Southern Conservation Officer
Conservation Policy and Planning
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Individual
Landowner/Developer
Organisation
Other _______________________________________

Q2 Your Details
Mr
Benjamin
Driver
Southern Conservation Officer
Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust

Q3 Agent’s Details (if relevant)

Nottingham

Q4 Do you wish to be notified of any of the following?
(please tick yes or no for each question)
Submission of the Local Plan Part 2 for Examination?
Publication of the Recommendations of the Inspector?
Adoption of the Local Plan Part 2?
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 Yes
 Yes
 Yes

 No
 No
 No

Part B – Your Response
Please provide your comments below. Please let us know if you support or object to the site
allocation and if there are changes you would like us to consider.

We welcome that the development principles recoginses:
5089

“Careful treatment is also required at boundaries adjacent to the local wildlife site and canal to
the west of the site, which provide opportunities to enhance biodiversity and habitats.”
We also agree with the sustainability appraisal in relation to the environment / biodiversity:

“Negligible Impact. Site currently contributes to biodiversity and green infrastructure by way of
5090 existing soft landscaping/ open space on site, which could be diminished by further
development. However, development would also provide opportunities to enhance Biodiversity
and GI, in particular along the boundary with the canal, therefore a neutral impact overall”
5091

5092

5093

We would wish to be assured there would be no adverse impacts on the LWS during or post
development. We would wish to see an adequate development buffer along the canal and also
expect drainage is planned carefully so that water quality is protected during both construction
and operation.
Although we appreciate much of the site is built up/ brownfield, we would recommend a
Preliminary Ecological Assessment is carried out to inform any planning application which looks
at the potential for the site to support protected species, including bats in any remaining
building(s) or mature trees, reptiles (note a population of slowworm has been established
nearby at Beeston Sidings), nesting birds, water voles etc. Any ecological impacts should be
mitigated or compensated in line with relevant policy/ legislation. Potential impacts on wildlife
are likely to be minimised if the boundaries to the LWS can remain undisturbed and are buffered
from any redevelopment.
We would be supportive of a development that could ‘provide opportunities to enhance
biodiversity and habitats’ in the following way:

5094

- Within the detailed plans we would wish to see significant green corridors provided, in
particular along the Beeston Canal LWS. Whilst footpaths and cycleway are acceptable, we
would wish to see undisturbed sections of canal provided as well. We suggest there could be
opportunities for including an artificial otter holt or kingfisher nests in any such undisturbed
sections. We would also wish to see that the banks of the canal are not over engineered to
allow the continued presence of water voles.
- The canal and any other areas of green infrastructure should be subject to a biodiversity
management plan. This could benefit a wide range of species. Specific measures for water
voles should include maintenance of the grass sward at a correct height along the water course
(i.e not mown too intensively).
-We would wish to see nesting provision for house sparrow and bat loft/ roosting units built into
some of the new buildings. There are also opportunities for bat and bird boxes on existing
mature trees.
- Brown or green roof and green walls could also be built into the design plans. There could be
opportunities for wildlife if any suds ponds are included and designed carefully. Additional
habitats that could be provided include native tree/ shrub planting and wildflower meadow(s).
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Policy support:
5089 -NPPF paragraphs 107, 109, 114, 117 and 118
-Nottingham City ACS (policy 16 and 17),
- Nottingham City Council Biodiversity Position Statement 2011-2020 ‘Ambitious for Wildlife’

Q5 The following questions are required by Planning Regulations. Please refer to the
guidance notes for more information and explanation of ‘legally compliant’ and ‘sound’.
If you have any difficulty understanding this question please contact the Policy Team
using the contact details on the front sheet.
Do you consider the Local Plan Part 2 to be legally
compliant? (please tick yes or no)

 Yes
 No

Do you consider the Part 2 Local Plan to be ‘sound’?
(please tick yes or no)

 Yes
 No

If you consider that the Plan is unsound, explain why
(please select all that apply and explain in the box to Q9)
a) Do you consider the Plan is unsound because it is not
'positively prepared'?
b) Do you consider the Plan is unsound because it is not
'justified'?
c) Do you consider the Plan is unsound because it is not
'effective’?
d) Do you consider the Plan is unsound because it is not
'consistent with national Policy'?

Q6 The allocation of this site will
be considered by an independent
Planning Inspector at a public
meeting called an Examination in
Public. If you are objecting to the
allocation of this site, please tell
us if you think you need to attend
the examination in person.










Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No

 Yes, I wish to participate in person at the
examination
 No, I do not wish to participate in person at the
examination

Q7 If you wish to participate in person at the examination, please outline why you

consider this to be necessary.
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(please continue on a separate sheet if necessary)
Please note the Inspector (not the Council) will choose who participates at the Examination.
Responses must be received by 5.00pm Wednesday 9th November 2016.
Thank you for taking the time to comment on the proposed inclusion of this site in the new
Nottingham City Council Local Plan Part 2. For further information about this consultation
and / or the Local Plan document please contact the Planning Policy team on 0115 876 4594
or email localplan@nottinghamcity.gov.uk
Data Protection - The response(s) you submit on the Local Plan Part 2 will be used in the plan making
process and may be in use for the lifetime of the Local Plan in accordance with the Data Protection Act
1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues raised. Please note that
responses cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All
responses can be viewed at the Council offices. If you provide your email address this will be the
method of communication used in the future by default unless you advise us otherwise.
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Equality Opportunities Monitoring
Nottingham City Council is committed to equality of opportunity, and would like to
learn about which groups of people are using its services and their needs. The
following questions are OPTIONAL.
Are you?
 Male
 Female
 Prefer not to say

Which age group do you belong to?
 Under 16
 45 - 59
 16 - 24
 60 - 64
 25 - 34
 65+
 35 - 44
 Prefer not to say

Do you consider yourself to be disabled?
 Yes
 No
 Prefer not to say

To which of these ethnic groups do you consider you belong?
 White
 Chinese
 Black
 Other ethnic group, please specify
 Asian
___________________________
 Prefer not to say
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