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1. introduction

1.Introduction

1.

Introduction

1.1.

The Landscape Partnership was commissioned in May 2006 by Peterborough
City Council to prepare a Green Infrastructure Strategy for the Peterborough
Green Grid (the Green Grid Strategy).

Purpose of Assignment
1.2

The purpose of the assignment is to draw up a strategic framework and action
plan for green space provision throughout the Greater Peterborough area,
developing a strategy to ensure that Peterborough’s growth goes hand in hand
with the protection and provision of quality green infrastructure.  The strategy
seeks to provide a comprehensive vision to improve the quality, quantity and
connectivity of the area’s green spaces and to identify proposals for capital
projects that will be realised in the short medium and longer term.  Part of this
vision is the concept of the South Peterborough Green Parks, which is further
developed in a supplementary report.

Status of this Report and Strategy

1.6

The Objectives of the Green Grid are set out as to:-

1.11

•
•

improve the quality of life within the region
support the planning process in the delivery of high quality sustainable
development
enhance and create opportunities for the region to attract tourism and visitors
support initiatives that contribute to sustainable resource management, in
particular water, at the strategic level

•
•

Green Infrastructure Background
1.7

The development of the strategy has been supported by a number of previous
studies.  In June 2005 LDA Design produced a scoping study entitled ‘Towards
a greener environment city’ which provides a review of the context for
regeneration within and around Peterborough both in terms of planning policy
and the environmental needs of the areas.  The study also set out a number of
benefits that the development of the Peterborough Green Grid could deliver,
along with an initial vision and objectives.  A number of the findings of the
scoping study have been carried forward and/or developed in this report.

1.8

The Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plans include policies for
creating new Green Infrastructure and enhancing the existing landscape.  A
number of other studies, such as East of England Biodiversity Mapping Project,
the 50-year biodiversity vision map produced by the Cambridgeshire and
Peterborough Biodiversity Partnership, and the Peterborough Rights of Way
Improvement Plan provide background information, which is relevant to this
study.  It has not been considered necessary or desirable to reproduce any of
these relevant documents at length, rather reference is made to them and they
are also included on the references list and developed elsewhere where relevant
in the report.

1.9

The London – Stansted – Cambridge Growth Area is also located adjacent to
the Milton Keynes South Midlands Growth area to the west where it is adjacent
to Northamptonshire.  In this neighbouring growth area the development of
Green Infrastructure is being overseen by the River Nene Regional Park, which
has been established to promote Green infrastructure throughout North and
West Northamptonshire.  The Peterborough Green Grid Strategy will promote
connectivity with the network proposed by the River Nene Regional Park.

Background to Growth
1.3

1.4

1.5



Peterborough is located within the London – Stansted – Cambridge
– Peterborough Growth Area. Peterborough was added to the growth area at
a relatively late stage and hence the development of this Green Infrastructure
Strategy follows on from others produced in the growth area, including those for
the Cambridge Sub Region and Harlow.  As population grows in these areas it is
vital that the infrastructure is also developed to support the new and expanding
communities.  Essential infrastructure includes not only education, health and
transport, but also open spaces and access to the countryside.  Well designed
and accessible open space can make a major contribution to the development
of sustainable communities.
The Green Grid Strategy builds upon the Peterborough Open Space Strategy
carried out by Atkins for Peterborough City Council in 2006.  This study carried
out an audit of the open spaces within the Authority’s area in terms of quality,
quantity and value and identified standards and contributions for the future
provision of open space.  The study was carried out in accordance with the
requirements of PPG17.  The Atkins report focused on Council owned sites
in the Peterborough administered area (the District), whereas the Green Grid
Strategy looks at all resources, both publicly and privately owned.  The Green
Grid Strategy also has a focus on the rural areas and the connections from
the urban areas to the rural areas.  This report does not provide a detailed
assessment of the urban facilities, which are more adequately covered by the
Atkins study.
The provision of Green Infrastructure was identified as a key priority for the
successful implementation of the growth agenda.  A steering group for the
Green Grid Partnership was set up in July 2004 and the Green Grid concept
was launched to a wider partnership in September 2005. The partnership so
far includes: Peterborough Environment City Trust, Natural England, Forestry
Commission, Peterborough City Council, The Wildlife Trust, Cambridgeshire
County Council and The Environment Agency.  As part of its role, the steering
group sought to develop projects which could be submitted for funding from
the Government’s Growth Area Fund.  In 2006 a successful funding bid for
£1million was made to the Department for Communities and Local Government
(DCLG) to deliver priority practical projects under the emerging Green Grid
Strategy.  Phase 1 involves the implementation of a number of linked projects
to the south of the city and the preparation of the over-arching Green Grid

costs and mechanisms for delivery.
Production of developer guidelines.

Strategy, including the development of the South Peterborough Green
Parks (SPGP).  The full membership of the Green Grid Partnership is listed in
Appendix 9.  The Steering Group developed the brief and is overseeing this
report.

Project Brief
1.10

The main stages of the project were as follows:-

•

Review of existing data sets gathered by others but also the inclusion of a range
of economic and social information and some additional digitization to facilitate
the analysis.
Analysis and interpretation of data sets – to identify deficiencies and
opportunities in the strategic network.
Stakeholder Consultation event – to engage with a wide range of interest
groups.
Development of a Vision and Green Grid Strategy in text and maps.
Implementation Plan to identify the priority projects and broad estimates of

•
•
•
•

•

It is envisaged that this report and Strategy will be an important background
document to inform the preparation of the City Council’s Core Strategy,
Planning Policies and Local Development Documents.  The output will be a
long-term Green Infrastructure Strategy which can also be used as a framework
for Peterborough City Council and its various Green Grid partners to inform bids
for funding and setting up projects to deliver Green Infrastructure in and around
the city.

2.

What is a Green Infrastructure Strategy?

2.1

The use of the term Green Infrastructure is relatively recent; however it is
not a particularly new idea.  The authors Benedict and McMahon identified
that the term has its roots in the United States of America in planning and
conservation efforts dating back over 150 years ago.  At this time the concept
evolved from two important principles, namely:-

•
•

•
•

the linking of parks and other greenspaces for the benefit of people
the linking of natural areas to benefit biodiversity and counter habitat
fragmentation.

2.2

These principles can still be seen to embrace the current understanding of the
function and role of Green Infrastructure in the UK.

2.3

The project brief for this study takes the definition of Green Infrastructure
used by the Town and Country Planning Association in their publication
Biodiversity by Design which states:“Green Infrastructure in this instance is defined as the Sub-Regional network
of protected sites, nature reserves, greenspaces and greenway linkages.
Green Infrastructure should provide (where possible) multi-functional uses,
i.e., wildlife, recreational and cultural experience, as well as delivering
ecological services, such as flood protection and microclimate control. It
should also operate at all spatial scales from urban centres through to open
countryside.”

2.4

The above definition and other recent statements concerning Green
Infrastructure are generally related to the inter-relationship between
significant areas of urban growth in terms of built development and the role
the ‘natural’ environment can play in providing an enhanced context for new
and expanding populations.  CABE Space recognises the need for Green
Infrastructure to help to deliver part of a sustainable pattern of development.  
There are three key strands to a fully sustainable approach: social, economic
and environmental.  In this context Green Infrastructure can be seen to
contribute to all three aspects but with an emphasis on the environmental
benefits.

2.5

A number of other definitions have been produced by various organisations
and some of these are summarised in Appendix 1.  Definitions, criteria for
inclusion as Green Infrastructure and targets for future provision are common
to a number of the documents and have been considered in the development
of this Strategy.  A specific set of criteria have been developed for this study
which then are tested in the analysis of the data sets as set out later in the
report.

2.6

It is a fundamental premise that well-designed and integrated Green
Infrastructure improves environmental quality, health and well-being,
sense of community and provides an opportunity for exercise, sport and
informal recreation.  In the context of the study area for this report, Green
Infrastructure should therefore contribute to and enhance the quality of life of
both present and future residents and visitors through:

•

Providing a focus and attraction for the increased population proposed within
the Peterborough Sub-Region.
Providing further greenspace and wider access to the countryside
Protecting and enhancing existing biodiversity and creating new areas for
biodiversity

•
•

•
•
•
•

Reversing the fragmentation of habitats by restoring the connectivity between
them
Providing the opportunity to rehabilitate landscapes and habitats damaged
by previous development, agriculture or by existing recreational pressures
Providing an enhanced environmental backdrop that will assist in attracting
business and inward investment to those areas
Providing built development that is sustainable in terms of its location, design,
materials and whole life costs
Providing a basis for a sustainable urban ecology
Provide for flood mitigation

•

Extended Access. Enhanced access for all and particularly by sustainable
means including foot, cycle, horse and boat to promote a healthier lifestyle
is fundamental.  Central to this is the improvement of the quality of both the
existing rights of way network and other strategic routes in the area.  New
routes should also be promoted with a priority focus on the areas of planned
growth and existing settlement edges, particularly where there is currently
restricted public access.  The development and expansion of circular routes
on both land and waterways should also be promoted and explored.  Gaps in
the network including suitable bridging points should also be included.  It is a
general premise that existing and new access routes should wherever possible
follow and double as biodiversity corridors.  However, the demands of access
arising from both existing and expanding populations will also need to be
carefully managed to protect sensitive local environments by use of suitable
management plans and agreements.

2.7

Conversely a lack of good quantity and quality of Green Infrastructure may
imply: fragmentation, urban dysfunction, lack of cohesion, lack of opportunity,
poor image or damage to existing sites through over visiting.

2.8

Although the main focus of the Green Infrastructure Strategy is strategic, it
is recognised that Green Infrastructure can apply at a variety of scales with
individual items such as a single hedge, village green or large private garden
all making valued contributions towards the overall Green Infrastructure
network.  It is important therefore to define the types of features that are
to be included in the strategic assessment of Green Infrastructure and the
related various size criteria that are applied in the analysis.  The process of
refining the definitions has been undertaken with the assistance of the project
Steering Group.

•

Landscape Character Enhancement.  The strategy should reflect the
distinctive patterns of the local landscape, both in terms of its natural and
its historical and cultural landscapes. Proposals should always promote and
enhance the local diversity and distinctiveness of each area and should draw
on the guidance of existing and emerging landscape character assessments
produced to further this objective.  It is therefore likely that different solutions
will be promoted within different areas, with in some cases woodland being
appropriate, in others a more open character of grassland, and in others a
variable matrix.

2.9

It is also recognised that whereas there should be a preference that elements
of the Green Infrastructure are accessible to the public, it is not a pre-requisite
requirement.  Large or significant features of biodiversity importance may be
included in the network of Green Infrastructure, e.g. inaccessible lengths of
river corridors or large areas of woodland.

•

Biodiversity Enhancement. The regional biodiversity resources, patterns
and targets present should be enhanced.  Existing habitats and species
should firstly be protected and buffered and then the scope for wider
enhancement and development considered.  In the case of Peterborough this
approach should link with the 50-year Biodiversity Vision, targets for species
and habitats within the Cambridgeshire BAP and the wider guidance of The
Regional Biodiversity Map.  There should also be a focus on restoring and
rebuilding degraded and damaged landscapes, following the progressive
impact of intensive agricultural practices or the more localised impacts of
land use change such as mineral and waste sites.  In some locations there may
be scope to create new landscapes to respond to changing environmental
conditions and to accommodate flood management.

•

Landmark Projects. To provide a focus for a Green Infrastructure Strategy
there is a need to develop and create a number of diverse projects that
will provide exciting and measurable evidence that the Strategy is being
realised.  Some of these will centre on individual sites that can effectively
provide important ‘green hubs’ within the network of biodiversity and access
corridors.  Some of the sites will also combine with other features of related
interest, which could include: major recreational sports facilities, historical
cultural sites, or centres for sustainable land management practices such as
the use of bio fuels and water management.  Other schemes may involve
themes or wider area initiatives.

Guiding Principles
2.10

A number of generic guiding principles underpin and inform the development
of a green infrastructure strategy as follows:

•

Connectivity.  The provision of improved linkage between existing and
proposed Green Infrastructure resources is key to the successful development
of a strategy.  This particularly applies to biodiversity corridors and habitats.  
Existing corridors should be protected and enhanced and then also act as a
focus for further improvements.  A main task in the planning of a strategy is
to identify gaps in the existing connections and to provide suitable linkages
to counter the existing fragmented patterns.  Connections may involve
major new corridors both within and beyond the Sub-Region, enhanced links
between existing habitat clusters and projects at a smaller scale that provide
important links.

•

Multi-functionality.  Wherever possible greenspace in and around
settlements should be multi-functional.  This is particularly the case where
higher density populations are present either through existing or planned
development.  Application of this principle should involve the creation of
additional publicly accessible land through a combination of land acquisition,
adoption and access agreements on private land through e.g. agrienvironmental schemes such as Environmental Stewardship and the Forestry
Commission’s English Woodland Grant Schemes.  Potentially competing land
uses, e.g. increased access, farmed land and biodiversity sensitivity will need
to be carefully managed to avoid conflicts.

2.What is a Green Infrastructure Strategy?
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3.

Policy and Strategic Context

3.1

There is a wide range of planning policy relevant to the development of the
Green Grid Strategy. This is reflected at a national level through government
publications and policy statements and at a regional scale through the
emerging Regional Spatial Strategy that will, when adopted, replace the
existing Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan (2003).  At a regional
level Green Infrastructure has been recognised as being fundamental to
sustainable development.  It should be planned at an early stage, providing
sustainable, multi-functional connections throughout.  Green Infrastructure
should be strategically planned, not only within developments, but should
provide connections to surrounding areas and villages/towns and link/liaise/
support Green Infrastructure initiatives.  At a local level the Peterborough Local
Plan 2005 sets out the policy context for the city.  The local policies will develop
and change as part of the emerging Local Development Framework (LDF).  
Fig 1 summarises the relationship between some of the key policies in these
planning documents and the contribution that the Peterborough Green Grid
should be able to make to support these policies.  Fuller coverage of the policy
background is provided in Appendix 4.  It should be noted that the Strategy has
sought to reflect the wider range of policy set out in Appendix 4.

Plan or strategy

The impact of the Peterborough Green Grid Strategy

Sustainable Communities:Building
for the future, DCLG, 2004

The Peterborough Green Grid will provide a framework for the implementation of Growth Area objectives at the local level, especially for improved access
to green space and protection of biodiversity.

PPG17: Open Space, Sport and
Recreation, DCLG, 2002

The Green Grid Strategy will further the Open Space Strategy prepared by Atkins (carried out as a PPG17 Assessment) by providing a strategy for the future
provision of green space throughout the urban and rural areas of Peterborough.

PPS7: Sustainable development in
rural areas, DCLG, 2005

The Green Grid will support sustainable development in rural areas by allowing important natural assets and resources to be identified, protected and
enhanced in accordance with the local landscape character. New development will need to of good and appropriate design and quality.

PPS9: Biodiversity and geological
conservation, DCLG, 2004

The Green Grid Strategy will identify and protect the key biodiversity habitats.  It will also assess the connectivity needs of both wildlife and people in the
region to inform the strategy at the analysis and preparation stages prior to output and consultation.

The draft East of England Plan, A
Regional Spatial Strategy for the
East of England, EERA, 2004

The provision of green space will contribute to the sustainable development of Peterborough. Green Environmental infrastructure will be identified
in the Green Grid strategy in line with the most relevant policy, which is ENV1 of the draft RSS.  Safeguarding of a strategic green space framework,
interconnected with others, will satisfy the requirements of the policies within the draft East of England Plan, concerning green infrastructure, the urban
fringe, human health, landscape character, biodiversity and environmental heritage.

Our Environment, Our Future: The
regional environment strategy for
the East of England, EERA and EEEF,
2003

The Green Grid will enable the coordination of development and green space provision in Peterborough.  Through the protection and enhancement of
green infrastructure vulnerability to climate change can be lessened, biodiversity and environmental economy can be boosted and the landscape and
historic environment can be protected.

Cambridgeshire and Peterborough
Structure Plan 2003

The Green Grid Strategy provides for protection of sites of natural and heritage interest, in addition to sites of biodiversity and landscape value; all of which
are covered by specific policies in the Structure Plan until 2016.  The urban fringe is critical
to the green grid and will be enhanced as a result of the strategy. The recognition of the importance of country parks and walking and cycling networks will
be vital in facilitating the implementation of the green grid.

Peterborough Local Plan First
Replacement, 2005

The Green Grid strategy will promote raising the quality and provision of green infrastructure for existing and future populations, in turn helping to
promote sustainable development within the rural areas of the District.  The aim to promote biodiversity through the development process will be
implemented through the Green Grid strategy.  Increased access to landscapes will increase their appreciation and sense of community ownership.  This
will inherently protect and enhance these areas in line with the aims of the Peterborough Local Plan.

Peterborough Rights of Way
Improvement Plan

The Green Grid Strategy will include a review of the Rights of Way Improvement Plan (part of the Peterborough Local Transport Plan) and consultation with
the Local Access Forum.
Broad stakeholder consultation with all relevant groups should highlight pertinent access issues.  The Green Grid strategy will be prepared with due regard
for the policies and aims in agreed documents, including the PRoWIP.

Peterborough Local Development
Framework

The Green Grid Strategy will be taken into account in the production of the emerging LDF.  The Core Strategy will provide the policy link for the Green Grid
and will promote the provision, protection and enhancement of the green infrastructure.

Green Infrastructure Strategies for
adjacent areas

The Green Grid strategy takes into account and compliments adjacent strategies with regard to link to areas such as the Great Fen and the River Nene
Regional Park

Fig 1. Selected Planning Policy relevant to Peterborough Green Grid



4.

Green Infrastructure Context & Key Environmental Issues

to enhance local landscape character to be identified and promoted through
the Green Grid Strategy alongside the findings of the detailed analysis as set
out later in this report.  The draft landscape character areas and sub areas are
illustrated on Drawing R06 and include:-

Landscape Character
4.1

The Peterborough District does not contain any statutorily designated
landscapes, (National Parks or Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty); however
it contains a number of contrasting and many distinctive landscapes.  The
landscape character of Cambridgeshire including Peterborough was evaluated
in ‘Cambridgeshire Landscape Guidelines’ (1991), and adopted by the City
Council.  The study identified nine character areas, of which five are located in
the Peterborough area as follows:-

•
•
•
•
•

Peterborough Gravels
North West Limestone
River Valleys
Claylands
Fenlands

4.2

The extent of these areas is illustrated on Drawing R05.  The report provides
a description of the character areas and set out principles for landscape
improvement and management together, with a range of suitable plant species
for each area.

4.3

In the mid 1990’s the Countryside Agency published the Countryside Character
Volumes for England.  This study identified 157 Character Areas for the whole
of England.  The areas were compatible with English Nature’s parallel study on
Natural Areas and the two studies formed the Joint Character Areas Map for
England.  Within Peterborough five areas were defined as follows:-

•
•
•
•
•

Area 46
Area 75
Area 88
Area 89
Area 92

4.4

The Landscape Character Areas are illustrated on Drawing R04.  The supporting
text for each character area sets out the ‘key characteristics’ of each area and
then provides more detail on the physical, historical, cultural and land use
factors that distinguish each area.  Consideration is also given to the forces
for change and major issues shaping the future. There are strong correlations
between these areas and those set out in the ‘Cambridgeshire Landscape
Guidelines’.

•
•
•
•
•
•

Nene Valley
Nassaburgh Limestone
Welland Valley
Peterborough Fens
Peterborough Fen Fringe
South Peterborough Claylands

4.6

It is a fundamental premise of the principle of landscape character assessment
that new development, whether built or in terms of land use change and
‘improvements’, should help to contribute to the distinctive character of that
landscape and enhance local diversity and distinctiveness.  This is equally the
case for Peterborough, which itself is located at the junction of three main
landscape types.  To the north and south are the valleys of the River Nene and
Welland, while to the west are the wooded limestone plateau areas, and to
the east the open and level fens.  Immediately to the east of Peterborough
and to the south there are smaller areas of claylands, which historically have
been the location of clay extraction and brick making.  The Hampton township
is developing on this heavily disturbed landscape creating a new character.  
The specific type of ‘Green Infrastructure’ improvements proposed within the
Strategy should enhance the local landscape character.  This will therefore seek,
for example, to enhance existing patterns of woodland cover such as in the
west, and look to restore and create meadows and wet habitats, including wet
woodland along the Nene and Welland.

4.7

The Fens
Kesteven Uplands
Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Claylands
Northamptonshire Vales
Rockingham Forest

4.5	 The Landscape Character of Peterborough has recently been evaluated
through a ‘district scale’ landscape character assessment.  This has been
prepared in accordance with the Structure Plan Policy P7/4 and as background
information for the Local Development Framework.  This study is currently
in draft but has also been subject to a process of stakeholder consultation
in parallel with the development of the Green Grid Strategy.  Identifying the
landscape character areas has involved refining and sub dividing The Joint
Character Map of England into units called ‘Landscape Description Units’.  
This process has provided a finer grain appreciation of the local Peterborough
landscape.  Key characteristics of the areas have been identified, together with
a more detailed assessment of the components of the character covering the
natural and cultural factors.  The areas have also been evaluated for visual and
sensory perception and recreational opportunities, together with setting out
an overall landscape strategy for the areas supported by a number of detailed
guidelines.  This process has had the benefit of enabling a number of initiatives

In the context of the Peterborough Growth Area, the location and setting of
proposed additional development upon landscape character is crucial.  There
are currently two allocated Greenfield sites at Paston Reserve and Stanground
in addition to the planned development at Hampton.  The Local Development
Framework will identify where Peterborough’s new population growth will be
accommodated and the extent of any development which may be required to
extend beyond the existing built up area and into the urban fringe.

The Water Environment
4.10

The landscape of Peterborough, and in particular the area of the Fens, is
significantly influenced by the character of the drainage patterns and systems.  
There are a number of navigable waterways, including the River Nene, which
connects from Wisbech to Northampton parts of the River Welland, and the
Middle Level which links the River Nene to The River Great Ouse.  The Dog in
a Doublet Sluice marks the tidal limit of the Nene.  Further upstream there are
a number of guillotine locks, which due to being different to traditional locks,
are a potential barrier to recreational tourists and to greater use of the river
upstream.  There are a number of mooring sites and small marinas along and
adjacent to the Nene close to Peterborough.

4.11

The Fens Waterways Link Project is a major initiative supported by the
Environment Agency and partners to bring together economic, community
and environmental issues and raise the profile of the Fens waterways as a
tourist destination.  The scheme, the biggest waterway enhancement project in
Europe, is planned to connect the cathedral cities of Lincoln, Peterborough and
Ely and also incorporate the market towns of Boston, Spalding, Crowland and
Ramsey.  In association with other waterway regeneration schemes, the Link will
also create a new circular waterway for recreation, tourism and the environment
through the Fens.  The scheme will involve upgrading existing navigable routes
and the construction of new sections of waterway.  Within the Peterborough
area this will involve linking the Welland with the Nene along the line of the
Catswater Drain (see Drawings R14 and R40).  The project would help bring
economic regeneration to the area through a marked increase in pleasure craft,
tourists, moorings, marinas, boat yards etc.

4.12

With much of the land within the Peterborough Fens close to, or in some
cases below sea level, water management and flood control are critical
issues.  Drawing R03 illustrates the location of flood zones as prepared by
the Environment Agency.  The river flood plains of the Nene and Welland are
indicated within the Indicative Flood Zone, as are large parts of the Fens to the
east of the city.  Large parts of these areas are classed as defended and this is
achieved by a combination of heavily embanked channels and artificial pumping
which constantly draws water from the low lying agricultural part of the Fens.  
Controlled seasonal flooding takes place through the use of the Nene Washes.  
The role of the Internal Drainage Boards and the Environment Agency is also
vitally important in the management of the multitude of drainage channels and
ditches in the area.

4.13

The Green Infrastructure Strategy must follow the Peterborough City
Council Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) regarding improvements
to watercourses and rivers etc.  The Environment Agency would need to be
consulted separately where any part of the strategy may affect a watercourse or
functional flood plain.  Under the terms of the Water Resources Act 1991 and
the Land Drainage Byelaws, the prior written consent of the Agency is required
for any proposed works or structures either affecting or within 9 metres of the
tidal or fluvial flood defense.

4.14

With the potential of rising sea levels and increased run-off from additional
development within the built up areas there is an increasing need to review and
potentially make provision for additional seasonal and potentially permanent
flooding of parts of the fens.  This can partially be addressed through the use
of Sustainable Drainage Systems – (SUDS) which can provide attenuation of run
off before discharge to the watercourse.  This approach is a positive example of
multifunctional use combining the creation of quality green space, biodiversity
enhancement and water management. With an ever-increasing move to
sustainability new residential schemes and other built development can look to

Sustainable Energy
4.8

4.9

PPS 22 on Renewable Energy requires that all locations, including inland sites,
make provision for the generation of power from sustainable sources including
wind.  The visual impact of wind farms on the relatively open and low-lying
landscapes of Peterborough would be a significant impact in many locations.  
The potential impact of wind farms on the landscape character should be
carefully evaluated alongside other potential environmental impacts.  There are
a few wind farms located in adjacent authorities, which can be seen, but none
within Peterborough at present.  Huntingdonshire District has produced a Wind
Power Supplementary Planning Document on the impact of wind turbines on
the landscape character areas in Huntingdonshire, (adopted as a SPD in 2006).
The potential for biomass energy generation should also be considered,
including the potential use of short rotation crops such as willow and
miscanthus.  It is believed that the Arthur Rickwood Fund is carrying out
extensive trials in Cambridgeshire, which if more widely implemented, may
have an impact on the local landscape character.  Such proposals can also have
implications for the biodiversity of the area by favouring certain species, whilst
also having an adverse impact on species that prefer more open conditions.

4.Green Infrastructure Context & Key Environmental Issues
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provide effective and integrated reuse of grey water.  Opportunities also exist
to enhance the landscape with a number of Green Infrastructure projects, which
also deliver economic benefits.  Additional flood capacity can be delivered
through the restoration of mineral extraction sites, however in some cases
acknowledged biodiversity interest may constrain this, such as at the Orton Pits
where nationally important amphibian habitats need to be positively pumped.
4.15

Anglian Water’s water resources plan submitted to the Environment Agency
is based upon re-balancing the water resources in Cambridgeshire and
Peterborough from adjacent counties to meet forecast growth in population
and housing numbers within the Sub-Regions.  This will result in an inflow
of water into the area around Peterborough and as part of this process it
is planned to include making greater use of Rutland Water and potentially
developing new bunded reservoirs in the Lincolnshire or Norfolk Fens and/or
Norfolk.  There currently are no definitive plans to construct a reservoir within
the Peterborough area, but this will be kept under review as part of further
water resource investigations to establish if a reservoir would be economic and
practicable to secure the Anglian Water Region’s needs for the next thirty years.  
In the planning of new schemes developers are encouraged to consult Anglian
Water at an early stage of the planning process to discuss sustainable water
and waste water infrastructure associated with the development.  There is also
a need to promote sustainable and efficient use of water resources through a
range of techniques relating to all development at a wide range of scales and
include low flush toilets, rainwater harvesting, greywater recycling etc.

4.19 Peterborough also has an important built heritage both within the city and the
surrounding villages and estates.  The Cathedral and the associated Minster
Precincts are the main focus within the city. Outside the urban area there are
a number of fine houses including Milton Hall, Walcott Hall and Thorpe Hall,
however the most spectacular is Burghley House located to the west near
Stamford. The villages to the west are very distinctive and relatively unspoilt
being built from the local warm coloured limestone and roofed in limestone
slates, thatch or tile.

4.27

The East of England Biodiversity Mapping Project was based on the presence
or absence of priority habitats from the National Biodiversity Action Plan.  This
information represents Natural England’s assessment of the distribution and
extent of some of the Priority Habitats that are listed in the UK Biodiversity
Action Plan, based on existing, nationally available, sources.  Drawing
R08 illustrates where these habitats are thought to occur in the vicinity of
Peterborough.  However the areas should all be considered provisional and may
not be fully representative of the actual habitat on the ground.

4.20

4.28

At the County scale a Biodiversity Strategy has been developed, and Policy P7/3
of the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan sets out the approach
towards creating ‘Countryside Enhancement Areas’.  These are target areas
for habitat creation.  They include a focus on habitats that are valuable at the
County scale including the following:

•
•
•
•
•

Wetland Habitats
Acid Grasslands and Heaths
Woodlands and hedgerows
Chalk and Limestone Grassland
Wet grassland and Hay Meadows

4.29

An Indication of these areas is provided in the County Structure Plan, (see
Figure 7.1) but this has not been carried forward into the Peterborough Local
Plan.  The focus of the areas is for the purposes of quiet recreation, biodiversity
and landscape enhancement with the intention of multi-functionality wherever
possible.  These ideas of habitat creation have been further developed by
the Biodiversity Partnership for Cambridgeshire and Peterborough into a 50
Year Wildlife Vision, which illustrates in spatial terms the main habitats to be
enhanced.

4.30

The Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Biodiversity Action Plan provides
considerable detail on the habitat and species to be promoted within the two
Authorities.  For each Habitat and Species the BAP provides a commentary
on the existing situation, objectives and targets for a 5 and 10 year period and
proposed actions within a given timetable.

4.31

The Peterborough Natural Environment Audit (1996) also provides an in depth
account of the important habitats and species within the District.  It provides
guidance on the location of habitats, the key species associated with them,
future threats to their survival and suggested management objectives.

Biodiversity
4.21

There are many important wildlife habitats within the Peterborough area, as
illustrated on Drawing R09.  To the east of the City of Peterborough these
habitats are quite sparse and fragmented. However the rivers Nene and
Welland, in the south and north respectively, do provide for some linkage
between habitats.  To the west of the city, however, there is more widespread
distribution of sites of designated nature conservation importance, although
these are also relatively fragmented.

4.22

The key internationally protected sites within the Peterborough District are the
Nene Washes (SPA, SAC and Ramsar site), Orton Pit (SAC) and Barnack Hills and
Holes (SAC).

4.23

At a national level, there are 17 SSSI’s and four National Nature Reserves within
the District, either fully or partially.  Of the 17 SSSI’s, 91% of their coverage has
been identified to be of favourable or recovering condition, with the remaining
9% being in unfavourable condition and not having changed.  The Government
has signed a Public Service Agreement (PSA) to ensure that 95% of SSSI’s should
be in favourable condition by 2010.

4.24

At a more local level, there are over 100 County Wildlife sites within the District,
covering grassland, woods, drainage, ditches and many other habitats.  There
are also four designated Local Nature Reserves within or on the outskirts of the
city.

Climate Change
4.16

•

•

•

Climate change has the potential to cause many effects on the landscape,
which is covered in more detail within the Council’s Climate Change, which was
adopted in December 2006.  Within Peterborough there is a need to consider
the following issues:
Impact of rising sea levels on the Fen landscapes and the scope for additional
seasonal/permanent flooding.  It is critical for Environment Agency and Internal
Drainage Boards to review locations for potential managed retreat within the
area and the use of additional strategically placed fenland for flood attenuation
purposes.  This could include the release of arable/cropping land to provide
additional flood meadows and creation of wet woodland.  Such measures may
also generate compensatory funding to deliver and manage some of the green
infrastructure projects.
Warmer summers will give rise to an increased need for shade and hence the
encouragement of additional woodland creation for recreational use, both
within the existing urban area (including e.g. schools), new development areas,
new areas of accessible green infrastructure, and where enhanced access to
farmland is provided.
Impact of reduced rainfall on species selection, e.g. on the free draining
limestone soils which may create drought stress in woodlands to the west of
Peterborough.

4.25

Historic Landscape Environment
4.17

4.18



The historic landscape and environment in and around Peterborough is diverse
and valuable.  The location of the Scheduled Monuments, Registered Parks and
Gardens and Conservation Areas are illustrated on Drawing R10 and a fuller
description is provided within the Landscape Character Assessment.  A major
feature of the existing pattern is the concentration of noted features to the west
of the city.  This includes important Roman remains along the river valleys, the
Registered Parks and Gardens and the high concentration of ancient woodland
linked to the main estates.  In addition there are a number of Conservation
Areas have been designated in the limestone villages.
There is a variable distribution of Scheduled Monuments across the District
including some sites on the Fens and including the prominent Car Dyke which
marks the western boundary of the Fens. Although not scheduled, the Flag
Fen causeway, a Bronze Age timber platform crossing of the Fens between
Peterborough and Whittlesey is an important site, which now has the benefit of
an interpretation and visitor centre.  The Peterborough area also has a number
of more hidden or secluded historic features, including extensive buried remains
of prehistoric settlement and religious activity within the Welland Valley, an Iron
Age Ring Fort and Duck Decoys.

The historic setting and environment that Listed Buildings, Scheduled
Monuments, Registered Parks and Gardens and other important historic
features provide should be sensitively treated in all respects.  However they
also provide the opportunity as a focus for visitor based attractions and
connections to the wider Green Infrastructure network.  For example, major
attractions such as Peterborough Cathedral, Burghley House and Flag Fen can
act both as existing and potential nodes within the access network to support
sustainable recreational opportunities.  In addition corridors such as the Car
Dyke and Catswater Drain can focus linear landscape improvements and
access enhancements.  The main recreation and visitor attractions including are
identified on Drawing R11.

4.26

It is also important to acknowledge the contribution that many landowners
and farmers are making towards enhancing biodiversity at the local scale.  This
process is aided by countryside environmental stewardship and includes the
provision of headlands to hedges, field margins and ditches and improvements
to ponds, hedgerows, tree planting and woodland management.
The East of England Biodiversity Mapping Project was prepared in February
2005 for the East of England Biodiversity Forum, and set out the Eastern
Regional context for biodiversity initiatives.  Using the Landscape Description
Units in the National Typology a number of Core Biodiversity Areas were
established in the Eastern Region, one of which is located to the west of
Peterborough covering much of the Nene Valley and Nassaburgh Limestone
Plateau Landscape Character Areas (see Drawing R07).  In addition a number of
Strategic River Corridors were identified and these include the River Nene and
the parts of the River Welland that fall within the East of England boundary.  The
city itself is identified as an Urban Biodiversity Deprivation Area i.e. it is an urban
area with relatively high levels of deprivation and/or where significant growth
and development is planned.  The remainder of the District, in accordance with
the Mapping Project, is identified as falling within Biodiversity Enhancement
Areas.  Within these Biodiversity Enhancement Areas, some areas adjacent to
Core Biodiversity Areas have been identified as buffers to fragmented habitats,
areas to the north west and south of the city are identified as areas in which to
extend and link fragmented habitats, and most areas to the east of the city are
identified as in need of large scale habitat recreation and restoration.

Access and Informal Recreation
4.32

A well-developed network of rights of way is essential to providing access to
the countryside for both local residents and visitors.  These should also be
well connected to the sites of accessible Green Infrastructure to maximise the
sustainable enjoyment of available resources for quiet recreation.  Wherever
possible the access corridors should also provide opportunities to double as
biodiversity corridors and vice versa, subject to the sensitivity of the habitat.

4.33

The City Council has helped develop and promote a number of ‘published’
strategic routes which extend into adjacent counties/districts and include:

•
•
•

Hereward Way
Nene Valley
Torpel Way

4.34

In addition there are a number of Sustrans routes, which form part of a National
network for long-distance connections both within and outside the Sub-Region
area.  These routes are principally for cycle use and include a number of minor
roads as well as bridleways and cycle ways.  These routes are shown on Drawing
R12.

4.35

Access through the area by water is also an important feature.  Both the
Nene and Welland are navigable, see Drawing R12, and the Fens Waterways
Link proposes enhanced connectivity.  The rivers and a number of the larger
waterways also provide existing routes and potential routes for bridleways, cycle
and foot.

4.36

Peterborough has also developed the Green Wheel – a Millennium project
that provides a continuous network of cycleways, footpaths and bridleways

that provide safe, continuous routes around the city, and into the adjacent rural
area to the perimeter of the urban areas, see Drawing R12.  The Green Wheel
contributes to a sustainable transport system, and also celebrates over 3000
years of social, cultural and economic history through colourful interpretation
boards and a series of sculptures.
4.37

4.38

In addition to the above strategic routes there is also an extensive network of
local rights of way, including Bridleways and footpaths, together with some
permissive paths which help provide important linkages in the network.  The
complete coverage is shown on Drawing R13.  There is currently 237km of rights
of way listed on the definitive map, which includes over 400 routes.
There are a number of sites with designated public access in the District
including Bedford Purlieus, Southey Wood, Castor Hanglands, Barnack Hills
and Holes, Dogsthorpe Star Pit and Ferry meadows Country Park.  However the
number and extent of such sites in the District is relatively fragmented in part
due to the low lying and arable character of most of the area, see Drawing R16.

4.39

In addition to these major sites there many more sites within the urban areas.  
These include neighbourhood parks, amenity areas, etc, which have been
evaluated in the Atkins Open Spaces Study (2006) on the basis of quality and
value.

4.40

In response to the Countryside Rights of Way Act 2000 (CROW) Peterborough
City Council has produced a Draft Peterborough Rights of Way Improvement
Plan.  This report sets out a Statement of Action, which prioritises the work the
Council proposes to undertake to secure an improved network of local rights of
way and access opportunities.  The analysis of user needs and demands and the
assessment of the network identified the following key issues:

•

The need to have routes adequately signed, maintained and free from
obstruction
Misunderstanding as to how the rights of way network is managed and
maintained, and by who
Difficulties in getting to the countryside without the use of a car
Uncertainty as to where users can and cannot go using rights of way
Information provided about the off-road network is neither adequate nor well
enough co-ordinated or targeted
Users have to walk along or cross busy roads linking sections of the network
The off-road network does not adequately provide for horse riding
Uncontrolled dogs and fouling are a deterrent to countryside users, especially
parents with children
Insufficient off-road routes linking communities and services
Insufficient circular routes starting from settlements or other suitable locations
Too many barriers and structures
The off-road network does not meet the needs of many potential users
Seasonal obstructions are created by ploughing and cropping
Need to raise awareness of Councillors, staff and the public about rights of way
issues, best practice, etc.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
4.41

be taken forward in the LDF. Accordingly, no account has been taken at this
stage of the contribution that potential new development sites could make to
the realisation of the Green Grid Strategy.  The proposals that are presented
later in this report therefore concentrate on reflecting the current needs and
opportunities that can be identified from published sources.

Strategic Transport Development
4.44

There are a few of key transport schemes that are approved, programmed or
proposed.  The main schemes are:

•

A 1073 Diversion from Norwood to Crowland – this will involve bypassing Eye
Green but will pass to the west of the Dogsthorpe Star Pit LNR.
Stanground bypass – this will provide access for the new development to the
south of Stanground and connect to the A605 Whittlesey Road.
Fletton Parkway to A15 – there is planning permission to extend the existing
new road from Fletton Parkway southwards to the A15 south west of Yaxley
village.
Cycleway/footbridge over Fletton Parkway – this will provide greater
connectivity from Hampton Hargate northwards towards the city.

•
•
•

The Statement of Action identifies 14 main areas where the Council can
make the necessary improvements to the network.  These actions are being
implemented with the support of the Peterborough Local Access Forum.  A
number of improvements have already been made and these are detailed in
Appendix 12.  Most of the above Statements of Action are directly relevant to
the development of the Green Infrastructure Strategy.

Strategic Built Development
4.42

Both urban regeneration and major urban extensions can be key drivers for
the development of green infrastructure, bringing opportunities for revitalising
existing facilities such as neighbourhood parks, or for the creation of new
facilities, or for supporting wider strategic initiatives for access and biodiversity.

4.43

The Local Development Framework (Core Strategy) will identify options for
the future growth of Peterborough.  Initial representations have been made
by various developers and landowners and Opportunity Peterborough (the
City’s Local Delivery Vehicle) are encouraging the location of new residential
development into the centre of the city.  However, decisions have yet to be
taken on the strategic approach to be taken to new development which will
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5.

Analysis of Biodiversity elements

Analysis of Socio economic factors

5.6

The main habitat types present in Greater Peterborough that are identified in
the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan and the Cambridgeshire
and Peterborough BAP as priorities for retaining and enhancing are: woodland,
calcareous grassland and wetland/open water.  It is important to identify where
these habitats occur within the District in order to protect them, but also to
be able to target improvements and possible creation initiatives in the correct
locations.

5.9

The Index of Multiple Deprivation was used for the study area, which is based
on the Government’s 2004 ‘English Indices of Deprivation’ at the Super Output
Area level.  It is produced by combining the seven separate domains of: Income
Deprivation, Employment Deprivation, Health Deprivation and Disability,
Education Skills and Training Deprivation, Barriers to Housing and Services,
Living Environment Deprivation and Crime.  The results are banded to illustrate
how the Super Output Areas within Peterborough are placed in relation to the
country as a whole.

5.7

From the data sets identified in Appendix 2, specific elements were extracted
in order to obtain a picture of the locations of the three main habitat types, as
follows:

5.10

Health Deprivation and Disability is one aspect of Multiple Deprivation, and
identifies people whose quality of life is impaired by either poor health or
disability.  Indicators used to derive it include comparative mortality ratios,
people receiving Incapacity Benefit or Severe Disablement Allowance, ratio of
limiting long-term illness and proportion of births of low birth weight.

5.11

Those areas that demonstrate the highest levels of deprivation would benefit
most from the provision of new and enhanced facilities close to them.

5.12

The analysis in GIS relates to the indicators of deprivation set out above.  The
indices have been illustrated against the existing features of the Accessible
Green Infrastructure network.  This highlights areas suffering from deprivation
that are not within a reasonable distance of Accessible Green Infrastructure
based on a short walk from people homes.  Tow aspects were analysed as
follows.

Typology of Green Infrastructure elements
5.1

Following a review of the project brief and the reference texts and guidance on
open space listed in Appendix 1, a number of criteria have been developed and
applied to this study.  As a result the following categories have been included in
the definition of Green Infrastructure in this study:

•
•
•
•
•
•

Urban Parks and (Public) Gardens
Country Parks
Natural and semi- natural Greenspaces (including wetland areas)
Green corridors (including watercourses)
Amenity Greenspaces (publicly accessible)
Churchyards and Cemeteries

5.2

It is assumed that the above list includes the following sites:

•
•
•
•
•

Internationally Protected sites e.g. RAMSAR’s, SPA’s, SAC’s
Nationally Statutory Protected Sites e.g. SSSI’s and NNR’s
Local Sites including County Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves
National Inventory of woodland, including Ancient/semi natural woodland
Common Land and Access Land

5.3

It should be noted that a number of categories of open space are omitted from
the definition of Green Infrastructure for the purpose of the calculations and
analysis of Green Infrastructure in this study.  These groups include facilities for
formal, active sports and are noted as the following:-

•
•
•

5.5

Woodland
Existing woodland from the National Inventory of Trees and Woodland, and
Shelterbelts located along the parkway system and within the built up area of
Peterborough City were included.

Calcareous Grassland
Lowland calcareous grassland from the National BAP Habitats data, SSSI’s that
are designated for their calcareous grassland (as noted in their citation) and
County Wildlife Sites that list calcareous grassland as one of their reasons for
designation (as identified in Appendix 4 of Peterborough City Council’s Core
Strategy Development Plan Document Sustainability Appraisal – Sustainability
Appraisal Scoping Report), even if it is not the main habitat type in the
designation.

To map the levels of provision of Green Infrastructure across the Greater
Peterborough area a range of applications of analysis will be applied using
Geographical Information Systems (GIS).  The analysis will identify in spatial
terms deficits at different scales and where future Green Infrastructure could
be targeted to provide a more comprehensive cover.  The patterns arising
from the analysis will be carefully considered to ensure an appropriate
match between the GIS mapping and other guiding aspects of the Green
Infrastructure Strategy.  In particular, if a deficit is identified the proposal should
reflect and build on the local landscape character in the area and support the
biodiversity targets promoted through the 50 year Biodiversity Vision and the
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough BAP.  The locations for planned Green
Infrastructure should also meet the needs of the local population, with a priority
to focus new facilities close to larger urban populations or to ensure there is
an existing good standard of accessibility.  It is likely that deficits in areas of
relatively low population will have a lower priority and also take a different form
of implementation.
A wide range of data sets have been collated for the GIS analysis.  The data
groups are listed in Appendix 2 in accordance with the various themes used to
illustrate the topics in the drawings and as part of the analysis.  The providers of
the data are also given.

Socio –economic Application 1 – Index of Multiple Derivation
A 300m catchment from sites or habitats of accessible green infrastructure over
2ha was assessed.

Wetland/open water
Waterbodies, Coastal and Floodplain Grazing Marsh from the National BAP
Habitats data, wet woodland, Ramsar sites and SSSI’s or County Wildlife Sites
that list Wetland/open water as one of their reasons for designation, as outlined
above.

children’s play areas
urban civic spaces (largely hard landscape)
private gardens
The rationale for these omissions is that the focus of the Green Infrastructure
network in this study is for informal recreation in association with sites and
features of biodiversity interest.

5.4
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5.8

The three priority habitat types listed above were analysed in GIS using the
following standards:

Biodiversity Application 1 – Woodland
A buffer of 300m from existing habitats for conditions to remain in favourable
condition and for the extension and linkage with adjacent habitats and
providing an existing seed bank if possible.

Biodiversity Application 2 – Calcareous Grassland
A buffer of 300m from existing habitats for conditions to remain in favourable
condition and for the extension and linkage with adjacent habitats and
providing an existing seed bank if possible.

Biodiversity Application 3 – Wetland/open water
No buffer has been applied to these sites.  Instead, the indicative floodzone
within the authority has been shown, which indicates where water will be
most easily available for habitat improvements and creation.  Indicative flood
zone consists of areas within flood categories 2 and 3 as identified in the
Peterborough Strategic Flood Risk Assessment.  Category 3 is at a high risk of
flooding (<1.0% probability of flooding each year) and Category 2 is at a low to
medium risk (0.1% -1.0% probability), as defined by the Environment Agency.  
Given the location of minerals, sites within the flood zone after use restoration
are potential sites for creation of wetland/open water habitats.

Socio –economic Application 2 – Index of Health Derivation
A 300m catchment from sites or habitats of accessible green infrastructure over
2ha was assessed.

Analysis of Accessible Green Space
Thresholds
5.13

Thresholds have been established to analyse the various Green Infrastructure
data sets gathered. The criteria used have been informed by guidance in
Natural England ‘Accessible natural greenspace in towns and cities – a review
of appropriate size’ and the ‘Peterborough Open Space Strategy’ produced by
Atkins in September 2006 (see Appendix 1).  Three categories of measurement
have been used in the analysis of Green Infrastructure, i.e. scale, catchment and
population.

Scale
5.14

Standards of Informal Open Space
Three tiers of scale based on area (in ha) of Green Infrastructure site have been
applied in the study as follows:

5.21

A. City scale provision = Sites or habitats over 100ha
Peterborough is a rapidly growing city, with a population of 156,061 at the 2001
census.  Although it is not of the scale of major cities such as Birmingham and
Manchester, it is one of the largest cities in the East of England.  As such, the
sites of more than District scale and importance are analysed at this tier.
B. District scale provision = Sites or habitats over 20ha
This tier covers all the main strategic sites or network of strategic sites within the
District.
C. Neighbourhood scale sites = Sites or habitats over 2ha
This final tier relates to the network of local sites.  Where accessible to the
public these would be a short walk from people’s homes.  All sites over 2ha are
included at this level.
5.15

5.16

A further tier of Sub-Regional provision is identified within the ANGST
standards, consisting of sites or habitats over 500ha.  This scale relates to the
provision of major Green Infrastructure facilities such as Community Forests and
Regional Parks.  There are none of these facilities within the Peterborough City
Council Administrative Area, but this tier is related to the Sub-Regional Growth
Area scale.  This criteria reflects the upper size that is promoted by Natural
England.
It is recognised that there are many smaller sites and features, such as
hedgerows, drainage channels/streams, field margins, headlands and private
gardens.  Together these make an important contribution to the overall pattern
of Green Infrastructure network; however due to the limitations of the data
available and the primary purpose of this study being strategic, sites in any
category under 2ha are not included in the GIS analysis.

Catchment Area
5.17

From each of the above scales of provision an appropriate catchment area has
been applied as follows:

•
•
•

Sites or habitats over 100ha = 5km catchment area
Sites or habitats over 20ha  = 2km catchment areas
Sites or habitats over 2ha = 300m catchment area

5.18

For sites or habitats over 500ha a 10km catchment area would have been used.  
The above catchments are based on the average distances from the various
scale and type of facility that people are known to travel from their home.  
Studies show that there is some variation in the travel distances for different
types of habitat, e.g. the Woodland Trust identify that people may travel up
to 4km to a 20ha woodland site, which is significantly greater than the 300m
distance which relates to all types of Green Infrastructure.  This pattern may
locally apply to parts of Peterborough where there is a very low percentage of
woodland cover present but it has not been tested in the analysis.

5.19

To reflect the influence of the more significant strategic Green Infrastructure
sites in Cambridgeshire and other adjacent counties the area of search for sites
of a given scale has been extended 10km beyond the edge of the Peterborough
authority boundary.  Assessment of these additional strategic sites has been
limited to those that form part of the international, national and/or regional data
sets obtained (see Appendix 2).

Population
5.20

The norm in Local Plans and LDFs for expressing the requirement for new
facilities, e.g. arising from new development is based on an area (in ha) per
1,000 population.  This standard has been applied for the provision of areas of
Green Infrastructure in this study.  To assess the levels of existing provision of
Green Infrastructure population, figures based on the 2004 Council figures for
wards have been applied to the analysis.

The standards of provision of open space used by Local Authorities and
District Councils in their Local Plans have historically been based on the
National Playing Fields Association’s ‘6 Acre Standard’, which is primarily
concerned with the provision of outdoor sports pitches and children’s play
facilities.  Peterborough City Council and its surrounding local authorities have
developed their own open space standards as reflected in the Local Plans and
LDFs (see Appendix 3).  It should be noted that the proposed criteria for Green
Infrastructure from documents such as ‘Biodiversity by design’ do not propose a
level of open space that can be effectively applied per 1,000 population through
the planning process, i.e. to require a development of a given size to deliver
a measurable area or type of Green Infrastructure site.  However some of the
authorities have identified variable amounts of new ‘informal open space’, which
would potentially contribute to the provision of natural greenspace and thereby
Green Infrastructure.  The current standard for Peterborough City Council =
1.4Ha of informal parkland and amenity open space per 1000 population.

5.22

As the LDF is prepared the existing standards for open space, Green
Infrastructure and Strategic Open Space will be subject to ongoing review
by the City Council.  Revised standards will then be included in the LDF and
applied to future planning applications.

5.23

The standards for Peterborough are currently under review through the
‘Peterborough Open Space Strategy’ (2006) commissioned by the City Council.  
The draft standards that are suggested are as follows:

•

Country Parks = no household is more than 7.5km away (or 5.25km straight-line
distance)

•

Neighbourhood Parks = no household is more than 800m away (or 560m
straight-line distance)

•

Semi-natural greenspace of at least 2 ha in size should be located so that no
household is more than 300m away

•

Semi-natural greenspace of at least 20 ha in size should be located so that no
household is more than 2km away

5.24

Analysis in GIS for accessible green infrastructure related to the various
thresholds of scale, catchment and population set out above.  The results
have been illustrated at each scale, against the existing features of the Green
Infrastructure network.  The following applications of GIS analysis have been
used in the study:

for all wards (both rural and urban) within the authority to assess the existing
provision of areas of ‘Accessible Green Infrastructure,’ for the 2004 population.  
There is no size threshold in this application and it therefore applies to all areas
of accessible open space.
Accessible Green Space Application 7 – Analysis of Heritage and Culture
To identify accessibility to, and the potential visual influence of, important
heritage and cultural features.  To indicate a 1km buffer of Registered Parks and
Gardens, Scheduled Ancient Monuments and Conservation Areas.
Accessible Green Space Application 8 – Analysis of Linear Corridors
To identify accessibility to the strategic ROW network using the following
categories of facility:
•
•
•

Published Strategic Routes
Sustrans Routes and the Green Wheel cycle network
Footpaths, bridleways and permissive routes
Different catchment areas are applied as follows: for published strategic routes
and strategic cycle routes a 1km distance and for footpaths, bridleways and
permissive routes a 300m distance.

Accessible Green Space Application 1 – City-scale Open Space
To indicate the catchment areas at 5km from the identified existing ‘Green
Infrastructure’ sites in excess of 100 ha.  To identify the main gaps in existing
provision.
Accessible Green Space Application 2 – District-scale Provision
To indicate the catchment areas of 2km from all identified ‘Green Infrastructure’
sites in excess of 20 ha.  To identify main gaps in existing provision.
Accessible Green Space Application 3 – Neighbourhood-scale Provision
To indicate the catchment areas of 300m from all identified ‘Green
Infrastructure’ sites in excess of 2ha.  To identify main gaps in existing provision.
Accessible Green Space Application 4 – Country Park Provision
To indicate the catchment areas of 5250m straight-line distance from all
identified ‘Country Park’ sites, as identified in the Atkins ‘Peterborough Open
Space Strategy’.  To identify main gaps in existing provision.
Accessible Green Space Application 5 – Neighbourhood Park Provision
To indicate the catchment areas of 560m straight-line distance from all identified
‘Neighbourhood Park’ sites, as identified in the Atkins ‘Peterborough Open
Space Strategy’.  To identify main gaps in existing provision.
Accessible Green Space Application 6 – Quantity of Green Infrastructure:
Population Based on the population figures from Peterborough City Council
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6.

Stakeholder Consultation

6.1

The involvement of stakeholders has been an essential part of the development
of the Green Grid. This process has been carried out through the following
steps:

Steering Group
6.2

of these forms was also used to guide the discussions in the small groups.  A
number of detailed responses were received subsequent to the workshop.
6.6

The various inputs received through the above methods of stakeholder
involvement were invaluable in the development of the strategy.  It was not
possible to include all aspects of all responses in the final strategy; however
consideration was given to the main views of all stakeholders, which are shown
in Appendix 8.

The Green Grid Steering Group has played a major role in guiding the
development of the study. This included formulating the brief, appointing the
consultant and then by advising and giving direction on the development of
the Strategy at key stages of the project.  A full Green Grid Steering Group
meeting was held on the 27th November to review the emerging strategy, which
had been circulated in advance.  Detailed responses were received during the
meeting and the opportunity for further comment was also provided prior to the
issue of the full Draft Document. The full members of the Green Grid Steering
Group are listed in Appendix 9.  The work of the consultants was also overseen
by a smaller group with representatives of the City Council and Natural England.  
Further contact was maintained through the development of the study by a
variety of means including individual meetings, email and telephone.

Data Collation
6.3

The early part of the study involved a review of the existing data sets that had
been largely gathered under the pilot study undertaken.  A number of further
data sets including economic and social factors were sourced and in addition
further information was digitized to provide a more comprehensive baseline to
inform the study.  A schedule of the organisations and individuals contacted and
the information requested is provided in Appendix 11.
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Stakeholder Consultation
6.4

A number of individual stakeholder organizations were contacted for more
detailed discussions. These included clarifications about the data provide and
used, background information and a wider discussion about the particular
interests of the individual stakeholders and the impact upon the development
of the strategy. A number of one to one meetings were held with lead
organisations, landowners and developers while other contact was made
through telephone interviews. Organizations contacted are listed in Appendix
11.

Stakeholder Workshop
6.5
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A stakeholder workshop was held on 20th July 2006 to discuss the interim
results from the study and to provide an opportunity for input into the emerging
Strategy.  A list of the invitees is provided and the list of the 37 delegates
who attended is shown as Appendix 6.  A representative of Peterborough
City Council gave an introductory talk, followed by a presentation from the
consultant explaining the work that had been carried out to date.  This included
review of the data collated focusing on the areas of landscape character,
biodiversity and access and results of the analysis undertaken to indicate the
levels of provision of green infrastructure across the authority. This was followed
by a series of group workshops which reviewed the information presented and
then considered a range of ideas and initiatives for potential projects which
could form part of the strategy.  A plenary session was held to gather feedback
from the main themes at the strategic scale.  Delegates were invited to provide
further feedback by way of a response form, see Appendix 7.  The structure
Photo : Natural England

7.

Review of Existing Green Infrastructure Provision

7.1

The spatial analysis in this study has evaluated a wide range of resources under
the definition of Green Infrastructure set out in Section 5 above.  The results are
illustrated on Drawings R157-33 and described below.

7.6

Analysis of Biodiversity elements
Biodiversity Application 1 – Woodland
(See Drawing R17)
7.2

7.3

The analysis of woodland within the administrative area of Peterborough City
Council shows that most of the woodland within the authority is located to the
west of the city.  Much of this woodland is ancient and was once on the edge
of Rockingham Forest.  The buffers indicate a core area to the west of the city
that should be a focus for retention and enhancement.  There are opportunities
to establish stronger links between woodland blocks and to strengthen the
woodland on the western edge of Peterborough.  There is also an opportunity
to make more strategic connections with Rockingham Forest to the west.  To
the south west of Peterborough there is an opportunity to establish greater
connectivity between woodland blocks linking strategically with the woodland
within the South Peterborough Green Parks area.  Both of these strategic
opportunities correspond with the approach set out in the River Nene Regional
Park Green Infrastructure Strategy.
To the east of the city, within the Fens, woodland cover is very sparse and
fragmented.  There is an opportunity to increase the amount of wet woodland in
association with water bodies, restored mineral sites and following main drains
such as the Catswater Drain.  Within the city, however, the analysis highlights
the importance of woodland and shelterbelts along the edges of the parkway
system and also within housing estates in the western part of the city.

Biodiversity Application 2 – Calcareous Grassland
(See Drawing R18)
7.4

This application, which analyses calcareous grassland sites, indicates that all
sites of this nature are located to the west of the city, due to the underlying
limestone geology.  Many of the sites are small and isolated; although a
number of road verges and existing/former railway lines provide important
connectivity.  The areas within Castor Hanglands and Barnack Hill and Holes
are localised concentrations of retained calcareous grassland.  Opportunities
exist to use roadside verges and railways routes to continue the connectivity
between habitats and for improved and new habitats on restored mineral
workings.  There are also concentrations of calcareous grassland along some
of the secondary valleys where springs rise in meadows.  There is also scope to
link grasslands to the Wittering airfield and to engage in active management
of the habitats present.  Linkage over the A1 is more problematic, however the
inclusion of green bridges should be considered as part of any improvements
for access.

Biodiversity Application 3 – Wetland/open water
(See Drawing R19)
7.5

The analysis of wetland and open water habitats shows that most of these occur
either along the river valleys of the Nene and Welland or in areas where mineral
extraction has occurred and subsequent restoration has been to wetland
habitats.  The national BAP habitat of coastal and floodplain grazing marsh

city where there are deficiencies in provision.  The analysis also shows that there
are deficiencies in provision for the whole of the district to the east of the city,
and along the north and north western boundaries of the administrative area.  
The villages of Eye, Thorney, Northborough, Newborough, Maxey, Peakirk and
Wothorpe in particular have no provision of facilities of this scale. This would
suggest the requirement for a new large open space facility such as a Country
Park.

is more variable in its distribution, although this may be because the data is
based on existing, nationally available, sources and has not been verified on
the ground.  Many drainage ditches in the Fens have also been identified as
important wetland habitats.

7.7

No buffer has been applied to these sites.  Instead, the indicative floodzone for
the district has been shown.  This indicates significant areas to the north of the
river Nene, along Maxey Cut and to the north east of the city that are at a higher
risk flooding, but where creation of seasonal wetlands or open water habitats
would be most appropriate.
The combined biodiversity patterns of distribution and opportunities are
illustrated on Drawing R32

Accessible Green Space Application 2 – District-scale Provision
(See Drawing R23)
7.12

Analysis of Socio economic data
Socio economic Application 1 – Index of Multiple Deprivation
(See Drawing R20)
7.8

This analysis looks at the relationship between areas suffering from higher levels
of multiple deprivation and their access to green infrastructure.  The index of
multiple deprivation shows a number of ‘Super Output Areas’ (SOA) within the
city that are within the top 20% most deprived in the country.  Although many of
the less deprived parts of the city are adequately provided with access to local
scale greenspaces, the analysis shows that many of the most deprived areas of
the city also have deficiencies in greenspace provision.  In particular these are
located to the north and east of the city centre.  There is a need to concentrate
future improvements to redress these shortfalls.  In contrast most of the rural
areas are in the top 60%, i.e. least deprived.  The only exception here relates to
the SOA where the existing travellers site is located at Norwood.

Accessible Green Space Application 3 – Neighbourhood-scale Provision
(See Drawing R24)
7.13

Socio economic Application 2 – Index of Health Deprivation and
Disability (See Drawing R21)
7.9

This analysis looks at the relationship between areas suffering from higher levels
of health deprivation and access to green infrastructure.  This shows a similar
pattern to that of multiple deprivation, although the areas with the highest
levels of health deprivation are less widespread than those suffering from
multiple deprivation.  Levels of provision of local greenspace within the areas
that are most deprived in health terms are also generally low compared with the
ANGS standards.  Areas of relative deprivation are concentrated directly to the
north of the city centre and to the east.

Analysis of Green Infrastructure elements
7.10

A comparison of Drawings 15 and 16 illustrates that significant parts of the
Green Infrastructure within the study area do not have public access.  The total
resource of Accessible Green Infrastructure has been analysed using different
themes and a variety of scales and Applications as follows.

The district scale application analyses a catchment area of 2 km from Accessible
Green Infrastructure sites over 20ha.  At this finer scale there is a slightly
wider distribution of sites, however the pattern of provision is similar to that
demonstrated by Application 1, although with the smaller buffer distance,
coverage and therefore level of provision are not as great.  A large proportion
of the City of Peterborough is within 2km of a site of this scale, although the
majority of the northern part of the city is not covered and there is also a strip of
between 1 and 2km along the north east and this continues through the centre
of the city and includes part of the eastern edge of the city.  The analysis also
shows that there are deficiencies in provision for most of the district to the east
of the city, excluding the area around Eye; an area to the north and north west
of the city and a strip to the west of the city around Wittering.  The villages of
Thorney, Northborough, Newborough, Glinton, Maxey, Peakirk, Helpston and
Wittering in particular have no provision of facilities of this scale.

At this smallest scale of analysis there is a reasonable distribution of Accessible
Green Infrastructure, particularly within the City of Peterborough.  There are,
however, many areas within the city where there are deficiencies in provision,
including areas to the north of the city centre, east of the city and south of the
river in the city centre.  Most of these areas correspond either with areas of high
density Victorian or early 20th century terrace housing or industrial, districts.  In
the surrounding villages a number have at least partial provision, although the
villages of Northborough, Newborough, Maxey, Peakirk, Glinton, Helpston and
Bainton in particular have no provision of facilities of this scale.  This drawing
also illustrates the fragmentation of the resource.
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Accessible Green Space Application 4 – Country Park Provision
(See Drawing R25)
7.14

This analysis is based on the research and proposed standards undertaken by
Atkins in their ‘Peterborough Open Space Strategy’.  As demonstrated in their
report, all but the northern tip of Peterborough meets the proposed standard
of provision and is within a 5.25km straight-line distance of a Country Park.  
However, most of the surrounding villages, particularly those to the north, north
east and north west area not provided for under this standard.  (NB: The Crown
Lakes Country Park was not assessed as a ‘Country Park’ in the Atkins study.)

Accessible Green Space Application 1 – City-scale Open Space
(See Drawing R22)
7.11

This application, which covers sites over 100ha in size, indicates that most sites
of this size are located to the west and south of the district.  A large proportion
of the City of Peterborough is within 5km of a site of this scale, although the
extreme south eastern corner is not covered (part of Stanground), and there is
also a strip of between 1 and 2km along the north east and eastern edges of the
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Accessible Green Space Application 5 – Neighbourhood Park Provision
(See Drawing R26)
7.15

This analysis is based on the research and proposed standards undertaken by
Atkins in their ‘Peterborough Open Space Strategy’.  As demonstrated in their
report, there are a number of areas where there is relative deficiency at this
level.  These include an area to the west of the mainline station; a small area
to the south of Old Fletton; an area to the south of Hampton Vale; an area to
the west of Peterborough (west of Middleton Primary School); a linear strip
area immediately to the west of Paston Parkway in Gunthorpe; and a small strip
to the west of Parnwell Way.  However, some of these apparent deficiencies
should be balanced against the other areas of accessible green infrastructure
in the vicinity or, as in the case of the Hamptons, areas of proposed open space
that are scheduled to come forward as part of future development or are likely
to be classified as neighbourhood parks in due course.  The main areas of
deprivations with no planned development to redress the shortfall are located
within industrial areas, namely east Peterborough, Ortons and Werrington.  The
villages of Maxey, Helpston, Bainton, Barnack, Marholm, Wansford and Castor
and Ailsworth in particular have no provision of this scale of facility.

7.19

In terms of local rights of way and permissive routes, there are many routes
to the west of the city.  The connectivity of these routes however is not always
very good, with the physical barriers of the East Coast Main Railway Line, A1M,
River Nene and the Parkway network.  There are gaps in provision through the
area between Southorpe and Upton.  To the east of the city, through the Fens,
footpaths are a lot less frequent and are very disjointed.  There are no footpath
links to Eye or Thorney.  There is scope for considerable improvement here
using the lines of historic drains/embankments, e.g. Car Dyke and Catswater
Drain to provide new routes.  There is also an important opportunity to provide
enhanced access from the south of Peterborough to the Great Fen Project Area.

7.20

A combined plan of the Access routes is provide in drawing R33, which
differentiates between regional and local scale facilities and proposed
improvements.

Accessible Green Space Application 6 – Quantity of Green Infrastructure:
Population (See Drawing R27)
7.16

This application is based on the quantity of Green Infrastructure in ha against
the population totals of the wards based on the 2001 census data.  The drawing
illustrates that all wards within the administrative area of Peterborough attain
the minimum standard 1.4ha of informal open space set out in the Adopted
Local Plan.  There are a number of wards within the city that have relatively low
provision, as well as the ward that contains Maxey and Northborough to the
north of the district.  Most wards to the west of the city have substantially more
greenspace per 1000 population, with over 20Ha.  However, there are a number
of reasons why the results can be distorted, such as the irregular shape of the
ward and the varying associated population totals.  These can reflect that a
ward is within the standard but there may be parts of the ward that are poorly
provided, such as to the north of the city centre.
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Accessible Green Space Application 7 – Analysis of Heritage and Culture
(See Drawing R28)
7.17

This application uses a 1km buffer of Registered Parks and Gardens, Scheduled
Ancient Monuments and Conservation Areas, to demonstrate their accessibility
and potential visual influence.  The drawing illustrates the wide distribution
of historic features around the Greater Peterborough area and demonstrates
its rich cultural past.  However, although Registered Parks and Gardens and
Conservation Areas will be visible features on the ground, there is no guarantee
that anything will be visible of the Scheduled Monuments shown and there will
probably be a requirement for greater interpretation of some of these features.

Accessible Green Space Application 8 – Analysis of Linear Corridors (See
Drawings R29-31)
7.18
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Strategic published routes, strategic cycle routes and local rights of
way/permissive routes have been analysed.  For the published routes and
cycle routes a catchment of 1km has been applied, and for the local rights
of way/permissive routes a 300m catchment has been applied.  The analysis
shows that there is a lack of published routes to the north and east of the city,
particularly along the river Welland and through the Fens.  Strategic cycle route
connections within the city of Peterborough are currently good, but these do
not generally link out very far beyond the city to surrounding settlements such
as Thorney, Stamford and Whittlesey and there are opportunities to improve this
situation.
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8

Towards an Integrated Green Grid Strategy – 20 Year Vision

8.1

The Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan sets out a strategy for
the Sub-Region that builds on the principles of Sustainable Development.  The
Strategy stresses the need for continued investment in infrastructure including:
transport, education and health, and sets out the need for high quality housing
areas.  It is recognised that many of these homes need to be near jobs to
promote a more sustainable lifestyle.  In addition there should be support
investment in retail, culture and leisure facilities at a local level.

8.2

The provision of high quality green infrastructure is a critical component of
sustainable development and this is supported in a number of key background
documents ranging from Government statements on Sustainable Communities,
Planning Policy Statements, Regional Spatial Strategy and Local Planning
Documents as detailed in Appendix 4.

8.3

In the development of this Green Grid Strategy the particular characteristics of
Peterborough have been considered including:

•
•

the historic qualities of the city
the new town status over the later part of the 20th century and the development
of townships and parkways
the  Environment City status shared with only three other cities in UK and
the wider diverse rural landscape setting and qualities of the surrounding
villages.

•
•

The Green Grid Strategy will serve to articulate the ways in which the landscape
setting of the district can be protected and further enhanced thereby adding
to the overall ‘Quality of Life’ for existing and future residents.  Within
Peterborough a robust and improved Green Infrastructure framework will also
provide an enhanced backdrop that will assist in attracting business and inward
investment into the area.

Vision for the Green Grid
8.4

A vision for the Green Grid has been developed to reflect the aspirations of
stakeholders and also to provide a close fit with existing vision statements from
other related documents including the Peterborough Open Space Strategy.  
The Peterborough Green Grid Vision is therefore summarized as follows:
To create and positively manage an integrated network of high quality
and multi-functional green infrastructure within and linking urban and rural
environments that delivers:

•
•
•

Enriched biodiversity habitats and greater connectivity
Enhanced and sustainable access for all
Diverse patterns of landscape and townscape character
for the benefit of all who live, work in and visit Peterborough
demonstrating its national status as Environmental City

is a key pre-requisite in delivering all aspects the vision.  Individual schemes
and initiatives within the Green Grid need to have the stamp of quality in
their planning, design, implementation and management.  This approach
relates equally to the creation of new landmark facilities and quality urban
environments as to the regeneration of existing open spaces and countryside
that are well located but in need of an injection of funding and sustained
management support.  It should be understood that high quality maintenance
does not always need to be synonymous with highly intensive forms of
management, particularly where biodiversity objectives are to be met.  In such
situations it is important that the role of nature conservation is given appropriate
interpretation and education.

R10

Promote the upgrading and extension of the Green Wheel Cycleway network.

R11

Identify and promote opportunities for providing upgraded and new rights of
way within the district focusing attention on providing enhanced access and
circular routes between urban and rural areas.

R12

Promote increased access to and multi-functionality of agricultural land through
the take up of agri-environmental initiatives focusing on land holdings in the
urban fringe and close to urban areas and those in public ownership.

R13

Support the upgrading and extension of access by boat within and across the
district boundaries.

R14

Where compatible with identified biodiversity interests, target biodiversity and
landscape enhancements along existing and future Rights of Way corridors.

R15

Promote the provision of bridging points in key parts of the Rights of Way
network over waterways, roads and railways to enhance connectivity.

Recommendations
8.7

To provide more specific direction to the development of the Green Grid, 23 	
Recommendations have been established.  These recommendations provide
more specific local 	 direction to the guiding principles of green infrastructure as
set out earlier in Section 2.  The order of the Recommendations below does not
infer any priority of one over another.  The focus of the Recommendations can
be grouped into three main areas, A, B and C, which respectively relate to the
different aspects of the spatial structure of the Green Grid as set out below:

A. Green Grid Network
R1-R8 focus on the existing and future connections that form the biodiversity and
landscape structure of the Grid

B. Major Green Infrastructure Sites
R16 – R21 focus on providing enhanced and new major greenspaces to serve existing
and new populations arising from growth in the City
R16

Identify and create new strategic accessible greenspaces to the north east and
south of Peterborough in association with planned major developments.

R17

Promote the enhancement, diversity and accessibility of existing Country Parks.

R1

Promote the Rivers Nene and River Welland as Sub-Regional corridors for
biodiversity and landscape retention, restoration and creation.

R2

Promote the Catswater Drain, Maxey Cut, Stanground Lode and River Nene
(Old Course) as local corridors for biodiversity and landscape enhancement and
creation.

R18

Promote the enhancement of existing neighbourhood parks within the City
and the identification of new neighbourhood facilities in association with new
development.

R3

Promote the creation of enhanced linkages between existing ancient and
semi natural woodland clusters including to the west of Peterborough towards
Rockingham Forest.

R19

Support the improvement and creation of green space linkages within the city
between existing and proposed open spaces.

R20

R4

Promote the retention, restoration and creation of calcareous grasslands to the
west of Peterborough and further linkages through limestone areas.

Support the development of sites that promote the historic/cultural heritage of
the area and the incorporation of the contemporary arts.

R21

R5

Promote the retention, restoration and creation of traditional wetland/open
water habitats, including fen, meadow, drainage ditches, wet woodland and
seasonal flooding.

Identify and support the provision of enhanced accessibility by public 	
transport to green infrastructure sites.

C. Wider Area Initiatives

R6

Protect, enhance and extend the mosaic of lakes, water features and woodland
within the former brick pits to the south of Peterborough.

R22-R23 focus on providing wider enhancement of the rural landscape and delivery of
the Green Grid

R7 	

Protect and enhance the biodiversity and landscape value of the network of
landscaped parkways within Peterborough City.

R22

Promote the development of landscape and biodiversity improvements within
the rural area that enhance the diversity of local landscape character as set out
in the Peterborough Landscape Character Assessment.

R8

Promote the creation of green bridges/underpasses over major physical barriers
to develop biodiversity connectivity.

R23

Support the appointment of a Green Grid Officer to promote individual
schemes, wider initiatives and co-ordinate bids for funding.

8.5

It is intended that the Vision Statement is equally applicable to existing
communities within the city and to those who will form part of the expanding
city population wherever that may be located.

R9-R15 focus on the existing and future connections that form the access and
recreational structure of the Grid

8.6

Wherever development takes place it is critical that high quality greenspace

R9
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Promote the upgrading and creation of Strategic Rights of Way both within and
beyond the Peterborough district boundary.
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Spatial Structure of the Green Infrastructure Strategy

C. Wider Area Initiatives

8.8

8.12

The spatial development of the Green Grid is illustrated on drawings R34
– R38, which identify locations for the proposed projects and initiatives
which are separately detailed in Table A under the headings of each of the
recommendations R1 – R23.

A. Corridors – Green Grid Network
8.9

8.10

The first part in the development of the Strategy is the development of an
appropriate Green Grid. This seeks to provide a network of routes combining
both existing corridors that can be enhanced and a series of new green
corridors.  Within the wider context of Peterborough the existing sub regional
scale corridors are the valleys of the River Nene and River Welland.  The
Nene Valley and associated Nene Washes to the east of the city provide the
more prominent natural corridor with the Welland Valley being relatively less
pronounced.  These sub regional corridors link with the corresponding corridors
within the River Nene Regional Park Green Infrastructure Strategy to the west.  
At a more local level there are a significant number of drainage ditches to the
east of the city, which create an important network of watercourses.
New corridors have been identified to provide extension and linkage of
biodiversity clusters or features and also give enhanced public access.  Where
possible these routes have been selected to follow existing published routes
or rights of way.  It is anticipated that a range of environmental schemes
would be promoted along and adjacent to these routes relating to the
particular landscape and biodiversity characteristics of the area which would
result in a mosaic of area sensitive habitats being created.  The corridors will
inevitably vary in width dependent on the characteristics of the locality and the
opportunities that arise for working with landowners; however it is envisaged
that many of the corridors have the scope to be extensive, exceeding 1km in
width in places.  There are some 16 no. corridors proposed on Drawing R34
which together will develop a robust green grid and access network.  A number
of the new corridors pass over relatively open agricultural land.  These are
crucial in providing the connectivity required for an integrated Green Grid,
particularly in the more open landscapes of the River Valleys and Fens and the
enhanced connections from the urban areas into the countryside.

There is a wide range of existing and proposed Green Infrastructure sites.  The
majority of the sites are located on the corridors and the larger ones form
key ‘Green Hubs’ within the network at the intersection of corridors.  These
sites also form the location for existing and potential Landmark Projects.  A
number of the major sites also act as important Historic Cultural Centres,
which reinforce the diversity and link with the historic landscape features
within the green infrastructure network.  Other locations relate more directly
to proposed development sites within the district where new or enhanced
facilities in close proximity to urban expansions and settlements would help
address any shortfalls in the existing network of Green Infrastructure.  However,
in some cases due to the fact that development sites have not been specifically
allocated the locations will represent more an ‘area of search’ for a facility rather
than a specific location.  The individual sites identified on Drawings R35 will
provide focus and integration to the Strategy.

8.13

The concept of Green Infrastructure can be understood and applied at
different hierarchies or geographical scales.  It is proposed that in the context
of the Peterborough Sub-Region and this study that the Strategy should be
considered on a 3 fold scale as follows.

Sub-Regional scale
8.14

8.15

This will provide the overarching Strategy showing the main strategic links at a
macro scale.  The Strategy provides for large-scale initiatives and key links and
corridors.  Some of these will build upon existing features and projects and
reflect the initiatives and similar projects outside the authority.  At this scale it
is important to identify the main connections that are currently lacking.  It may
take a number of years to deliver some of these major initiatives on the ground.  
Some of the features are corridors; some represent clusters, while others are
individual sites or features. However, the aim is to provide greater connectivity
regionally between the main assets and sites at this scale.
The main features of the sub-regional network are illustrated on Drawings R3437.  The individual projects and initiatives are detailed in Table A – Schedule
of Initiatives/Projects.  The main existing sub-regional corridors follow the
River Nene and River Welland and therefore have strong connections with the
River Nene Regional Park to the west and to the fens to the east.  The new
sub regional features include the corridor which connects the proposed South
Peterborough Green Parks southwards to Great Fen and on towards Wicken Fen
within the Cambridge Sub-Region and a corridor of woodland from the south
west linking between the River Nene Regional Park and the South Peterborough
Green Parks.

District Wide Scale
8.16

This reflects the main corridors and Green Infrastructure sites linking the
urban area and villages throughout the authority.  This aspect is also shown on
Drawings R34–37 and includes a number of corridors around the perimeter of
the city both to the relatively wooded west and to the more open east where
corridors are shown following the line of the Car Dyke.  Linkage to the east
is indicated using the existing Catswater Drain with links to Crowland and
enhanced access to Eye, Thorney and Whittlesey.  Improved connectivity of
woodland and grassland habitats and access is also shown to the west of the
city on the limestone landscapes.  There is currently a more complete pattern
of linkage in this area, yet there is scope to further improve access and enhance
the biodiversity priority areas.

City Scale
8.17
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Initiatives and Projects
8.18

Scale

B. Sites – Major Green Infrastructure Sites
8.11

Some initiatives and projects will need to spread over a wider area.  This will
relate mainly to agricultural landscapes and the mechanism for delivery will
focus on partnership liaison with landowners and tenants.  The initiatives are
designed to enhance the local landscape character of the areas involved
reflecting either the existing or potential biodiversity and habitat interest.  
There are 6 no. area initiatives indicated on Drawing R36.  It should be noted
that the areas indicated on the drawings do not reflect a firm boundary and
there is some flexibility to extend the areas if the strategic objectives and
recommendations of the Strategy are met by delivering any individual projects.  
It is also important to reflect the fact that in a number of cases these initiatives
will be building on the good work that many of the landowners have been
undertaking in the past to improve the local environment.  Reference should
also be made to the guidelines within the Draft Peterborough Landscape
Character Assessment.

centre through the creation of tree lined corridors created in association with
regeneration projects.  In addition a number of projects are indicated which
will emphasise the potential linkage between parks and open spaces.  Some
of these follow existing features such as streams, while others connect school
playing fields, allotments and larger private gardens.  There are also a number
of connections indicated from the urban areas into the adjacent rural landscape.  
Many of the projects and initiatives indicated within the urban area have been
suggested as part of the Open Space Strategy produced by Atkins.

At this finer scale the strategic objectives for the development of the Green
Infrastructure network for both access and biodiversity can also be applied.  
Drawing R38 shows the wider structure of the Green Grid and also a number
of more local initiatives.  The drawing illustrates the presence of existing
connectivity within the city, which includes the landscape corridors associated
with the parkways.  There is scope to enhance and extend these features both
extending from the city boundary and by running more effectively into the city

In a number of respects the development of the Green Infrastructure Strategy
will build upon existing initiatives and principles that have been established in
the Sub-Region.  A major part of the role of the Strategy is to bring together
or synthesize these separate projects and principles.  Some of the projects
are firmly established with funding secured, while others are still in the
conceptual stage, however they all contribute to the overall network of a Green
Infrastructure.  

These projects include:
•
•
•
•

Ferry Meadows Country Park
Green Wheel
South Peterborough Green Parks, including the Hamptons township
Flag Fen

8.19

As discussed above, the Strategy includes a wide range of initiatives.  The
existing and new projects are included in the Strategy Drawings R34-38 and
listed in Table A – Schedule of Initiatives/Projects.  The initiatives are grouped
under the 23 recommendations set our above and show how each of the
recommendations is able to deliver aspects of the Strategy.  In addition the
table also provides the following information:

•

Relevant Underlining Guiding Principle for each project.

•

Priority – based on a 20 year vision timescale the Strategy has been assessed in
terms of:
Highest Priority (***) i.e. Year 1-3
Medium Priority (**) i.e. Year 4-10
Long Term Priority (*) i.e. Year 11-20

•

Lead Organisations to promote and develop the projects, with support partners.

•

Delivery Mechanism/Funding – identification of likely delivery method and
source of potential funding.  A review of the various mechanisms for delivery
and current funding options are set out in Appendix 5.

•

Long Term Responsibility – suggestions as to who will manage the sites.

•

Costings – This is indicated as capital and revenue.  A range of funding is
indicated to show the quantum of likely funding that is required.  The reason for
this approach is not to unnecessarily restrict how the project may develop.  The
banding of costs are:
£ = <£500,000
££= £500,000 – £1,000,000
£££= £1,000,000 - £2,000,000
£££+= > £2,000,000
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Funding Mechanisms and Management Options

9.1

There many different ways of funding Green Infrastructure.  A number of these
sources are well established, e.g. Section 106 Obligations, while others are
evolving as a result of government initiatives and experience from outside
the UK.  This section provides an overview of the alternative approaches to
implement and manage green infrastructure and their applicability in and
around Peterborough.  These and other approaches have recently been
reviewed in the CABE space publication ‘Paying for Parks’ which should be
referred to for more detail and case studies.

9.2

However it should be noted that to achieve the Green Grid Strategy and the
variety of initiatives and projects proposed a combination and mix of different
funding mechanisms will be required.  This will involve local authorities,
developers, central government agencies, the private commercial sector, the
voluntary sector and private landowners.  In many case there will be a need to
work in partnership. It is vital that there are sufficient resources allocated for
both the implementation stages and the ongoing management of the projects.  
Most grant aid currently focuses on the implementation; however providing for
the ongoing management should also be understood and the best option for
each facility or group of facilities be agreed at the planning stages.

is also the scope to potentially upgrade existing facilities, particularly in urban
locations as part of a regeneration programme.
9.7

9.4

9.8

9.5

A large proportion of the open space within the district, and in particular within
the urban area, is currently owned and managed by Peterborough City Council.  
Retaining these existing green spaces in its ownership and managing them
is a relatively straightforward approach enabling full rights of public access.  
Revenue funding for green spaces is currently obtained from a combination of
Peterborough City Council’s general tax funds, raised through the Community
Charge and also from government transfers.  However, internal funding is
potentially vulnerable, as the management of green space is a non-statutory
duty that is competing for funds with statutory services.
Additional land associated with new development could also be managed
by the local authority following transfer of land and payment of a suitable
commuted sum.  Historically it has been suggested that commuted sums
should provide sufficient resources so that when invested the income would
be able to maintain the facility in perpetuity.  However, with low rates of return
on investment in recent years the current national pattern is that the sum is
sufficient to fund between say 10-20 years maintenance and that after that point
the responsibility would revert back to the Council to raise resources through
taxation (community charge).  For this reason local authorities vary about taking
on ever increasing areas being unsure if they will have the resources to manage
them in the future.

9.9

It would be desirable for the funding of management of green spaces to be
ring fenced so that they do not have to compete for resources.  This pattern has
been used in a number of countries but there is no track record of this in the UK.  
Partnership working is required where green spaces span, or are adjacent to,
boundaries with other Local Authorities.

It is expected that new developments arising from the planned growth of
Peterborough will make a substantial contribution to provision of new Green
Infrastructure.  In addition, dependent on the location and circumstances, there

9.11

In adition Section 106 Obligations are often a requirement of a development
receiving planning consent.  These legally binding agreements are associated
with the development of land and are used to secure funding from developers
for facilities which are closely related to the proposals, e.g. open access areas
necessary to meet the local planning authority’s open space requirements and
recreation/sports facilities.  Section 106 Obligations often work in parallel with
planning conditions for the same development.  Funding for greenspace/public
access could involve a combination of Section 106, GAF and local authority
contributions.  Early discussions between site developers should always be held
when proposals are in draft masterplan stage to ensure effective integration
with the authority wide greenspace strategy, and to clarify the roles and
responsibilities associated with future implementation and management.  In
order to make provision for the future growth of the population two elements
need to be secured, capital costs for implementation and a commuted sum
for maintenance during an established period.  Funding contributions for new
Open Space from 106 monies should be directly related to Local Authority
policies and published standards.  These standards will be included within and
reviewed as part of the LDF process.  The minimum standards of open space
used as part of the negations of planning obligation are set out in Appendix 7
of the current Local Plan.  The Open Space Strategy will be used to inform the
production of the Council’s LDF and will provide an evidence source for any
polices relating to open space and any changes to the open space standards.

9.10

Provision of a long-term income generating fund/investments or fixed capital
assets, e.g. properties, which would deliver regular income, could facilitate
the ongoing maintenance of Green Infrastructure facilities.  This model has
been achieved with considerable success within Peterborough where the
Development Corporation transferred a range of income generating assets,
including commercial properties and farm holdings, to provide rental income
to fund the recurring revenue costs for the Ferry Meadows Country Park.  It is
however essential that the endowment is of suitable size to ensure a regular
fund is generated and that this is also future proofed to provide for the ongoing
management and eventual upgrading of facilities.  The type and size fund
should also be able to deal with potentially adverse market situations.
Section 106 Obligations can be drafted requiring developers to make a financial
endowment to a charitable trust, enabling the trust to manage the green

Revenue funding can be obtained through charges to individual households
within new developments to pay for the management of related green space.  
This option needs there to be a significant number of residents or occupiers
of land related to an overall development.  This will often take place where a
residential or commercial scheme is developed and there are areas of common
open space or amenity land use.  Revenue income is normally secured by a
levy drawn from the occupiers to pay for the upkeep, which may be subject to
increase.  A management company is usually able to provide a high standard
of maintenance.  However, if a management company manages a green space
then opportunities for wider local involvement are reduced and rights of public
access are likely to be permissive.  While possibly suitable for smaller areas of
open space, such as squares within residential developments, it is less suitable
to have extensive areas of open space with wider public benefit funded and
managed in this way.

Charitable Trusts
9.12

A charitable trust may provide funding and management for green space.  
These are a not for profit organisation owning or leasing land or property in trust
for the community.  A legal structure may be formed or an existing organisation
may be utilised.  Management by a charitable trust offers the greatest scope for
community involvement of the management models.  Such trusts are also often
in a strong position when applying for grant aid applications from lottery and
regeneration funding.  This model can enable high standards of maintenance
and full rights of public access.  Establishing a charitable trust requires a large
sum of money at the outset to help establish the organisation, potentially
acquire the land and to provide investment returns for the ongoing annual
costs.

9.13

Charitable trusts may be established to manage individual projects or a range
of facilities.  Trusts may be funded through a variety of sources, e.g. Section 106
Obligations monies, bequests or charitable giving.  Existing Charitable Trusts
are also a potential source of funding to help achieve aspects of the Green
Infrastructure Strategy.

9.14

The government has recently established the Land Restoration Trust, which
represents an alternative and potentially less onerous charitable trust model.  
The Trust concentrates on land restored from a derelict or brownfield condition.  
The Land Restoration Trust is vested the ownership and ultimate responsibility
for the land but a local management company or trust is established to manage
the land on their behalf.  Such local organisations will take time to establish and
to build the input of local people but would potentially suit new communities
such as the Hamptons.

Endowments

Planning obligations and development opportunities
9.6

Management Company

However, in some circumstances it is not possible or viable for the provision
of on site open space.  If the proposed development is deemed to be of
insufficient size to feasibly provide on site open space Policy LT2 of the local
plan allows planning obligations to be used as a means of securing an off site
contribution that is of appropriate scale to match that required on site.  This off
site contribution must be used to enhance existing facilities which can easily be
accessed by the proposed development.

Local Authority Funding
9.3

Planning conditions and planning obligations can be used to ensure that
required infrastructure which is relevant to the development is provided.  This
may include the provision of green infrastructure to meet the requirements of
proposed development.   Policy LT1 of the current Local Plan (2005) requires all
residential development of 9 or more dwellings to provide on site open space
in accordance with the minimum standard of 3.65ha per 1,000 population as
set out in Appendix 7 of the plan.  This is to ensure adequate provision of open
space to support all new residential development.

space.  The endowment may then be invested and returns used for ongoing
management and maintenance.  Financial expertise is required for the ongoing
investment of funds.  Obtaining assets of sufficient value presents a major
challenge, as large sums of money are required to generate relatively small
returns for maintenance.  Section 106 funds could also be used to contribute
towards setting up a landscape management company to maintain a green
space.

9.Funding Mechanisms and Management Options
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Private Finance Initiatives – PFI
9.15

Private Finance Initiatives may be appropriate where there is the prospect of
a private investor being identified who could fund, operate and gain sufficient
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financial return to make the exercise worthwhile.  This tends to apply to capital
intensive public realm facilities such as schools, hospitals, motorways, etc.
where there is a secure income/payback stream.  There does not appear to be
widespread scope for such initiatives within the Peterborough Green Grid due
to the relatively limited income earning potential.  However, potential income
generation facilities linked to such developments could include selected sport
facilities, e.g. golf courses and fitness centres.

whether economic, social or environmental.  Peterborough City Council could
use Section 106 monies to obtain matching funding, or to facilitate immediate
area improvements, which would normally be included in revenue costs.
9.22

Strategic partnerships for green space should be based on the needs and
opportunities of the local area.  Existing partnership mechanisms include
Local Strategic Partnerships, Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnerships
and Regional Parks Forums.  A legal structure may be required for effective
partnership working, for example Local Strategic Partnerships operate under
Local Area Agreements. Partnerships may be established with organisations
holding the knowledge and skills to manage green space.  National bodies
with responsibilities or programmes impacting on green space include Sport
England, Groundwork, CABE, Natural England and the Forestry Commission.  
Partnerships for management may be formed with user groups, businesses and
the wider public.  The voluntary and community sector can also be encouraged
to share management and maintenance responsibilities, contributing time
and labour, in addition to raising funds.  The British Trust for Conservation
Volunteers, Groundwork and the Wildlife Trusts can provide volunteers.

9.23

Furthermore it is recognised that the majority of the land holdings in the
Peterborough region are owned privately.  To effectively deliver the Green
Infrastructure Strategy the role and approach of private landowners is vital,
particularly those with land located in close proximity to the existing and
proposed development.  Major landowners such as English Partnerships,
Church Commissioners, Milton Estates, O & H and County Farms should
be encouraged to identify aspects of their land holdings, which could make
contributions towards delivery of the Green Infrastructure Strategy.  It should
also be understood that many of these holdings are currently private and that
while greater public access is an aim of a multifunctional landscape, it is not
always a prerequisite of delivering improvements.  It is possible to deliver
wide ranging ‘public benefit’ through contributing to the local biodiversity and
landscape character.  It is also possible to provide features that will help counter
the threat of rising sea levels and climate change without providing public
access.

Income generating opportunities
9.16

Revenue funds can be generated by charging for access to or the use of
facilities within certain green spaces.  Standard charges could be applied to the
use of car parks, while other additional charges are generally more appropriate
for specialist sites, e.g. theme parks, museums or individual features, e.g.
pavilions for event hire or use of a tree top aerial walkways located within a
park.  However it is more difficult to introduce revenue generating facilities to
established spaces constrained by the existing design and current patterns of
use.  Furthermore open space facilities should generally be made accessible to
all regardless of socio economic background and for locations where regular,
even daily, return trips are encouraged, such as a local park, this is even more
the case.  In addition, if a facility was placed in Council ownership earnings
would normally need to be returned to the Local Authority’s general budget and
could not be guaranteed to be invested in the open spaces.

9.17

Charging also generates additional project requirements and costs, such as
business management skills and additional site management.  Through the
Local Authority Business Growth Incentive Local Authorities may retain a portion
of an increase in business rates to improve the physical environment. Within
Business Improvement Districts companies agree to pay for additional services
and green space management constitutes a service where this improves the
business environment.  In Peterborough this approach could apply to facilities
located within a city centre regeneration led scheme.

9.18

Public-Private Partnerships (PPP) may offer some scope and can be useful where
a public authority owns land but does not have sufficient capital or expertise
to establish and manage a new facility.  It is likely that active recreation and
sports provision could attract PPP funding but it is not considered that basic
Green Infrastructure expenditure would yield anything like the return necessary
to attract PPP funding.  A return to the landowner would help secure some
additional income generation and result in savings from previous expenditure.

9.19

9.20

Evidence so far suggests that the market alone is insufficient to deliver the
necessary Green Infrastructure (CJC Consulting 2005).  In areas of market
demand, there may however be scope to develop market led models and
partnerships.  This may apply to certain selected facilities such as those
associated with Visitor Centres, e.g. Flag Fen tea rooms.  There is scope to
provide a market led income generating tourist facility, e.g. from a visitor centre,
in association with the South Peterborough Green Parks, but the financial model
for a viable commercial facility needs to be carefully established and will be
dependent on creating a real landmark destination for visitors and a facility that
will draw a recurring number of visitors.
The use of income generating facilities and tourist facilities, such as overnight
accommodation, in association with new and enhanced recreational such as
long distance footpaths, cycle routes, enhanced waterways and eco tourism,
would have potential for growth in association with an enhanced network
of Green Infrastructure.  There might also be opportunities for franchising
for specific facilities such as camping, moorings, boats, cafes, restaurants,
boat/cycle hire within selected sites.  Special events may also have the potential
for income generation; however this would be highly dependent on the nature
of the event concerned.

Multi Agency Partnerships
9.21

16

Partnerships are an essential element of the delivery of the multi functional use
of land.  Partnerships between landowners, charities and trusts, such as the
Government organizations, Local Authorities, Wildlife Trust and the RSPB, can
facilitate the delivery of Green Infrastructure projects.  Grant applications as
part of a multi agency approach may be more successful in receiving a wider
variety of grant aid due to green space projects bringing a number of benefits

Funding Sources of Grant Aid
9.24 	 There a wide variety of funding sources for Green Infrastructure.  Appendix 5
provides a review of the existing grant possibilities.  However, this is an ever
changing area.  Most sources relate to capital funding.  However, there are a
number of sources where revenue funding is also available including the HLF
– New Parks for People Programme.

Land ownership
9.25

Traditionally the developer transferred green space within a new development
to the Local Authority, usually with a commuted sum to invest to provide for the
ongoing management of the site.  The title to the land was often transferred to
the council at a nominal sum.  The Local Authority then assumed responsibility
for management and maintenance.  A variation on this model is the lease of the
site to a parish council, who then manages the site.

9.26

Charitable trusts can also oversee management and maintenance activities.
Alternatively the Local Authority or the Developer can retain freehold ownership
of the land whilst the charitable trust assumes management responsibility.  If
ownership is not vested with the Local Authority then planning obligations must
be set out, including arrangements for retaining public access in perpetuity.  
Ownership, management and maintenance responsibilities may lie with nongovernmental organisations or charities, such as the Land Restoration Trust, the
RSPB, Wildlife Trusts and the Woodland Trust.

Management Plans
9.27

A business plan incorporating a management plan should be produced so that
maintenance and financial implications can be understood at an early stage.  A
management plan will enable the effective use of existing resources and focus
on attracting additional resources, in addition to considering biodiversity and
recreation.  A management plan is the hinge of the Civic Trust’s Green Flag
award criteria, which is awarded, to open spaces and parks.  The Civic Trust
requires a management plan to cover aims and objectives, skills for delivery,

financial planning, future investment programmes, pricing policies and actions
for implementation.
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10.

Implementation

10.1

This Report has carried out an overview of the existing situation, provided an
analysis of the Green Infrastructure resources and developed a Strategy for a
network of corridors, sites and area initiatives.  These are reflected in the range
of projects listed in Table A and illustrated on drawings R34-38.  

10.2

10.3

The delivery of the Peterborough Green Grid Vision is a complex and
challenging task: making the Green Grid happen will be a long-term and
evolutionary process. This section outlines some of the mechanisms and options
currently available, and aims to initiate further dialogue to improve future
funding and management avenues.
A fundamental principle of the Strategy is that green infrastructure will be
delivered through the planning and development process, as well as through
specific strategic projects. In all cases it is crucial that capital funding, funding
for high-quality management, and funding for long term maintenance are all
secured.

10.4

This chapter discusses the delivery of the Green Grid through four fundamental
processes:

•

The partnership structure to facilitate the planning, management and
maintenance of the green space that makes up the Green Grid.
Integrating the Green Grid into strategic and local planning policy
Delivery of strategic and local projects
Securing revenue funding to create and maintain the Green Grid in the long
term

•
•
•
10.5

It concludes with Key Recommendations which, taken together will deliver and
maintain the Green Grid now and into the future.

Delivery through Partnership
10.6

10.7

10.8

In any area there is a mix of different land tenures, land uses and ownerships.
This often makes the planning and delivery of strategic environmental projects
complex. Although Green Grid projects will aim to achieve common objectives
of benefit to all, they will often cross a range of public and private ownerships,
requiring land acquisition, lease agreements, and/or planning approvals all of
which are potentially costly and time consuming exercises.

and potentially provide a dedicated project management route, ensuring the
synergy of projects, identifying partnership linkages for site specific projects,
and assisting with potential funding sources.
10.9

A wide range of organisations have already contributed to and pledged to
support the Peterborough Green Grid Partnership.  There will need to be
continued engagement with local community and special interest groups in the
implementation of Strategy projects, as well as maintaining recognition and
buy-in to the wider vision and benefits of the Green Infrastructure Network.  This
could be achieved through a number of means including:

•

Consultation on specific projects proposed by the Strategy.

•

Developing interest at community and parish scale for involvement in e.g.
pocket parks and local nature reserves.

•

Community tree planting and working party days.

•

Development of a Green Grid newsletter, as successfully used by some of the
Community Forests.  This should be overseen in the first instance by the Green
Grid Steering Group.

•

agencies.
Submission for project funding to carry out work that may include detailed
feasibility and investigations, design or actual physical landscape improvements.

10.14 Currently there are a number of funding avenues available for gaining project
support. These include, but are not limited to:
•
•
•
•

Section 106 Planning Obligation
DCLG (Growth Area funding)
The Heritage Lottery Fund and  
The Big lottery Fund

10.15 The ability for neighbouring and similar projects to form linkages or partnerships
for joint bids, can often add to the submission’s value and potential. The Green
Grid Steering Group will be able to develop potential management or physical
linkages between projects and promote submissions demonstrating the
strategic nature of project(s).

•

Use of press, TV and radio for continued promotion.

10.16 In partnership with the City Council and Opportunity Peterborough (the Local
Delivery Vehicle) the implementation of some public projects may be carried out
by local delivery partnerships and organisations, some of which already exist.

•

Involvement with local schools and voluntary organisations.

Examples of these include:

Integration of the Green Grid into planning policy
10.10 The concept of the Green Grid is based on the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS)
for the East of England policy SS8 which requires the provision of networks of
green spaces linking the urban area with the countryside. The RSS and the Local
Development Framework (LDF) will set out the provision of green infrastructure.
The Green Grid Strategy translates these provisions on a local spatial level.
10.11 The inclusion of the Green Grid as a material planning consideration in the
determination of planning applications and s106 negotiations means that the
objectives of the Green Grid Strategy can be delivered.  Following the approval
of the Core Strategy within the LDF process the Green Grid Strategy will form
the basis for a Supplementary Planning Document.

Consequently, strong and open working relationships with many partners
will be key to delivering the Green Grid. These will include, among others,
the Department of Communities and Local Government, Department of
Environment Food and Rural Affairs, Department for Culture, Media and Sport,
Department of Trade and Industry, Environment Agency, English Partnerships,
Natural England, Sport England, Forestry Commission, Government Office
for East England, East of England Development Agency, Opportunity
Peterborough, Peterborough City Council, Peterborough Local Access Forum,
Parish Councils and adjacent Local Authorities, landowners and developers.
These should work with the current partners who include the Wildlife Trust,
Peterborough Environment City trust, RSPB, Nene Park Trust and relevant land
owners.

Programming and Priorities for Delivery of strategic and local Projects

The Green Grid Steering Group has overseen the development of this
Strategy and already brings together the City Council and other stakeholders
in delivering Green Grid project. It is recommended that the Steering Group
continues to focus on site-specific planning and design requirements for
individual projects. This will ensure representation from relevant stakeholders,

•

10.12 A range of strategic Green Grid projects are also proposed, some of which
may be delivered through new development and some as stand alone projects.  
The key priority for support of such projects for Green Grid funding will be the
contribution to delivery of environmental gains at the wider scale. This approach
could open up new opportunities to investigate and deliver environmental
projects that previously may have been outside the budgets and management
capabilities of City Council and other individual local organisations.
10.13 The process of project delivery can involve a number of important steps, each
requiring thorough planning. These may include:

•

10.Implementation
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Peterborough Environment City Trust
Natural England
Forestry Commission
Wildlife Trust
Woodland Trust
RSPB
Local Landowners/Developers
Buglife/Froglife
Great Fen Project
River Nene Regional Park

10.17 The Schedule of potential initiatives/projects – Table A indicates projects which
will contribute to the delivery of the Strategy.  These are graded on the current
known situation in terms of funding availability and the programme for built
development (i.e. deliverability)  The highest graded projects and Initiatives
(*** deliverable in years 1-3) have been summarised in table B below.  It should
be noted that if schemes are not listed in table B it does not infer that they
are less important in strategic terms.  A number of the initiatives would deliver
a significant part of the overall vision and strategy; however it is likely to take
longer to build support and funding for some of these more extensive network
of corridors reaching outside the study area and linking with adjacent strategies,
e.g. the corridor from Peterborough to Wicken Fen and those along the Nene
and Welland Valleys. Agreeing the priorities for delivering the Strategy and
programming of the projects set out in Tables A and B has formed part of the
stakeholder consultation process to date.

Identification of project or site potential. This can be initiated by new site
availability, land acquisition, etc.
Initial scope and feasibility of the project's needs and potentials. This may
involve the partnership and communication with neighbouring authorities
and community stakeholders, plus the guidance of key green infrastructure

17

Table B - Schedule of Highest Priority Initiatives & Projects
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Table B

10.18 It is also recognised that there may be “opportunity” initiatives arising as a
result of private landowner initiatives, land purchase opportunities, or new
sources of finance becoming available, etc.

Summary of highest priority initiatives and projects
(Read with Drawings 06023/34-37 and Table A)

10.19 A simple system of project appraisal can be used to identify the strategic
benefits of any potential project submitted to funding bodies for support using
the following criteria.

Ref
On Dwgs 34-38

Initiative/Project

Recommendation

Lead Organization/s for delivery (Partners)

1 (b)

Nene Valley – Central
Sub Regional Green Infrastructure Corridor

R1

NPT, PCC, OP, PECT (PCC, FC, Wi T, EA & RNRP)

Criteria

Assessment

1 (c)

Nene Valley – East – Nene Washes
Sub Regional Green Infrastructure Corridor

R1

NE, PCC, Wi T, RSPB & EA (NPT)

Linkage

Does it provide/enhance green infrastructure or essential links
to Green Space or adjacent areas?

R5

Great Fen Project
(Wi T, CCC, HDC, EA, NE PCC, & IDB’s)

Ecological Gain

Will it improve the area’s existing ecology/biodiversity levels
and /or create ecological linkages?

R6

NE, Frog Life, O & H, PECT, PCC

Flood Risk
Management Gain

R6

NE, Frog Life, O & H, PECT, FDC & PCC

A
11
12
/

Links to the Great Fen Project
South Peterborough Green Parks West – From A1(M) to Crown Lakes and
Stanground Lode
South Peterborough Green Parks east – Whittlesey Brick Pits
Establish definitive routes in place of permissive sections of Published
Routes
Green Wheel Management Fund
for management and maintenance of Green Wheel network

R6
R10

Implementation

Will it increase flood storage capacity or improve the
permeability of the public realm?
Is the project deliverable (viability, funding and landownership?)

Integration

Is the proposed project linked to the future planned growth of
Peterborough?

Value

Will it provide positive cost/benefit for the green space
improvements gained?

Deficiency

Does the Project reduce the local area’s Green Space
deficiency?

PCC, PLAF
PCC, PLAF, IDB, Landowners

G3 & 5(in part)

River Nene – Old Course/ Fen Edge route

R10

HDC, CCC, PCC, PLAF, IDB, Landowners

G4

Great Fen Project connections to Peterborough

R10

Great Fen Project, HDC, CF, CCC (PCC, PLAF)

See separate dwg

Creating a new bridleway in conjunction with Forest Enterprise in Bedford
Purlieus

R11

PLAF, FC, PCC, NE

See separate dwg

Creating a new bridleway link from Ailsworth No1 to the adjacent
over-bridge in the north verge of the A47 to avoid/remove the busy road
crossing

R11

PLAF, PCC

4 & G1 and separate
dwg

Re-linking Bainton No5 to Lolham Bridges road severed at the East Coast
Main Line

R11

PLAF, PCC

10.21 The remaining projects in table A (and any new initiatives that subsequently
emerge) should be reviewed and prioritised by the Steering Group using the
above criteria and taken forward through the following steps:

1(b) & P 4

Nene City Centre CorridorEnhance existing access and provide new
public access to both sides of the Nene through the City Centre

R11

PCC, OP, PLAF

•

Agree the lead organisation/s and other partners.

As shown

Fletton Parkway – promote early provision of planned bridge to link
Hampton to City

R15

PCC, HA, O & H, PLAF

•

As shown

Paston Parkway – promote provision of overbridge/underpass to connect
Dogsthorpe and Gunthorpe to the Paston Reserve site

Carry out a more detailed feasibility study in landscape, biodiversity and access
terms.

R15

PCC, HA,

•

B

East Peterborough Country Park
Promote a new Country Park in the vicinity of Dogsthorpe & Eye

R16

PCC

Review of the landowners involved and the scope for joint working/landowners,
etc.

•

C

South Peterborough Green Park New Visitor Attraction at Hampton Leys

R16

PCC, 0&H, Wi T, NE, FC

Work up a Business Plan to support funding bids. This will involve details of
costs, relevant sources of funding and time scale.

P6

Paston Reserve – create a new open space as part of Paston Reserve site

R18

Developer, PCC, PECT, PLAF

5&P8

Stanground - create open space resource in conjunction with
development to east of city

R18

Developer, PCC, PECT, PLAF

1(b) & P 9

The Embankment - promote extensive improvements to the existing park
adjacent to the river

R18

OP, PCC

P 18

The Hamptons – enhanced linkages between existing and proposed open
spaces

R19

O & H, PCC, PECT, PLAF

Support the appointment of a Green Grid Development Officer to
promote individual schemes and co-ordinate bids for funding

R23

NE, PCC, OP, EEDA Go-East

10.20 A number of the key projects, including those with GAF funding, some of the
ROWIP actions and those projects given the highest priority in Table A, are
already underway or in the planning and funding stage.  Implementation of
these projects will provide early opportunities to both promote and deliver the
Green Grid Strategy.

10.22 It is recommended that Projects involving Area Wide Initiatives are supported
by a Project Officer, funded to work with landowners and government agencies
to educate, promote and assist in project delivery.
10.23 It is estimated that the projects and initiatives identified in table A would require
capital funding to the order of £54 million (2006 prices) for delivery over the next
20 years, with a further 10% p.a. revenue expenditure based on the scale of the
projects implemented at any time.  
10.24 Given the complexity of funding sources and the scale of the potential projects
it is recommended that a Green Grid Infrastructure ‘Development Officer’

contribute to the success of projects either through financial assistance, staff
resources or preferably both.  It is recommended that a target is set to start at
least two new projects per annum for the first three years, with direct support
from the relevant partner organisations. This will help build momentum in
Strategy delivery.

should be appointed with a brief to include:
•
•
•
•
•

Keeping up to date with all potential funding opportunities,
Co-ordinating bids for the implementation of the Strategy,
Ensuring that development proposals take the need for green infrastructure into
account and that new developments are effectively linked into the Green Grid
Network,
Maximising the full potential of open space provided through the development
process to contribute to Green Grid objectives,
Raising awareness and interest among a wide range of organisations and
community groups and identify suitable projects linked to the Green Grid.
Opportunities for funding this post should be explored by the principal partners
(Opportunity Peterborough, Peterborough City Council, Natural England, East
of England Development Agency and Go East)

10.25 The delivery of Landmark projects (5 current proposals are listed in table A)
is vital for providing clear visible evidence of environmental progress in the
region.  Some of these projects are ambitious and costly, however they can
directly relate to and be identified with the wider Green Infrastructure Strategy,
promoting its opportunities and benefits to wider audiences.  

Securing revenue funding for long term maintenance of the Green Grid

•

Partnerships with adjacent authorities and other organisations should be formed
where cross border working and linking projects would be for the mutual benefit
of all.

10.29 There is also no doubt of the multi-functional ‘environmental benefits’
provided by parks and open spaces such as flood risk management, waste
water treatment, energy production, waste recycling, access and movement,
all of which have direct quantifiable economic benefits. This is why the Green
Grid uses the term Green Infrastructure - so that the parks and open spaces
are considered a part of, and built alongside the transport, utilities and built
infrastructure.
10.30 Innovative public and private funding initiatives will be crucial to the delivery of
the Green Grid, as will on-going, high-quality management and maintenance,
which are adequately funded in perpetuity.

10.26 As with all development and regeneration activities, funding is often the most
crucial and difficult aspect to secure. CABE Space has documented the multiple
environmental, economic and social benefits of developing and maintaining
high-quality green infrastructure. CABE Space has also identified the low
political profile of parks, the need to change perceptions and the need to raise
funding levels. The government have recently played a key role in raising the
profile of parks and open spaces, and the City Council is responding to the
Cleaner, Greener, Safer campaign.
10.27 There is no statutory requirement for local authorities to design, develop,
manage and maintain their parks and open spaces. Available resources are
subject to competing pressures and priorities. In order for the Local Authority
to take on the future management of new public open spaces it will need
to ensure that adequate long term revenue funding is provided. Alternative
management with secure long term revenue funding should be sought where
appropriate.
10.28 There is evidence that local authorities with a robust Open Space Strategy
are more efficient, attract more external funding and have better managed
parks. Consequently, it is crucial that the city council adopts a robust Green
Infrastructure Strategy that supports both the Open Space Strategy and the
Green Grid Strategy. This will give confidence to funding bodies on the strategic
nature of the proposed projects.

Standards of open space
•

Peterborough City Council’s minimum standards are set out in the adopted
Peterborough Local Plan; these standards are used in the negotiation of open
space for new developments across the city.  A review of all open space has
been carried out in line with the requirements of PPG17 and has informed the
WS Atkins report (Draft Open Space Strategy).  The Council’s Open Space
Strategy will be finalised for adoption following further consultation and
consideration of the levels of open space provision to be provided by new
developments  

•

The standards in the adopted Open Space Strategy will inform policies of the
LDF and the Planning obligations SPD.

Promoting Projects
•

Peterborough City Council and Opportunity Peterborough (the Local Delivery
Vehicle), should take a leading role in supporting the individual projects and
initiatives where identified in Table A.  

•

All organisations identified in Tables A and B should consider how they can
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Table A - Schedule of Initiatives/Projects with Priorities

Table A - Schedule of Initiatives/Projects with Priorities

Recommendation

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

R1

Initiative/Project

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

Promote the Rivers Nene and River Welland as Sub-Regional corridors for biodiversity and landscape retention, restoration and creation
1 (a)

Nene Valley  - West Sub Regional Green Infrastructure
Corridor.

Ex

C,  E

**

PCC, NPT, NE, FC, Wi T,
& EA
( RNRP)

EWGS, ES , EA

Various

££

£

Ex/New

C,  E

***

NPT, PCC, OP, PECT
(PCC, FC, Wi T,
EA & RNRP)

EWGS, GAF, Section106, HLF, LT, BLF

Various

£££

£

Ex

C,  E

***

NE, PCC, Wi T, RSPB &
EA
(NPT)

ES, SITA, C 2010, ALSF

Various

£££

£

New

C,  E

**

PCC, FC, Wi T,
EA, LCC
(RNRP)

ES, SITA, LT, C 2010, ALSF

££

£

New

C,  E

**

PCC, FC, Wi T,
EA, LCC
(RNRP)

ES, SITA,  C 2010

££

£

Promote retention and creation of wet meadows, wet
woodland. Seek enhancements to river environment
1 (b)

Nene Valley  - Central Sub Regional Green
Infrastructure Corridor.
Support continued management and  improvements
of Ferry Meadows Country Park and all open spaces
adjacent to the river through the city

1 (c)

Nene Valley  - East – Nene Washes
Sub Regional Green Infrastructure Corridor.
Support protection and management of flood
meadows for biodiversity. Seek enhancements to river
environment

2 (a)

Welland Valley Enhancement project - West
Improve connectivity and extent of meadows along
flood plain. Promote additional wet woodland and
floodplain habitat.

2 (b)

R2
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Status
Existing/
New

Welland Valley Enhancement project - East Improve
connectivity and extent of meadows along flood plain.
Promote additional wet woodland and floodplain
habitat.

Promote the Catswater Drain, Maxey Cut, Stanground Lode and River Nene (Old Course) as local corridors for biodiversity and landscape enhancement and creation
3

Catswater Drain
Protect and enhance the habitats along the historic
drain to provide greater connectivity across the fens
and to adjacent restored minerals sites

New

C,  E

**

IDBs, Wi T, PCC

ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF

££

£

4

Maxey Cut
Protect and enhance the habitats along the drain to
provide greater connectivity through the Welland
Valley. Develop management plans to combine
drainage and biodiversity targets

New

C,  E

**

IDBs, EA, Wi T, PCC

ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF

££

£

5

River Nene (Old Course)
Promote the development of a corridor of grassland
and riparian habitats from A1M to Horsey Toll to
emphasize the clay/fen interface and to provide a
corridor for biodiversity

New

C,  E

**

HDC, Wi T, PCC, IDBs, CCC

ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF

££

£

Recommendation

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

R3
See also R22

Initiative/Project

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

Promote the creation of enhanced linkages between existing ancient and semi natural woodland clusters including to the west of Peterborough towards Rockingham Forest
6

Nassaburgh Woodland Connection Project
Promote continued and improved management of
existing woodland resource and development of
greater connectivity through the creation of new
woodlands and hedgerows between existing blocks.
More effectively connect with Rockingham Forest to
west

New

C, E

**

FC, Wi T, Wo T, Private
Landowners, NE, NE
(RNRP)

EWGS, ES, C 2010

Various

£

£

7

West Peterborough Woodlands
Protect and extend existing woodland cover to
provide strong visual buffer between the built
development and the rural landscape. Provide
suitable offset of new planting from housing to avoid
neighbour conflict

Ex/New

C, E

**

FC, Wo T, Private Landowners
(RNRP)  

EWGS, ES,

Various Landowners

£

£

8

South Peterborough Woodland Linkage
Promote connectivity between existing woodlands
to south of city linking to South Peterborough Green
Parks and to the woods to the west of the city on the
Clay Wolds in Huntingdonshire DC

Ex/New

C, E

**

FC, NE, PCC, CCC, HDC,
RNRP/NCC,
Wi T, Wo T O&H and other
landowners

EWGS, ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF,
C 2010

£

£

££

£

R4
See also R22

Status
Existing/
New

Promote the retention, restoration and creation of calcareous grasslands to the west of Peterborough and further linkages through limestone areas
9

R5

Target environmental improvements for protection,
restoration and creation of calcareous habitats
including road verges, calcareous meadows and
restored quarries on Nassaburgh Plateau

New

C,E

**

Wi T, NE, EA and Landowners

ES, C2010

Landowners/CWT

Promote the retention, restoration and creation of traditional wetland /open water habitats including fen, meadow, drainage ditches, wet woodland and seasonal flooding
A

13

R6

Great Fen Project.
Promote the extension of the existing Fenland habitats
at Woodwalton and Holme Fen throughout the Great
Fen Project area and develop links northwards to
Peterborough

Ex

‘Fen Edge’ Project. From Peterborough to the Brecks.
To include Green Hubs at South Peterborough Green
Parks, Great Fen, Needingworth and Wicken. (Initiative
included in the Cambridge Sub- Regional Green
Infrastructure Strategy)

New/Ex

C, E, LP

***

Great Fen Project

GAF, HLF, BLF

Great Fen Project

£££

£

GAF,
ES, EWGS, ALSF, LT

Various

£££

££

(Wi T, CCC, HDC, EA, NE PCC, &
IDB’s)

C, E,  A, M

*

Wide variety of partners inc: PCC,
O&H, Great Fen Project, NE, NT,
CCC, HDC, SCDC, & ECDC, FC,
RSPB, Wi T

Protect, enhance and extend the mosaic of lakes, water features and woodland within the former brick pits to the south and east of Peterborough
11

South Peterborough Green Parks West – From A1(M)
to Crown Lakes and Stanground Loade
Promote the continued protection and extension of
habitats  creating a mosaic of natural open space  

Ex/New

C, E

***

NE, Frog Life, O & H, PECT, PCC

EWGS, ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF, BLF
C 2010, GAF

Management Trust?

£££

££

12

South Peterborough Green Parks east
Whittlesey Brick Pits
Develop Strategy for  restoration of worked, existing
and future brick pits as part of South Peterborough
Green Parks

Ex/New

C, E

***

NE, Frog Life, O & H, PECT, FDC
& PCC

EWGS, ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF, BLF
C 2010, GAF

Management Trust?

£££

££

HA, PCC,
Management Trust?

£

£

R7

Protect and enhance the biodiversity and landscape value of the network of landscaped parkways within Peterborough City
P1

Develop Strategy proactive management of soft estate
within  Urban Parkways as a major component and
resource of the Green Grid

New

C,E

**

PCC, HA

EWGS, GAF, CIF,  PCC, HA
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Recommendation

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

Initiative/Project

P2

Consider extensions of the landscaped parkways
approach into adjacent areas to enhance the gateways
into and within the city

R8

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

New

C,E

**

PCC, HA

R9

New

22

EWGS, GAF, CIF, Section 106, HA

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

HA, PCC,
Management rust?

£

£

C, A

*

PECT, NE, HA

HA, CIF

Landowner, HA

£££ (each
crossing)

£

Promote the upgrading and creation of Strategic Rights of Way both within and beyond the Peterborough district authority
1,15 & 16

Continue improvements to signing of routes and
develop literature to illustrate the existing routes
and provide enhanced historical and biodiversity
interpretation including: Hereward Way, Nene Way
and  Torpel Way  

Existing/
New

A

**

PCC, PLAF

PCC, HLF, BLF

/

£

/

2

Welland Valley Way
Promote a long distance route along the Welland
Valley

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF, IDB, Landowners

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

PCC

£

£

3, 5, 13 (in part)

South & East Peterborough  Corridor Promote a long
distance route from Great Fen and along the course of
the Old Nene and Catswater Drain to Crowland

New

A, M

**

Great Fen, HDC/CCC, FDC/CCC,
PCC, PLAF, IDB, NE, Landowners

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

PCC, CCC

£

£

/

Establish definitive routes in place of permissive
sections of Published Routes

Ex?

A

***

PCC, PLAF

PCC

PCC

£

NA

10

Car Dyke – Flag Fen to Peakirk Corridor
Promote new definitive right of way along line of
Roman Drain

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF, EA, IDB

GAF, EA, PCC, BLF

PCC

£££

£

14

Eye, Thorney- Wisbech Corridor
Promote new definitive right of way along line of
former railway

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF, Landowners

GAF, EA, PCC, ES, BLF

PCC

£££

£

PCC

£

£

R10

See also R1 & R9

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

Promote the creation of green bridges/underpasses over major physical barriers to develop biodiversity connectivity
Promote/ lobby HA for appropriate green bridge
crossings to A1M and A47, particularly in association
with new road building projects

See also R1 & R10

Status
Existing/
New

Promote the upgrading and extension of the Green Wheel Cycleway network
Green Wheel Management Fund
Establish realistic budget for management and
maintenance of Green Wheel network as premier
component of Green Grid. To include for surfacing,
signage and maintenance of the network to provide
clear year round access. Provision of lighting in key
accessibility areas.  Also to identify opportunities to
enhance the landscape experience along existing
routes. To include for additional planting and
landscape projects in keeping with character and
promoting biodiversity to ‘Green the Green Wheel’.

New

A

***

PCC, PLAF, IDB, Landowners

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

G1

Maxey Cut Connection
Support off road connections along Welland Valley
between Peakirk and Stamford along Maxey Cut

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF, IDB, EA Landowners

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

PCC

£

£

G2

Fen Access Project
Support the off and on road connections over the
Peterborough Fens using existing ROW and historic
Drove Roads as Quiet Lanes

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF, IDB, Landowners

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

PCC

£

£

G3 & 5(in part)

River Nene –Old Course/ Fen Edge route –
Extend the access corridor to the foot of the clay
escarpment and fens

New

A, M

***

HDC, CCC, PCC, PLAF, IDB,
Landowners

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

CCC/HDC, PCC

£

£

G4

Great Fen Project connections.
Promote quiet /off road routes from Peterborough and
Hamptons to Great Fen Project. To promote landscape
improvements where routes pass through County
Farms

New

A, M

***

Great Fen Project, HDC, CF, CCC
(PCC, PLAF)

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

HDC/CCC, Great Fen
Project

£

£

Potential income from recreation e.g.
cycle hire

Recommendation

Status
Existing/
New

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

PCC/FDC/CCC,

£

£

PCC

£

£

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

Initiative/Project

G5

South West Extension
Promote links from South Peterborough Green Parks
into HDC and clay ridgeline  to provide circular route
to south west of city

Ex/New

A, M

*

HDC/CCC

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

HDC/ CCC

G6

Kings Dyke Connection
Provide link to Green Wheel - Kings Dyke Nature
reserve and to Whittlesey using the existing dyke.
Promote landscape and biodiversity enhancements
along and adjacent to corridor

New

A, M

**

PCC, FDC/CCC,
(PCC, PLAF, NE, Wi T)

GAF, PCC, Section 106, BLF

G7

Nassaburgh Plateau Extensions
Promote a number of new routes to the west of
Peterborough using a combination of new, existing
quiet lanes and upgraded rights of way. Cross A1 at
proposed new bridge at Wittering with connections to
west and Rockingham Forest

New

A, M

**

PCC,  PLAF, Landowners

GAF, PCC,  Section 106, BLF

R11

Identify and promote opportunities for providing upgraded and new rights of way within the district focusing attention on providing enhanced access and circular routes between urban and rural areas
See separate dwg

Creating a new bridleway in conjunction with Forest
Enterprise in Bedford Purlieus parallel to the Wansford
– Kings Cliffe

Ex

A

***

PLAF, FC, PCC, NE

PCC

PCC

See separate dwg

Creating a new bridleway link from Ailsworth No1 to
the adjacent over-bridge in the north verge of the A47
to avoid/remove the busy road crossing.

Ex

A

***

PLAF, PCC

PCC

PCC

4 & G1 and separate
dwg

Re-linking Bainton No5 to Lolham Bridges road
severed at the East Coast Main Line.

Ex

A

***

PLAF, PCC

PCC

PCC

See separate dwg

Circular bridleway south from Ashton. Involves a
number of aspects

Ex

A

**

PLAF, PCC

PCC

PCC

See separate dwg

Creating a new bridleway link from the proposed
Wittering A1 over-bridge (HA scheme) to Barnack

Ex

A

**

PLAF, PCC, NE

PCC

PCC

1 (c)

Promote new bridleway suitable for cycling and
walking to top of embankment to north of River Nene

New

A

*

PLAF, PCC, NE

PCC

PCC

As shown

Diverting the Hereward Way to the south of the River
Nene eastward from the Shanks Millennium Bridge to
provide a safer, more interesting route away from busy
road

Ex

A

**

PLAF, PCC

PCC

PCC

P3

Improved Access from Bretton township  to west  
through Grimshaw Woods and to Torpel Way (Source
PPG17 Study)

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF

PCC

5 & as shown

Create new access from Stanground to Fens to the
north – including bridging points over drains

New

A, M

**

PCC, PLAF

1(b) & P 4

Nene City Centre Corridor
Enhance existing access and provide new public
access to both sides of the Nene water front
throughout the City Centre

New

A, M

***

/

Support the early funding and implementation of
the Lost Highways Project to secure missing gaps in
the local ROW network (NB 2026 deadline may be
significantly brought forward)

?

A

**

R12

£

£

PCC

£

£

PCC

PCC

£

£

PCC, OP, PLAF

HLF,  BLF, Section 106

PCC

££

£

PCC, PLAF

Section 106?/ PCC

PCC

£

Promote increased access to and multi-functionality of agricultural land through the take up of agri-environmental initiatives focusing on land holdings in the urban fringe and close to urban areas and those in public ownership
‘V’

Promote HLS and EWGS applications for land adjacent
to existing urban areas to achieve greater access and
multi-functionality

Ex/New

A, M, E

**

FC, NE,  PCC and CCC Farm
Estates

ES, EWGS

Landowners

£

£
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Recommendation

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

Status
Existing/
New

Initiative/Project

R13
See Also R2 & R9

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

£

Support the upgrading and extension of access by boat within and across the district boundaries
3

Promote the creation of the Fen Waterways project
along the Catswater Drain linking the Welland to the
Nene and towards Peterborough

New

A

*

FWRSG, EA

GAF, EA

IW, EA

£££+

/

Review the replacement/upgrading  of the guillotine
locks on the Nene to facilitate increased navigation  
accessibility up stream towards Northampton

New

A

*

EA
(RNRP)

EA

EA

£££

P5

Potential for revenue income

Promote the creation of new mooring and marina
areas on and adjacent to existing and proposed
navigable routes

A

**

EA, PCC, FWRSG

GAF, EA, Section 106
Potential for revenue income

EA, Landowners

£££+

Promote further non mechanized boating
opportunities  canoeing , rowing etc on lakes and
watercourses

AM

*

NPT, EA, IDBs, SE

EA, SE
Potential for revenue income

EA, Landowners

£

R14

Where compatible with identified biodiversity interests target biodiversity and landscape enhancements along existing and future Rights of Way corridors

See  R1- R13

See  R1- R13

R15

Promote the provision of bridging points in key parts of the Rights of Way network over waterways, roads and railways to enhance connectivity
As shown

Fletton Parkway – promote early provision of planned
bridge to link Hampton to City

Ex

A

***

PCC, HA, O & H, PLAF

Section 106

PCC

££

As shown

Paston Parkway – promote provision of overbridge/
underpass to connect existing communities of
Dogsthorpe across A1159 and Gunthorpe across the
A15 to the Paston Reserve site and adjacent rural areas
including potential Country Park

New

A

***

PCC,  HA,

Section 106, HA

PCC

££

R16

Identify and create new strategic accessible greenspaces to the north, east and south of Peterborough in association with developments which are compatible with the LDF
B

East Peterborough Country Park

New

A, M, E

***

PCC

GAF, Section 106, PCC,  LT

Management
Company, PCC

£££

£

Promote a new Country Park in the vicinity of
Dogsthorpe & Eye

See also R15

C

South Peterborough Green Park Visitor Attraction  
– Hampton Leys
Explore the development of a regional resource that
promotes the geological, biodiversity and economic
history of the area in the context of extensive area of
semi -natural open space. Site should include income
generating facilities

New

CC, A, M,
E, LP

***

PCC, 0&H, Wi T, NE, FC

GAF, Section 106, C2010, LT,
Potential for revenue and income
generation from Visitor Attraction

Management Trust

£££

£

D

Orton Pit/Hampton Hargate
Protect and manage Orton Pit SAC/SSSI from adverse
development.  Promote a field studies centre in
connection with the SAC to promote the ecological
and geological importance of the sites.

New

A, M, E, C

**

O & H, PCC, Froglife, NE, Wi T ,
PECT

GAF, Section 106, PCC,  LT

Management
Company, PCC

£££

£

R17

24

Promote the enhancement, diversity and accessibility of existing Country Parks
E

Ferry Meadows Country park
Promote a review of the facilities provided by the
County park and identify priorities for additional
/renewed activities

Ex/New

A, M, E, C,
LP

**

NPT
(OP PCC, Wi T,  SE, NE)

GAF, NPT, Section 106

NPT

££

£

F

Crown Lakes Country park
Promote further development of the facilities including
wardening provided by the County park and identify
priorities for additional activities and accessibility

Ex/New

A, M, E, C,
LP

***

O&H, PCC
(OP, Wi T, SE, NE Farcet Parish
Council)

GAF,  O & H,  Section 106

Management
Company/PCC/O & H

££

£

Recommendation

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

Status
Existing/
New

Initiative/Project

R18

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

Promote the enhancement of existing neighbourhood parks within the City and the identification of new neighbourhood facilities in association with new development
P6

Paston Reserve
Create a new open space as part of  Paston Reserve
site

Ex/New

A, M, E

***

Developer,  PCC, PECT, PLAF

GAF,  Section 106, PCC,  LT

Management
Company, PCC

£££

£

P7

Werrington North
New open space resource to north of city. Provision
of links from within and beyond new development to
serve city and adjacent villages

Ex/New

A, M, E

**

Developer, PCC, PECT, PLAF

GAF,  Section 106,  

Management
Company, PCC

£££

£

5&P8

Stanground
New open space resource in conjunction with
development to east of city. Provision of links from
within and beyond new development to serve city and
adjacent villages

Ex/New

A, M, E

***

Developer, PCC, PECT , PLAF

GAF, Section 106

Management
Company, PCC

£££

£

1(b) & P 9

The Embankment
Promote extensive improvements to the existing
park adjacent to the river as part of the city centre
regeneration and Nene Valley Corridor

New

E, A

***

OP, PCC

GAF, BLF, HLF and LT

P 10

Consider the re-launch of the Peakirk Wildfowl Trust
site as destination on the Green Wheel and local
Green Grid site

Ex/New

A, M, E

*

Peakirk Wildfowl Trust, PECT

ALSF, C 2010

Peakirk Wildfowl
Trust,

£

£

R19

Support the improvement and creation of green space linkages within the city between existing and proposed open spaces
P 11

Werrington Brook Corridor/ Gunthorpe Township

Ex/New

A, C, M

**

PCC,  PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 12

Werrington Township

Ex/New

A, C, M

**

PCC,  PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 13

Eastfields/ Dogsthorpe Township

Ex/New

A, C, M

**

PCC, PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 14

Bretton Township

Ex/New

A, C, M

**

PCC,  PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 15

Ravensthorpe /Westwood

Ex/New

C, M

**

PCC,  PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 16

Longthorpe

Ex/New

C, M

**

PCC,  PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 17

The Ortons

Ex/New

C, M

**

PCC,  PECT, PLAF

HLF, BLF

PCC

£

£

P 18

The Hamptons

Ex/New

A, C, M

***

O & H,  PCC, PECT, PLAF

Section 106, GAF, HLF, BLF

PCC

£££

££

£
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Support the development of sites and initiatives that promote the historic/cultural heritage of the area and the incorporation of contemporary arts
G

Flag Fen
Consider how to provide additional support for the
development of and greater public access to the site.
Include access from Industrial areas to the north west  

Ex

CC, A, M,
E, LP

H

Support the development of the John Clare Centre
and links to and around the rural area. Improvements
in interpretation access routes

Ex

CC

J

Promote enhancements to Peterborough Sculpture
Trust’s sculpture trail at Thorpe Meadows. Consider
extensions elsewhere in Nene  valley and beyond
along other parts of the ROW including parts of the
Green Wheel

New

LP

/

Promote involvement of community artist/ resident
artist linked to Hampton’s & other major developments

New

K

Normans Cross
Develop existing resource at Norman cross as centre
to promote of cultural history,  arts facilities and open
space

New

CC, LP

**

Flag Fen, PLAF, PCC, NE

HLF, ES,

Flag Fen

£

John Clare Society, John Clare
Trust, PLAF

HLF

John Clare Trust,

£££
(£1,272,000)

**

Eastern Arts Association

Section 106, GAF, Arts Council,
Individual benefactors, HLF

Peterborough
Sculpture Trust

££

/

**

Eastern Arts Association

Section 106, GAF, Arts Council

Management
Company , PCC

£

/

**

HDC, O & H, EH, CCC

HLF, Section 106

Management
Company

£££

£

(PCC)
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Recommendation

Ref On Dwgs 34-38

Initiative/Project

A

Great Fen - Fenland Cultural Centre
To include use of traditional crafts alongside natural
history interpretation of site

R21

Status
Existing/
New

Guiding
Principles

Priority
(1st=***
2nd= **
3rd=*)

Lead Organization/s
for delivery
(Other Partners)

Ex/New

LP, CC, E, C

*

Great Fen Project

GAF, Arts Council, HLF

Long term
Responsability

Capital
£

Revenue
p.a
£

Great Fen Project,

£££

£

Identify and support the provision of enhanced accessibility by public transport to green infrastructure sites

R22

Consider provision of bus route in to link main tourist
attractions

New

A

**

PCC, Bus operators

Promote Bus Walks as means of providing access for
city residents to access the local countryside

Ex

A

**

PLAF

Section 106, PCC

PCC, Bus Operators

£
/

Promote the development of landscape and biodiversity improvements within the rural area that enhance the diversity of local landscape character as set out in the Peterborough Landscape Character Assessment

See also R3

‘I’

Nassaburgh Woodland Connection Project
Promote continued and improved management of
existing woodland resource and development of
greater connectivity through the creation of new
woodlands and hedgerows between existing blocks.

New

C, E

**

FC, Wi T, Private Landowners
(NE, PCC, RNRP)

EWGS, ES, C 2010

Various

£

£

See also R4

‘II’

Calcareous Grassland and Heath Project
Target environmental improvements for protection,
restoration and creation of calcareous habitats
including road verges, calcareous meadows, former
and remnant heath and restored quarries on
Nassaburgh Plateau

New

C,E

**

Wi T, NE, Landowners

ES, C2010

Landowners/CWT

££

£

See also R2

III

Welland Valley Wet woodland Project
Promote increase in proportion of wet woodland in
Welland valley concentrating on existing and future
mineral restoration sites providing links to north
towards Baston-Langton-West Deeping in Lincolnshire

Ex/New

C, E

**

FC, Wi T, LWT, LCC

EWGS, ES, Section 106, LT, ALSF,
C 2010

Landowners/CWT,
LWT

£

£

See also R2

IV

East Peterborough Wet Woodland and Fen Project
Promote enhancement of and connectivity between
mosaic of wetland and wet woodland located on
restored mineral sites to east of city and connected by
Catswater Drain corridor. To include opportunities to
incorporate County Farm sites

New/Ex

C, E

**

PCC,  SCDC, & ECDC, FC, RSPB,
CF, NE

ES, EWGS,  C 2010, ALSF & LT

Various

££

£

VI

Fen Island Enhancements
Improve the distinction in the Fen Islands at Thorney
and Eye by the use of additional tree planting and
hedgerow planting and restoration as contrast to
adjacent open and flat fens

New

E, C

**

NE, PCC, Landowners

ES, EWGS,  C 2010, ALSF & LT

Landowners/ Various

£

£

R23

Support the appointment of a Green Grid Officer to promote individual schemes and co-ordinate bids for funding
New

26

Delivery Mechanism/ Funding

All

***

NE, PCC,

GAF, CIF, Section 106

£

Key – Guiding Principles
C

Connectivity

•
•
•

To protect and enhance existing biodiversity corridors
Improve linkages between existing habitat clusters
To identify the need for, promote and deliver new biodiversity corridors/ extensions to enhance the Sub -Regional network

M

Multi-functionality

•

To promote enhanced public access to the landscape particularly adjacent to existing and planned settlements

A

Accessibility

•
•
•
•
•

To promote existing strategic cycleways, bridleways and footpaths
To identify new strategic cycleways, bridleways and footpaths
Promote additional Strategic bridging points
Promote new cycle links to complete circular routes from urban areas and villages
Promote navigable waterways

E

Landscape / Biodiversity Enhancement

•

To identify broad area wide initiatives to enhance the existing landscape character and biodiversity potential

LP

Landmark Projects

•

To establish significant individual projects/ sites which act as a public focus for the implementation of the Green Infrastructure
Strategy. To include bold imaginative features and elements  

Delivery Mechanism/Funding
ALSF – Aggregates Levy Sustainability Fund (Natural England)
BLF- Big Lottery Fund (including Changing Spaces, Reaching Communities and Peoples Millions)
CIF- Communities Infrastructure Funding (Department for Communities and Local Government)  
C 2010 - Countdown 2010 Biodiversity Action Fund (Defra and EU)
EWGS - English Woodland Grant Scheme (Forestry Commission)
EFF - Esmee Fairbairn Foundation
ES – Environmental Stewardship (defra and Natural England)
GAF – Growth Area Fund - (Department for Communities and Local Government)
HLF – Heritage Lottery Fund (including New Parks for People Programme, Public Parks Initiative, Local Heritage Initiative and
Landscape Partnerships)
LT – Landfill Tax (inc Landfill Communities Fund and Biffaward Main and Flagship Grants)
NPT – Nene Park Trust
Section 106- Section 106 Agreements from development
SITA- Biodiversity Enhancement for Licensed and Registered Landfill sites

Funding Bands
£ = <£500,000
££= £500,000 – £1,000,000
£££= £1,000,000 - £2,000,000
£££+= > £2,000,000

CC 	 Green Infrastructure Historic Cultural Centre
•

To identify and develop sites with public access to cultural facilities linked to the historic landscape features of the green
infrastructure network. To include historic sites and the interpretation of past land uses and traditions.

Priority (***= Yr 1-3, ** = Yr 4-10, *=Yr 11-20)

Lead Organizations
BP- Biodiversity Partnership
CCC – Cambridge County Council ( - ROW = Rights of way team)
CF- County Farms
EA – Environment Agency
EEDA – East of England Development Agency
EH – English Heritage
FDC – Fenland District Council
FWRSG – Fens Waterways Regeneration Strategy Group
FC – Forestry Commission
FWAG – Farming Wildlife Advisory Group
HA – Highways Agency
HDC – Huntingdonshire District Council
IDB’s – Internal Drainage Boards
IW – Inland Waterways
LCC – Lincolnshire County Council
LWT – Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust
NE – Natural England
NPT – Nene Park Trust
NCC – Northamptonshire County Council
O & H – O & H Hampton Ltd
OP – Opportunity Peterborough
PCC – Peterborough City Council
PECT –Peterborough Environmental City Trust
PLAF – Peterborough Local Access Forum
RNRP – River Nene Regional Park
RSPB – Royal Society for the Protection of Birds
SE – Sport England
Wi T- Wildlife Trust
Wo T – Woodland Trust
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1.Definitions of Green Infrastructure and Size/Threshold Criteria

1.Definitions of Green Infrastructure and Size/Threshold Criteria

1. English Nature
English Nature have also provided guidelines for greenspace as follows:

PPG17 sets out the typology suggested by the Urban Green Spaces Task Force
referred to in PPG17. As a result some of the terms are focused around the
urban context. The categories in the typology are as follows and a record as to
whether they are included in the current study. Inclusion in the GIS analysis will
be dependent on the size of the selected facilities.

In ‘Accessible natural greenspace in towns and cities – an review of appropriate
size and distance criteria’ (No. 153 English Nature Research Reports) English
Nature sets out targets for greenspaces in regard to the provision for the
local population.  The document also provides a number of definitions for
greenspace (section 1).
English Nature’s ‘Urban Greenspace’ standards provide a set of benchmarks
for ensuring access to places of wildlife interest.  These standards are slightly
relaxed from the above research report but it is suggested that they can inform
the standards guiding the Cambridge Sub-Region Strategy.  The EN standards
recommend that people living in towns and cities should have:
•

An accessible natural greenspace of at least 2ha and less than 300 metres
(5 minutes walk) from home;

Category of Open Space

Included in
Cambridge SubRegion GI Study

Urban Parks and (Public) Gardens

Yes

Country Parks

Yes

Natural and Semi- natural Greenspaces

Yes

Green corridors

Yes

Notes

•

At least one accessible 20 hectare site within two kilometres of home; one
accessible 100 hectare site within five kilometres of home; and one accessible
500 hectare site within ten kilometres of home.

Outdoor Sporting Facilities

Yes

Size dependent

Amenity Greenspaces

Yes

Size dependent

It is recognised in the EN report that in some areas it will be hard to achieve in
the short-term, but it should be a long-term aim.

Provision for young children (Play areas)

No

Allotments, Community Gardens and
Urban Farms

Yes

Churchyards & Cemeteries

Yes

Civic Spaces (mainly hard)

No

The Green Infrastructure definition used in the project brief is taken from
‘Biodiversity By Design’ (TCPA).  This publication identifies a typology hierarchy
for Green Infrastructure.  The levels in the hierarchy are:
•

Regional Parks, Green Grids and Community Forests – 500ha upwards and
within 10km of home.  These are best provided on or near the urban fringe, i.e.
where there is sufficient space close to large local populations.

•

Ecology Parks and Nature Reserves – at least 1ha per 1,000 population.

•

Parks and Natural Greenspaces.  These include existing parks, designed
ecological parks and local Nature reserves.  Three levels of provision are
proposed: Metropolitan – 60Ha plus within 3.3 km, District 20ha plus within
1.2km and Neighbourhood 2 ha plus – within 300m of home.

•

Greenway linkages – site specific.  These could follow existing features e.g.
disused railway lines or waterways and create opportunities for access and
ecological connectivity.  They can include woodland linkages and wetland
linkages.

•

Street Trees –  80 trees per km of road.

•

Communal Doorstep spaces – areas less than 1ha.

•

Green Buildings and private spaces – site specific.

This document has been prepared for another growth area.  The definitions
of Green Infrastructure in this document include some of the same source
materials above however it provides a much broader definition of Green
Infrastructure by including all sports fields, play areas and smaller individual
areas of informal open space.  The Open Space Standard stated is:
•

Incidental Open Space – 1.4 ha per 1,000 population.

•

Major Open Space – 2.4 ha per 1,000 population.

6. Peterborough Open Space Strategy

Statutory Local Nature Reserves at a minimum level of one hectare per thousand
population;

2. ‘Biodiversity by design’

5. Planning Sustainable Communities – A Green Infrastructure Guide for
Milton Keynes and the South Midlands

The above assumes an average of 2.3 people per household.

•

(NB It is suggested that the last three steps are too detailed for the purposes of
this study).
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3. PPG 17 Companion Guide Annex A Open Space Typology

Mainly hard
materials

4. Woodland Trust
The Woodland Trust in their document ‘Space for People’ set out aspirational
benchmark standards for woodland provision as follows:
•

That no person should live more than 500m from at least one area of accessible
woodland of no less than 2ha in size.

•

That there should also be at least one area of accessible woodland of no less
than 20ha within 4km (8km round trip) of peoples homes.
The document also states that in the Eastern Region there is 78,443ha of
woodland in an area of 1,957.502 ha = 4%.  Of this woodland 48% is publicly
accessible. ‘Space for People’ identifies that there is a very low provision
of woodland within Cambridgeshire (including Peterborough) even when
compared to other counties in the region.  In Cambridgeshire only 2.3% of the
population have access to a 2ha woodland within 500m and 19.6% to a 20ha site
within 4km.  These figures would increase to 17.24% and 26.47 if inaccessible
woods were opened to the public.  To achieve the aspirational standards there
would be a need for 1,055 ha of woodland to be created within 500m and
910ha within 4km.  However these standards do not reflect the local landscape
character, which may suggest different targets.

This document has been prepared for Peterborough City Council by Atkins
and includes a section on natural and semi-natural greenspace provision.  The
document identifies that the current PCC approach to the provision of natural
and semi-natural greenspace consists of Local Plan Policy LT1 – Open Space in
New Residential Development, which states that 1.4ha of Informal Parkland and
Amenity Space should be provided.
The definition of natural green space used within this study includes areas of
Peterborough that are wholly or partly designated as National or Local nature
conservation designations and all open spaces over 2 ha in size.  The study
makes recommendations that Peterborough should follow the English Nature
ANGsT standards.

(NB:  Providers of data underlined)

A. Base Data sets
County/Unitary Authority Boundary
District Boundary
A Roads
Motorways
Environment Agency
Major Rivers
Peterborough City Council
Settlements
Topography
Hydrology and flooding

B. Data sets used for Existing Landscape
Countryside Agency
Countryside Character Areas
Landscape Description Units (National typology)

D. Data sets for Historic Landscape
English Heritage
SAM (Scheduled Monuments July 05)
Parks and Gardens (July 05)

NB Sites need to be over 2ha to be included in the analysis, but all sites shown
on drawings

English Nature
Ancient woodland

Peterborough City Council
Existing open space

E. Data sets used existing linear access
Cambridgeshire County Council/Peterborough City Council/TLP
Published Routes
Peterborough City Council
Green Grid
ROW
Environment Agency
Navigable Rivers
Sustrans
National Routes, Regional Routes and NCN Links

County Council Structure Plan
Landscape Character Areas
Peterborough City Council
Landscape Character Areas
Forestry Commission
National Inventory of woodland

C. Data sets used for Existing Biodiversity
Wildlife Trust/Peterborough City Council
County Wildlife sites
RIGs
English Nature
RAMSAR Sites
Special Protection Areas- SPA  
Special Areas for Conservation - SAC
National Nature Reserves
Local Nature Reserves
SSSI’s
Ancient /semi-natural woodland
East of England - Core Bio Diversity Areas
National BAP Priority Habitats
Forestry Commission
Forestry Commission
National Inventory of Woodland

G. Data sets used for Existing Green Infrastructure calculations and
analysis

F. Data sets used for Landownership/Land Use Opportunities
Peterborough City Council
Allocated growth locations
Existing minerals planning permissions
Nene Park Trust land
Peterborough City Farms estate
Proposed Roads

Wildlife Trust/Peterborough City Council
County Wildlife sites
English Nature
RAMSAR Sites
SPA’s
SAC’s
National Nature Reserves
Local Nature Reserves
SSSI’s
Forestry Commission
National Inventory of woodland
Woodland Trust
Woodland Trust and other accessible woodland
English Heritage
Parks and Gardens (July 05)

H. Data sets used for Existing Accessible Green Infrastructure
NB Sites need to be over 2ha to be included in the analysis, but all sites shown
on drawings

Cambridgeshire County Council
Cambridgeshire County Farms estate

Peterborough City Council
Existing open space

South Peterborough Green Parks literature
South Peterborough Green Parks area

English Nature
National Nature Reserves
Local Nature Reserves

River Nene Regional Park
River Nene Regional Park area
Great Fen Project literature
Great Fen area
Environment Agency
Fens Waterways Link

Woodland Trust
Woodland Trust and other accessible woodland
Atkins Strategy
Country Parks
Neighbourhood Parks

2.Data Sets And Sources For Illustrating And Analysing Green Infrastructure

2.Data Sets And Sources For Illustrating And Analysing Green
Infrastructure

RSPB
Location of proposed RSPB Bronze Age Fens
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3.Local Authority Open Space Standards

3.Local Authority Open Space Standards
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Some authorities adjacent to Peterborough City Council have an open space standard that is the same as the NPFA 6 acre
standard, (2.4 ha per 1,000) while others have higher standards that include an amount for informal open space.
•

•

Policies G1 – G6 provide guidance but no figures are provided to guide provision. The Local Plan 1995, policy R3, follows the
National Playing Fields Association minimum standard of 2.43 ha per 1000 population, (adopted in HDC as for settlements
over 1000 in total), which includes for: formal sports 1.6 ha – 1.8 ha, Children’s (equipment playgrounds) - 0.2 ha- 0.3 ha and

Peterborough City Council
Policy LT1 (Open Space in New Residential Development) of the Peterborough Local Plan (First Replacement), 2005 states

that “planning permission will not be granted for residential development of 9 or more dwellings unless open space is
provided and laid out in accordance with the minimum standards set out in Appendix VII, which forms part of this policy.
If there are particular deficiencies in open space in the surrounding area, the City Council may seek variations in the
component parts of the required provision to overcome them.”  Appendix VII indicates that the total requirement for
open space is 3.65 hectares per 1000 population.  This includes: 1.2 ha of playing fields, pitches, courts and greens; 0.1
ha of allotments; 1.4 ha of informal parkland and amenity open space; 0.15 ha for ball games; 0.1 ha of neighbourhood
playgrounds; 0.1 ha of adventure playground or play centre; 0.6 ha of play space/open space associated with the net housing
area.
As part of the LDF process the open space standard currently used will be reviewed, to take into account of local need and
requirements. The Open Space Strategy will be used as an evidence base to inform any new open space standard. The Open
Space Strategy suggests a minimum standard of open space for the whole city, which could be included in the LDF. The
recommended standard is set out below, but has not been adopted.

Huntingdonshire District – Draft Core Strategy

Children’s Use (casual or informal play) - 0.4 ha - 0.5 ha. The requirements for additional sports and play facilities associated
with developments of different scales is set out Policy R7. There is no standard for the provision of greenspaces for informal
activities.
•

Fenland District
Fenland Council – District Wide Local Plan, SPG – ‘Play Space Provision’ December 2003, sets out the standards for
children’s and adults play.  This is to comply with the 6 acre standard i.e. 2.4 ha per 1,000 population. There is no additional
requirement for informal open space within this document.

•

East Northamptonshire District Council

Policy RL3 of East Northamptonshire District Local Plan, 1996, follows the National Playing Fields Association minimum
standard of 2.43 ha per 1000 population, for settlements in excess of 1000.  This includes for: youth/adult use 1.6 ha- 1.8 ha,
Children’s playgrounds - 0.2 ha- 0.3 ha and Children’s casual or informal use - 0.4 ha - 0.5 ha.  Amenity areas are excluded
from these figures and there is no standard for the provision of greenspaces for informal activities.

Proposed Open Space Standards
Type of Provision

Minimum Standards of Provision

Country Parks

3.88 ha per 1,000 Population
Country Parks should be located so that no household is more than
5.25km away.

Neighbourhood Parks

1.51 ha per 1,000 Population
Neighbourhood Parks should be located so that no household is more
than 800m away.
All Neighbourhood Parks should meet the Green Flag Standard.

Children’s Play (including Adventure Play Grounds
or Play centre, Ball Games, Neighbourhood Play
Grounds, Play spaces within Housing Areas)

0.42 ha per 1,000 Population
NEAPs and LEAPs should be located so that no household is more than
800m away.

Natural and Semi-natural Greenspace

1 ha of National or Local nature reserve Provision per 1,000 population.
Semi-natural greenspace of at least 2 ha in size should be located so that
no household is more than 300m away.
Semi-natural greenspace of at least 20 ha in size should be located so
that no household is more than 2km away.

Playing Pitches

0.49ha of playing pitches in secure community use per 1,000 population.
Playing pitches in secure community use should be located so that no
household is more than 1.2 km away.

Allotments

0.27 ha per 1,000 households
Allotments should be located so that no household is more than 800m
away.

Amenity Greenspace

Needs to be determined on a site by site basis

•

South Kesteven District Council

Policy REC3 of the South Kesteven Local Plan, 1995, states that the NPFA 6 acre standard (2.4 ha per 1,000) should be applied
to guide the overall provision of open space within the plan area.  Policies REC4-5 go on to specify that 1.6 ha should be
for playing fields and sports pitches and 0.8 ha for children’s play.  There is no standard for the provision of greenspaces for
informal activities.
•

South Holland District Council

Policy HS11 of the South Holland Local Plan, 2005, states that not less than 14% of the gross area of new residential
development should be open space.  The draft open space Supplementary Planning Document to accompany the Local
Plan, and later the LDF, highlights that this reflects the NPFA 6 acre standard, which should be broken down as: Youth
and adult use: 1.6-1.8 hectares per 1000 population; Equipped children’s play areas: 0.2-0.3 hectares per 1000 population;
Casual/informal play areas: 0.4-0.6 hectares per 1000 population.  There is no standard for the provision of greenspaces for
informal activities.

National Policy

Biodiversity by Design: A guide for sustainable communities, Town and Country Planning Association, 2004
The Town and Country Planning Association document provides guidance on how to maximise the opportunities for
biodiversity in the planning and design of sustainable communities. It offers exemplars from international projects
on successful design and management of environmental infrastructure, benefiting communities, to demonstrate new
approaches which have the potential for replication in the UK. The document considers core design principles which relate
well to biodiversity, examines methods of analysing a site and its context, advises on how new Green Infrastructure can be
created that links to existing networks, and considers detailed design and long term management.

Sustainable Communities: Building for the future, DCLG, 2004
The DCLG plan ‘Sustainable Communities: Building for the future’ sets out the government’s proposed locations for
major growth. A key growth area is the London–Stansted–Cambridge-Peterborough corridor, which encompasses the
study area. In addition the study area lies adjacent to the Milton Keynes South Midlands Growth Area on the border with
Northamptonshire. The objectives for Green Infrastructure in the growth areas are:
•
•
•

To raise the quality and accessibility of greenbelt land by improving accessibility, biodiversity and utility value;
To promote more and better publicly accessible green space in and around communities; and
To protect green wedges and green corridors through the planning system.

Regional Policy
Regional Planning Guidance 6: Regional Planning Guidance for East Anglia to 2016
Regional Planning Guidance 6 (RPG6) provides advice on how Local Authorities should address the adoption of strategies
aimed at ensuring that all development is sustainable with regard to the countryside and biodiversity. The advice set out
within RPG6 echoes that of central government.

PPG17: Open Space, Sport and Recreation, DCLG, 2002
PPG17 states that provision for open space, sport and recreation is fundamental to delivering broader government objectives
including urban renaissance, rural renewal, social inclusion and community cohesion, health and well being and sustainable
development. The companion guide to PPG17 reiterates the role of provision for open space, providing guidance on how
local authorities should assess that open space.

The East of England Plan, A Regional Spatial Strategy for the East of England, EERA
A Draft East of England Plan was published in 2004. This was followed by an EIP from which the Inspectors Report was
published in June 2006 and a Panel Report in November 2006. A number of the recommendations were accepted by the
Secretary of State in December 2006, which are currently out for consultation. The policies relevant to Green Infrastructure
within the East of England Plan (as set out in the Secretary of States Recommendations 2006) are identified below.

PPS7: Sustainable development in rural areas, DCLG, 2005
Aims within PPS7 include ensuring the improvement of the quality and sustainability of local environments and
neighbourhoods and continuing the protection of valued landscapes and natural resources.

SS1: Achieving Sustainable Development
SS7: Green belt
SS8: Land in the urban fringe
SS5: Priority areas for regeneration
PB1: Peterborough key centre for development and change
ENV1: Environmental infrastructure
ENV2: Landscape character
ENV3: Biodiversity and earth heritage
ENV5: Woodlands
ENV6: The historic environment
The key policy is ENV1: Environmental infrastructure, which is as follows:

PPS9: Biodiversity and geological conservation, DCLG, 2004
PPS9 is an extension of the government’s biodiversity strategy ‘Working with the grain of nature: A biodiversity strategy for
England’. PPS9 states that biological and geological diversity should be sustained and enhanced as an integral part of social,
environmental and economic development.
Green Spaces, Better Places, Urban Green Space Task Force, 2005
The Urban Green Space Task Force document identifies the benefits of urban parks and green spaces. The document
considers that urban parks and green spaces contribute to urban regeneration and renewal, health, social cohesion,
community development and citizenship, education and life long learning, environmental sustainability, heritage and culture.
Living Places – Cleaner, Safer Greener, DCLG, 2002
The DCLG consider that new thinking is required in the way that the public realm is designed, managed and maintained.
The four challenges identified include accounting for the wide range of owners, tenants and users, combating creeping
degradation, improving the quality of public space for everyone and responding to rapidly changing circumstances.
Reconnecting people and nature: English Nature’s approach, English Nature, 2002
A key aim of English Nature is to promote access to designated areas, enhancing people’s understanding of biodiversity. A
critical focus is on ‘People and Nature’, considering the principles of both social inclusion and sustainability. This is reflected
in the research report ‘Re-connecting people and nature: English Nature’s approach’. A priority within the report is greater
involvement of the community in natural areas.
Position Statement on Local Environmental Quality and Liveability, The Environment Agency, 2002
The role of the Environment Agency is to improve the environment and people’s quality of life, and as such the agency
supports central government’s liveability agenda. The position statement iterates that environmental improvements should
be combined with social and economic benefits. The document also requires urban rivers and wildlife corridors to be
included as part of ‘green space’ initiatives.
The countryside in and around towns: A vision for connecting town and country in pursuit of sustainable
development, The Countryside Agency and Groundwork, 2005
The Countryside Agency and Groundwork set out their vision for connecting town and country within this document. It
sets out ten key functions for the countryside in and around towns to contribute to a high quality of life for all, in addition
to reducing collective impacts on scarce resources. Key functions are defined as the creation of a bridge to the country
and a gateway to the town, in addition to providing a health centre, a classroom and a centre for recycling and renewable
energy. Other functions identified include the role of the countryside as a productive landscape, a cultural legacy, a place for
sustainable living, an engine for regeneration and a nature reserve.

4.Planning Policy Review

4.Planning Policy Review

“Areas and networks of green infrastructure should be identified, created, protected and managed to ensure that an
improved and healthy environment is available for the benefit of present and future communities. This will be particularly
important in those areas identified to accommodate the largest amounts of growth”.
Local development documents should:
• 	

Define a multiple hierarchy of green infrastructure, in terms of location, function, size and levels of use, at every spatial scale
and across all areas of the region based on analysis of existing natural, historic, cultural and landscape assets, including the
identification of new assets required to deliver green infrastructure;

• 	

Identify and require the retention and provision of substantial connected networks of green space, in urban, urban fringe and
adjacent countryside areas to serve the new communities in the sub-region by 2021; and

• 	

Ensure that policies have regard to the economic and social as well as environmental benefits of green infrastructure assets.
Opportunities should be taken to develop green infrastructure so that, as part of a package of measures, it contributes to
achieving carbon neutral development.
Assets of particular regional significance for the retention, provision and enhancement of green infrastructure include:

• 	

The Norfolk and Suffolk Broads; the Norfolk Coast, Suffolk Coast & Heaths, Dedham Vale and Chilterns Areas of Outstanding
Natural Beauty; and the Heritage Coasts (shown on the Key Diagram);
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• 	

Other areas of landscape, ecological and recreational importance, notably the Community Forests (Thames, Marston Vale
and Watling Chase), the Brecks, Epping Forest, Hatfield Forest, the Lee Valley Regional Park and areas around the Stour
Estuary, and

• 	

Strategically significant green infrastructure projects and proposals, such as the Great Fen Project, Wicken Fen Vision, the
Milton Keynes to Bedford Waterway Park, and green infrastructure projects around the fringes of Greater London.”

foundation for an integrated landscape strategy to be prepared for the Eastern Region. The landscape strategy will build
on the existing regionally orientated strategies mentioned above and the wide range of landscape strategies prepared at a
more local scale including landscape character assessments and national, regional and local landscape designations.
Local policy
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan 2003 (NB this will be replaced by the adopted RSS)
The Structure Plan provides a strategic policy for planning and development up to 2016.
The overall aim of the plan is to:

The draft Plan is underpinned by a number of core documents, the most relevant are as follows.
Our Environment, Our Future: The regional environment strategy for the East of England, EERA and EEEF, 2003
The Regional Environment Strategy provides a summary of the current state of the environment in the East of England and
describes the main environmental challenges facing the region and provides a series of strategic aims for responding to
these challenges. The strategy presents a number of key actions that should be implemented to meet the strategic aims.

‘integrate environmental, economic and social progress and minimise the consumption of resources by making provision
in sustainable locations for planned growth of housing, jobs, services and facilities. The benefits of this provision are to be
accessible to all sectors of the community.’
The sustainable development strategy gives priority to biodiversity and quiet forms of recreation in selected areas of the
countryside, requires development to facilitate the provision of new and improved community services through the use of
developer contributions and aims to promote safe access for all to recreation and leisure in the countryside. Relevant policies
include:

The relevant strategic aims are as follows:
SA1: Accommodate population and economic growth whilst protecting and enhancing the environment
SA4: Reduce the vulnerability of the region to climate change
SA8: Promote the environmental economy
SA10: Maintain and enhance landscape and townscape character
SA11: Enhance biodiversity
SA12: Conserve and enhance the historic environment
SA14: Increase understanding and ownership of environmental issues

•
•
•
•
•

A shared vision: The regional economic strategy for the East of England, EERA and EEDA, 2004
The Regional Economic Strategy sets the long term vision for sustainable economic development in the East of England. The
relevant goal is to provide high quality places to live, work and visit. A key priority within this goal is to develop and enhance
green spaces and infrastructure to support economic growth. The key actions identified to achieve this key priority include
the following:
•
•
•

The development and management of green networks of infrastructure for the region
The investment in and enhancement of key environmental assets
The development of a high quality and accessible urban-rural fringe

The Plan recognises that country parks are important for Cambridgeshire and Peterborough and promotes the use of walking
and cycling networks to minimise motorised travel and realise health improvements.
Cambridgeshire Landscape Guidelines, Cambridgeshire County Council, 1991
The Cambridgeshire Landscape Guidelines set out the vision and objectives for the Cambridgeshire landscape in addition to
providing guidance for landowners, tenants and developers. The objectives of the guidelines are as follows:
•
•
•

The regional economic strategy will be updated in 2007.
•
The Regional Social Strategy: A strategy to achieve a fair and inclusive society in the East of England, EERA, DCLG
and EEDA, 2004
The Regional Social Strategy sets out a vision, objectives and actions to achieve a fair and inclusive society for the East of
England. A key objective presented is SO6: To support the development of sustainable communities. The strategy highlights
the strong links between proximity to nature and social well being.
Action Point 3 of the strategy is as follows:

•
•

Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Biodiversity Vision Map, Cambridge Biodiversity Partnership 2002
The  Cambridge and Peterborough Biodiversity Vision Map sets out how the Cambridge Biodiversity Partnership propose
the green and wet spaces in the county should look in 2050. The map displays new fens and large areas of woodland and
grassland.

Healthy Futures: A regional health strategy for the East of England 2005-2010, EERA, 2005
The Regional Health Strategy contains three themes, the most relevant being Theme A: Health in Sustainable Communities.
A number of Strategic Priorities are set out within this theme. Strategic Priority 1 is to ensure that the social, economic and
environmental foundations of healthy lifestyles are designed creatively into new and existing communities in the East of
England.

•
•
•
•
•
•

Quality of life
Spatial planning
Economic development
Renewable energy
Education and learning
Natural environment
The strategy considers the advantages that trees can bring to the urban fringe and the built environment, stating that trees
and woodlands in and around the built environment can contribute towards creating places where people want to live and
work and help to define the cultural identity of urban areas.

Peterborough Local Plan First Replacement, 2005
The strategic aim relevant to the Peterborough Green Grid Strategy is Protecting our Environment, which encompasses the
following objectives:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
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Conserve and improve the quality of the environment, enhancing local distinctiveness
Safeguard the most important landscape and wildlife sites and the best quality agricultural land, and protect and enhance
biodiversity
Protect and enhance the built environment
Ensure new development respects its surroundings
Encourage the efficient use of resources - land, materials, energy, water
Minimise flood risk for both new and existing development
Encourage less environmentally damaging means of travel
The leisure and tourism chapter of the plan sets out its aims as:

•
•
•

The emerging Regional Landscape Strategy
A scoping study has been undertaken by Chris Blandford Associates on behalf of the Countryside Agency to establish the

Increase people’s awareness of landscape quality
Mobilise care and action amongst the main bodies who play the most active role in generating tomorrow’s landscapes
Improve overall visual quality and strengthen the contrasts between landscapes in different parts of the County (emphasising
a sense of place)
Integrate wildlife conservation into landscape action at all scales from planning at a county level, through site planning,
design and management, to the detailing of hard and soft features at the smallest scale
Protect and enhance historic features
Conserve existing features and create landmarks and ‘personality’ in the landscape
Cambridgeshire Biodiversity Action Plan
The Cambridgeshire Biodiversity Action Plan encompasses Cambridgeshire and Peterborough, setting out the species and
habitats in the locality for which detailed action plans have been prepared.

‘To directly promote the development of strategic networks of green space that benefit physical and mental well being,
particularly in areas of deprivation, by providing for more contact with nature for all across the Sustainable Communities Plan
growth areas’.

Woodland for life: The regional woodland strategy for the East of England, EERA and the Forestry Commission, 2003
The Regional Woodland Strategy sets out a vision and a series of action plans to enable trees and woodlands to deliver high
quality and sustainable benefits within the region. Key themes include:

Policy P7/1- Sites of Natural and Heritage Interest
Policy P7/2 - Biodiversity
Policy P7/3 – Countryside Enhancement Areas
Policy P7/4 – Landscape
Policy P7/5 – Urban Fringe.

•

To encourage and generate initiatives that will improve the quality and range of leisure facilities and tourist attractions;
To secure an adequate range and quantity of leisure facilities throughout the District which are accessible to the whole of the
population, including visitors;
To secure from developers carrying out residential development, adequate provision of all leisure facilities which are required
to meet the needs generated by the development; and
To ensure that the provision of new leisure and tourist facilities in Peterborough takes place without damaging the quality of
the natural and built environments and is in accordance with the principles and practice of sustainable development

The relevant policies of this chapter are:
•
•
•
•

LT1 - Open Space in New Residential Development
LT2  - Off-site Contributions Towards the Provision of Open Space for New Residential Development
LT3 – Loss of open space
LT8 – Hampton Country Park
The landscape and natural environment chapter of the plan sets out the aims of the plan for landscape and the natural
environment as follows:

•
•
•
•
•
•

To promote sustainable development with low environmental impact within the rural areas of the District
To restrict new development in the open countryside to that which genuinely requires a rural location or meets an essential
need related to the rural economy
To promote biodiversity through the development process
To protect agricultural land of the best and most versatile quality
To protect and enhance areas of best landscape and sites of special importance for nature conservation
To ensure that any new development maintains and enhances the quality of the landscape and preserves areas of existing
nature conservation value
The key relevant policies from this chapter are:

•
•
•
•
•

LNE1 – Development in the Countryside
LNE2 – Green Wedges
LNE6 – Buffer Zones for Development Bordering the Countryside
LNE7 – Areas of Historic Landscape or Parkland
LNE8 – The Nene Valley
Local Development Framework
Core Strategy
Peterborough City Council is developing their Local Development Framework which will replace the Local Plan. As part of
the LDF process, the council are currently producing the Core Strategy which will set out the broad spatial vision for the city.
This document will include a number of strategic polices, which, will include a policy about the provision of open space and
green infrastructure. This policy will provide a link to the requirements of the Green Grid Strategy and will also bring together
the requirements of the Open Space strategy, which will help form an evidence bases for the LDF. This policy will ensure that
a network of green infrastructure is in place to support the growth and development of the city.
Draft Rights of Way Improvement Plan, Peterborough City Council
The Draft Rights of Way Improvement Plan has been prepared in response to the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000.
The analysis of user needs and demands and the assessment of the network identified the following key issues:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The need to have routes adequately signed, maintained and free from obstruction
Misunderstanding as to how the rights of way network is managed and maintained, and by who
Difficulties in getting to the countryside without the use of a car
Uncertainty as to where users can and cannot go using rights of way
Information provided about the off-road network is neither adequate nor well enough co-ordinated or targeted
Users have to walk along or cross busy roads linking sections of the network
The off-road network does not adequately provide for horse riding
Uncontrolled dogs and fouling are a deterrent to countryside users especially parents with children
Insufficient off-road routes linking communities and services
Insufficient circular routes starting from settlements or other suitable locations
Too many barriers & structures
The off-road network does not meet the needs of many potential users
Seasonal obstructions are created by ploughing and cropping
Need to raise awareness of Councillors, staff and the public about rights of way issues, best practice, etc
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5.Funding Sources for delivery and management of Green
Infrastructure
1.

There are a range of ways of achieving and funding Green Infrastructure. A number of these sources are well established e.g.
106 Agreements while others are regularly changing with new and evolving government initiatives.  It is expected that new
developments will make a substantial contribution to provision of new Green Infrastructure and also potentially the scope
to upgrade existing facilities. However it is likely that many Green Infrastructure initiatives and projects proposed in the
Greater Green Grid Strategy will involve a combination of a number of different funding sources and partnerships including
developers, central government agencies, the private commercial sector, the voluntary sector and private landowners.  The
following provides an update and overview of the grant aid opportunities. It should be noted that grant opportunities are
subject to change and should be regularly checked for eligibility.

SITA Trust
5.

http://www.sitatrust.org.uk/

Growth Area Fund
2.

Proposed initiatives involving land acquisition or capital and revenue associated with land, which may include strategic links
between existing sites, may be eligible for growth area funding, (if continued after March 2008 -GAF3).  The second round
(GAF2) closed in 2005 with successful projects commencing in April 2006 over two years. This fund is locally administered by
DCLG through the GoEast office in Cambridge.  Integrated bids for Green Infrastructure and public access are encouraged.  
These may involve partnerships between local authorities, government organizations and other delivery agents, such as
Forestry Commission/Forest Enterprise, Wildlife Trusts, the Woodland Trust and PECT.  Funding covers capital and revenue
expenditure, primarily for a two-year period.  There will however be a need to generate income for ongoing management.
The South Peterborough Green Parks secured funding during GAF2 for works including the upgrading of sections of the
Green Wheel.  The Great Fen Project located to the south of Peterborough in Huntingdonshire has also secured funding
through GAF.

Aggregates Levy
6.

In April 2002 a levy on aggregate extraction was introduced by Defra. Part of the money raised by this levy is being used to
finance the Aggregates Levy Sustainability Fund (ALSF). The aim of the ALSF is to address the environmental and social
costs of aggregate extraction by delivering environmental improvements, minimising the demand for primary aggregates
and reducing the local effects of aggregate extraction. Natural England have developed the ALSF Partnership Grant
Scheme. They will administer an allocation of around £5.7 million in 2005/2006 and £4 million in 2006/2007, to fund Land and
Community-based work. Grant awards made by the ALSF Partnership Grants Scheme are normally in the range of 50% – 75%
of eligible project costs.
http://www.english-nature.org.uk/about/alsf.htm

GAF has funded the following projects in Peterborough to date.
•
•
•
•

London Road Access (£10 million)
Green Park South– including upgrading section of the Green Wheel (£1 million)
Key Theatre - Community and Young People’s Studio (£0.6 million)
Bagley End - open space regeneration project (£1 million)

England Rural Development Programme
7.

Community Infrastructure Funding
3.

The Community Infrastructure Fund is a £200m fund (announced in 2004) to support transport projects across all four growth
areas, (Thames Gateway, London-Stansted-Cambridge-Peterborough (LSCP), Milton Keynes-South Midlands and Ashford).  It
is jointly administered by the Department for Transport and the DCLG.
http://www.communities.gov.uk/index.asp?id=1164649

4.

The landfill tax credit scheme regulated by Entrust is to be renamed Landfill Communities Fund. This fund can generate
finance for environmental, conservation and public amenity initiatives managed by registered environmental bodies,
although these often preclude local authorities.  Projects located within 10 miles of an active landfill site are eligible however
it should be recognised  with the emphasis moving away from landfill, that this source of funding is likely to diminish.  
Discussions with waste operators will identify existing and potential funding opportunities.  The delivery of biodiversity
conservation for UK species/habitats is one of the criteria identified for funding and this mechanism has been successfully
applied elsewhere for Green Infrastructure projects. Further grants are available through the Biffaward Flagship Grants and
the Biffaward Main Grants. Applicants need to be members of Entrust.

Between 2000 and 2006 £1.6 billion was funded through The European Union and Defra. The scheme coverers a wide range
of funding including Environmental stewardship and English Woodland Grant schemes  (see below) to help farmers and
foresters. Applications are open to landowners and managers. From Sept 2006 administration of the fund passes to regional
development agencies.
www.defra.gov.uk/erdp

Agri-environment and Woodland Grants
8.

These new grants, which are being administered by the Natural England and the Forestry Commission have the potential to
enhance the biodiversity, landscape quality and public access of privately owned farmland and are therefore highly relevant
to the implementation of the greenspace strategy for the Peterborough Green Grid.  It is considered that the potential to use
these funding sources would be realised far more effectively if a project officer or team could be assembled (partially funded
by Natural England), to target landowners in strategic locations, for example the urban fringe of Peterborough and where
strategic access links are required over farmland by negotiated and licensed rights of way.

9.

Stewardship and Higher-Level Stewardship and/or English Woodland Grant Scheme as promoted by the Forestry
Commission and/or the Agri-environment Schemes promoted by Defra. It should be remembered that the Forestry
Commission, English Woodland Grant Scheme can fund new woodlands planted under Section 106 agreements or under
other Conditions of Planning (depending on the usual eligibility entry criteria attached to the scheme).

Landfill Tax

http://www.ltcs.org.uk/
http://www.biffaward.org/projects/flagship.php

http://www.defra.gov.uk/erdp/schemes/es/default.htm
http://www.defra.gov.uk/erdp/schemes/ewgs/default.htm

Countdown 2010 Biodiversity Action Fund
10.
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Through the Enriching Nature Programme – £13.5M is available for biodiversity projects in England, over the next three
years. This provides funding for biodiversity projects around any licensed and registered landfill site in England. This funding
programme has been developed by SITA Trust, in consultation with the nine Regional Biodiversity Flora in England. Each
Forum, or region, will receive £500,000 per year. Enriching Nature has been designed to support the recovery of species and
habitats identified as a priority by both national and regional biodiversity action plans.

The Countdown 2010 Biodiversity Action Fund is the new name for the Environmental Action Fund (EAF) biodiversity stream,
which was previously administered by Defra and is part of a Europe-wide initiative. This fund will support projects that help
achieve the UK government’s commitment to halt the loss of biodiversity by 2010, through delivering the objectives of the
England Biodiversity Strategy and Biodiversity Action Plan targets. Only voluntary conservation sector organisations are

eligible to apply for this fund, which will be administered jointly by Defra and Natural England. Grants will initially be made
for two years (2006/07 and 2007/08) – although bids are now closed. The value of awards will be between £25,000 and
£250,000 per year. Any grant will have to receive matched funding. Monies cannot be used for the purchase of land and only
properly constituted charities and Trusts can apply.

•

http://www.english-nature.org.uk/about/countdown.htm

Landscape Partnerships
This fund is administered by Heritage Lottery Fund and in 2006-7 is expected to make grants of c. £10 million. The focus is to
make long term social, economic and environmental benefits to rural areas by conserving and enhancing landscape heritage.
Applicants can be made a number of individuals or organisations linked together as partners through written agreement or a
non for profit organization with a written set of rules or a constitution. There are two deadlines each year for applications are
normally restricted to registered charities.
http://www.hlf.org.uk/English/HowToApply/OurGrantGivingProgrammes/LandscapePartnerships/

Big Lottery Fund
11.

The Big Lottery Fund is responsible for distributing half of the money that the National Lottery raises for good causes and
includes a number of different funds. Applications could be targeted to particular areas of local need and shortfall.

•

Changing Spaces
Between 2006 and 2009 £234 million is being made available to help local communities in England improve their
environment through the ‘Changing Spaces’ programme, which has three priority areas including community spaces and
access to the natural environment. Bids are welcome from single organisations or partnerships.

Esmee Fairbairn Foundation
13.

Up to £29 million pa is available for a range of programmes including environment (£5.9 million). No maximum or minimum
grant however there is an average award of £52,000 with the aim to improve the quality of life for people and communities
both now and in the future. Applications are received from registered charities and properly constituted organizations.
http://www.esmeefairbairn.org.uk/

http://www.biglotteryfund.org.uk/prog_changing_spaces
•

Reaching Communities
£100 million is available from the Big Lottery Fund between 2006–9 with grants of between £10,000 and £500,000 under
the Reaching Communities programme with aim of creating strong and healthy citizens. Schemes will be eligible that can
demonstrate improvements to rural and urban environments.
www.biglotteryfund.org.uk

•

Peoples Millions
This initiative has a total of £66.5 million available for 2006-9 with the aim of transforming local communities to make them
cleaner safer and greener. Funds should be seen to improve the local natural environment and design and appearance of
local amenities. Funds will be allocated on the basis of public voting through the televised ‘Peoples Millions’ programmes.
http://www.biglotteryfund.org.uk/prog_peoples_millions

Heritage Lottery Fund
12.

There are a number of funds available from the Heritage Lottery Fund as follows:

•

Public Parks Initiative
This initiative helps with the restoration and regeneration of historic parks and gardens, including urban squares and historic
cemeteries. Those communities that are likely to benefit from the park project should be involved in designing the project as
this will encourage more people to enjoy and become involved in their park. They can be applied for and administered by
local government, quasi-public organisations and charitable trusts etc. These would potentially assist in creasing the quality
and value of the urban open spaces and parks within Peterborough.
www.hlf.org.uk

•

New Parks for People Programme
The Heritage Lottery Fund and Big Lottery Fund are running the new Parks for People Programme, which will operate in
the first instance for approximately three years. A total budget of £25 million is allocated for 2006-7 and grants ranging from
£250,000 to £5 million are available for projects that will improve public parks in the UK, and create new opportunities for
communities to learn about and enjoy their local environment. For the purposes of this scheme, the term ‘public park’ refers
to an existing designed urban or rural green space, the main purpose of which is for informal recreation and enjoyment.
Such parks are usually owned and managed by a local authority, although applications from other not-for-profit organizations
that own public parks are welcomed. A number of criteria, including the park meeting the local social, economic and
environmental needs, need to be met for funding to be granted. Importantly both capital work and revenue activities will be
supported.
http://www.hlf.org.uk/English/MediaCentre/Archive/Parks+for+People.htm

•

Local Heritage Initiative
£4.4 million was made available between 2005-6 but funds are more limited funds now. This Heritage Lottery fund was
administered by the Countryside Agency (now Natural England). The aim is to help local, groups wishing to develop heritage
projects to help investigate, explain and care for local landscape, landmarks, traditions and culture. Projects should by
applied for and actively involve the local community.
www.lhi.org.uk
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Title

Forename

Surname

Position

Company

Mr

Jonathan

Price

Mr

Paul

Williams

Head of Asset Management

Axiom Housing

Mrs

Charron

Pugsley-Hill

Mrs

Margaret

Brown

Clerk to Parish Council

Ailsworth Parish Council

Mr

John

Adams

Waterway Development
Manager

Environment Agency

Mr

A.R.

Gowers

Clerk to Parish Council

Bainton Parish Council

Ms

Bethan

Eggboro

Sustainable Development
Project Officer

Environment Agency

Janet

Banks

Clerk to Parish Council

Barnack Parish Council

Mrs

Sarah

Fowler

Regional Strategy Manager

Environment Agency

A

Howell

Clerk to Parish Council

Borough Fen Parish Council

Ms

Louise

Johnson

Sustainable Development
Delivery Manager

Environment Agency

Alison

Meinyczuk

Clerk to Parish Council

Bretton Parish Council

Dr

Ron

Linfield

Area Manager

Environment Agency

Mr

Jamie

Roberts

Biodiversity Projects Manager

Buglife

Mr

A.R.

Smalldridge

Clerk to Parish Council

Etton Parish Council

Mr

Steve

Robertson

Director

Business Link for Cambridgeshire

Brenda

Eye

Clerk to Parish Council

Eye Parish Council

Ms

Fabiola

Blum

Partnership Co-ordinator

Cambridgeshire and Peterborough
Biodiversity Partnership

Mr

Chris

Hodson

Fenland District Council

Mr

James

Jacomb

Cambridgeshire and Peterborough
Biodiversity Records Centre

Mrs

Mary

Russell

Forestry Authority

Mr

John

Bridge, OBE

Chief Executive

Cambridgeshire Chamber of Commerce
& Industry

Mr

Matthew

Clements

Co-ordinator

Friends of the Earth

Ms

Julia

Barrett

Director of Environment and
Regulation

Cambridgeshire County Council

Mrs

Jane

Stubbs

PECT Company Member

Friends of the Earth

Mr

David

Bethell

Greenspaces Officer

Cambridgeshire County Council

Mrs

Jacqueline

Ward Dyer

Chief Executive

Froglife

Mrs

Barbra

Wilcox

Cambridgeshire County Council

Mr

Dave

Ellis

Clerk to Parish Council

Glinton Parish Council

Mr

Robert

Phillips

Environmental Planner

Carter Jonas

Mr

Mike

Barnes

Director, Rural & Natural
Resources Policy

GO-East

Mrs

S.E.

Henson

Clerk to Parish Council

Castor Parish Council

Mr

Richard

Kay

Ms

Catherine

Cairns

Senior Countryside Adviser

Countryside Agency

Mr

Allan

Arnott

Interim Chairman

Greater Peterborough Partnership

Mr

David

Shaw

Town Planning Consultant

David Shaw Planning

Mr

Richard

Astle

Director

Greater Peterborough Partnership

Mrs

Sandra

Hudspeth

Clerk to Parish Council

Deeping Gate Parish Council

Dr

Andy

Liggins

Director of Public Health

Greater Peterborough Primary Care
Partnership

Ms

Katie

Hilton

Rural Development Adviser

Defra

Ms

Sue

Mitchell

Assistant Director Public Health

Greater Peterborough Primary Care
Partnership

Mr

Neil

Osborn

Planning Consultant

Development Land and Planning
Consultants Ltd

Mrs

Kathie

Rowbotham

Clerk to Parish Council

Helpston Parish Council

Ms

Lorna

McShane

PECT Company Member

DLA Piper Rudnick Gray Cary UK LLP

Mr

Richard

Probyn

Planning Policy Manager

Huntingdonshire District Council

Mr

Jamie

Merrick

Director of Sustainable
Communities

East of England Development Agency

Mr

Pat

Knight

Ms

Sarah

Fendley

Team Manager, Beds & Cambs

English Nature

Mr

Simon

Wright

Senior Surveyor

Lambert Smith Hampton

Mr

Jim

Gammie

Deput Area Manager Beds/
Cambs Team

English Nature

Mr

Dave

Thompson

Associate Director

LDA Design Consulting LLP

Ms

Sarah

Hamley

Regional Policy Officer

English Nature

Mr

Alan

Haines

Strategic Services Manager

Luminus Group

Mr

Alan

Pearsons

People & Nature Development
Officer

English Nature

Mr

A

Gdaniec

Clerk to Parish Council

Marholm Parish Council

Mr

Senior Planning Advisor

English Nature
English Nature

GO-East

Huntingdonshire District Council

Mr

Dick

Talbot

Clerk to Parish Council

Maxey Parish Council

Mr

Robert

Dalgliesh

Chief Agent for Fitzwilliam
Estates

Milton (Peterborough) Estates Company

Mr

Andrew

Williams

Managing Director

Mr

A

Howell

Mr

Derek

Mr

Clerk to Parish Council

Ufford Parish Council & Wansford Parish
Council

Mrs

P

Stuart-Mogg

Nene Housing Society Ltd

Mr

Martin

Baker

Clerk to Parish Council

Newborough Parish Council

Mr

H.A.

Warren

Lea

Clerk to Parish Council

Northborough Parish Council

Mr

Johnathan

Plowe

Matthew

Bullock

Chief Executive

Norwich & Peterborough Building Society

Mr

P

Spiegl

Mr

Patrick

O’Leary

Mrs

C

Hunt

Clerk to Parish Council

Orton Longueville Parish Council

Mr

G

Herriott

Clerk to Parish Council

Orton Longueville Parish Council

Mrs

H

Hall

Clerk to Parish Council

Orton Waterville Parish Council

Mr

Mike

Evans

Ms

A

Hankins

Clerk to Parish Council

Peakirk Parish Council

Mr

James

Major

Dickens Watts and Dade

Ms

Louise

Wilcox

Peterborough City Council

Mr

Richard

Dade

Dickens Watts and Dade

Mr

Peter

Heath-Brown

Planning Policy Manager

Peterborough City Council

Mr

T.C.

Richardson

Carter Jonas

Ms

Elaine

Jewell

Head of Culture & Recreation

Peterborough City Council

Mr

A Greater Peterborough c/o Mr
David Shaw

Mr

Graeme

Law

Mr

Simon

Pickstone

Mrs

Rosemary

Smith

Mr

Hugh

Cripps

Mr

Neil

Murray

Mr

Bob

Mr

The Wildlife Trust
Clerk to Parish Council

Wittering Parish Council
Woodland Trust

Clerk to Parish Council

Wothorpe Parish Council

PALC - Peterborough
Association of Local Councils

Opportunity Peterborough
Mr

Church Commissioners c/o Ian
Smith

Smiths Gore

O & H Properties c/o Heather
Pugh

David Lock Associates
Senior Regeneration manager

English Partnerships

Peterborough City Council

Manor Estates c/o John Dadge

Barker Storey Matthews

Sustainable Travel Officer

Peterborough City Council

Allison Homes Eastern c/o Neil
Osborn

Development Land and Planning Ltd

Planning Implementation
Manager

Peterborough City Council

Malborough Developments Ltd
c/o Mr David Shaw

David Shaw Associates

Peterborough Environment City Trust

Mr

Martin

Bagshaw

John Martin and Associates

Chairman

Peterborough Local Access Forum

Miss

Sue

Holgate

Hon. Secretary

The John Clare Society

Smith

Vice Chairman

Peterborough Local Access Forum

Mr

Brian

Armstrong

Wildlife Officer

Peterborough City Council

Steve

Magenis

Business Development Director

Royal Haskoning

Mr

Darren

Sharpe

Landscape Officer

Peterborough City Council

Mr

Richard

Powell

Regional Director

RSPB

Mr

Charles

Clay

Landscape Architect

Blenheim Court (Unit 6)

Mr

John

Sharpe

Conservation Manager

RSPB

Mr

Ben

Robinson

Historic Environment Officer

Museum & Arts Gallery

Mr

Mike

Holland

Director

Smye Holland Associates

Mr

Andy

Turner

Senior Grounds Maintenance
Contracts Manager

Contract Services

Mrs

S

Pawson

Clerk to Parish Council

Southorpe Parish Council

Mr

Paul

Pace

Section Head - Environmental
Management

Peterborough City Council

Mr

Nigel

Brigham

Regional Manager

Sustrans East of England

Ms

Isabel

Clark

Interim Planning Development
Manager

Strategic Resources

Mrs

P

Stuart-Mogg

Clerk to Parish Council

Sutton Parish Council

Mr

Philip

Raiswell

Planning Officer - East

Sport England

Mr

H

Warren

Clerk to Parish Council

Thornhaugh Parish Council

Mr

Alex

Nicholls

Cambridgeshire Team Leader

RDS
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Introduction

Data sets and analysis

A stakeholder consultation event was held on the afternoon of 20 July 2006 at an
interim stage in the development of the Greater Peterborough Green Grid Strategy for
Peterborough City Council.  The views of a wide range of Stakeholders were sought,
and these notes aim to capture the information that was put forward during the event.  
Throughout the text, the results for each of the workshop groups is shown using the
colours allocated to the groups at the session.

Present
No sticker group
Ruth Sismey			
Stuart McPhee			
Bob Smith			
Rohan Wilson 			
Renuka Gunasekara 		
Matthew Clements 		
John Marsden 			
Sue Turner 			
Dave Hill 			
Simon Pickstone 			
Graeme Law 			
Jacqueline Ward Dyer 		

The Landscape Partnership
PCC (Natural Environment)
PLAF
FoE/Ramblers Association
Haskoning (Water Management)
Bretton Parish Council/FoE
PCC (Recreation Services)
PCC (Grounds Maintenance)
PCC (Planning)
PCC (Sustainable Travel)
PCC (Planning)
Froglife

Red sticker group
Jonathan Billingsley		
David Thompson			
Jonathan Price			
John Dadge			
Richard Kay			
Alex Nichols			
James Jacomb			
Helen Locke			
Brian Palmer			
Brian Armstrong			
Neil Murray			

The Landscape Partnership
LDA Design
English Nature
Barker Storey Matthews
GoEast
Rural Development Service
Biological Records Centre
O&H Properties
Barnack Parish Council
PCC (Ecology)
PLAF

Blue sticker group
Phill Wray			
Laura Smith			
Peter Heath-Brown		
Bethan Eggboro 			
Candy Reed 			
Nigel Brigham			
Charles Clay 			
Joan Wilkinson 			
Catherine Lee			
Jim Gammie 			
June Woolard 			
Daniel Piec			
Catherine Cairns			
Steve Horner 			

The Landscape Partnership
The Landscape Partnership
PCC (Planning)
Environment Agency
Environment Agency
Sustrans
PCC (Landscape)
Friends of the Earth
Bretton Parish Council
English Nature
Barnack Parish Council
Froglife
Countryside Agency
PCC

1. Are there any key data sets missing from the consideration of Green Infrastructure?
Strategic prioritised pedestrian network
Primary cycle network
Green Wheel Network needs updating
Open space within villages
Areas outside of PCC boundary
Stewardship grant schemes
Watercourses and waterbodies (and their accessibility and biodiversity interest)
Public transport interchanges, especially in rural areas (park and ride facilities,
multifunctionality)
Any existing private landowner groups (like conservancies in South Africa)
Census data – weighting of provision
Shopping centres – opportunity for connectivity to Green Grid/multifunctionality
Flood data and flood alleviation
Bus Routes
Consider the function of some of the Open Space classifications because may be large
but not very accessible e.g. Bedford Purlieu
Data on the urban travel network
The ecological database held by English Nature
Links to nationally and internationally protected sites
The cycle and pedestrian network, including Public Rights of Way and informal routes
Links beyond the Local Authority Boundary
2. What are the main issues from the existing analysis of the data for developing the
strategy?
(e.g. what and where are the gaps in terms in the existing and future provision ?)
Westward links out of Peterborough to meet Northampton
Need to improve/expand cultural, heritage and biodiversity features. Add to
Peterborough as a destination
Need links from the Urban Area outwards to countryside
Not currently legible or on the ground to see
Dukes of Bedford connection – more could be made of their influence – centre for
drainage history?
The role of the River Nene could be expanded
Car Dyke and some of the other major ditches/dykes could be made more of
Continuity of footpaths needs to be improved
There are obvious missing links in the Rights of Way network
The network also needs to be advertised more
Demography – changing age range within Peterborough
Changing population in terms of cultures as well
Need more shorter routes
Also need larger accessible spaces within the city
Need to address issues of severance e.g. by A47, A1, parkways, etc. – put in bridges,
subways, etc.
Use the Dutch examples of green bridges over motorways, etc.
Flight paths of birds (in terms of future development disrupting and also locations of
new turbines and pylons, etc.)
Areas outside of the biodiversity designations still exist but it is not known what is
there!
Water control on the River Nene may have altered the biodiversity of the area
Great Fen
Links to outside the study area
Consider the management approach to the areas
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Landscape
2. What are the main aspects of the landscape and historic character that need to be
recognised in the development of the Strategy?
The characteristics of each of the landscape areas
The recreational needs of the population
3. What are the main opportunities in landscape terms for the development of the
area?
Nene Valley Regional Park – extend into Peterborough
Landfill and mineral workings
Future land uses
4. What are the main threats/ forces for change to the local landscape character and
how can these best be tackled? (NB These may vary between landscape character
areas).
Climate Change – link to flood management
Subsidence and climate change
Industrial and residential development
Increases in population
Traffic and transport
Changing farming practices
5. Are there any key initiatives that should/could be built into the Green Infrastructure
strategy in regard to landscape character:
Sustainable drainage can be integrated and provide attractive routes for people
A SUDs structure could be a landmark project
Use of the Nene Washes
Greater use of Nene washes nearer the city
Greater use of the Fens as a resource area
Agri-environmental schemes, including higher level stewardship
Projects on city farm estates
The Forestry Commission Woodland Grant Scheme
The maintenance, enhancement and promotion of city parks
Promotion of the John Clare Centre for Environmental Education
Hydrological initiatives – recreation, agriculture and conservation, water quality, flood
risk assessments and catchment management strategies
Biodiversity
6. Where are the main strategic bio-diversity corridors and resources in the area that
need to be recognised in the development of the Strategy? (NB Include those outside
the authority in neighbouring areas).
Waterways and agricultural headlands are key links and can provide links through
development areas
North south corridors are needed to cope with climate change.  These need to link
SSSIs and other designated sites to facilitate natural change
CWS within the large estates are generally for trees and invertebrates

Rivers
Woods to west and links to Rockingham Forest
Grassland habitat corridors and linkage to the west in Northants
Those identified within English Nature’s audit.
Links between nationally and internationally designated sites
Biodiversity networks following the rivers and the wash
The two duck decoys south of Peterborough, one owned privately and one owned by
the Wildlife Trust
The biodiversity network within the city
Links to designated areas outside of the study area
Wetland corridors include the main rivers of the Nene, Welland and the Streams/
Dykes including Car Dyke, King Dyke and Stanground Stream (?). Plus new
connections in SPGP’s
Woodlands connections to the west and outside to Northants. Plus woodland through
Eye to east?
7. Where are the main strategic gaps in Biodiversity terms within the existing Green
Infrastructure network in the area? (NB bear in mind any current and proposed
initiatives)

carriageway
There is no access to Hampton
Need sustainable links (bridges or other links) wherever there is severance
There is a problem with planning applications coming in where there are Rights of
Ways adjacent to application sites.  These are affected by the proposals (e.g. by
increased use) but this is not considered as it is outside the area (e.g. Willow Hall Farm,
Alwalton Hill)
Where appropriate, neighbourhoods should be developed to be car free (Design
Manual for Streets)
More circular R O W ( e.g. South west of Barnack)
Possible use of old Roman roads inc. King Street.
Finding ways over the main barriers of A1, A47 and railways and some drains
Develop cycleway along Nene valley railway
Improve links over A1 from Ortons to Ridgeline to west
Improve access to Nene washes from Stanground
Sustrans link to Crowland along Drains

The Fens

The need to create additional bridleways – some on footpaths e.g. west of City,
Barnack, Ufford and Helpston (see plan), extend Maxey Cut route along railway
A safer cycle network is required within the rural areas
Quiet routes for pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders are required around villages
Routes and networks require formalisation through the Rights of Way Improvement
Plan
A circular route surrounding the city should be provided- possible inner and outer ring
road for sustainable transport wider than Green Wheel? (see plan)
Pedestrian links over the A1 are required

8. What are the remaining priority initiatives for biodiversity? Which features, sites and
species are the most valuable?

12. Are there any major improvements required for visitors to access key green
infrastructure sites or routes by public transport?

Extend road verges and grassland opportunities and encourage links with areas that
have been identified in Northants.

Bus transport network and links with Rights of Way network – bus stops where possible
Better advertising – changes often leave people unaware of what is happening
There needs to be a countryside dropping off/jumping off site on the west of the city,
nr Clare Country

Plug gaps in linear links – green links between green spaces
Linkage between woods to the west of the city – can be achieved by targeting
hedgerow linkage

Water features
Voles and otters
Wildlife Trust sites
Reptiles and amphibians
Water quality and quantity
The purchase and controlled flooding of land (A trend that has developed in Europe)
Agri-Environmental initiatives
The prevention of habitat fragmentation
9. Are there specific challenges of management of the existing habitats and species
and what suggestions are there for providing the optimum approach?
Working with landowners on management
Improving the quality and diversity of spaces
Appropriate management of limestone verges – cutting at the correct time
Considering extension of flood plan areas adjacent to Nene washes near
Peterborough
Development on brownfield sites with a high biodiversity value
Encouraging landowners and farmers to participate
Revenue funding
Pressure from development
Access
10. What are the main positive features of the existing ROW network?
The use of the existing footpaths between villages
The Public Rights of Way network within the city, which is a legacy of the Development
Corporation
Opportunities to travel between settlements without using the road network
Good link Castor to Water Newton (riverside recreation)- need bus stop Water Newton
11. What are the main strategic needs of an enhanced ROW network in the area? Does
this vary for pedestrians, cyclists and equestrians?  (Include links within and from the
urban areas to the rural areas)

Cycleways to city connection
Improved access to areas directly adjacent to the city and new growth areas
Surveillance from city centre
Access over the Mainline and other local Railways
Extend Nene Valley railway west of A1 to River Nene
Access by proposed bridge over Fletton Parkway from Hamptons (funding agreedawaiting possible widening of parkway)
Better access for all
Access to sites at evenings and weekends
Connections beyond the city boundary
Better access to the site between the A1 and the A47
The encouragement of sustainable transport
Better facilities for parking at key sites, without encouraging vandalism
Improved access to Bedford Purlieus (Bus Stop and Green Lane from A47), Castor
Hanglands ands Farm Museum
Creation of Bridleway/cycleway use:  Old Railway Sutton to Stamford (alternative route
though Burghley Park), Maxey Cut, Werrington to Deeping Gate, Disused railway Eye
to Thorney and beyond, Newark to Eye, Thorney to SW and Catswater , Yaxley to
Stilton ( SW), Yaxley to SPGP’s, Sutton to Yarwell.
Develop Dogsthorpe Pit as major Green Infrastructure Site
13. Are there any major improvements required for visitors to access key green
infrastructure sites or routes by private transport?
There may well be a need for additional car parks in rural areas but have
representations from parish councils to close existing ones due to inappropriate uses
Therefore more reason to improve public transport

Development
14. What are the specific opportunities for creating new and enhanced accessible
Green Infrastructure from the potential major development sites in the area. (NB
Peterborough Growth Area Study of 2004 listed; Werrington North, North Parnwell,
Norwood/Paston Reserve, Redbrick Farm and Hampton West/Alwalton Hill – see
attached drawings for locations).
Opportunities to improve biodiversity and water management
Access
Vastly improve open space in line with standards
North Werrington  - Park required and keep separation from Glinton
South Hampton – Trust for Visitor Centre required to maintain.
Producing enhanced Quality Parks – best of existing Stanley Recreation Ground , Ferry
Meadows and City Park
Paston Reserve Site – consider improved links with Dogsthorpe Nature Reserve and
better links to city to west of Parkway
Increasing populations
Increased traffic
The impact of development and increasing populations on designated sites of
ecological value
15. What are the specific concerns resulting from major development sites in the
authority in terms of accessible Green Infrastructure?
Ought to improve public access (this has been a problem in the past therefore there is
a need for extra emphasis now)
People will use the adjacent Rights of Way network, but currently there is no
mechanism to make developer contribute to improving these
Drainage of the City- how
Early contact with the developers – particularly O & H
Delivering the Greater Green Grid
16. In the context of proposed built development are there any specific projects or
initiatives that would help to deliver an enhanced Green Infrastructure?  What new
attractions for green infrastructure would be appropriate? (These could combine with
recreational and/or arts/cultural aspects).
Project to encourage landowners to join the Higher Level agri-environment schemes
and work together to encourage a joined up management approach across
landowners
Green roofs– could be useful at Alwalton Hill
Thorpe Hall – likely to become available in the next 5-10 yrs, as Sue Ryder may not be
able to maintain
PCC farms could offer opportunities
Framework for a marina
Country Park at Hampton (South Peterborough Green Parks)
Sports and recreation facilities – watersports, etc
Small scale ‘quality’ open spaces – say 2 ha sites within close proximity to residential
areas both existing and future
Concern that too large a site similar to Great Fen would dissipate potential funding
opportunities (from Goeast perspective)
Use existing and new sites for Special Events to draw in a wider public. Ferry Meadows
mostly used in association with special days/events.
Group considered the use of Fen based facilities seen as a niche market with limited
appeal
Consider new Wetland Centre in South Peterborough Green Parks- water quality very
important in terms of wildlife. Possible combination of links with amphibians, brick
making and dinosaurs. Need big visitor attraction. (NB Interpretation centre already
proposed to east of A15 as next stage in Hamptons)
Upgrading the Car Dyke as biodiversity and access corridor
Reuse of disued railway to east (north of Thorney)

Improve the information as to the location of facilities – people often not aware of the
location and type – handbook of open space to be produced and issued to residents?
Bridleways are poor to the west of the city (railway) – estate owners need to be won
over

EA publicly promote access to their land, but not always delivered
Difficult to cross the A1 and A47 – some routes are still open but you have to cross the
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17. What do you consider to be the most effective ways of delivering the strategy?
If delivering SUDs schemes, money is provided by the developer to build the scheme
but the area also has to be maintained for its drainage function, therefore the
landscape is maintained as well
Local Quality Facilities
Improve the crossing of the Parkways from the Hamptons and the connection with the
City
Vital to focus on the ‘Function’ of the landscape and features – go for Multi use e.g.
Water Management, flood Protection more effective in costing if promote as SUDS
(e.g. at Red Brick Farm). Add bio-diversity and access.
Obtaining revenue funding
The creation and management of trusts
Partnership working
18. Which partners/ organisations should be involved in the delivery of the strategy?
19. Who are the potential bodies and sources of funding?
Contributions through Section 106 Agreements – need to be high quality, accessible
and environmentally sustainable
Link into grants, e.g. Countryside Stewardship
Funding from schools for study centres, etc?
Not enough funding in schools for them to visit sites – Froglife have to get funding
from elsewhere for them to be able to provide a free service to schools
20. How can the extended network of Green Infrastructure be most effectively
managed? What is the role of the public sector, trusts, management companies and
private landowners? – (including farmers e.g. through the Higher Level Payments)
Facilities at reserves, etc could help to contribute to funding management and
expansion. Expand on the tourism aspects of sites
Individual units pay into central kitty/levy to maintain the greenspaces in the area (e.g.
Allison Homes at Bourne have set up a Management Trust)
21. What are the key phrases you would use to explain your own vision for the Greater
Peterborough Green Grid Strategy for the next 20 years?
Accessibility, connectivity
Disposal of school sites – what greenspace and access should be kept?
Expansion areas contributing to Green Grid
The description at the start of the presentation covered most of what the vision should
be about
Congenial face-to-face access – people meet each other when out and about
More interest – landmark features/buildings, sculptures – add to the value of
Peterborough
Enhance quality
Historic and cultural references
Events to publicise history and biodiversity interest – link into times when buses can
get there and have events where buses go
Links between schools and the countryside – draw people out to the surrounding area
Residential study areas for schools within Peterborough (not just going to Stibbington)
Ferry Meadows no longer has an education officer – had one when it started out but
soon stopped
Opportunities for Duke of Edinburgh Award scheme events around Peterborough
GCSE science has more emphasis on practical work now – need to develop links to
wildlife on the doorstep for schools – Health and Safety has stopped schools wanting
to gout
There could be some sort of National Wetlands Centre (like in London) in the brick pits
to the south of Peterborough
22. Any other comments? (Please continue over as required)
Counter the ‘Invisible Peterborough’ scenario
Provide canoe access to River Nene particularly where there is new development
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Name…………………………………………………….......……..Date ……………………………………….......................…………………..
Organisation………………………………………Tel……………..….………….Email…………………………..........................………………
NB Please complete sections in the questionnaire and add comments to the attached drawings that are of interest to you and
return to:

The Landscape Partnership, Greenwood House, 15a St Cuthbert’s Street, Bedford, MK40 3JG
by 25/08/06. Alternatively if you would like to reply by email please contact ruth.sismey@bedford.tlp.uk.com
for an electronic copy of the form.
Data sets and analysis
1. Are there any key data sets missing from the consideration of Green Infrastructure?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………..........................................................…………………

7. Where are the main strategic gaps in Biodiversity terms within the existing Green Infrastructure network in the area? (NB bear in
mind any current and proposed initiatives)
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………….
8. What are the remaining priority initiatives for biodiversity? Which features, sites and species are the most valuable?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………......................................…………………………………
9. Are there specific challenges of management of the existing habitats and species and what suggestions are there for providing
the optimum approach?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………….............................................................…………………………………….

Access
2. What are the main issues from the existing analysis of the data for developing the strategy?
(e.g. what and where are the gaps in terms in the existing and future provision ?)
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………...…………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………........................................................……..

Landscape
2. What are the main aspects of the landscape and historic character that need to be recognised in the development of the
Strategy?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………….............................................................………………….
3. What are the main opportunities in landscape terms for the development of the area?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......…………………….
4. What are the main threats/ forces for change to the local landscape character and how can these best be tackled? (NB These may
vary between landscape character areas).
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………......……………………………….
5. Are there any key initiatives that should/could be built into the Green Infrastructure strategy in regard to landscape character:
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………….............................................................…………………………………………………………………………………………………….

10. What are the main positive features of the existing ROW network?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………..................................................................
11. What are the main strategic needs of an enhanced ROW network in the area? Does this vary for pedestrians, cyclists and
equestrians?  (Include links within and from the urban areas to the rural areas)
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………...............................................................……………………………..

8.Stakeholder Workshop Consultation Proforma

8.Stakeholder Workshop Consultation Proforma

12. Are there any major improvements required for visitors to access key green infrastructure sites or routes by public transport?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………….................................................................
13. Are there any major improvements required for visitors to access key green infrastructure sites or routes by private transport?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………….................................................................

Development
14. What are the specific opportunities for creating new and enhanced accessible Green Infrastructure from the potential major
development sites in the area. (NB Peterborough Growth Area Study of 2004 listed; Werrington North, North Parnwell, Norwood/
Paston Reserve, Redbrick Farm and Hampton West/Alwalton Hill – see attached drawings for locations).
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...................................………………………
............…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

iodiversity
6. Where are the main strategic bio-diversity corridors and resources in the area that need to be recognised in the development of
the Strategy? (NB Include those outside the authority in neighbouring areas).
.............................................................................................................................................................................................................................
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………...………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

15. What are the specific concerns resulting from major development sites in the authority in terms of accessible Green
Infrastructure?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………....................................……………..

43

Delivering the Greater Green Grid
16. In the context of proposed built development are there any specific projects or initiatives that would help to deliver an
enhanced Green Infrastructure?  What new attractions for green infrastructure would be appropriate? (These could combine with
recreational and/or arts/cultural aspects).
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………….............................................................……………………………
17. What do you consider to be the most effective ways of delivering the strategy?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………...........................................................………………..
18. Which partners/ organisations should be involved in the delivery of the strategy?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………............................................................………….
19. Who are the potential bodies and sources of funding?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………...........................................................……………..
20. How can the extended network of Green Infrastructure be most effectively managed? What is the role of the public sector,
trusts, management companies and private landowners? – (including farmers e.g. through the Higher Level Payments)
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
…………………………………………………………………………………………..................................………………………………………
21. What are the key phrases you would use to explain your own vision for the Greater Peterborough Green Grid Strategy for the
next 20 years?
•
  
•	  
•	 
22. Any other comments? (Please continue over as required)
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….......................………………
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Current membership of the Peterborough Green Grid Steering Group
Name

Organisation

Stuart McPhee

Peterborough City Council

Rosemary Smith

Peterborough City Council

Louise Wilcox

Peterborough City Council

Catherine Cairns

Natural England

Charron Pugsley-Hill

Natural England

Neil Jarvis

Forestry Authority

Bethan Eggboro

Environment Agency

David Bethell

Cambridgeshire County Council

Martin Baker

Wildlife Trust

Hugh Cripps

Peterborough Environment City Trust

Steve Compton

Opportunity Peterborough

Richard Kay

GOEAST

9.Green Grid Steering Group

9.Green Grid Steering Group
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10.Consultation Database

10.Consultation Database

Organisation

River Nene Regional Park

Peterborough City
Council

Buglife

Huntingdonshire District
Council

Fenland District Council

Flag Fen

Huntingdonshire District
Council

Peterborough Local
Access
Forum
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Organisation Contact

Jason Longhurst

Ben Robinson

Title/Role

Director

Historic Environment
Officer

Chris Hodson, Stephanie
Thompson

C/o Northants County Council
PO Box 163
County Hall
Northampton
NN1 1AX

Peterborough City Council
Bridge House
Town Bridge
Peterborough
PE1 1HB

Buglife-The Invertebrate
Conservation Trust
170 Park Road
Peterborough
Cambs
PE1 2UF

Greg Hitcock

Pat Knight

Address

Open Spaces Officer

Planning Officers

Pathfinder House
St. Mary’s Street
Huntingdon
Cambs
PE29 3TN

Fenland Hall
County Road
March
Cambs
PE15 8NQ

Georgia Butter

Flag Fen Bronze Age Centre
The Droveway
Northey Road
Peterborough
PE6 7QJ

Richard Probyn & Chris
Furfleet

Pathfinder House
St. Mary’s Street
Huntingdon
Cambs
PE29 3TN

Bob Smith/Neil Murray

Planning Officer &
Landscape Officer

Secretary & Mobility
Access/Walking

Peterborough City Council
Bridge House
Town Bridge
Peterborough
PE1 1HB

Organisation

Peterborough City
Council

Peterborough City
Council

Wildlife Trust

Wildlife Trust

PECT

Natural England

Organisation Contact

Darren Sharpe

Title/Role

Landscape Architect
(Development Control)

Charles Clay

Landscape Architect
(Design)

Rachel Price

Community Wildlife
Officer

Martin Baker

Hugh Cripps

Conservation Manager

Chief Executive

Chris Gerrard

Milton Estates

Robert Dalgleish &
William Craven

Building & Landscape Design Services
Bridge House
Town Bridge
Peterborough
PE1 1HB

Building & Landscape Design Services
Bridge House
Town Bridge
Peterborough
PE1 1HB

Second Floor
4-6 Cowgate
Peterborough
PE1 1NA

Wildlife Trust for Cambridgeshire
The Manor House
Broad Street
Gt. Cambourne
Cambs
CB3 6DH
Peterborough Environment City Trust
The Green House
1st Floor
4 -6 Cowgate
Peterborough
PE1 1NA
Ham Lane House
Ham Lane
Nene Park
Orton Waterville
Peterborough
PE2 5UR

Charron Pugsley-Hill

Great Fen Project

Address

Wildlife Trust for Cambridgeshire
The Manor House
Broad Street
Gt. Cambourne
Cambs
CB3 6DH

Milton Estates Estate
Manager

Estate Office
Milton

Organisation

John Clare Trust

Peterborough PCT

Froglife

Peterborough City
Council

Go east

Nene Park - Ferry
Meadows

Opportunity
Peterborough

O & Hampton Ltd

Organisation Contact

Paul Chirico

Title/Role

Address

Chairman

John Clare Cottage, Woodgate,
Helpston,
Peterborough
PE6 7ED

Greater Peterborough Primary Care
Partnership
2nd Floor,
Town Hall
Peterborough
PE1 1FA

Sue Hartley

Jacqui Ward Dyer

Brian Armstrong

Chief Executive

Wildlife Officer

Steve Compton/Gabriel
Mandujano

Roger Tallowin

Peterborough City Council
Bridge House
Town Bridge
Peterborough
PE1 1HB

Eastbrook
Shaftesbury Road
Cambridge
CB2 8DF

Richard Kay

Martin James &
Maurice Bradley

White Lodge
London Road
Peterborough
PE7 0LG

Operational Manager
General Manager

Organisation

Forest Enterprise

Forestry Commission

Peterborough City
Council

Environment Agency
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Schedule of projects completed by the Peterborough Local Access Forum
•

•
•

Extinguishment, diversions and creation of RoW at Sacrewell creating new links between villages including rerouting a
section of the Hereward Way (a local promoted route from Peterborough to Stamford and part of European Long Distance
Path E2 Which stretches from the Atlantic to the Mediterranean) from an extremely dangerous crossing place on the A47
and from the hazardous road from the A47 to Southorpe to a safe crossing of the A47.
Re-signing the Torpel Way including route specific logos.
An on-going programme of installing yellow topped waymarker posts.

PLAF in conjunction with PCC are currently working on the following items:
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

Creating a new bridleway in conjunction with Forest Enterprise in Bedford Purlieus across the south east corner of the
wood to provide an off road link between Old Oundle Road and Northamptonshire Bridleway No.MN30 off the Wansford
– Kings Cliffe road We expect this route to be available for use by the end of March 2007.
Creating a new bridleway link from Ailsworth No1 to the adjacent over-bridge in the north verge of the A47 to avoid/
remove the current busy road crossing across a dual carriageway. We expect this to be in situ later this year.
Re-linking Bainton No5 to Lolham Bridges road severed at the East Coast Main Line by Network Rail by creating a new link
along the south bank of Maxey Cut to emerge on to the road just south of the ECML road crossing with a possible new link
on the opposite side of the road to Helpston No1. We expect this to be in situ later this year.
Initial work looking at the provision of an additional link into Barnack from Southorpe No1 and upgrading this new link
plus part of Southorpe No1 and Southorpe No5 into a bridleway. This is part of a long term plan to provide a long circular
bridleway south from Ashton. Other work on this plan such as new signing has already taken place. This is a long term
project which will take a year or two to complete.
Creating a new link into the north end of Castor Hanglands NNR from the existing bridleway about 400m to the west to link
to the existing bridleway in the wood creating new circular routes. Timescale about 1 year.
Creating a new link through of Southey Wood from the north to link to Castor Hanglands and Upton Timescale 1-2 years.
Creating a new link along the north side of Oxey Wood creating a new circular walk from Helpston. Timescale about 1 year.

PLAF in conjunction with PCC are planning to work on the following items:
•
•
•
•
•

•

Upgrading Ufford No1 and Bainton No6 to bridleway.
Upgrading Bainton No8 to bridleway.
Diverting Upton No3 and Ailsworth No5 to link Ailsworth No1 to avoid/remove busy A47 road crossing.
Creating a new RoW in Walcott Estate (Mr Dennis).
Creating a new bridleway link from the proposed Wittering A1 over-bridge (Highways Authority scheme) to Barnack using
Wittering No7 (existing bridleway) and either upgrading Barnack No4 to bridleway or creating a new bridleway along the
existing track through Mill Farm either directly to the road or north along the east side of the hedge to Barnack No4 to join
the road opposite the road to the “Hills and Holes”.
Diverting the Hereward Way to the south of the River Nene eastward from the Shanks Millennium Bridge to provide a safer,
more interesting route. The route currently runs adjacent to a very busy, dangerous road along the north bank.

Glossary
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) – these standards recognise the importance of nature in terms of improving
the quality of people’s lives and people’s entitlement to have access to, and experience of, nature near to where they live.
Agri-Environment Scheme - An agricultural or farming management scheme that incorporates environmental enhancements or
benefits.

Green Belt – An area of land designated in Development Plans that restricts new built development in order to achieve a number
of specific purposes, such as preventing the sprawl of large built-up areas.  Green Belts are expected to offer long-term certainty,
with their boundaries being altered only in exceptional circumstances. NB There are no areas of Greenbelt within Peterborough.
Greenfield site – An area of land, usually in agricultural use, that has not previously been developed.

Ancient Woodland - An area which has been continuously wooded since at least the year 1600, irrespective of any management
which may have taken place.

Green Infrastructure – A network of multi-functional greenspace, provided across the area in question. It can be applied at the
Sub-Regional, District, City, Neighbourhood or local scale.  It is set within, and contributes to, a high quality natural and built
environment and is required to deliver “liveability” for new communities.

Ancient Semi-Natural Woodland (ASNW) -Ancient semi natural woodland has the greatest value for wildlife. It has a significant
proportion of the native species present and has been continuously wooded at least 400 years.

Greenspace – The outdoor environment of habitats, public access areas, informal recreational facilities, historic sites and areas,
woodlands and rural and urban landscapes contributing to Green Infrastructure.

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) – Designated under the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 as
having national landscape importance.  The primary purpose of Designation is the conservation and enhancement of this natural
beauty.

Joint Character Map – Map of England comprising 159 areas of distinct landscape based on the joint approach of Natural England
combining Natural Areas Countryside Character Areas.

Area Action Plan (AAP) – Used to provide a planning framework for areas of change and areas of conservation.  Area Action Plans
will have the status of Development Plan Documents.
Biodiversity – All living things, their habitats and the relationship between them.
Biodiverity Action Plan - A framework for achieving the conservation of biodiversity based on the targeting of resources towards
priority habitats and species. BAPs also provide a wide range of organisations and members of local communities a means of
involvement in conservation. BAPs can be prepared at a range of levels: country-wide (e.g. the UK Biodiversity Action Plan),
for counties (e.g. Cambridgeshire BAP) or for recognised areas (e.g. the National Forest BAPs), the latter are known as Local
Biodiversity Action Plans.
Brownfield land – An area of land in a town or city that was previously used for built development including industry and where
new development and regeneration is generally encouraged in preference to greenfield locations. Biodiversity can also become a
constraint on brownfield sites and should be assessed prior to development proposals.
CABE Space – Part of the Commission for Architecture & the Built Environment (CABE) and was set up in May 2003.  CABE Space
champions excellence in the design and management of parks, streets and squares in our towns and cities.
Community Strategy – Local authorities are required by the Local Government Act 2000 to prepare these, with the aim of
improving the social, environmental and economic well-being of their areas.  Through the Community Strategy, authorities are
expected to co-ordinate the actions of local public, private, voluntary and community sectors.
Conservation Areas – Areas of special architectural or historic interest, the character or appearance of which it is desirable to
preserve or enhance.
Core Strategy – Sets out the long-term spatial vision for the local planning authority area and the spatial objectives and strategic
policies to deliver that vision.  The Core Strategy will have the status of a Development Plan Document.
County Wildlife Sites – Biodiversity sites designated by the County Council or City Council and considered to be of County or
Regional importance.
CROW Act - The Countryside and Rights of Way Act (2000). Legislation that contains new provisions for access in the countryside
and states the requirement for all local authorities to produce a Rights of Way Improvement Plan.
Department of Communities and Local Government (DCLG) – Formerly part of the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM)
it is responsible for policy on housing, planning, regional and local government and the fire service. The department is responsible
for directing the Sustainable Communities Agenda and  administering Growth Area Funding (GAF).

12.Glossary

12.Glossary

Landscape Character Assessment – An approach to understanding landscape, which identifies what is distinctive about a given
area and seeks to reinforce diversity through providing appropriate guideless. The approach can operate at a variety of scales.
Landscape Description Unit (LDU) – An area of broadly homogeneous landscape character based on common physiography,
landcover and cultural patterns. These can apply at a series of scales from National/County – Level 1 , District – Level 2 and Local
- Level 3.
Listed buildings – Buildings of special architectural or historic interest held on a list administered by English Heritage.  Decisions
on changes are made by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport.  The buildings or structures are graded I, II* or
II to reflect their relative importance.  Listing gives statutory protection to historic buildings against unauthorised alteration or
demolition.  Special permission is required for works that may affect their character or appearance.
Local Development Documents (LDDs) – The different types of planning policy documents (Development Plan Documents and
Supplementary Planning Documents) which together make up the Local Development Framework (LDF).
Local Development Framework (LDF) – A portfolio of local development documents that will provide a framework for meeting the
community’s economic, social and environmental aims.
Local Delivery Vehicles (LDVs) – Partnerships which bring the public and private sectors together to deliver large-scale social,
economic and environmental change. NB Opportunity Peterborough fulfils this role within Peterborough.
Local Nature Reserve (LNR) – A statutory term denoting an area of land designated under the National Parks and Access to the
Countryside Act 1949 as being of importance for nature conservation and where public understanding and enjoyment of nature
conservation is actively promoted.
Local transport plan – A five year integrated transport strategy for the local authority covering all modes of urban and rural
transport.
National Nature Reserve – A statutory term, denoting an area of land designated under the National Parks and Access to the
Countryside Act 1949 or the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 as being of national (and sometimes international) importance.  May
be in a variety of ownerships, but the essential characteristic is that they are primarily used for nature conservation.
Ramsar Site - Wetlands designated by the contracting parties of the Ramsar Convention for inclusion in the list of wetlands of
international importance because they meet one or more of the Ramsar criteria which include providing habitat for various species
of birds.
Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) – Policy framework set by Government at the regional level on the basis of advice supplied to it by
Regional Planning Bodies.  The RSS is produced by the Regional Planning Body which in the case of Peterborough is ‘GoEast’ and
amended and confirmed by the Spatial Strategy (see PPS11).

Development Plan Documents (DPDs) – Spatial planning documents that are subject to independent examination, and together
with the relevant Regional Spatial Strategy, will form the development plan for a local authority area for the purposes of the
Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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Rights of Way Improvement Plan – A document produced by Local authorities to guide the management of rights of way. They
are a requirement of the CROW Act and should include a Statement of Action stating how the right of way network should be
improved.
Scheduled Monument – Monuments included in the Schedule of Monuments of National Importance, which the Secretary
of State for Culture, Media & Sport has a duty to compile and maintain under Section 1 of the Ancient Monuments and
Archaeological Areas Act 1979. These include visible and buried features.
Section 106 – Section 106 Planning Agreements are legally enforceable and are designed to secure community infrastructure to
meet the needs of residents in new developments and/or to mitigate the impact of new developments upon existing community
facilities. They are usually associated with the granting of planning permission for development and represent an agreement
between the developers/landowners and the local authority. They can refer to sums of money to be provided, levels and types of
provision and timescales for action.
Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) – A statutory term denoting an area of land notified under the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981 (as amended) as being of special nature conservation interest. SSSIs include wildlife habitats, geological features and
landforms.
Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) - Sites of European importance for habitats and species other than wild birds, designated
under the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations, 1992 in the UK.
Special Protection Areas (SPA) - Sites of European importance for wild birds designated under the Conservation (Natural
Habitats, &c) Regulations, 1992 in the UK.
Statutory – Denotes something that is defined in legislation.
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) – This guidance elaborates upon the policy and proposals in DPDs but does not have
development plan status.  Their weight as a material consideration will reflect their status as part of the LDF.
Sustainable development – Making provision for the needs of the existing population without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs.

Photo : Natural England

Photo : PECT
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R3 Hydrology and Flooding

Areas at risk of rapid flood
Areas classed as defended
E.A. Historic Floodevent
Landform

Indicative flood zone consists of areas
within flood catagories 2 and 3 as
identified in the Peterborough Strategic
Flood Risk Assesment.
Catagory 3 is at a high risk of flooding
(<1.0% probability of flooding each
year) and Catagory 2 is at a low to
medium risk (0.1% -1.0% probability),
as defined by the Environment Agency.
Areas at risk of rapid flooding are those
areas that are adjacent to flood
defences where flood hazard would be
significant i.e. there would be risk to life.
Areas classed as defended are those
areas in flood risk category 3 with an
adequate standard of protection, i.e.
the annual probability of flooding has
been reduced to >1.0%.
Historic flood events as recorded by
the Environment Agency have also
been shown.
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R7 Biodiversity Overview

EofE Biodiversity Enhancement Areas
EofE Strategic River Corridors
EofE Urban Biodiversity Deprivation Areas

Biodiversity Overview created from data
produced for the East of England
Biodiversity Mapping Project, 2005.
Core Biodiversity Areas are priority areas
for the management and enhancement
of existing resources and for targeting
the reversal of habitat fragmentation.
Biodiversity Enhancement Areas are
those areas with the greatest need or
potential for the creation and/or restoration
of biodiversity to meet regional targets and
to ensure the integrity of the region’s
ecological network.
Strategic River Corridors are continuous or
aggregated areas of biodiversity value with
the potential to link biodiversity
conservation and enhancement areas to
achieve connectivity through the landscape.
Urban Biodiversity Deprivation Areas are
areas that support high levels of human
population with relatively high levels of
deprivation and/or areas where significant
growth and development is planned.
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England's assessment of the distribution
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provisional and may not be fully
representative of the actual habitat on
the ground.
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R19 Biodiversity - Wetland and Open Water

Coastal and Floodplain Grazing Marsh
Wet woodland
RAMSAR site
Wetland/Open Water Wildlife Sites
Indicative Floodzone (Flood Zones 2 and 3)
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Index of Multiple Deprivation
0 - 20% (most deprived)

41- 60%
61 - 80%
81- 100% (least deprived)
Accessible green infastructure
300m buffer from greenspace of
2Ha or more

The Index of Multiple Deprivation is
based on the Government's 2004
'English Indices of Deprivation' at the
Super Output Area level. It is produced
by combining the seven separate
Domains of Income Deprivation,
Employment Deprivation, Health
Deprivation and Disability, Education
Skills and Training Deprivation, Barriers
to Housing and Services, Living
environment Deprivation and Crime.
The results are banded to illustrate how
the Super Output Areas within
Peterborough are placed in relation to
the country as a whole.

R20 Index of Multiple Deprivation

21 - 40%
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0 - 20% (most deprived)

R21 Index of Health Deprivation And Disability

21 - 40%
41 - 60%
61 - 80%
81 - 100% (least deprived)
Accessible green infastructure
300m buffer from greenspace of
2Ha or more

Health Deprivation and Disability is one
aspect of Multiple Deprivation, and
identifies people whose quality of life is
impaired by either poor health or
disability. Indicators used to derive it
include comparitive mortality ratios,
people receiving Incapacity Benefit or
Severe Disablement Allowance, ratio
of limiting long-term illness and
proportion of births of low birth weight.
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R23 Existing Greenspace Provision (2km from a site of 20Ha or more)

Accessible green infastructure
2km buffer from greenspace of
20Ha or more

English Nature Standard is at least one
Accessible 20Ha Greenspace within
2km from home
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R25 Existing Greenspace Provision (5250m from a country park)

Accessible green infastructure
Country Parks
5250m catchment area of
Country Park
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Neighbourhood Park
560m Catchment Area for
Neighbourhood Park

Note: The standard proposed by Atkins
is a Neighbourhood Park within 800m
walking distance. However, they
suggest that actually equates to a
straight-line distance of 560m as
illustrated here.
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R27 Existing Greenspace Provision (Ha of greenspace/1000 population)

Major Roads
Train line
Accessible green infastructure

Ha of Greenspace per 1000 population
Greenspace provision
1.4 - 5.00
5.01 - 10.00
10.01 - 15.00
15.01 - 20.00
20+

Biodiversity by Design Standard is 1Ha of
'Communal Doorstep Spaces' per 1000
population Peterborough City Council
Standard is 1.4Ha of 'Informal Parkland
and Amenity Open Space' per 1000
population
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Indicative Floodzone (Flood Zones 2 and 3)

R32 Green Infrastructure Proposals - Biodiversity

Train Lines

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

Green Grid Strategy
Green Infrastructure Proposals
Biodiversity

R32a

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the
permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her
Majesty's Stationary Office © Crown copyright. Unauthorised
reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to
prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council.
100024236. 2006

85

Key
District Boundary
County/Unitary Authority Boundary
Major Roads
Train Line

Local Strategic Routes

Crowland

Deeping
1
A612

(T
A16

(T)

Wothorpe

Pilsgate
Barnack
A1
(

T)

Proposed Local Strategic Routes
Proposed Local Routes

Peakirk

Etton

Bainton
Ashton Helpston

Newborough

Glinton

A47(T)

Ufford

Thorney

)
(T

Southorpe
Marholm

)
(T

A47(T)

EyeGreen
5
A1

Wittering

7(
A4

A47

A1073

3
A4

Proposed Regional Strategic Routes

DeepingGate
West Deeping
CastleEnd
Tallington
Maxey Northborough
)
A15

Uffington

Stamford

Local Routes

5
A1

A4
T)

Eye

)
7 (T

Upton

Thornhaugh
Wansford

Yarwell

17
A1

9

60

Nassington

Coates

A1129

5
A60

Water Newton

A1
13

9

Ailsworth
Castor

A15

StibbingtonSutton

2
A1

R33 Green Infrastructure Proposals - Access and Movement

Regional Strategic Routes

Whittlesey Eastrea

Turves

A605

Abethorpe

Chesterton
Farcet
Elton
0
A6

Yaxley
Yaxley

5

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

Green Grid Strategy
Green Infrastructure Proposals
Access and Movement

Benwick
Folksworth
Stilton

R33a

Ramsey Mereside
Ramsey St Mary's
Holme

amsey Forty Foot
Ramsey St Mary's
Ramsey

86

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the
permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her
Majesty's Stationary Office © Crown copyright. Unauthorised
reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to
prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council.
100024236. 2006

Key
District Boundary
County Unitary Authority Boundary
Settlements
Major Roads

1a
Crowland

Deeping

2a
Stamford

2a

15

16

9
G7
6

G7

3

G7

16

Proposed Sustrans National Route

G2

Possible extensions to Green Wheel

14
14

10
G2

6

Proposed local GI corridor

G2

G2

10

15

6

6

10

6

6

Fens Waterways Link

6

9

G2

4

G1

G7

G7

2b

Tallington

Uffington

Green Wheel cycle network

G2

West Deeping

Existing Sub-Regional corridor

G2
G2
G2

7
10

Wansford
Stibbington

1c

1b

Yarwell

12

Water Newton

9
Nassington
Abethorpe

11

Chesterton

Elton

Farcet

G5

5

11

Yaxley

G5

G3

Whittlesey

Eastrea

15

G6

G3

Turves

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

G4

Green Grid Strategy
Greater Peterborough Strategy
Green Grid Network

G4
Benwick

G4

Folksworth

8

See Drawing 06023/R37 for Masterplan
and 06023/R38 for detail within
Peterborough City

Coates

13

Stilton

R34 Greater Peterborough Strategy Green Grid Network

Train line

Ramsey Mereside

R34a

November 2006

Ramsey St Mary's
Holme

amsey Forty Foot
Ramsey St Mary's

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of
Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office
© Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and
may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council.
100024236. 2006

87

Key
District Boundary
County Unitary Authority Boundary
Settlements
Major Roads

R35 Greater Peterborough Strategy Major Green Infrastructure Sites

Train line
Accessible GI over 20 Ha
Crowland

Deeping

Existing green infrastructure sites
Proposed green infrastructure site

West Deeping
Stamford

Uffington

South Peterborough Green Parks

Tallington

Great Fen
River Nene Regional Park (NCC)

H

B

Wansford
Stibbington

G
E

Yarwell

J

Water Newton

See Drawing 06023/R37 for Masterplan
and 06023/R38 for detail within
Peterborough City

Coates
Whittlesey

Eastrea
Turves

Nassington
Abethorpe

Chesterton

D

Elton

F

Farcet

C

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

Green Grid Strategy

Yaxley

Greater Peterborough Strategy
Major Green Infrastructure Sites

K

A
Benwick

R35a

Folksworth
Stilton

Ramsey Mereside

November 2006

Ramsey St Mary's
Holme

amsey Forty Foot
Ramsey St Mary's

88

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of
Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office
© Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and
may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council.
100024236. 2006

Key
District Boundary
County Unitary Authority Boundary
Settlements
Major Roads

Fens Waterways Link

Area Initiatives

Crowland

Deeping

I - Nassaburgh Woodland Connection
II - Calcareous Grassland and Heath

West Deeping
Stamford

Uffington

III - Welland Valley Wet Woodland

Tallington

IV - East Peterborough Wet Woodland
and Fen Project
V - Promote HLS and EWGS
VI - Fen Island Enhancements

V

Wansford
Stibbington
Yarwell

See Drawing 06023/R37 for Masterplan
and 06023/R38 for detail within
Peterborough City

Coates

Water Newton

Whittlesey

Eastrea
Turves

Nassington
Abethorpe

Chesterton

R36 Greater Peterborough Strategy Wider Areas Initiatives

Train line

Farcet
Elton

V

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

Green Grid Strategy

Yaxley

V

Greater Peterborough Strategy
Wider Area Initiatives

Benwick

R36a

Folksworth
Stilton

Ramsey Mereside

November 2006

Ramsey St Mary's
Holme

amsey Forty Foot
Ramsey St Mary's

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of
Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office
© Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and
may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council.
100024236. 2006

89

Key
District Boundary
County Unitary Authority Boundary
Settlements
Major Roads

R37 Greater Peterborough Master Plan

Train line

1a
Crowland

Deeping

2a
Stamford

2a

15

H

9

6
G7

3

G7

16

G2

6

Proposed Sustrans National Route

14

South Peterborough Green Parks

14

Great Fen

G2

River Nene Regional Park (NCC)

G2

Fens Waterways Link

G2

Area Initiatives
I - Nassaburgh Woodland Connection

G2

7

II - Calcareous Grassland and Heath
III - Welland Valley Wet Woodland

10

Wansford
Stibbington

E

Yarwell

9
Nassington
Abethorpe

D

G5

Farcet

F
11

C

5

Yaxley

G5

V

K

VI - Fen Island Enhancements
Coates

Whittlesey

Eastrea

15

G6

G3

Turves

V

G4

See Drawing 06023/R38 for detail within
Peterborough City

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

Green Grid Strategy
Greater Peterborough Master Plan

G3

G4

A
Benwick

G4

Folksworth

8

IV - East Peterborough Wet Woodland
and Fen Project
V - Promote HLS and EWGS

1c
12

11

Chesterton

Elton

G

1b

J

Water Newton

Proposed local GI corridor
Proposed green infrastructure site

10
B

6

Existing green infrastructure sites

Possible extensions to Green Wheel

G7

6

Green Wheel cycle network

G2

G2

10

15

6

10 V

6

9

6

16

G2

4

G1

G7

G7

2b

Tallington

Uffington

Accessible GI over 20 Ha

G2

West Deeping

Existing Sub-Regional corridor

13

Stilton

Ramsey Mereside

R37a

November 2006

Ramsey St Mary's
Holme

amsey Forty Foot
Ramsey St Mary's

90

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of
Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office
© Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and
may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council.
100024236. 2006

91

Key

G5

8

Proposed urban GI corridor

Proposed local GI corridor

Published Routes (PROW)

Green Wheel cycle network

Existing green infrastructure site

Green parkways - P1

Existing open space

Existing Sub-Regional corridor

P2

E

16

County/Unitary Authority Boundary

District Boundary

1a

6

H

G1

K

P14

D

Proposed footbridge

Proposed Fens Waterways Link

River Nene Regional Park

Great Fen

Proposed RSPB Bronze Age Fens

South Peterborough Green Parks

Opportunities for PROW

Proposed Sustrans National Route

G4

P2

C

P18

F

1b

G4

5

11

P9

P13

P6

A

G

November 2006

1:50,000

R38a

3

G2

12

Peterborough City Master Plan

R38 Peterborough City Master Plan

13

Green Grid Strategy

*iÌiÀLÀÕ} ½ÃÊÀiiÊÀ`

G3

10

G4

B

P8

P5

P2

10

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary
Office © Crown copyright.
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution
or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council. 100024236. 2006

Possible extensions to Green Wheel

Proposed green infrastructure site

P2

G3

11

P16

P15

P2

P4

10
P11

P2

10

J

P12

Potential GI enhancement

P17

7

P3

P2

P7

P2

P10

92
G5

8

County/Unitary Authority Boundary

District Boundary

H

P17

P3

P2

7

P7

P2

K

P14

P12

Proposed urban GI corridor

Proposed local GI corridor

Published Routes (PROW)

Green Wheel cycle network

Proposed Fens Waterways Link

River Nene Regional Park

Great Fen

Proposed RSPB Bronze Age Fens

South Peterborough Green Parks

Opportunities for PROW

Green parkways - P1
Existing green infrastructure site

Proposed Sustrans National Route

Possible extensions to Green Wheel

Proposed green infrastructure site

Potential GI enhancement

E

16

P2

Existing open space

Existing Sub-Regional corridor

Key

1a

6

G1

D

J

P11

P2
P18

P4

1b

F

G4

5

11

P9

P13

P6

P2

P8

G3

P5

10

13

G4

B

A

10

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller
of Her Majesty's Stationary Office © Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to
prosecution or civil proceedings. Peterborough City Council. 100024236. 2006

C

10

G4

G3

11

P16

P15

10

12

3

G2

November 2006

1:25,000

40a

Peterborough City Council Strategy
Peterborough Master Plan

Green Grid Strategy

Peterborough’s Green Grid

G

Peterborough City Council Strategy - Peterborough Master Plan

93

Peterborough City Council Strategy

Notes :

94

Contacts

Strategy written by

