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2nd February 2021 
 
BY EMAIL ONLY  
 
 
Reference: Church Fenton Neighbourhood Development Plan 2020 Submission Draft 
 
Thank you for consulting Yorkshire Wildlife Trust on the above application. Yorkshire Wildlife Trust works 
across the Yorkshire and Humber region managing more than 100 reserves and with a membership of over 
44,000.  YWT is the second oldest of the 46 Wildlife Trusts which work in partnership to cover the whole of 
the UK. The Trust’s principal vision is to work for a Yorkshire rich in wildlife, valued and enjoyed by people. 
To the north of Church Fenton lies our Ouse Wharfe Corridor Living Landscape 
(https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/about-us/vision-and-mission/living-landscapes).  We have reviewed the 
Church Fenton Neighbourhood Development Plan 2020 Submission Draft and have the following comments: 
 
We can see that wildlife and nature is a strong theme running through the plan and are pleased to see three 
policies devoted to the environment and green space. The plan is thorough and it is clear that natural 
habitats are valued by the community.  This could be further reflected by including access to, and space for 
nature in vision at Section 3.1 of the Plan. 
 
In the objectives of the Plan, we support the importance of working with neighbours.  It is essential that the 
Plan does not operate in isolation, but works collaboratively with neighbouring Plans to maintain 
connectivity of habitats across the landscape, beyond  the Plan or Planning Authority boundaries.  
 
With regard to Policy H2 (Design Principles), we would advise that boundary treatment should be hedgerows 
of native species.  Any hard boundary features such as walls and fences should include gaps to maintain 
habitat connectivity for hedgehogs and other wildlife. More information is available at 
https://www.hedgehogstreet.org/help-hedgehogs/link-your-garden/.  Various organisations now produce 
pre-made hedgehog-friendly gravel boards so this should not be an onerous task.   
 
In Policy H2 (c) we are encouraged by the commitment to support design that reduces waste, cuts carbon 
emissions and builds in biodiversity.   
 
With regard to Policy H3 (a), it should be noted that brownfield sites can be rich in biodiversity and therefore 
sites should be assessed on their own merits and always on the basis of appropriate ecological information.  
Therefore, it is essential that baseline surveys are undertaken prior to any detailed proposals and taken into 
account throughout the planning process.  This is also relevant to Policy BE2 (Conversion of farm buildings to 
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residential dwellings).  Such conversions have the potential to impact on fauna which make use of buildings 
such as bats, swallows and barn owl and therefore should be subject to survey prior to any planning 
application, to ensure that impacts can be avoided and mitigated where appropriate (in line with the 
mitigation hierarchy).  
 
With regard to access to green space we are encouraged to see reference to published guidance in terms of 
the required amount of green space within proximity to homes and a number of local green spaces.  It is well 
established through research that contact with wildlife and the wild places yields benefits, for example, after 
spending five to six hours outside every week, 95% of people who had low mental wellbeing improved 
within just six weeks1. 
 
In Policy EGS 2, could the wording be strengthened by amending this to, ‘protected and enhanced’ and could 
Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) also be incorporated into the Plan policies? 
The emerging Environment Bill is expected to put a requirement for all proposals to achieve a 10% net gain 
in biodiversity. Whilst not yet formally released, this level is already being implemented as good practice 
across the country. Ensuring Net Gain for Biodiversity is in accordance with the National Planning Policy 
Framework2 Paragraphs 170(d) and 174: 
 

‘170. Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local 
environment by: 

 
d)  minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including by establishing 
coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future pressures;’ 

 
 ‘174.    To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should: 

 
a) Identify, map and safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and wider 

ecological networks, including the hierarchy of international, national and locally 
designated sites of importance for biodiversity; wildlife corridors and stepping stones 
that connect them; and areas identified by national and local partnerships for habitat 
management, enhancement, restoration or creation; and 

 
b)  promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological 

networks and the protection and recovery of priority species; and identify and pursue 
opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity.’  

 

 
1 Social return on investment analysis of the health and wellbeing impacts of Wildlife Trust programmes, 2019 Report).   
2 Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019). National Planning Policy Framework. 



 
 

 
 

We note that reference has been made to records held by North and East Yorkshire Environmental Data 
Centre (NEYEDC https://www.neyedc.org.uk/).  In addition to a resource to retrieve records, it is always 
helpful to submit as many wildlife records as you are certain of to the records.  Even records of common 
species can be beneficial to assess long term trends both locally and nationally, particularly as a result of the 
changing climate.  
 
We are pleased to see the pasture off Nanny Lane Site of Importance for Nature Conservation  
acknowledged in the plan.  This site is designated on the basis of species rich grassland (ancient semi-natural 
neutral and calcareous grassland). Part of Fenton Trans is also designated as a SINC site.  It would be helpful 
to include the SINC sites in the Plan maps (e.g. Map 9, Page 50) to give them more weight.  If you require 
information and the boundaries of SINC designations these can also be obtained from the North and East 
Yorkshire Ecological Records Centre.  Any opportunities to link existing SINC sites or green infrastructure 
networks is welcomed. If this can be extended further to give consideration to links in adjacent habitats 
outside of the Neighbourhood Plan area, even better. This would align with the Lawton Review3 in terms of 
wildlife sites and ecological networks needing to be bigger, better and more joined up. 
 
SINC sites are not internationally or nationally recognised but are local level wildlife sites, 
identified at a county level, protected through planning system and rely on continued stewardship by 
landowners. I have provided a little more info on SINC (or Local Wildlife Sites) below for your information: 
 
LWS (formerly known as Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation) are of great significance as core 
wildlife-rich habitats of substantive nature conservation value and taken together with Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSIs), they represent a major national asset, essential to the recovery of nature. LWS play 
a critical conservation role by providing wildlife refuges, acting as stepping stones, corridors and buffer zones 
to link and protect nationally and internationally designated sites – improving ecological coherence and 
connectivity and contributing to a climate resilient landscape. With no statutory status, their only form of 
protection is through good planning policy and decisions.  
 
For a long time, it has been recognised that, whilst they are important, SSSIs are not sufficient to truly 
protect biodiversity in England. So, together with SSSIs, LWS support locally and nationally threatened 
species and habitats and they are the essential building blocks of ecological networks and the core from 
which we can achieve nature’s recovery. Unlike Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), which for some 
habitats are a representative sample of the sites that meet national standards, LWS systems are more 
comprehensive and select all sites that meet the criteria. As a result, many LWS are of SSSI quality and 
together with the statutorily protected sites, contain most of the country’s remaining high quality natural 

 
3 3 Lawton et al. (2010) Making Space for Nature: a review of England’s wildlife sites and ecological networks. Report to 
Defra. 
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habitat and threatened species.  The protection of LWS is therefore fundamental if we are to achieve the 25 
Year Environment Plan goals.  
 
With regard to flood risk (Policy F1 - Development that does not add to flood risk), we advocate the use of 
SuDS, using a variety of techniques to provide high quality multifunctional green infrastructure.  More 
guidance on the use of SuDS can be found here - http://ww2.rspb.org.uk/Images/SuDS_report_final_tcm9-
338064.pdf) 
 
Other points which could be given consideration within the plan: 

• Reference to habitat creation opportunities and determining appropriate habitats for creation as 
part of mitigation schemes.  This is of particular importance where opportunities to create wildlife 
corridors between sites exist.   

• Implementation of buffer zones around protected sites and important habitats. 

• Management of open and green space can contribute to biodiversity. For example, by implementing 
less intensive mowing regimes within areas of amenity grassland, field margins of playing fields and 
road verges. 

 
I trust these comments are helpful. Please feel free to get in touch should you have any queries.  
 
Kind regards,  
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